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We study theoretically a one-dimensional dimerized Kitagwerconductor model which belongs to BDI class
with time-reversal, particle-hole, and chiral symmetrigbere are two sources of the particle-hole symmetry,
i.e., the sublattice symmetry and superconductivity. Adowly, we define two types of topological numbers
with respect to the chiral indices of normal and Majorananfens, which offers an ideal laboratory to examine
the interference between the two different physics withingame symmetry class. Phase diagram, zero-energy
bound states, and conductance at normal metal/superdonduiaction of this model are unveiled from this
viewpoint. Especially, the electron fractionalizatiorthe Majorana fermions showing the splitting of the local
density of states is realized at the soliton of the dimeidzrain this model.

I. INTRODUCTION hole symmetry, while the superconductivity is the source in
the Kitaev model. Correspondingly, we can define the two
kinds of topological indicesy; andN- in Egs. [18) and(27),
respectively. N7 is induced by the sublattice symmetry and
‘equals the number of zero-energy states, wiijas induced

by the particle-hole symmetry due to the superconductor and
equals the number of Majorana zero-energy states. By these

b d based he ti | icl two indices, the phase diagram is determined, and their re-
een proposed based on the time-reversal, particle-ide, & 40 1 the zero-energy states at the edges and the associ-
chiral symmetries, which are the three fundamental and ro

. o _ ated transport properties are revealed. We also investibat
bust symmetries of the Hamiltonian even without the transla port prop b

onal . . 4ds 10 cl zero-energy states in the presence of a dimerization matito
tional symmetries or point-group Symmetries Classes qyr hybrid model. As is expected, a zero-energy fermionic
are identified in this table, and the homotopy group is allo-

d h class d i h il di oDkl state appears in the SSH-like region, which is eventualty su
cated to each class depending on the spatial dimensiobality pressed by the-wave pairing. Remarkably, we find a peak
the system. This mathematical classification alone, howeve

. . . of the local density of states (LDOS) at zero energy splis in
does not provide the physical properties of the concrete sy wo peaks which shift toward the edges by the effect ofithe
tems, nor provide the way how to construct the topological

g X ave pairing. It is regarded as a precursor of the topoldgica
indices linked to the zero-energy bound states at the boun P g d P Po9g

: L yhase transition, where one fermion at the soliton spliis in
ary of the sample. Therefolre, the s.tud|e_s of e?(pI|C|t moplel_ wo Majorana fermions. This offers a unique opportunity to
are needed to explore the rich physics hidden in the periodigee the process of electron fractionalization in the reatsp
table. One interesting question is how the two differentphy
ical phenomena, characterized by each topological index, 8 - 1 rest of the paper is organized as follows. In S&c. 11, we
related within the same symmetry class. To examine this-queg, o4y ce the model and derive the energy bands of the bulk
tion in the simplest model, we analyze in this paper the dimergy giom * 1n Sec[ I, we discuss the symmetry of the model.
ized Kitaev model, which belongs to the BDI class and is &g ghow that there are two particle-hole symmetries in the
hybrid system comprlseldl of the spinless Su-Schrieffergédee gy gtem . 1n Sed 1V, we focus on the sublattice symmetric case
model of polyacetylerfe! and the Kitaev model OI tflg One€- (,, = 0). We calculate the topological number induced from
dimensional (1Dp-wave topological superconductr. the sublattice symmetry. In Se€] V, we consider the case of

The Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model, i.e., dimerizedsublattice asymmetric casg ¢ 0). We define and calculate
one-dimensional chain, is a model proposed for polyacetyanother topological number induced from the superconducti
lene. At the edges of the sample or at the kink of the dimerizaity. In Sec.[V], we illustrate the energy spectrum of a finite
tion pattern, i.e., soliton, the zero-energy in-gap bouates  system. We show the number of zero-energy states reflects
appear due to the topological reason. On the other hand, ththe two topological indices. In Selc. VI, we calculate thk di
Kitaev model is the one-dimensional spinlgssvave topo- ferential conductance and show the correspondence between
logical superconductor, where superconducting pairimgice ~ the topological index from the superconducting pairing. In
between the nearest-neighbor sites. The finite chain of th8ec. [VIIl, we study the LDOS at zero energy. We explain
Kitaev model supports Majorana fermions at edges. The Kihow edge states and soliton states appear depending on the
taev model is realized by using a 1D nanowire with strongphase. We also derive the continuum model and show the an-
Rashba spin-orbit interactiéfr??> Several experiments about alytic form of the zero-energy wave function or local deysit
the nanowire systems have so far been repétt&tl Both  of states in good agreement with the numerical results. We
models have the particle-hole symmetry. However, thei orireport our remarkable finding of the splitting of a peak in the
gins are different. In the case of the SSH model, the subdatti LDOS in the presence of a soliton due to the superconduct-
symmetry between thd and B sublattices gives the particle- ing pairing. In Sec[[IX, we discuss the relationship between

Classification of the gapped electronic states from the view
point of quantum topology has shed a new light on our un
derstanding of the physical properties of solids. Topaabi
insulators and superconductors are the two major ingréslien
of this classificatioh. The topological periodic table has


http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.1166v2

(a) Kitaev + Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model (t+A)(1-n)  (EA)(1+n) in the Bogoliubov—de Gennes form. In the momentum space,

