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We theoretically study transport properties of nanowires with the Dresselhaus [110] spin-orbit
coupling under the in-plane Zeeman potential and the proximity-induced s-wave pair potential. In
the topologically nontrivial phase, the nanowire hosts the Majorana fermions at its edges and the
number of the Majorana bound states is equal to the number propagating channels (N.). When
we attach a normal metal to the superconductor, such Majorana bound states penetrate into the
dirty normal segment and form the V. resonant transmission channels there. We show that chiral
symmetry of the electronic states protects the Majorana bound states at the zero energy even in
the presence of impurities. As a result, we find that the zero-bias conductance of normal-nanowire /
superconducting-nanowire junctions is quantized at QeQNC/h independent of the random potentials.

PACS numbers: Valid PACS appear here

I. INTRODUCTION

Majorana Fermion, particle which is own antiparticle,
was originally predicted by Ettore Majorana in high en-
ergy physicst. Recently, however, physics of Majorana
fermion has been a hot issue in condensed matter physics
since the emergence of Majorana fermion was pointed out
at surfaces of topologically nontrivial superconductors?.
Detecting a Majorana Fermion and controlling of Ma-
jorana bound states(MBSs) have been a desired sub-
ject to realize the fault-tolerant topological quantum
computation®4. There are several suggested systems
hosting MBSs such as p wave superconductors®S, topo-
logical insulator /superconductor heterostructures?, semi-
conductor/superconductor junctions with strong spin-
orbit interaction® 13, helical superconductors?, and su-
perconducting topological insulatorst®. The most prac-
tical system among them is a semiconductor nanowire
fabricated on top of a superconductor because of its
controllability for the emergence of MBS by changing
the chemical potential in the nanowire and by apply-
ing the Zeeman field onto it1 22, The coexistence of
the Rashba spin-orbit coupling and the Zeeman poten-
tial enables a topologically nontrivial superconducting
state in the nanowire in the presence of proximity induced
pair potential there. Even so, it is still very difficult to
demonstrate convincing evidences of Majorana fermions
in experimentst® 18 because we need to tune the num-
ber of propagating channels in nanowires N.. The N,
should be unityt12 when the Zeeman field is parallel to
the nanowire. Alternatively, N. should be odd integer
numbers when the Zeeman field is applied perpendicu-
lar direction to the nanowirel®. In the latter case, the

Zeeman field may destroy the pair potential.

In such situation, we seek an alternative way of real-
izing Majorana fermion by tuning the spin-orbit interac-
tions. The Dresselhaus spin-orbit interactions are caused

by breaking the lattice inversion symmetry:?. In InSb
or GaAs, for example, the Dresselhaus [110] spin-orbit
interactions can be large on their film growing along the
[110] direction. A theoretical study has shown that such
artificial superconductor hosts the dispersionless surface
Andreev bound states which is nothing other than the
MBSs1%2%, To have topologically nontrivial supercon-
ducting state, the Zeeman field should be applied in
plane, which is an advantage of this method. The [110]
Dresselhaus nanowire superconductor is unitary equiva-
lent to the two-dimensional ’polar state’ in 3He2!. It has
been well known that the polar state has surface Andreev
bound states?222 as a result of the sign change of the
pair potential on the Fermi surface?4:22. Today such sur-
face states are recognized as the topologically protected
edge states reflecting the topologically nontrivial char-
acter of the superconducting phase?¢. Although two of
authors have reported the anomalous proximity effect of
superconductors in the polar state?? 31, such supercon-
ducting state has never been experimentally confirmed
in any compounds. This paper suggests a way of artifi-
cially realizing the 2D polar superconductor by combin-
ing existing materials. The anomalous proximity effect
in the Dresselhaus nanowire superconducting junctions
is strongly related to the physics of the odd-frequency
Cooper pairs32.

In this paper, we theoretically study the transport
properties of nanowires with strong Dresselhaus [110]
spin-orbit interaction by using the lattice Green function
method on the two-dimensional tight-binding lattice. We
first calculate the local density of states (LDOS) at the
edge of the semi-infinite nanowire. The Dresselhaus [110]
nanowire with in-plane magnetic field shows the large
zero-energy peak independent of N.. The zero-bias dif-
ferential conductance in normal-metal/superconductor
(NS) junctions on the nanowire shows the quantization
at 2e2N./h irrespective of the degree of disorder in the
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normal segment. We also show the fractional current-
phase (J — ¢) relationship in superconductor/normal-
metal/superconductor (SNS) junctions on the nanowire.
The resonant transmission through the MBS in the nor-
mal segment is responsible for such unusual low energy
transport in nanowires?” 393233 In addition to nu-
merical simulation, we solve the Bogoliubov-de-Gennes
(BdG) equation analytically and discuss the stability of
MBSs in the the Dresslhaus[110] nanowire with in-plane
magnetic fields. We find that chiral symmetry of the BdG
Hamiltonian protects the MBSs at the zero-energy2S.
Our results indicate a way of detecting the MBSs in ex-
periments.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
compare the local density of states at the edge of the
Dresselhaus noanowire superconductors with those of the
Rashba nanowire superconductors. The numerical re-
sult for the transport properties are also presented. In
Sec. III, we discuss the stability of the MBSs based on
the analytical solution of the BAG equation. In Sec. IV,
effects of disorder on the MBS in the normal metal are
discussed. The conclusion is given in Sec. V.

II. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Semiconductor nanowire

Superconductor

FIG. 1. (Color online) Schematic picture of a semiconductor
nanowire proximity coupled to a s-wave superconductor.

A. Local Density of States

Let us consider a nanowire with the strong spin-
orbit coupling fabricated on a metallic superconductor
as shown in Fig. [l The nanowire is in the supercon-
ducting state due to the proximity-induced s-wave pair
potential. The thickness of nanowire is sufficiently small
so that only the lowest subband in the z direction for
each spin degree of freedom is occupied. We describe
the present nanowire by using the tight-binding model
in two-dimension. A lattice site is pointed by a vector
r = jx + my, where & and y are the unit vectors in
the x and the y directions, respectively. We consider the
nanowire as the semi-infinite system in the x direction (i.
e. ,1 < j < o00). In the y direction, the number of the
lattice site is M and the hard-wall boundary condition is

applied. The nanowire is described by the Bogoliubov-
de-Gennes(BdG) Hamiltonian,

Hpag =Huin + Hz + HE + Ha, (1)
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Hp = Z Ag (ci,)TclLw + H.c.) , (5)
r

where cf. _(cy.») is the creation(annihilation) operator of
an electron at the site 7 with spin o = (T or }), t de-
notes the hopping integral, p is the chemical potential,
Ap represents the strength of the Dresselhaus [110] spin-
orbit interaction, Ag is the proximity-induced s-wave pair
potential at the zero temperature. The Pauli’s matrices
in spin space are represented by ¢; for j = 1 — 3 and
the unit matrix in spin space is 6p. By tuning the mag-
netic field B in the x direction as shown in Fig. [l it is
possible to introduce the external Zeeman potential V.
We measure the energy and the length in the units of ¢
and lattice constant, respectively. Throughout this pa-
per, we fix several parameters as ;. = 1.0¢, A\p = 0.2t and
Ag = 0.1¢.

