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Chiral p-wave superconductor is the primary example of topological systems hosting chiral Ma-
jorana edge states. Although candidate materials exist, the conclusive signature of chiral Majorana

edge states has not yet been observed in experiments.

Here we propose a smoking-gun experi-

ment to detect the chiral Majorana edge states on the basis of theoretical results for the nonlocal
conductance in a device consisting of a chiral p-wave superconductor and two ferromagnetic leads.
The chiral nature of Majorana edge states causes an anomalously long-range and chirality-sensitive
nonlocal transport in these junctions. These two drastic features enable us to identify the moving
direction of chiral Majorana edge states in the single experimental setup.

PACS numbers: 74.45.+c, 74.25.F-, 74.70.Pq

Introduction and main idea.—Superconductors (SCs)
with spin-triplet chiral p-wave pairing symmetry have
attracted intensive attention for the past two decades
because they exhibit topologically protected chiral Ma-
jorana edge states (CMESs) having great potential ap-
plications to topological quantum computations @, ]
According to a range of experimental Bﬂ] and theo-
retical M] evidence, the perovskite superconductor
SroRuOy4 is the most promising candidate for the spin-
triplet chiral p-wave SCs. At present, finding a smoking-
gun signature of CMESs in this compound is an on-going
and central subject in both physics of topological con-
densed mﬁ?&gj—lﬂ] and that of spin-triplet supercon-
ductivity

There have been three standard directions for the de-
tection of CMESs. The first direction is by measure-
ments of internal magnetic fields due to the spontaneous
edge current ﬂﬂ—@] However, the scanning SQUID
experiments for SroRuO4 did not detect the expected
fields ﬂ2_1|, @] because of either the screening currents in
the bulk ﬂﬂ] or for other reasons ] The second di-
rection is by use of phenomena analogous to the quantum
Hall effect in a two-dimensional electron gas with applied
magnetic fields [26, 27]: the spin quantum Hall effect, [2]
and thermal quantum Hall effect HE] However, these ef-
fects have not been observed yet because of difficulties
in spin and thermal transport measurements. The third
direction studies anomalies in local charge transport of
superconducting junctions, such as a zero-bias conduc-
tance peak in tunneling spectroscopy @] and a low-
temperature anomaly in Josephson currents [31]. How-
ever, roughly speaking, these anomalies can be induced
by any type of mid-gap Andreev bound states and are
not unique to the CMESs. Therefore, unfortunately, the
zero-bias conductance peak observed in a planar tunnel-
ing experiment for SroRuOy4 @] cannot be the conclusive
evidence for the CMESs.

To resolve this stalemate, in the present Letter, we

propose a novel experiment that provide a smoking-gun
signature of CMESs though charge transport measure-
ments. The central ingredient of our scheme is that
we measure nonlocal charge transport in the presence
of CMESs [33]. We will use a setup as shown in Fig. I
where two ferromagnetic (FM) leads are attached to an
edge of a chiral p-wave SC [34]. The nonlocal conduc-
tance in a similar device with replacing the chiral p-wave
SC by a conventional s-wave SC has been already stud-
ied |35, @] In such a device the nonlocal conductance
is governed by two distinctive nonlocal transport pro-
cesses yielding opposite contributions: an incident elec-
tron from one lead is scattered into another lead as an
electron (elastic co-tunneling process) or a hole (crossed
Andreev reflection process). The exchange potential in
the FM leads is source of finite nonlocal conductance be-
cause it generates the imbalance between these two non-
local transport processes @, @] With conventional
s-wave SC, the subgap nonlocal conductance is strongly
suppressed when the distance between the two leads ex-
ceeds the superconducting coherent length. This is be-
cause that incident electrons must tunnel from one lead
to the other through evanescent waves of Bogoliubov
quasi-particles in the superconducting segment. How-
ever, we expect that CMESs modify the situation drasti-
cally such that the CMESs moving in the direction from
lead « to B mediate the nonlocal transport from lead «
to 8 irrespective of the distance between the two leads,
while it does not assist the nonlocal transport from lead
B to a (See also Fig. ). If we can capture such unusual
anisotropy in the nonlocal transport processes, it can be
a smoking-gun signature of the CMESs.