O G=D G=0 M/o it reads as
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where
FIG. 1: (Color online) (a) lllustration of the model. The regheres, z (k) = —t [(1 +n)+(1=1n) e—ika] 7 ()
the yellow ovals, and the blue sticks represent Majoranaiters, ika
ordinary fermions, and bonds between Majorana fermiorspee w (k) =-A [(1 + 77) - (1 - 77) € } ) (%)

tively. « and g on the red spheres denote the Majorana operators . . . . . .
which are defined in Eq.[729). The dark and light bonds re|ore_anda is the lattice constant. We diagonalize the Hamiltonian
sent dimerization of Majorana fermions due to fhevave pairing.  and obtain the eigenvalues,
The thick and thin bonds represent the dimerization of tlnary

fermions. The coupling parameters are shown. Here, we assum B2 — 2 2 2 4 2\/ 20,12 AAN)? 6
u = 0andn < 0. (b) In the Kitaev-like phase, the dark bonds are et Ll ] el + ") ()
dominant. There are unpaired Majorana fermions. (c) In 8BS | ih

like phase, the thick bonds are dominant. There are two tersai

|z (k)| =2t [(1 +n*) + (1 — n?) coska] , (7)
the odd-frequency pairing and the soliton states. In §&c. X, lw(k)[? =2A%[(1+n*) — (1—n*)coska]. (8)
we summarize the results of this paper and briefly discuss the
relevance to the real systems. We find
E(0) = £2t + /2 + 4A292, 9)

Il. HAMILTONIAN
where the gap closes at

We investigate the tight-binding model for a hybrid system pr=4 (t2 — A2772) , (10)
comprised of the SSH modednd the Kitaev modét:
: ; while we find
H=-— /J,Z(CAJCAJ‘ + cB)jcBJ)
J E(r/a) = £2tn + \/p? + 4A2, (11)
- tz {(1 +n) CTBJCAJ +(1-n) CTA,j'i‘chvj + H-C-] where the gap closes at
j
2 _ 2.2 A2
+AZ [(1+77)CTB,J-CT4,J'+(1_n)cxjHCTB,j"‘H-C-} , w=A (- A7) (12)
J 1 We will show that gap-closing conditioris {10) abdl(12) cerre
(1) spond to the phase boundaries.
whereA andB denote the sublattice indicgsis the chemical For A = 0, the energy spectrum is reduced to that of the

potential ¢ is the transfer integral, an is the superconduct- SSH model,
ing pairing gap taken to be real. The space-dependent\@riab

of the SSH model is the dimerization which we have taken E(k) = +p+ty/2[(1+7%) + (1 - n?) coska].  (13)
to be a constant for the ground state. It contributes to trestr
fer integral and the superconducting pairing. The Hamiéinon
(@) is reduced to the Kitaev model fgr= 0 and to the SSH
model foru = 0, A = 0. There is a condition on the dimer-
ization, |n| < 1, since the transfer integral should be positive.
We also assumi\| < ¢. We shall later investigate the system T .
in the presence of the soliton excitation in the SSH model. We  E(k) = i\/(% cos — — p)2 + 4A2sin® —. (14)
show the illustration of the model in Figl 1. 2 2

Introducing the four-component operato€] = |tis well knowrf":22that the system is topological féy| <
(¢l 4 ¢l g, e ra,c_rp), we can express the Hamiltonidih  2¢ and trivial for|u| > 2t.

It is well knowrf— that the system is topological for < 0
and trivial forn > 0.

On the other hand, foy = 0, the energy spectrum is re-
duced to that of the Kitaev model,




I11. SYMMETRY

We discuss the topological class of the model. In this spit
less system, the time-reversal operator is define@ by K,
which takes the complex conjugate. The model has the tim
reversal symmetr§i'H (k) T—1 = H (—k) because there is -
no complex coefficient of;, ¢, A andn in the Hamiltonian. It T4 w05 o 05 1
is noted that we have chosen the gauge of feah Eq. (). n
Moreover, in the case of = 0, the system has the sublattice!® Nz #=%)
symmetry. The sublattice symmetry operator is defined by

1 0 0 0

0-10 0 3 50
— SSH-like SSH-like
Cl =0z = 0 01 0 ) (15) -0.5 4 0.5 r
O O O —1 i Kitaev-like i Kitaev-like
i -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 i -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
whereo; is the Pauli matrix acting on the sublattice degrec " n

. —1 _
of freedom. It is checked thal, H (k) C, " = —# (k). The FIG. 2: (Color online) (a) Topological phase diagram witkpect

. . . 5 9
topg)logrgllcal cr:llasz 'S E’DI S'r}C@ _hl andCl u Lbl . to N1 (u = 0 case). The horizontal axis isand the vertical axis is
n the other hand, if. is finite, there is no sublattice sym- A/t. The numbers in the figure denaig . (b) Topological phase di-

metry anymore. However, the class is still BDI due to theagram with respect tov,. The axes are, A /¢, andy/t. In the trivial
particle-hole symmetry of the superconductor. The p&ticl regions,N, = 0. In the topological regionN. = +1, depending
hole operator is defined b = 7, K, wherer; is the Pauli  on the sign ofA /t. The gap-less phas&/t = 0 in the Kitaev-like
matrix acting on the particle-hole space. We can checkltieatt phase is not illustrated for the sake of clarity. (c) The sresction
Hamiltonian satisfied”H (k) Pl =_H (—k). Then, the of (b) aty = 0. (d) The cross section of (b) at= 0.2¢. The black
chiral operator is induced as the product of the time-reers line is the gapless phase.

operatorT’ and the particle-hole operaté.