At first, we focus on the local density of states (LDOS)
at the edge of the nanowire. The LDOS averaged over
M lattice sites in the y direction is defined by

p(j, E) = —# S Im [Tr{@(r, r B+ ié)}} . (6)

where G(r,r, E) is the normal Green’s function at the
site 7 with the energy E measured from the Fermi en-
ergy, and Tr represents the trace in spin space. To cal-
culate the LDOS, we add the small imaginary part id
to the energy in the Green’s function. We calculate the
Green’s function by using the lattice Green’s function
method3433. In Fig. Bl(a) and (b), we plot the LDOS at
j =1 as a function of the energy. The width of system
M is chosen as 10. The results are normalized by the
density of states at the Fermi energy in the clean normal
nanowire Ny. The Amplitude of Zeeman potential V.,
is 1.2t and 1.5¢ in Fig. B(a) and (b), respectively. As a
result, the number of propagating channels N, is 5 and
6 in Fig. Bla) and (b), respectively. The LDOS at the
edge of the Dresselhaus nanowires shows the single zero-
energy peak irrespective of N.. This is a robust feature
appearing as far as the Zeeman potential V., is larger
than a critical value V. = 0.92¢. The critical value of the
Zeeman potential is discussed in Sec.IIT C.
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FIG. 2. (Color online)The LDOS at the surface (j = 1) of
superconductors is plotted as a function of the energy. (a)
Dresselhaus [110] nanowire for Ve, = 1.2t (N. = 5). (b) Dres-
selhaus [110] nanowire for Ve, = 1.5¢ (N. = 6). (c) Rashba
nanowire for Ve, = 1.2¢ (N. = 5). (d) Rashba nanowire for
Vee = 1.5t (N = 6). The samll imaginary part of energy in
the Green’s function 79 is chosen as 110 *Ag.

For comparison, we also plots the results for the
nanowire with Rashba spin-oribit coupling in Fig. (c)
and (d). To describe the Rashba nanowires, we replace
the HE by

AR t
HR = 17 Z Z [(02)04,5 (CTcrngrx,a - CI‘,QC""FXHB)

a,f T
(7)
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and replace Hz by

Hy == " Vesl03)ap¢hatr s

ra,p

(8)

representing the magnetic field in the z direction. We
chose V., as 1.2t resulting N. = 5 in Fig. c) and
Ver = 1.5t resulting N. = 6 in (d), where Ag = 0.2t
and M = 10. As already discussed in Ref. [16, the LDOS
of the Rashba nanowire shows the zero-energy peak only
when N, is odd integer numbers. In addition, the num-
ber of peaks in the subgap energy window is equal to N,.
Therefore, in the Rashba nanowires, we need the delicate
tuning of the wire width and the Zeeman field to have
the MBS indicated by the zero-energy peak.

In Fig.Bla), we plot the LDOS with E = 0 at the edge
of superconductors as a function of the wire width M for
Vee = 1.2t. The LDOS for the Dresselhaus nanowire is
almost constant independent of M. Namely, the number
of the zero-energy states at the edge increases proportion-
ally to M. In Fig. Bl (b), we also plot the results for the
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FIG. 3. (Color online)The LDOS at the zero-energy is plotted
as a function of the wire width M. The Zeeman potential V.,
is chosen as 1.2t The results for the Dresselhaus nanowire and
for the Rashba nanowire are plotted in (a) and (b), respec-
tively. The small imaginary part for the Green’s function i
is chosen as 1107*Ag

Rashba nanowire. The LDOS for the Rashba nanowire
takes the zero and the nonzero values alternatively as a
function of M. The envelop function of its amplitude
gradually decreases with increasing M, which reflects a
fact that the number of the zero-energy states is at most
unity in the Rashba case.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Schematic pictures of (a) NS and (b)
SNS junctions.

B. Conductance

Secondly we study the conductance in the NS junc-
tions of nanowire superconductors as shown in Fig. [ll(a).
A nanowire is fabricated on an insulator/metallic super-
conductor junction. The segment on the insulator and
that on the superconductor are in the normal and the su-
perconducting state, respectively. The present junction
consists three segments: an ideal lead wire (co < j < 0),
anormal disordered segment (1 < j < L) and a supercon-
ducting segment (L + 1 < j < 00). The superconducting
segment is described by the BAG Hamiltonian in Eq. ().
The normal-metal segment(—oco < j < L) is described by
Eq. (@ by setting the pair potential Ay to zero. In ad-
dition, we introduce the potential disorder in 1 < 57 < L

50
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The amplitude of impurity potentials is given randomly
in the range of —W/2 < Vy(r) < W/2. We calculate the
differential conductance Gng of the NS junctions based
on the Blonder-Tinkham-Klapwijk formula2¢

2
GNs(GV) = % Z [5@*7” — ’TS?W 2 + ’r?fn 2} , (10)
¢n

eV=E

where TS and rg)en denote the normal and Andreev re-
flection coefficients at the energy E, respectively. The in-
dex ¢ and 7 label the outgoing channel and the incoming
one, respectively. These reflection coefficients are calcu-
lated by using the lattice Green’s function method34:32,
In Fig. Bl(a), we present the differential conductance of
the Dresselhaus nanowires as a function of the bias volt-
age for several choices of the length of the disordered
segments L, where we choose the parameters as M = 10,
W = 2.0t, and V., = 1.2t. In the present parameter
choice, N. becomes 5. The results are the normalized
to Gg = 2e?/h. The differential conductance decreases
with increasing L for the finite bias voltage. However, the
zero-bias conductance is quantized at G N, irrespective
of L. The results suggest that the perfect transmission
channels exist in the disordered normal segment?® and
their number is equal to N.

For comparison, we also plot the results for the Rashba
nanowire in Fig.[Bl(b). The results show that the zero-bias
conductance is not quantized and decrease with increas-
ing L. Even if a MBS appears at the zero-energy, its con-
tribution to the zero-bias conductance is relatively small.
Therefore it is difficult to demonstrate the presence of
MF by the conductance measurement in experiments.
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FIG. 5. (Color online) The differential conductance is plot-
ted as a function of the bias voltage for several choices of the
length of disordered segment L, where W = 2.0t, Ve, = 1.2¢,
and M = 10. The results of the Dresselhaus nanowire and
those of the Rashba nanowire are plotted in (a) and (b), re-
spectively. The number of propagating channels N, is 5 in
both (a) and (b). The number of samples used for the ran-
dom ensemble average is 10°.