We calculate two types of nonlocal differential conduc-
tance Ga1 = dly/dVi and Gia = dI;/dVa by using the
lattice Green function technique. Here, I, is the current
response in the FM lead « due to the application of the
bias voltage V3 to the electrode attached to the FM lead
B, while the electrodes attached to the FM lead o and
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FIG. 1. Schematic image of the device consisting of a chi-
ral p-wave superconductor with two ferromagnetic leads. The
figure corresponds to the situation for measuring G21, where
the bias voltage Vi is applied to the electrode attached the
lead 1, while the electrodes attached to the lead 2 and super-
conductor are grounded.

superconductor are grounded. We will demonstrate that
spectrum of Go; and G2 indeed exhibit the distinctive
contrast reflecting the chiral motion of CMESs. Namely,
when the CMESs move in the direction from the lead « to
B, the nonlocal conductance G, becomes finite irrespec-
tive of the distance between the FM leads [See Fig. 2l (a)],
while the nonlocal conductance G, becomes almost zero
[See Fig. 2l (b)]. We can measure both Ga; and Gy only
by changing the lead wire to which the bias-voltage is
applied. Therefore, we can identify the moving direction
of the CMES in the single experimental setup. The re-
markable advantage of our proposal is that we only need
the obvious difference in G231 and G712, where one of them
is finite and the other is zero, to identify the CMESs in
the chiral p-wave superconductor conclusively.

Minimal model—Let us consider the junction illus-
trated in Fig.[d on a two dimensional tight-binding model
with the lattice constant ag. A lattice site is indicated
by a vector r = jx + my, where  (y) is the vector
in the = (y) direction with || = |y| = ao. The chi-
ral p-wave SC occupies 7 > 1 and —M; < m < M,
where its width is given by Ws/ag = 2M,. In the y
direction, we apply the hard-wall boundary condition.
The FM lead 1 (FM lead 2) is placed on j < 0 and
me < m < My (—mg > m > —M;y), where its width is
denoted by W /ag = My —my¢. The distance between the
two FM leads is given by L/ag = 2ms. The present device
is described by the Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamiltonian
H = Hy + H; + Hy. In this paper, we phenomenologi-
cally describe the chiral p-wave SC by using the standard
minimal model
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Om+1,m )]0z, and e = [crt,Cr, c;[’,r, cjw]T with
¢l o(cr,o) representing the creation (annihilation) oper-
ator of an electron at the site » with spin o (=1 or |).
The Pauli matrices in spin space are represented by &;
for i = x,y, z, and the 2 x 2 unit matrix is denoted with
69. ts and us respectively denote the nearest-neighbor
hopping integral and chemical potential in the super-
conductor. The amplitude and chirality of the pair po-
tential are represented by Ay and x (= 1 or —1), re-
spectively. The pair potential for a spin-triplet pairing
symmetry in momentum space is generally described as
A(k) = d(k) - &(io,). In this Letter, we use the d-vector
of d(k) = AgZz[sin(kgyao)+ix sin(kyao)], which is the most
probable one in SroRuOy [8,19,[14-16]. Here, k; (k) rep-
resents the wave number along the z (y) direction, and 2
represents the unit vector in the z-direction correspond-
ing to the c-axis of SrsRuQOy4. The FM lead o (=1, 2) is
described by
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where 5 < 0, é,?f)r, = [—tfé‘,‘,r%% + (4t¢ — Mf)5r7r/]&0 +

M, - 60, . The nearest-neighbor hopping integral and
chemical potential in the FM leads are respectively de-
noted t¢ and pus. The exchange potential in the FM lead o
is given by M, = M, (cos 0, sin 4, sin 8, sin @, cos @4, ).
In what follows, we fix several parameters as us = 1.0t¢,
ts = 1.0ts, pus = 2.0t;, A = 0.1t¢, and x = —1. In
the tight-binding model, the superconducting coherent
length is given by & = (ts/Ao)ao [49]. With our param-
eter choice, we obtain £ = 10ag. The chiral p-wave SC
hosts two CMESs originated from the two different spin-
sectors. With x = —1, both of them move along the edge
at 7 = 1 in the direction from the FM lead 1 to 2.

We are interested in the nonlocal differential conduc-
tance Go1(eVh) = dIy/dV; and Gi2(eVa) = dI; /dVa. On
the basis of the Blonder-Tinkham-Klapwijk (BTK) for-
malism [37], the nonlocal conductance at zero tempera-
ture is given by [35, 136, [38-143]
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with o # 5. The elastic co-tunneling (EC) and crossed
Andreev reflection (CAR) coefficients at energy E are re-
spectively denoted by r5%(¢;7) and TZ%((; 1), where the
index ¢ (n) labels the outgoing (incoming) channel in the
FM lead 8 (FM lead «). These reflection coefficients
are obtained by using the lattice Green function tech-
nique [47, 48] (See Supplemental Material for the detailed
calculation). In the BTK formalism, we assume that all
currents following towards x = +o0o (z = —o0) in the
superconductor (FM lead ) are absorbed into the ideal



FIG. 2.