0010 This topological number is equivalent to the chiral index.
Cy—=TP =1, ? 8 8 é (16) We introduce a unitary transformation,
0100 1000
g~ 0010 19
It is checked thatloH (k) C; ! = —H (k) and C2 = 1. 1=lo100]|" (19)
Therefore, the topological class is BDI. 0001
The 1-D system in the BDI class is characterized by the _
Z-index. We will show soon that these two chiral operatorswhich yields
induce the two topological-indices in the case qof = 0. 0 v
U,CUf =7, UHUS = (v* 01) . (20)
1
IV. SUBLATTICE SYMMETRIC CASE )
with
We start with the case qf = 0. First we examine the gap- s w
closing condition. The eigenvalues are Vi= —w —z /) (21)
ka . o ka h dw are defined by Eqs.[14) andl (5). When the
E(k) = £21/ (t £ An)* cos? = + (tn + A)?sin® . wherez andw & y Eas. o). W .
(k) \/( n)” cos 2 +(tn )"sin 2 Hamiltonian is in the form of Eq. [{20), the chiral index is

] (17) given by
It vanishes att = 0, An = +t andk = w/a, tn = L£A.

However, sincdA||n| < ¢, the gap closes at the poirts= e dk /e g
7/a, tn = +£A. As we shall soon show, the topological phaseN1 = —Tr/ o V1 OV = —/ 5.; O log DetVy
boundary is given by this gap-closing condition. —m/a , —m/a
The topological number associated with the sublattice sym- e dk
metry operator’; is defined by - ;2 r/a %6’“ log 2, (k). (22)
T/a dk . )
Ny =Tr —Ch9™ " Oy, (18)  with
—7/a 4mi .
271k)=t—-A) 1+ +{t+A)1—n)e ™, (23
whereg (k) = —H ! (k) is the Green’s function at zero 1(k) = ( ) (L) o+ ) (=) (23)

energ$-22 zo(k) = (t+A)(1+n)+({t—A) (1 —n)e . (24)



It is straightforward to derive that

Ny =0 (A—tn)+6(—-A—1tn), (25)
with
o0 {1 (30 @)

Clearly, N is the winding number of,, (k). Its mathematical
meaning is that; (GL (4,C)) = Z.

We may derive the phase diagram from Eq.] (25), as illus-

trated in Fig[2(a). We find three phases:

(@) tln| > |Al,n > 0, whereN; = 0 (SSH-like trivial);

(i) t|n] > |A|,n < 0, whereN; = 2 (SSH-like topological);
(iii) t|n| < |A|, whereN; = 1 (Kitaev-like topological).

The dimerization and thg-wave pairing compete and result
in these phases.

V. SUBLATTICE ASYMMETRIC CASE
We proceed to investigate the# 0 case. The topological
number associated with the chiral operataris defined by
T/a

NQZTI'/

This topological number is identical to the chiral index cAM
jorana fermioR3:34
We consider a unitary transformation,

dk
rc2g_lak9- (27)
i

w/a

1 010
1 {0 101

== 0 i (28)
i 0

which corresponds to the representation with the Majoran
operators:

1 1
¢ = 5(% +iB), = 5(%‘ —if3;). (29)
It follows that
UsCoUS = 1., UyHUJ = (VOT ‘82) , (30)
2
with
Vo — —ip i(z—w) (31)
2 i(z"+w*)  —ip )7

The chiral index is given by a formula similar to EQ.{22) with
the use ofi; in place ofl7,

T/a

/

w/a dk
/ _"/2718]6‘/2 = -
—7/a 21

dk
(32)

w/a

where

Z (k) = DetVy (k) = —p? + (—2 + w) (—2* — w*)

1 +2 (82 =A%) (1+7%)

+2 (t2 + AQ) (1 — 772) coska — 4itA (1 - 772) sin ka.
(33)

N, is the winding number ofZ(k), and determined by the
cross points of the real axis At= 0 and7/a. ForA > 0, we
find

Z(0)Z(r/a) <0= Ny =1, (34)
Z(0)Z (r/a) > 0= Ny =0, (35)
with
Z(0) = —p® +4 (£ — A%?), (36)
Z(w/a) = —p® + 4 (*n* — A?). (37)

For A < 0, we find N, = —1 in the topological region. How-
ever, the sign ofV, is meaningless because it depends on the
choice of the global phase. The relative sign/\gf, on the
other hand, matters when two superconductors are attached.
The phase diagram fa¥, is shown in Figs[12(bj32(d). The
gap closes at the phase boundary, thaZig)) = 0 at y? =

4 (2 — A*?), andZ(w/a) = 0 atp? = 4 (*n* — A?), in
consistent with Eqs[(10) and {(12).

VI. FINITE CHAIN

It is an interesting problem as to how the energy spectrum
changes in the SSH model when th&ave superconducting
pairing is introduced. We show the energy spectrum of the fi-
nite system as a function gfin Figs.[3(a) an@l3(b), where we
have setu = 0,0.2¢. Without the superconducting pairing,
(Ipere are only two phases, i.e., trivial fpr> 0 and topolog-
ical for n < 0, where two zero-energy fermions exist at the
ends. In the presence of the superconducting pairing, it th

phase emerges fafn| < \/(u/2)* + A2. Itis the Kitaev-

like topological phase, where there exists one pair of Majo-
rana fermions. This can also be confirmed in Eig. 3(b), where
the zero-energy states in the Kitaev-like region remainavhi
the SSH-like zero-energy states split with finite but small
Next we investigate how the energy spectrum changes in
the Kitaev model when the dimerization is included, which
we illustrate for four sets o\ andr in Figs.[3(c)=B(f). With-
out the dimerization, the system is topological fat < 2t,
where there is one pair of Majorana fermions. In the case
of A > t|n| [Figs. [B(c) andB(d)], the system is in the
Kitaev-like phase, where one pair of Majorana fermions ap-
pears for|u| < 24/t2 — A2n? irrespective of the sign of.
Namely, the Kitaev-like topological phase is suppressed by
the dimerization. In the case df < ¢|n| [Figs. [3(e) and
B(H)], the system is in the SSH-like phase for small Es-
pecially, wheny is zero, the sublattice symmetry exists and
there are two fermions at the edges with negatjve For