In Fig. 6l we plot the zero-bias conductance as a func-
tion of the width of nanowire M for V., = 1.2t. The

length of disordered segment L is chosen as 30 and 50.
In the Dresselhaus nanowires, the perfect quantization
of the zero-bias conductance can be seen irrespective of
the width of the nanowire M. This result reflects the
presence of a MBS for each propagating channel. The
presence of MBSs can be checked by the quantized value
of the zero-bias conductance. In the case of the Rashba
nanowire, on the other hand, the zero-bias conductance
slowly decreases with increasing M as shown in Fig.
The results are away from the 2e?N,./h for all M.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) The zero-bias conductance is plotted
as a function of the wire width M for L = 30 and 50. The
results are normalized to G N.. The number of samples used
for the random ensemble average is 10°.

C.

Josephson Current

Finally, we study the Josephson effect in the junction
shown in Fig. @(b). The junction consists three seg-
ment: a disordered normal segment (1 < j < L) and
two Dresselhaus superconducting nanowires (oo < j <0
and L +1 < j < o0). The pair potential for the left
superconductor is described by

Z (A()ei‘»oci_.’,]\cl“L + HC) )

Jj<0,m

HY = (11)

where ¢ corresponds to the phase difference of the pair
potential between two superconductors. The Joseph-
son current is calculated by using the Green’s function
method??. In Fig. [ we plot the Josephson current at
T = 0.0017, as a function of the phase difference for
several choices of W such as 1.0¢, 2.0¢ and 3.0¢, where
M = 10, L = 30, and V., = 1.5t. For comparison, we
also plot the result for the conventional s-wave supercon-
ductor junction (i.e., Vi, = 0 and Ap = 0) with a dashed
line. The current-phase relationship for the conventional
junction slightly deviate the sinusoidal function. The re-
sults suggest the small contribution of the higher harmon-
ics such as sin(2¢) and sin(3¢) to the Josephson current.
This is the well know behavior of the Josephson current in
diffusive SNS junction of the metallic superconductor32.



On the other hand, the Josephson current in the Dres-
selhaus nanowires indicates the large contribution of the
higher harmonics to the Josephson current at a low tem-
perature. As a consequence, the results are close to the
fractional current-phase relationship of J o sin(p/2) irre-
spective of W. Such fractional relationship also indicates
the perfect transmission through the disordered normal
segment22:32,
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FIG. 7. (Color online) The Josephson current at 7' = 0.0017
is plotted as a function of the phase difference, where L = 30,
M = 10, and V., = 1.5t. We plot the result for several choices
of W such as 1.0t, 2.0t and 3.0t. We also plot the results for
the conventional s-wave superconductor (i.e. , Ve = 0 and
Ap = 0) at W = 2.0t with a dashed line. The number of
samples used for the random ensemble average is 500 for all
the plots.

III. SURFACE MAJORANA BOUND STATES

In this section, we analyze the properties of the Ma-
jorana bound states appearing at the edge of the Dressl-
haus nanowire as shown in Fig. [Il

A. Wave function of zero-energy edge states

Here we consider the nanowire in the continuous space
for simplicity. The BAG Hamiltonian of the Dresselhaus
nanowire is represented by
h o iMoo

HO - _h¥ )

12
—iAoa'Q ( )

) 2
h =¢850 — Vep61 +iAp0,03, £ = %Vz -, (13)

where m denotes the effective mass of an electron. In
what follows, we assume large enough Zeeman potential
so that Apkp < Vg, is satisfied with kp = \/2mu/h. By
applying the unitary transformations in Appendix [Bl we

obtain the deformed BdG Hamiltonian

()] o

Heg =H,, + VA +0O

; [ h 0
Hy, = pS’T 3 i} ; (15)
L Pz,
7 o [ §+ Ss‘/ex —Ss )\540 8x
hpz.,a' B Ss X‘eﬁéo am _5 - SS‘/ELIJ ’ (16)
[0 iAgse
Va = | —iloG2 0 } ’ (17)
| 1 foro=1
5s _{ —1 foro=]. (18)

Since Apkp < V.., we ignore the higher order terms in-
dicated by O[(Apkr/Ves)?] in the argument below. The
diagonal components ﬁpx_’g are equivalent to the Hamil-
tonian of the spin-triplet p,-wave superconductor. Thus
the BAG Hamiltonian represents the spin-full p,-wave su-
perconductor ﬁpx with the spin-mixing term Va.

We first solve the BdG equation for the zero-energy
edge states by neglecting the spin-mixing term Va. We
will discuss the effects of Va later on. The BdG equation
at the zero-energy reads

Hy, ¢puy (1) = 0. (19)

where

Pro (’l") = [uV0=T(r)a vl/o-,T(r)a ul/oyi(”’)v vl’oyi(”’)]T

is the eigen wave function of the zero-energy states la-
beled by 9. Under the hard-wall boundary condition in
the y direction, the wave function is represented as

Yy (1) = \/%Z ©n(z)sin (%y) , (20)

where n indicates the transmission channel in the
nanowires and ¢, (z) is a vector with the four compo-
nents. In the z direction, we assume that the length
of the nanowire is 2L (i.e., —L < z < L) and we ap-
ply the hard-wall boundary conditions at the edge of the
nanowire,

@n(_L) = @n(L) =0. (21)

We show how to solve the BAG equation in Appendix [Bl
Here we summarize the results and discuss important
properties of the solution. The BdG equation can be
solved for each transmission channel indicated by n in
which

represents the effective chemical potential. When pu, <
—V.z, there is no solution of Eq. (I9) with Eq (2II). For



thn > Ves, we can find the two solutions for each transmis-
sion channel at each edge: one is in the spin-up sector
and the other is in the spin-down one in Eq. (). At
the edge around = = L, for example, two zero-energy
states in the two spin sectors are degenerate. However
such doubly-degenerate zero-energy states are unstable
in the presence of the Va because the spin-mixing terms
hybridize the two zero-energy states and lift the degen-
eracy. Finally, for —V,, < u, < Ve, we obtain the only
one zero-energy edge state for each transmission channel
at each edge. Namely the zero-energy state in spin-up
sector disappears and only the zero-energy state in the
spin-down sector remains at each edge. Since the up-spin
state is absent, Va does not affect such zero-energy edge
states. The wave function at the left edge ¢ (z) and that
at the right edge ¢Z(z) can be represented as

0
ok (x) =Ck (1) sin {m(x n L>] e~z/én,
- (23)
[0
pf(x) =C) (1) sin [m@ _ L)} ev/Ep,
: (24)
where

with CZ and CF being the normalization coefficients.
When L/¢p > 1, the two zero-energy states localizing
at © = +L are decoupled from each other. The number
of the zero-energy states at each edge is equal to the
number of channels which satisfies =V, < pt, < Ves.

B. Stability of zero-energy states

The BAG Hamiltonian in Eq. (4] preserves chiral sym-
metry,

- _ - 0
I'Hegl = o, ['= |:O(.)1 6’1:| (26)

In the presence of chiral symmetry, it is possible to in-
troduce the eigen states of HZ;

Hizxa(r) = E*xa(r), (27)
where x(r) is also the eigen states for T’
Ixa(r) = Axa(r). (28)

The eigenvalue ) is either +1 or —1. See also Appendix[Al
for details. By using these eigen states x(r), the states

belonging to the zero-energy ¢, (r) can be represented
by26

901/0)\(7’) - Xuo)\(r)a (29)
where Xy, () satisfies
Hxuon(r) = 0. (30)

The index vy labels the eigen states belonging to the
zero energy. From the results above, we conclude that
©uoa(T) is the eigen state of T' belonging to A, which is an
important fact leading to the stability of the zero-energy
states.

The situation in the nonzero-energy states is different
that in the zero-energy states. As shown in Appendix [A]
the nonzero-energy states are always described by the lin-
ear combination of two states: one belongs to A =1 (i.e.,
X+ (7)) and the other belongs to A = —1 (i.e., x_(r)).
Generally speaking, perturbations may lift zero-energy
states to nonzero-energy ones. Such modification hap-
pens only when the perturbations couple the two zero-
energy states belonging to opposite A as schematically il-
lustrated in Fig. B(a) and (b). This argument is valid as
far as the perturbations preserve chiral symmetry. There-
fore the zero-energy states belong to the same eigenvalue
of X\ are stable and remain at the zero-energy when per-
turbations preserve chiral symmetry in Eq. (28). In the
Dresselhaus nanowires for —V., < u, < Ve, it is easy to
confirm that ¢% in Eq. 3] belongs to A = —1, whereas
©® in Eq. (Z4) belongs to A = 1. Since they are spatially
separated, the zero-energy states at the two edges are ro-
bust under perturbations preserving chiral symmetry as
illustrated in Fig. Bl(c).

Finally, we note that chiral symmetry in the original
basis represented by

ToHol'yt = —Hy, (31)

| 0 —ioy
where Hy is the original Hamiltonian in Eq. (IZ). This
fact implies that the zero-energy states are robust under
perturbations preserving chiral symmetry even if we take
the higher order terms of (Apkp/V.;) into account.

C. Ciritical value of Zeeman potential

The anomalous properties in the low energy transport
in Sec. [Tl appear when the Zeeman field is larger than a
critical value (i.e., Vo > V.). Here we discuss why the
low energy spectra of the edge states drastically changes
at Ve, = V.. We consider the periodic boundary con-
dition in the x direction to obtain the momentum rep-
resentation of Heg in Eq (), The state vectors can be
written as

o(r) =4/ % Z gpkﬁne“”sin (%y) , (33)
n,k
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FIG. 8. (Color online) (a) Four zero-energy states are illus-
trated. The three of them belong to A = —1 and the one
remaining state belongs to A = 1. (b) Two states with op-
posite A are coupled with each other and form the nonzero-
energy states. The remaining two states stay at the zero-
energy because they do not have the coupling partners. (c)
The schematic picture of the zero-energy edge states of the
Dresselhaus nanowire. The number of the zero-energy states
at either edge is equal to N.. All of the edge states at the left
(right) belong to A = —1 (A =1).

where n labels the channels in the y direction and & de-
notes the wave number in the z direction. The Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (I0) in the momentum space is represented
by

. | &nlk) + 85 Ver —ssi)“EA“
hpmxo'(k7n) - Ssz’)\ecéok _é-n(k) _ Ss‘/;,;ﬂ ’ (34)
h2k?
n(k) = — fhn, 35
balk) =5 — (35)

with p, being represented in Eq. [22)). As discussed in
Sec. [[ITB] the zero-energy edge states are stable when
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FIG. 9. (Color online)(a) The number of propagating chan-
nels Ny and N| are plotted as a function of the Zeeman po-
tential Ve, at M = 10. N4 becomes zero at Ve, = 0.92t. (b)
We plot the local density of states at the edge of the Dressel-
haus nanowire as a function of energy. The Zeeman potential
Ve is chosen as 0.8t (i.e., Ver < 0.92t). The small imaginary
part in the Green’s function 48 is chosen as iAg x 107 %.

the condition
_‘/ew < o < ‘/ew (36)

is satisfied. This condition corresponds to the situation
in which the dispersion of spin-down sector &, (k) — Ve,
remains at the Fermi level and the dispersion of spin-up
sector leaves away from the Fermi level (i.e., &, (k)+Ver >
0). The number of the zero-energy states becomes equal
to the number of the propagating channel N, in the spin-
down sector. In Fig. Dl(a), we plot the number of the
propagating channels as a function of the Zeeman poten-
tial, where Ny () represents the number of the propagat-
ing channels in spin-up (spin-down) sector. In the tight
binding model, the effective chemical potential y,, should
be replaced by

[ = j1— 2t {1—cos<Mnj_1>} (37)

In the spin-up sector, Ny becomes zero at Ve, = V. =
0.92t at the present parameter choice.

For V., < V., the dispersions in both the spin-up
and the spin-down sectors remain at the Fermi level. In
Fig.[I(b), we show the LDOS at the edge of the Dressel-
haus nanowire for V., = 0.8t < V.. The resulting chan-
nel numbers are Ny = 1 and N| = 5. The edge states
also arise from the two spin sectors. But they are inter-
act with each other due to Va. As a result, the energy
of such interacting states leave away from the zero en-
ergy. The results of LDOS show that two peaks appear
at £ = £0.021A¢ in addition to the large zero-energy
peak. Thus the number of the zero-energy edge states is
N, — N; which is less than the number of propagating
channels N. = N| + Nj.