FIG. 5: (Color online) Energy spectrum of the finite chainhndlis-
order as a function of, which corresponds to Fi@] 3(a). The distri-
bution of the local disorder is fixed for ajl. The zero-energy states
in the SSH- (Kitaev-) like states are sensitive (robustjragidhe dis-
order. We have takeh = 64, u = 0, A = 0.1¢, andw = 0.1¢.

We investigate the effect of the local disorder. We as-
sume an onsite random potential, which will be relevant in
experimetal realization. We show the energy spectrum eorre
sponding to Fig[13(a) by including the onsite random poten-
tial in Fig. [B, where we add the uniformly distributed ran-
dom potential if—w, w]. The onsite random potential breaks
the sublattice symmetry, while the particle-hole symmefry
the superconductivity is not broken. Therefore, the S&id-li
zero-energy states split, while the Kitaev-like zero epesg
robust. The effect of the disorder is common in all the pafrts o
this paper, i.e., the SSH-like phase is sensitive and Kitikev
phase is robust against the disorder.

FIG. 3: (Color online) Energy spectrum of the finite chain dgrec-
tion of (a), (b)n, and (c)—(f)u/t. The numbers in the figures de-
note the degeneracy of zero-energy states divided by 2. Nathe
means one pair of Majorana fermions, and “2” means two femmio
These states are localized at the edges as in[Fig. 7. We Heare ta
L =64. VII. DIFFERENTIAL CONDUCTANCE

p=0.2t We calculate the differential conductance of the normal

@) =0 ()
1 ‘ ‘ ‘ ' ‘ ' metal/superconductor (NS) junction by means of the recur-
0.5 1 1 sive Green’s function methé##. We assume the normal
S o0 ) . lead has the same hoppingnd the chemical potential as
the superconductor and there is no dimerization and superco
0.5 1 1 ducting order. We define the hopping amplitude between the
1 . . . . . .
1 05 0 0.5 14 05 0 0.5 1

leads ag.. In order to obtain the differential conductance,
we first calculate the surface Green’s function of the semi-
infinite superconductor numericatfy*3. In the Matsumoto—
FIG. 4: (Color online) The number of zero-energy states asetion S?Ib? for.maclv;ls"#f the Namblé Eretﬁn SGfunCt,lo? of E.he S?‘TI’:_
of n andA /¢t for (a) sublattice symmetric casg & 0), and (b) sub- Infinite wire G-, 1S expressed by the reen's function of the

! . ; . 50 .
lattice asymmetric casg:(= 0.2t). The white broken lines denote bulk systemG;
the phase boundaries. We have takes 512 for the calculation.

n n

.~ .~ - - 1
Gj = Gg{j, - Gg{o (G&O) G87j/. (38)

2/t2n2 — A2 < |u] < 24/t2 — A2p2, the system belongs L _ . .
to the Kitaev-like phase and supports one pair of MajorandVe obtainG9 ;, by performing Fourier transformation numer-
fermions. ically for the k-space representation, which can be given ana-

We also show the number of zero-energy states in [Fig. 4ytically. On the other hand, we give the analytic form of the
The number is equal t7; for i = 0 [Fig. [4(a)], while the  Surface Green’s function for the semi-infinite normal ad
number isN, for u # 0 [Fig. [d(b)]. The system is gapless Then, we construct the Green’s function of the whole
whenA = 0 and2t|n| < p: See the horizontal black line in system by the following recursion relations. Expressing
Fig.[(b). the Green'’s function of the left (right) semi-infinite wirs a



r) and the Green’s function of the whole systenis ) u=0.2t G (2e2h)

(a) u=0 (b

1 - - - - - T 1
P rr s N - S BN . S 39 05 od

L =9 —Hj1Gr 1151, (39) oo

5—1 =1 . ¥ 3 0 = —
Grj; =9 —HijnGrirrirtj, (40) o 0.4
. . . . =i 0.2
Gij=9; —HjjGrj1-1Hj1; 1 i , ; , 0

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1- 0.5 1

] s ] 1 -0.5 0
= Hjj+1GRj+1, 41 Hjp1,  (41)

n n
Gijr1 = GjiHjj+1GRj+1,5+1; (42)
A A FIG. 6: (Color online) Zero-bias differential conductara=ea func-
Gitrs = G-7j“1’-7+1H3+173GL73’-7’ 43)  ion of n and A/t for (a) sublattice symmetric casg (= 0) and
g;l =F - Hj, (44) (b) sublattice asymmetric casg & 0.2t). The white broken lines
denote the phase boundaries. We have set0.001¢.