For V., > V., the Hamiltonian of the Dresselhous
nanowire becomes unitary equivalent to that of the two-
dimensional spinless p,-wave superconductor. It is pos-
sible to realize such polar states by tuning the spin-orbit
coupling in an alternative way as shown in Appendix

D. Majorana Fermions

The field operator of an electron for the BAG Hamil-
tonian H.g is described as

\IJ(’P) = Z [‘Pv("’)% + E‘Pv(’")”Yi] ) (38)

v

[1]

~TK, (39)

where 7] (7,) is the creation (annihilation) operator of
the Bogoliubov quasiparticle belonging to E, and = is
the charge conjugation operator with K representing the
complex conjugation. Here we focus on the electron op-
erator at the zero-energy states for V., > V.. As dis-
cussed in Sec. [Tl B, the wave function of the zero-energy
states are well characterized by the channel index n and



described by
oh(r) =y 2yt (@)sin () (40)
n M n M )
1
M

Ph(r) =\ TR @)sin (T2) (41)

where ©Z(r) (¢F(r)) correspond to the left(right) edge
states. These wave function satisfy

Ly (r) = — oy (r), (42)
Loy (r) =0y (r), (43)

as illustrated in Fig. [Bl(c). Therefore, the electron opera-
tor of the zero-energy state is written as

Uy (1) =i, (1) + 75 (1), (44)
) = =i [ph - — (R i), ()
W) = [ + (020) 7] (46)

where the field operator vZ(r) and v2(r) correspond to
the edge state on the left hand side and that on the right
hand side, respectively. The operator v%(r) is pure imag-
inary while vZ(r) is real in the present gauge choice. It
is easy to show that they satisfy the Majorana relation

(vE(r) " =k (), (47)
(v ()" =2 (r). (48)

We conclude that both vZ(r) and () fields describe
the Majorana fermions. The above relations hold for each
propagating channel n. Therefore the number of Majo-
rana fermions at each edge is IV which is equal to N, for
Vea > Ve.

IV. MAJORANA BOUND STATES IN NORMAL
METALS

The numerical results in Sec. II show that the Majo-
rana bound states penetrate into the diffusive normal seg-
ment and form the resonant transmission channels there.
The perfect transmission through such Majorana bound
states at the zero energy are responsible for the anoma-
lous transport properties. Here we discuss why the Majo-
rana bound states remain at the zero energy even in the
presence of impurity potentials in the normal segment.

A. Wave function in normal segment

We first analyze the wave functions in the normal seg-
ment using in Eq. (34). In the absence of impurity poten-
tial, the wave function in the normal segment at £ = 0

is decribed by

L 0
¢n($) = TB’T eik"’Tw + 14+ ,r,ie", eikn’L$7 (49)
he
0 L

kno =v2m(phn — S$sVez) /R (50)

where 7¢¢, is the normal reflection coefficients and rf}fa is
the Andreev reflection coefficients. Here we consider the
wave function at the channel n. The p, superconductors
causes the perfect Andreev reflection at £ = 0, which
results in rg° = 0. At the same time, we obtain r?? =1
and rfi = —1. We find that the wave function in each
spin sector is the eigen state of I in Eq. (26). Therefore
all states in spin-up (spin-down) sector belong to A = 1
(A = —1) in the normal segment. This conclusion is also
true even when we introduce impurity potential into the
normal segment because the impurity potentials preserve
chiral symmetry in Eq. (20).

B. Effects of disorder

To describe the disordered NS junctions in Fig. Hl(a),
we introduce the random potential Viy,(r) in the nor-

mal segment, (i.e., 0 < z < L). The Hamiltonian h in
Eq. (1) is replaced by

AP = b 4 Vi (7)60. (51)
The Hamiltonian of the NS junction reads,

. Jimp

ZAOa'QG(I - L)
Hng = - . 52
NS —iAg62O(x — L) —[himP) (52)
It is easy to show that Hyg satisfies the relations,
ToHnsTi! = —Hys, To=| .0 ~01 (53)
04INS 0 - NS, 0 — 7/6_1 0 .

Therefore, all of the zero-energy states at the NS inter-
face keep staying at the zero-energy even in the pres-
ence of disorder because all them belong to A = —1 as
shown in Fig. Bl(c). Although the channel index n is no
longer a good quantum number under the potential disor-
der, the number of the zero-energy states is still equal to
the number of the propagating channels in the spin-down
sector Ny = N.. This argument can be applied to the
zero-energy states penetrating into the normal segment.
The resonant transmission channels at the zero energy in
the normal segment is protected in the presence of chiral
symmetry. This explains the perfect quantization of the
zero-bias conductance at 22N, /h.

To confirm the argument above, we calculate LDOS
in the disordered normal segment. In Fig. [0(a), we
plot the LDOS at the center of the disordered segment
(i.e., j = 25) as a function of the energy, where L = 50,



M = 10, W = 2.0t. The Zeeman potential V., is cho-
sen as 0.5t and 1.2¢. In the case of V., < V. = 0.92t,
the states with A = 1 remain at the Fermi level in the
normal metal. The random impurity potentials mix the
penetrated Majorana bound states with A = —1 and the
normal states with A = 1. As a result, the LDOS in
the disordered normal segment for V., = 0.5t < V, is
almost flat around the zero-energy. When V., > V., all
of the normal states with A = 1 pinch off from the Fermi
level. Therefore, penetrated Majorana bound states sta-
bly remain at the Fermi level. As a result, the LDOS
in the disordered normal segment for V., = 1.2t > V,
shows the large zero-energy peak reflecting the existence
of the penetrated Majorana bound states. It is possible
to demonstrate how chiral symmetry protects the zero-
energy states in the normal segment by analyzing the
details of LDOS at the zero-energy in Fig. [[0(a). To do
this, we calculate the Green’s function around the zero
energy. The Hamiltonian satisfies,

0 Koéo

- ——1 -
ZofNsEy = —Hns, Eo = [’C&o 0

| o0
where =y represents the charge conjugation. When
Bu(r) = [ (), g (1), 0 (1), g (7)) s the wave
function belonging to E,, ¢,(r) = Eg¢,(r) is the wave

function belonging to —F,.. Using these wave functions,
the Green’s function is represented by

o (r)9) (1)
E+id+E,

(55)

- u (r)of (v’
Glr.miE) =3 [EJ(rz)é —(Ei N

When we consider |E| < Ay, the wave functions at the
zero energy mainly contribute to the Green’s function,

. o (T 2‘/ r _uor_j, !
Gl B) o 3 12000 (1) + 0y ()61, ()

E+ i » (56)

Yo

where v indicates the states at the zero energy. We can
immediately confirm that

[H3s,To] = [Hy g, Z0] = [To, o] = 0. (57)

Therefore, as shown in Appendix A, we find that ¢,,(7)
is the eigen vector of Zy and I'y at the same time. ;jFrom
this fact, it is possible to represent the wave function by
the linear combination of following vectors

ax v (’l")
_ L haag,,,(r)
(I))\,a,uo (T) - 5 —ia a§7a)l/00(r) ) (58)

2 ax,a,vo (T)

where @) o, is the eigen function of I'y belonging to
A = =1 and is also the eigen function of =y belonging
ia with @ = £1. We assume [ dr|ax ., (r)* = 1. By
using these vectors, the normal Green’s function at the

electron space becomes

Gr, v E) =G (r,v,E)+ G (r,7";E), (59)
R 1

+ ’. _ E '
G=(r 75 E) = A(E +i0) &

F a0, (7)aL,0,0 ()
arl:,a,vo (T)ai1a7V0 (T/)

a’i;aﬂjo (r)a’*:i:,oc,uo (Irl)
:Fa arl:,a,vo (T)azz:,a,l/o (T/)

The normal Green’s function Gt (G~) are the Green
function derived from the wave function with A =1 (A =
—1). In the same way, the anomalous Green function is
represented as

F(r,v';E) = F*(r,v'; E) + F~(r,7; E), (60)
PE(r,B) = —
(r. 7 E) 4(E+¢5);;:

Q At 0,00 (T) 0% 0,0 (7') :Fai,a,w(r)aft,a,uo(r/)
$a’*i,a,uo(,’ﬂ)aiﬂ%l/o(r/) « a’*i,a,uo(r)art,a,uo(rl)

By using the relations,
FE(r,m E) 61 = TiG*(r, 7 E), (61)

G* is described by G and F obtained in the numerical
simulation,

GE(r,mi E) = % [G(T,T;E) iuﬁ(r,r;E)&l} . (62)

We can separate the numerical results of LDOS at the
zero-energy into two contributions

p(j,E):p+(j,E)+p7(j,E), (63)
pE(, E) = _ﬁ Y Im [Tr{@i(r,r;E)}] . (64)

In Fig.[I0(b) and (c), we plot the LDOS corresponding to
the states with A = 1 (i.e., p7(4,0)) and with A = —1(i.e.,
p(4,0)) as a function of the Zeeman potential V.., re-
spectively. Here the LDOS are calculated at the center
(i.e., 7 = 25) of the disordered segment with L = 50.
When V., < V., = 0.92¢, the penetrated Majorana bound
states with A = —1 and the normal states with A = 1 are
coupled by the random disordered potentials. As a result,
the amplitude of the LDOS at the zero energy remains
at a small value. As shown in Fig. IQ(b), p*(4,0) be-
come zero for V., > V., which means the all zero-energy
states belong to A = 1 disappear. As shown in Fig[I0lc),
p~(4,0) suddenly becomes large for V., > V.. All of the
penetrated Majorana bound states belong to A = —1.
As discussed in Sec. ITIC, the number of the zero-energy
states at the edge of superconductor is equal to the num-
ber of the propagating channels N, for Vg, > V.. In the
normal segment, the number of the zero-energy states
also becomes N, even in the presence of disorder because
the impurity potentials preserve chiral symmetry. Such
Majorana bound states at the zero energy form the reso-
nant transmission channels in the normal segment. This
explains the perfect transmission in the presence of dis-
order.
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FIG. 10. (Color online)In (a), the LDOS at the center of

disordered segment(j = 25) is plotted as a function of the
energy. We chose M = 10, L = 50 and W = 2.0¢t. We plot the
results for V., = 0.5t and 1.2¢. The LDOS corresponding to
A = 41 and the LDOS corresponding to A = —1 is plotted as
a function of the Zeeman potential in (b) and (c), respectively.
The energy for the Green’s function is fixed to zero. We chose
M =10, L = 50 and W = 2.0t in both (b) and (c). The
number of samples used for random ensemble average is 10%
for all the results. The small imaginary part for the Green’s
function 78 is chosen as i10"°Aq for all the results.

C. O0Odd-frequency Cooper pairs

In the normal segment in Fig. 4(a), the zero energy
states consist of two contributions: one is the penetrated
MBSs from the superconductor and the other is the usual
metallic states at the Fermi level. The LDOS in Fig. 9(a)
indicates that the former is much dominant than the lat-
ter for V., > V.. According to the argument in Sec. IIT
B, such MBSs in the normal segment belong to A = —1.
Therefore the anomalous Green’s function can be repre-
sented by F'~. By applying the analytic continuation, we
obtain

. 1
F(r,rjiw,) = —

Qo0 (1) A (T) O, (1) A2 1, (7)
at,a,uo (r)a*#l-,l/o (T/) @ at,a,uo (T)at,oc,uo (rl)

The anomalous function satisfies
. . T
F(r,r'jiw,) = ]—'_(r’,r;iwn)] . (65)

Thus the pairing correlation is spin-triplet even-parity.
As a result, the pairing correlation is the odd function
of w,. Therefore Majorana fermions always accompany
the odd-frequency Cooper pairs®2. The odd-frequency
Cooper pairs support the quantization of the zero-bias
conductance in Sec. II B2830, The Josephson current
shown in Sec. IT C is carried by the odd-frequency Cooper

pairs?2,

V. CONCLUSION

We have studied transport properties in junctions
consisting of a superconducting nanowire with Dressel-
haus[110] spin-orbit coupling. The local density of states
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at the edge of the isolated nanowire shows the large zero-
energy peak when the Zeeman potential is larger than a
critical value. This single peak structure reflects the ex-
istence of the Majorana bound states. We show that the
number of such Majorana bound states is equal to the
number of the propagating channels N.. When we at-
tach a normal nanowire to the superconducting one, the
Majorana bound states penetrate into the normal seg-
ment and form N, resonant transmission channels there.
All of the Majorana bound states remains at the zero
energy because of chiral symmetry of the junction. As
a result, the Majorana bound states in the normal seg-
ment are responsible for the perfect transmission. We
numerically show that the zero-bias differential conduc-
tance of the normal-metal/superconductor junction are
quantized at 2e2N./h irrespective of the disorder. The
Josephson current in disordered superconductor/normal-
metal/superconductor junctions shows the fractional
current-phase relationship J o sin(¢/2) at a low tem-
perature. The superconducting nanowires with Dressel-
haus[110] spin-orbit coupling are two-dimensional ana-
log of the spin-triplet superconductor in the ’polar’
state. Our results indicate a way of detecting Majorana
Fermions in experiments.
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Appendix A: Zero energy states under chiral
symmetry

Here, we briefly summarize the argument in Ref. [26
which shows the important properties of the zero-energy
states under the chiral symmetry. We consider the BAG
Hamiltonian H which preserves the chiral symmetry

'HI''=—-H, T? =1, (A1)
where Eq. (AT is equivalent to
[H? T] = 0. (A2)
The BdG equation is given by
Hegp(r) = Epgp(r). (A3)
When we consider the eigen equation
H?xp2(r) = E*xp2 (), (A4)



Eq. (A2) suggest that the states xg2(r) is also the eigen
states of I' at the same time. Since I'? = 1, we find
that the eigen value of I' is +1 or —1. Namely the eigen
equation

Ixp2a(r) = Axpea(r), (A5)

holds for A = +1. By multiplying H to Eq. (A5) from the
left side and by using Eq. ([AT]), we obtain the equation

THxp2y(r) = =AHxp25(7). (AG)
We find that Hx gz, (r) is the eigen state of T belonging
to —A. Thus we can connect x g2, (r) and xgz2_(r) as

Hxpg2a(r) = cp2axg2-a(T), (A7)

where cp2) is a constant. As shown in Ref. , the one-
to-one correspondence exists between ¢ (r) and x gz (7).
At first, we consider zero energy states xox(r) which

satisfies
H?xox(r) =0, (A8)

in Eq. (A4). The integration of r after multiplying XI) \(r)
from the left results in
/ dr | Hxon(r)|? = 0. (A9)

This means that the norm of Hxox(r) is zero. Therefore
we conclude that

Hxoa(r) = 0. (A10)
As a result, we find the relation
wor(r) = Xoa(T). (A11)

When a zero energy state is described by ¢oy(r) =
Xo+(7), the relations in Eqgs. (A7) and (AT0) suggest that
Xo—(r) = 0. Therefore the zero-energy states are always
the eigen states of I'.