)
=
Q

where E is the energy/; is the onsite Hamiltonian{; ;
is the hopping between sitegs;’. We obtain the retarded

Green’s functionGR by replacingE with E + is, wheree marized as
is an infinitesimal factor. (Faj;)?
After that, we calculate the differential conductance bg th Hy = Z {W + K(nj —nj+1)* + A(n;)* — (77)2]2} )
Lee-Fisher formulE:3’ j
(46)
2¢2 - - - - whereM, K, and)\ are constant parameters. The ground-state
G = TTr [ Pe (G5 41GF g1 + G jGl, solution is obviously given by; = 7. The soliton solution is
a1 = . iven b
= GG — GGl ) 1 J Y
(45) nj = ntanh [(j — jo) a/€], (47)

whereG/ , = ImG? ;,, andP. = (1 +7.) /2 is the projec-  where¢ is the width of the soliton angy is the center site

tion operator onto the particle subspace. We can choose dndex.

arbitrary j in the normal region due to the current conserva- We proceed to investigate fermion excitations in the pres-

tion. ence of a soliton. To demonstrate fermion excitations, we in
It is found that the zero-bias differential conductance cor vestigate the LDOS. It is given by

responds not taV; but to the absolute value df,, i.e., the .

chiral index of Majorana fermions. It is consistent with the : R .

fact that the zero—bjias differential conductance in the N8 § p(E.j) = WImG (E.JJ) (48)

tion takes nonzero values only when Majorana fermions exist , L

Namely, the SSH-like zero-energy states do not contritite {In terms of the retarded Green’s function in the Nambu space,

the zero-bias differential conductance. For nonz¥go the 1 GR PR

resulting conductance has a zero-bias peak. The magnitude GR(E, j, ;') = ( ) = (~R ~R) . (49

of G at zero-bias voltage i8¢?/h reflecting on the perfect 353" F= G

resonance via the zero-energy Andreev bound state as a Ma-

jorana fermiof=%. We note that the quantized conductanceVe show the LDOS at the zero energy without a soliton in

does not depend on the coupling between the léadd/hen  F19s- LI(@)EF(d). In Fig[17(a), there is no state because the
A = 0 and2t|n| < , a finite conductance whose magnitudeSyStem is in the SSH-like trivial pha_se_. In Figl 7(_b), there
is smaller thare? /1 exists because the system is gapless, as i&'® edge states because the system is in the SSH-like tepolog

seen Fig[lB. This conductance depends strongli.owhich ¢l phase. In Figsl17(c) arid 7(d), there are Majorana zero-
is different from the quantized differential conductancétie ~ ENergy states because the systemiis in the Kitaev-likeagpol

topological region. ical phase. _ S
Now, we introduce a domain-wall (DW) soliton in dimer-
ization. We show the LDOS at the zero energy in Fids. 7(e)—
[4(h). In addition to the edge states, there are states kechli
VIII. DOMAIN-WALL SOLITONAND ZERO-ENERGY around the soliton in the SSH-like phase [Figs. 7(e)[@nd.7(f)
MODES We also illustrate the LDOS as a function of the position
andA/t in Fig.[8, where we have set= 0.2. WhenA/t is
We have so far analyzed fermion excitations around thesmaller than;, there are states around the soliton. Wheft
ground-state configuration of the SSH model. As is wellis equal tay, the gap closes and the states expand in the whole
known, a prominent feature of the SSH model is the exissystem. Whem\/t is larger thar, the soliton state disap-
tence of a soliton solution. To discuss a soliton solution, i pears and a pair of Majorana fermions appears at the edges.
is necessary to include the kinetic and potential termsHer t We find that the LDOS splits near the phase boundary in the
dimerizationy into the Hamiltonian[{l1). Such terms are sum- SSH-like phase, which we will investigate later.

E — H +ie



(a) A=0.1t, n=0.2 (e)A=0.1t, n=0.2 We introduce the right moveR; and the left mover ; by
X ‘ il Cj = eiijaRj — ’L'BiiijaLj, (50)
b) A=0.1t, n=-0.2 f) A=0.1t, n=-0.2 —ikrja . ikpja
w() N (f) N ¢l = emtkrin Rl 4 jeibrio [t (51)
O . il wherekr is the Fermi wave number. We linearize the Hamil-
9 ((c) A=0.2t, n=0.1 (9) A=0.2t, n=0.1 tonian by neglecting the high-frequency terms. By introduc
J ing the spinor™ = (RT, LT, R, L), the result is written as
i L I L il
(d) A=0.2t, n=-0.1 | (h) A=0.2t, n=-0.1 | H= %/d:c‘ll (@) (Ho+ Ha) W (z),  (52)
i3 L ! b 1 | 1
0 100 200 0 100 200 Ho = hvr {‘“’3‘% o @) (53)
site site Ha =2A[—09m + tamin (z) O, , (54)

FIG. 7: (Color online) LDOS at zero energy as a function of thewherevyr = 2ta/h is the Fermi velocity, andy (z) is the
position. In (a)—(d), the dimerization is constant and i*-(e), the  space-depending dimerization. We confirm the Hermiticity o
soliton exists at the center. (a), (e) SSH-like trivial ghagb), ()  the Hamiltonian, because the second term in Eql (54) causes
SSH-like topological phase. (c), (d), (9). (h) Kitaev-litapological  the terms such aBfR' by the partial integration, and it van-
phase. In (e), (f), there are states around the soliton. Theer of  jshes due to the fermionic statistics.
sites isL = 200 in (a)—(d) andL = 201 in (e)—-(h). We have set \yq golve the eigenequation of the Hamiltonian. The so-
p=0,&=8a, ande = 0.001¢. lution is given in the Appendix. In particular, we take the
soliton solution of the dimerizatiom; (z) = ntanh £ We
setn, A > 0 without loss of generality. For the zero-energy
solutions, the orthogonalized eigenfunctions are