For E # 0, it is possible to represent g(r) by
XE2+(r)2. By calculating the norm of Hyxpgzy(r), we

obtain
E? = |cpay . (A12)

Multiplying H to Eq. (AZ) from the left alternatively
gives a relation

Cp2)\Cp2_) — 1. (Al?))
Therefore, we find the relation
Hxpea(r) = Be™82 x o y(7). (Al4)

Although we cannot fix the phase factor g2, it is possible
to express the states pp(r) for E # 0 as

1 —1 10 L2
¢p(r) V2 (e 922X g2y (v) + spe’s /2XE2—("")) ;
(A15)
1 for E>0
S5 = { 1 for E <0, (AL6)
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The nonzero-energy states are constructed by a pair of
eigen states for I': one belongs to A = 1 and the other
belongs A = —1. Therefore, the states with £ # 0 are not
the eigen states of I'. On the contrary to the nonzero-
energy states, the the zero-energy states are the eigen
states of T'.

Appendix B: Description of zero-energy edge states

The BdG Hamiltonian of the Dresselhaus nanowire is
represented by Hp in Eq. (IZ). By using the unitary
matrix

. . 1 e*iﬂ'/4
R—|: 7@*:|5T_7§|:ei7r/4

the BAG Hamiltonian Hy is first transformed to

_efiﬁ/él
eiﬂ'/4

| @

O

H' = RHyR'
RTINS
= ) B2
{ —iloso  —I } ! (B2)
B = €60 + Ver6s + iApDutra. (B3)

The Hamiltonian in this basis is represented only by real
numbers. Next we apply a transformation which is simi-
lar to the Foldy-Wouthysen transformation3? to the BAG
Hamiltonian in Eq. (B2). Using a unitary matrix

- u 0
o=[5 4], B4
& =expl[iS], S = A s (B5)
=exp ) - 2h‘/(impx 1
with p, = —ihd,, we transform H’ into
UHIUT _ eiSh e*iS eiS(iAoﬁg)ejiS

L& R _a &
—GZS(ZA()O'Q)G @S _ezshe @S

The diagonal term of Eq. (B2) can be expanded as

LA A LA ~ A AL i2 N A A
e’sh'eZS:h'—i-i[S,h]+%[S,[S,h’]]+..., (B7)
with using the Baker-Housdorff formula. We assume
large enough Zeeman potential so that A\pkr < Vg, is
satisfied where kp = /2mpu/h denotes Fermi wave num-

ber. jFrom this assumption, we obtain

Apkr 2
B8
)]
within the first order of A\pkp/V... The off-diagonal term
corresponding to the pair potential is transformed to

eShe' = £60 + Vea03 + O

S (iDoGa)e ™ = iMoGy +i[S, iMoGs] + -

A A ADAg . Apkr)?
= ZAQO’Q — Z%pmog +0 (%) ,
(B9)



where we assume the uniform pair potential (i.e.,

[Pz, Ao] = 0). As the result, the BAG Hamiltonian can
be written as
£+ Vew 0 —idRBep, A
U = 0 §—Ver —Ao Zkh?/iopx
Ay A]:‘)/Aopx 0 —£+V
(Apkr)
+0 (W . (B10)

By interchanging the second column and the third one,
and by interchanging the second row and the third one,
the Hamiltonian can be deformed as

Heﬂ‘ ZHpm =+ VA, (Bll)
- [ h 0
H, = PasT B12
b L 0 hpm,i :| ’ ( )
> [ §+ Ss ex ADAOpx
hy o= hVes B1
Pz, i Ss )\DV Op:c _g s ‘/ex ( 3)
Y [ 0 zAO&Q
Va = | —iloG2 0 ] ’ (B14)
| 1 foro=t
Se = { —1 foro=]." (B15)

where the diagonal components fAme)g are equivalent to
the Hamiltonian of the spin-triplet p,-wave superconduc-
tor. Therefore, Eq. (BII]) corresponds to the BAG Hamil-
tonian of the spin-full p,-wave superconductor sz with
the spin-mixing term Va. In addition, we find that the
BdG Hamiltonian H.g preserves chiral symmetry

; [é 0
eff ]-—‘_|:0 6’1:|

Now we seek the wave function of the zero-energy edge
states in Heg. We first neglect the spin-mixing term V.
After solving the BAG equation at the zero-energy with
Va=0

THal 't = — (B16)

sz Pro (T) = Oa

we will discuss effects of Va. As shown in Appendix [A]
the zero-energy states under chiral symmetry is also the
eigen states of I'

(B17)

F@Vr))\ (’l") = /\901/0)\ (’l"),

where A = +1. jFrom Eq. (BIS), the zero-energy states
can be written as

(B18)

PuoA (1) = [t (1), Mo 1 (1), o, (1), Aty ()]

(B19)
By substituting Eq. (BI9) into the BAG equation, we

obtain
iL;D o |: o (1) :| =0

Nty (1) (B20)
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which is equivalent to

{{ + 85 Vew — ssi/\/\hDTAO

exr

px:| Upor,o(r) =0.  (B21)

When we apply the hard-wall boundary condition in the
y direction, the wave function can be expanded as

7 s (50,

where M denotes the width of the nanowire. By substi-
tuting Eq. (B22) into Eq. (B21)), we obtain the equations
for each transmission channel n,

Prore (B22)

A
{aﬁ - 552—&) Oy + kip} Upxo(z) =0, (B23)
where
h2V,,
— " Tew B24
§D ’I”I’L)\DAO7 ( )
Iy — SsVex B2 /nm\2
kpo=Ytn 280t —p—— (—) . (B2
’ h == 5 (37) - (B2

In what follows, we consider the nanowire with the
length 2L in the z direction (i.e., —L < 2 < L) and
apply the hard-wall boundary condition at the edge of
the nanowire,

Ufnq)\’a'(_L) = Ufnq)\’a'(L) =0.

The length of the nanowire is long enough so that
L/¢p > 1 is satisfied. For u,, < Vi, there is no solution
which satisfies the boundary conditions in Eq. (B26).