0.3
0.25 ur g "
ur, | | —thst | —ih_
0.2 — on | = ne | o |0 B9
S 0.15 8 vr ihy —ih_
0.1 o where we have defined
0.05 _Bé/a
0 hy (x) = gtAz/a (coshg E Z—n sinh g) ,  (56)
A
0 50 100 150 200
site with
1—1n%)a& 2 —a? )
FIG. 8: (Color online) Color plot of the LDOS as a function bkt A= 7(52 — )2 QA, B = 7€§A_ 55 En = 2—AF
position andA /t. Forn = 0.2, the system is in the SSH-like phase N N (57)

for A/t < 0.2 and in the Kitaev-like phase fah/t > 0.2. The
broken line represents the transition poihft = n. We observe
the precursor of the phase transition, i.e., splitting efstates at the

The wave function is well defined only f§r |n| > a, that is,
in the SSH-like phase. We can check that the Majorana con-

soliton, in the SSH-like phase. We have get= 201, = 0,n =  dition of the wave functionsu(; = vg, uj, = vy) is satisfied.
0.2, ¢ = 8a, ande = 0.001t. The peaks of the wave function amplitude locate at
1 a
xy = £€tanh™ " ——, (58)
&an

) o whose amplitudes increase wittyéan and diverge at the
We make a further investigation of the zero-energy modegnase boundargan = a. h, andh_ lean to thex > 0

in the presence of a soliton in the continuum theory of our hyyegion and the: < 0 region, respectively. Namely, the two
brid system. The continuum limit of the SSH model is known p1ajorana fermions split into right and left sides.

as the Takayama-Lin-Liu-Maki modelWe take such a limit The LDOS at zero energy is given by

of our hybrid model, and derive an analytic expression of a

soliton state appearing in the SSH-like phase. We alsoeleriv p(z, B =0) |h+|2 4 |h_|2. (59)

the wave function at zero energy and the local density oéstat

analytically, which are in accord with the numerical resuln  In Fig. [9, we show both the analytical result based on this
the following, we focus on the cage= 0. formula and the numerical results based on the tight-bagndin



(a)A=0 (d) A=0.19t
8 (b) A=O‘ 1 t (e) A o T —
a
-
(c) A=0.15t (f) A=0.3t
0 100 200 O 100 200
site site

FIG. 9: (Color online) LDOS obtained numerically (red lirexd
analytically (green line) for the variou&. The horizontal axis is the
position and the vertical axis is the LDOS. The system isénSBH-
like phase forA < 0.2¢ and in the Kitaev-like phase fak > 0.2¢.
We observe the precursor of the phase transition, i.e ttiagliof
the states at the soliton, in the SSH-like phase. We havé set
201, = 0,17 = 0.2, £ = 8a, ande = 0.001¢.

005 010 0.15 0.20

FIG. 10: (Color online) (a) Analytic form of the LDOS as a ftion

of the position and thé\ /¢. (b) The position of the LDOS peak as a
function of A /¢. In both of the figures, we have set= 0,7 = 0.2,
and¢ = 8a.

in the Nambu space. Owing to the Fermi-Dirac statis-
tiCS, F(wnajajl) = _F(_Wnaj/aj) and F(wnajajl) =
—F(—wp,j',j) are satisfied. As regards the symme-
try of the frequency, there are two possibilities: (i)
F(Wnajaj/) = F(_wnajajl) [F(wnajajl) :~F(_Wnaj7j/)]
and (i) F(wn.j.j") = —F(~wn.j.j") [F(wn.j,5') =
—F(—wn, j,5")]. The former and the latter cases correspond

model. They fit very well, where we have shown the envelopdo even- and odd-frequency pairing amplitudes, respdgtive
function derived in analytic form. We also show the analyticAs for the exchange of andj’, the former one is odd parity

result as a function of the position add/t in Fig.[I0(a). We
make an interesting observation. Whemand A/t are com-
patible, the LDOS around the soliton split, which never @scu

and the latter the even parity. In the inhomogeneous super-
conducting systems, like junctions or near the surfacestra
lational symmetry is broken. Then, the parity of the Cooper

without the superconducting pairing. It is regarded as a prepair is no more a good quantum number and the mixed parity

cursor of the topological phase transition, where the fermi
at the soliton splits into two Majorana fermions. We illade
the position of the LDOS peak calculated humerically in Fig
[Id(b). WhenA is sufficiently small, the LDOS peak locates
at the center of the soliton. However, at a certain criticahp

state can be realized. If the symmetry of the bulk supercon-
ductor is even (odd) parity, odd-frequency pairing with odd

.(even) parity is induced near the interface or the supfa?e

In the presence of the zero-energy surface Andreev bound
state, it is known that the magnitude of the induced odd-

A¢, the LDOS peak suddenly splits, and finally the positionfrequency pairing amplitude is hugely enhantZdear the

diverges atan = a. In order to investigate the critical point,
we expand the LDOS around= 0,

p(x, B =0) x 2+2w¢2+0(1‘4). (60)
ang

The critical valueA. is derived by the condition that the sec-

ond term vanishes,
ﬁvF 1
2a \| 1+2¢/an’

It yields A¢ = 0.111... forn = 0.2 and¢ = 8a as in Fig.
[13, which agrees well with the numerical result.

Ac = (61)

IX. ODD-FREQUENCY PAIRING

surface and is proportional to the inversexgf Recent studies
in the one-dimensional topological superconducting state
nanowire shows that the odd-frequency pairing is always gen
erated where Majorana fermion exists since Majorana fermio
is a special type of zero-energy Andreev bound &f2fe In
this work, since we are considering the spinless model and
the symmetry of the bulk pair potentialpswave (odd-parity)
even frequency, we can naturally expect the generationeof th
s-wave (even-parity) odd frequency pairing near the edges or
the kink. We can show thatwave odd-frequency is purely
imaginary andp-wave even-frequency pairing amplitudes is
purely rea?®. Thus, we plot the imaginary part gfwave
odd-frequency and real part pfwave even-frequency pair-
ing amplitude around sitg given by foqa = —IMF (wy, 7, j)
and feven= —ReF (wy,, j,7 + 1).

In Fig. [11, foqq and feven are plotted for various sites and

the magnitude of\/¢. First, we focus on th€odd-  fodd iS
proportional to inverse afy,,, since it accompanies the zero-

In order to understand the spatial dependence of the LDOS®nergy localized state. The qualitative feature of the laitso
it is useful to look at the symmetry of the Cooper pair. Forvalue of foqq is similar to that of LDOS as shown in Fi@] 8.

this purpose, we calculate the Matsubara Green'’s function:

o (1 _(GF

N

(62)

For smallA/t, the magnitude offoqq is enhanced and has

a sign change near the kink. On the other hafad, is en-
hanced at the edges in the Kitaev-like phase with large mag-
nitude of A/t. It is noted thatfoqq both at the left and right



(a) s-wave odd-frequency pairing amplitude

40
0.3 ' , . I gg 20
0.25 0
20 20
02 F- === m = m m = m e e e 10 o _n w0
E 0.15 ¢ [ . 0 0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200
01+ | -10 site site
: . 20 © (d)
0.05 30 0.3 . 40 03 . : 40
0 ' ' 40 _02p------------ 20 _02f-----%&----- 20
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site ol 20 oL 20
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(b) p-wave even-frequency pairing amplitude site site

0.3
0.25 FIG. 12: (Color online) Color plot of-wave odd-frequency pairing
: amplitude fode. (&) No kink, (b) dimerization kink, (cy-wave kink,
02 and (d) dimerization kink ang-wave kink. The broken lines rep-
- resent the transition poink /¢ = n. We have sel. = 200 for (a)
J 0.15 and (c),L = 201 for (b) and (d),x = 0,7 = 0.2,¢ = 8a, and
0.1 wn = 0.001%.
0.05 1
0 I | 1
0 50 100 150 200

site a function ofj. For small magnitude ofA /¢t with SSH-like

phase foqq is localized near the kink. By contrast to the case

FIG. 11: (Color online) Color plot of (aj-wave odd-frequencyoas  with dimerization kink,foqq is Symmetric around the kink and
and (b)p-wave even-frequency pairing amplitugdgen as a function changes sign twice.

of the position andA/t. The broken lines represent the transition
point A/t = n. We have seL = 201, 4 = 0,7 = 0.2,£ = 8a, and
wn = 0.001¢. Finally, we consider the impurity effect on thevave odd-
frequency pairing. In Figs.[[13, we plot the correspond-
ing plot of the spatial dependence fifq in the presence of

edges have opposite sign each other. This sign difference cahe disorder. (There is a one-to-one correspondence betwee
induce anomalous Josephson coupling via proximity effect Figs. [12 and13.) In Fig[_23(b) for the case of dimeriza-
On the other hangs-wave even-frequency pairing amplitude, tion kink, foqq near the kink existing in the SSH-like phase
feven Stemming from the bulk state is enhanced wheveave  with A/t < 0.2 [see Fig.[IR(b)] almost disappears. Since
odd-frequency pairing is absent. foaq has a sign change around the kink, it is expected fthat

In order to understand the spatial dependencgfwith is fragile against the “pair annihilation” of the positivada
dimerization kink in detail, we plot different configurati® = negative odd-frequency pairings due to the mixing caused by
of dimerization anch-wave pair potential. As seen from the the disorder. On the other hanfl,yq localized at the edges
case with no dimerization kink [Fif._lL2(a)feqq Only appears in the Kitaev-like phase is robust against the disorder.sThi
near the edge foA /¢ > 0.2, i.e., Kitaev-like phase with Ma- feature means that the zero-energy states in the SSH- (Kitae
jorana fermiof®. f.qq is generated in Kitaev-like phase as a) like phase are sensitive (robust) against the disorder. We
Majorana fermion is localized at the edge state. The spatidiave also calculated spatial dependencg@ffor other three
dependence near the edges is similar to that in Eigs. 11¢a) arcases with including the disorder: (1) no kink [Fig.] 13(a)],
[I2(b) (these two are identical). In the presence of the kink i (2) p-wave kink [Fig. [I3(c)], and (3) dimerization kink and
the p-wave pair potential, i.e., thewave pairing changes the p-wave kink [Fig.[I3(d)]. In all of these cases, localizgdy
sign at the center of the chain [Fif.]12(cflqq appears for near the edges in the Kitaev-like phase is robust against the
large magnitude oA with A/t > 0.25, because of the finite- disorder. On the other hand, localizggiq near the kink in
size effect. In this casé,qqis localized both near the kink and the SSH-like phase is fragile against the disorder. Thaapat
edges.foqqg Changes sign two times as a function of the site in-dependence and sign of tliggq is important to understand the
dexj and has the same sign at left and right edges. Next, wanpurity effect on the Majorana fermion. As seen from these
consider the case with both dimerization gntvave kinks, features, focusing og-wave odd-frequency pairing is useful
where the positions of kink are just the center of the chas. A to understand the background of the physics of the Majorana
seen from [Fig.[12(d)] foqa also changes sign two times as fermion, especially the disorder effect.
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0 e -40 0 et -40  from the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Scienag] a
site site
(c) (d)
03 i 40 03 ' ' ‘ 40 Appendix A: Continuum model
_02t------------82 _02f-----"*-----48 20
2 01 - 1o <1 01 1o In this appendix, we derive the zero-energy solutiod (56)
20 based on the continuum model,
0 B -20 0 -t
0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200 1
site site H = 3 /d:c\I/ (x)T (Ho+ Ha) ¥ (z), (A1)
FIG. 13: (Color online) Color plot of-wave odd-frequency pairing Hy = hop |:—2'0'3a$ + 10'17‘3’]7 (z)], (A2)
amplitude foqq With the disorder. (a) No kink, (b) dimerization kink, a
(c) p-wave kink, and (d) dimerization kink angwave kink. The Hp = 2A [—027m2 +iarin () 0], (A3)
broken lines represent the transition paikft = 7. We have set
L = 200 for (a) and (c),L = 201 for (b) and (d),p = 0,7 =  whereV¥’ = (RT,LT, R, L) andvp = 2ta/h is the Fermi
0.2,§ = 8a, andw, = 0.001¢. velocity. We definga = hvr/2A, which has the same order