For —V., < pun < Vep, we find the two solutions in
spin-down sector as

(B26)

o
C 0| . Z —2/Ep
e = | ] s |l =GR+ ] e,
L -1
(B27)
[0
Cr|O] . - 1
gpfa(x) :71; 1 sm{ k?w—gDz(:z:—L)}e /ep
L1

(B28)

where Cf, and Cr are the normalization coefficients. It
is easy to show that ¢Z(x) localizing at the left edge
belongs to A = —1 and () localizing at the right edge
belongs to A = 1. In the spin-up sector, on the other
hand, there is no solution.

For p, > V.., there are solutions at either edges in
both spin-up and spin-down sectors. For the left edge,
we find

C/L : 2 -2 —x/&
- sin |:1/kn,T_§D (x+L)| e /P,

(B29)

%Lz,T(x) =

OO ==



in addition to ) | (¢) in Eq. (B21). The solution ¢} ,(x)
belongs to A = 1. The two zero-energy states at the left
edge (i.e., @ (x) and @k (z)) belong to the opposite
spin sector and to the opposite A to each other. At the
right edge, we find

1
Cp | -1 . - .
ol () = < | o |5 {w/kfm — 5% (z — L)} e®/ép
0

(B30)

in addition to @7 | () in Eq. (B28). The two zero-energy

states at the right edge (i.e., gpﬁT(x) and gpfa(x) ) belong
to the opposite spin sector and to the opposite A to each
other.

Next, we consider the effects of the spin-mixing term
Va in Eq. (BII). For u, > V., the two zero-energy
states exist for each propagating channel at each edge. At
the left edge, for example, the spin-up state with A = 1
and the spin-down state with A = —1 coexist. The spin-
mixing term Va couples the two states. As a result, the
energy of the coupled states shifts away from the zero-
energy because the linear combination of a state with A =
1 and a state with A = —1 can form the nonzero-energy
state as discussed in Eq. (AT5). In this case, all the edge
states can leave away from the zero-energy. For —V,, <
tn < Veg, on the other hand, the only one zero-energy
state with spin-down exists for each propagating channel
at each edge because the zero-energy state with spin-up is
absent. The edge states remain at the zero-energy even in
the presence of Va because coupling partners are absent.
In other words, Va does not affect the zero-energy edge
states.

Appendix C: Effective p,-wave superconductor with
coexistence of Rashba and Dresselhaus[100]
spin-orbit coupling

We propose an alternative nanowire whose Hamilto-
nian is unitary equivalent to Eq. ([I2]). Let us consider
the two dimensional electron system where the Rashba
spin-orbit coupling and the Dresselhaus[100] one coexist.
The Hamiltonian is represented by

5 Lo 2
hyin = o (0% +13) — 1, (€2)
A~ (0% N N
b= 2 (1 — ). ©
h90 — % (P01 — pyd2), (C4)
hy ==V -6, V =V,el+ Ve, (C5)

where m, u, « and [ denotes the effective mass of
an electron, the chemical potential, the strength of the
Rashba spin-orbit coupling and the strength of the Dres-
selhaus[100] spin-orbit coupling, respectively. The unit

13

(a) 2 (b) e

€y

Superconductor

FIG. 11. (Color online) (a) The directions ey and e_ are
orthogonal to each other in the spin-space. The direction of
V is denoted by ev. (b) At o = ', the spin-orbit interaction
proportional to 6_— vanishes. When we chose the Zeeman
potential as V, = —V,, e} becomes perpendicular to ey.
(c) Schematic picture of the effective py-wave superconductor
with the coexistence of the Rahba and Dresselhaus [100] spin-
orbit coupling.

vectors in spin space is denoted by e; with j = 1 — 3.
The part of the Hamiltonian hy denotes the Zeeman po-

tential induced by the in-plane external magnetic field.
When we define

1

b+ = ﬁ (pm :l:py) ) (CG)
xi:%< +y), (c7)

the commutation relations among p+ and x4+ become

[zy, 0] = ihdy, 0, (C8)
[Illa xu] = [puvpl/] =0. (CQ)
In this basis, the Hamiltonian is represented as
hrp =gy + hy + he + hy, (C10)
where
~t 1
hin = =— (3 +p%) — C11
kin m (p—i- + p—) M ( )
hy = Asp+64, (C12)
1 . 1. .
/\i:i—i(a:tﬂ), Ui:E(UgiUl). (C13)

As shown in Fig.[[l(a), the direction ey = (e; +e2)/v/2
and e_ = (e; — e2)/+/2 are orthogonal to each other in
spin space. When the strength of the Rashba spin-orbit
coupling « and the strength of the Dresslhaus spin-orbit



coupling 8 are equal to each other (ie., @ = ), A_
becomes zero. Such electron systems have been studied
in spintronics because they show unusual spin property
so called spin-helix4?. In addition, we tune the Zeeman
potential as V, = —V,, = V//2. As shown in Fig. [TI(b),
the Hamiltonian is constructed by the two orthogonal
components in the spin space,

hrp = hyiy + Aspsbys + Vor_. (C14)
By multiplying a unitary matrix,
d= % {;_—i;//z zir//: } ; (C15)
the Hamiltonian is transformed into
e = d i
= Mgy — Aypybs — Voy. (C16)

The Hamiltonian iL,R p is equivalent to the Hamiltonian
with the Dresselhaus [110] spin-orbit coupling and with
the in-plane magnetic field.

Next, we introduce the proximity-induced s-wave pair
potential. The BAG Hamiltonian for the original basis in

Eq. (Ch) is given by

Hrp = hrp 18052 (C17)

. N 7 %
—’LA()O'O _h’RD

14

When o = 3 and V,, = -V, = V/v/2, the BAG Hamilto-

nian is transformed into

B,RD ZAOUQ

= C18

|: —’LA()UO _hRD :| ’ ( )

= d 0

D= I I C19
[ 0 i ] (C19)

The BAG Hamiltonian H ;% p is unitary equivalent to the
BdG Hamiltonian in Eq. (I2)). Therefore, by applying the
unitary transformations introduced in Appendix [B] we
can obtain the BAG Hamiltonian of the effective p,-wave
super conductor in Eq. ([[d)). As shown in Fig. [Il(c), we
have to prepare the nanowire along the x direction and
apply the magnetic field in the z_ direction. More gener-
ally, by applying the appropriate unltary transformation,
we also obtain the Hamiltonian H, rp With

s1n¢ _M
NG

where ¢ is the arbitrary angle of the magnetic field. Al-
ternatively, it is possible to reach BdG Hamiltonian in
Eq. (I2) when we prepare the nanowire along the z_
direction with @ = —f and

V=V [ es + cos ¢e3] , (C20)

sin ¢ sin ¢

WE1 + W (021)

VzV[ e2+cos¢e3].
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