as the superconducting coherence length. The eigenensatio

for zero energy are
X. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION
én [—iadyur + 1 (x) ur] + alian (z) Oyvg + vr] = 0,

In this paper, we have investigated the hybrid model com- (A4)
prised of the SSH model and the Kitaev model, keeping a &a [iadzur + 1 (z) ur] + a[ian (x) Oyvr, — vg] = 0,
physical picture of polyacetylene witltwave superconduct- (Ab)
ing pairing in mind. We have found that the system belongs to —iad _ +ali 9 _ —0
either the SSH-like or Kitaev-like phase depending on the re $a [~tadsvn = (@) vi] + alian (@) doun = uil (A6)

ative strength between the dimerization and the superatndu _ _
ing pairing. We have found there are two types of particleho ~ $4 [iadvr —n (¢) vr] + alian (z) yur, +ur] = 0.
symmetries due to the sublattice symmetry (SSH like) or the (A7)
superconductivity (Kitaev like). We can define théendex for — \ye definef. = ug + iuz,gs = vg + dvz. Then, these
each symmetryN; corresponds to the number of zero-energyequations are grouped into two set of equations,
states af = 0, while N, corresponds to the zero-bias differ-

ential conductance for arbitrary valuesaf We have found Enlady —n(2)] f- —alan (z) 0y — 1] g4

the splitting of the states around a soliton when the superco £ a0y — 1 (2)] g4 — alan (z) 8y — 1] f— (A8)
ducting pairing is comparable to the dimerization strengfth * *

is regarded as the splitting of the fermion into the two Majo-gnd

rana fermions, which is a precursor of the topological phase

transition. We have founstwave odd-frequency pairing am- éalad, +n(x)] f4 —alan(x) 0, +1]g- =0 (A9)
plitude is strongly enhanced around the splitted statese Th | ¢x [ad, + 7 (2)] g— —alan (z) D +1] fy =0

model may be realized in the organic superconductor or by

putting a polyacetylene on an intringiewave superconduc- Furthermore, we decouple them into independent equations,
tor such as SIRuQy. There are also possibilities to realize the

model by usings-wave superconductor and engineering the {aléa F an (@)]0s — [Ean (@) F al} (f- £94) =0,

Rashba spin-orbit interaction by placing micro-magef§ (A10)
or quantum-dot arr&¥. {aéa F an (2)] 0 + [€an (z) F a]} (f+ £9-) =0.
Note added in proof. Recently, we became aware of papers (A11)
imi ig5-67
on the similar topie*=. This can be solved for genera(z) as
1 ["&an (I/) Fa /]
_+ = += =~ 7 d Al2
Acknowledgements f-Eg9+ =exp { p / €a F an (z) z (A12)

This work was supported by a Grantin-Aid for Scientific frEg_ =exp {_1 ’ de/] ) (A13)
Research (S) (Grant No. 24224009 and 25400317); the a) &anFan(z)



Here we substitute the soliton of the dimerizatiptz) =
7 tanh % to find

+B¢/a
f- + g, =eTAv/a (cosh ad F Y Ginh f) , (Al4)

£ &a £
—B¢/a
fy g =etAe/a (cosh% F g—Z sinh %) , (A15)
with
_ (1=7*) ata _ & -a
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Under this condition, the orthogonalized eigenfunctioms a

UR h+ h_

ur, . —ZI’L+ . —ih_

ve | = ny | U I (A18)
vL 2h+ —th_

where we have defined

~B¢/a
hy(z) = gtAw/a (cosh% F g—Z sinh %) . (A19)

We can sef\, » > 0 without loss of generality. Then, because
Eq. (AT2) diverges at — +o0, these coefficients have to be Hence we have derived Ed. (56). Without the superconducting
zero. Regarding Eq[(A15), the dominant factorats 00  pairing, we obtain

IS
—n§/a
hy (z) = <cosh E) .

A17
(A17) z

exp (A — B) =exp {LEEZMVQ] . (A20)

N

Therefore, the conditiogan > a has to be satisfied, which

accords with the SSH-like phase of the tight-binding modelwhich is well known in literaturt:1%,
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