Nonlocal conductance (a) Ga21 and (b) Gi2 are
plotted as a function of the bias voltage and distance between
the FM leads L. We vary L from 0.2y to 40£o. The spectrum
of G21 and that of GG12 are related to each other by changing
the moving direction of the chiral Majorana edge states.

electrode which is not describe in the Hamiltonian explic-
itly. We note that the BTK formalism is quantitatively
justified for bias voltages well below the superconducting
gap.

Results on nonlocal conductance.—We first focus on
the nonlocal conductance Ga;. In Fig. [(a), we show
G921 as a function of the bias voltage and distance be-
tween the FM leads L. We choose the parameters as
Wi = 20ag and Wy = 500ag. We vary L from 0.2&,
to 40y, where & = 10ag. For the FM leads, we con-
sider the antiparallel magnetization along z axis, where
M5y = +(=)Mex2 with M., = 0.5t;. We find that
Go for eV <« Ag is almost independent of L and is fi-
nite for L > &p. Specifically, at zero-bias voltage, we
find Go; ~ 0.79(e?/h) irrespective of L. The anoma-
lously long-range nonlocal transport in the present junc-
tion suggests that wave functions in the two different
FM leads are mediated not by evanescent waves but by
the propagating waves of CMESs. We will later confirm
this statement by analyzing the wave functions in the
present junction. Next, we discuss the nonlocal conduc-
tance G12. In Fig.[2(b), we show G123 as a function of the
bias voltage and L, where the parameters are chosen as
same as those in Fig. Bl(a). In contrast to Ga1, we find
that G12 with eV < Ay is almost zero for all L. This sug-
gests that the CMESs moving in the direction from the
lead 1 to 2 cannot assist the nonlocal transport processes
from the lead 2 to 1. In the BTK formalism, we assume
that the CMESs moving towards = +oo is absorbed
into the ideal electrode attached to the superconductor.
To support this assumption, we also calculate the re-
flection and transmission probabilities at an ideal chiral
p-wave SC/normal-metal interface, and confirm that the
incident CMESs are always scattered into the attached
normal-metal(See Supplemental Material for the detailed
calculation). We confirm that the spectrum of Ga; and
that of G2 are replaced each other by changing the sign
of chirality from —1 to +1. Thus, the distinctive contrast

between G2 and G2 is indeed related with the moving
direction of the CMESs. We can measure both Go; and
(12 by changing the FM lead wire to which the bias volt-
age is applied. Therefore, by comparing G2; and G123, we
can test the sign of chirality, and therefore the moving
direction of CMESs, in the single experimental setup.

We now discuss the exchange potential dependence of
the nonlocal conductance. In Fig.[Bla), we show the non-
local conductance o1 at zero-bias voltage as a function
of the exchange potential amplitude. We here consider
either parallel or antiparallel alignment of magnetization
along the z-axis with My = |M.;|2 and My = M., 2.
With this representation, the parallel (antiparallel) align-
ments of the magnetization is described with M., > 0
(M., < 0). We choose the parameters as Wy = 20ay,
Ws = 500ay and L = 300ag. For the antiparallel
(M., < 0) and parallel (M., > 0) magnetization, Go;
respectively becomes positive and negative finite, which
leads to the relation of REC < RSAR (REC > RSAR) with
the antiparallel (parallel) magnetization. When the d-
vector in the superconductor is parallel or antiparallel to
the magnetic moment in the FM leads, Andreev reflection
occurs between electron and hole states with opposite
spins, while normal reflection occurs between equal-spin
electrons [44-146]. Therefore, the antiparallel magnetiza-
tion in the FM leads suppresses the equal-spin scattering
process of EC, while it does not damage the CAR pro-
cess. On the other hand, the parallel magnetization in
the FM leads does not damage the EC process, while it
disturbs the spin flip in the CAR process. This roughly
explains the relation of REC < RSAR (REC > REAR)
with the antiparallel (parallel) magnetization. In the ab-
sence of the exchange potential (M., = 0), the non-
local conductance G217 becomes zero due to the com-
plete cancellation between the contributions from the
EC and CAR processes (i.e., REC = R$AR). When
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FIG. 3. (a) Nonlocal conductance G21 at zero-bias voltage as
a function of the exchange potential Me,. (b) G21 at zero-bias
voltage as a function of the angles of magnetic moments ¢
and o.
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FIG. 4. Spatial profile of the wave function having the

largest contribution to RS{®. In (a) and (b), we respec-

tively show the amplitude of electron component |y, ()]
and that of hole component |vy,, +(7)|. In (c), the ratio of
R = |uny, 1]/ |Uny 1| at the edge of the superconductor (j = 1)
is plotted as a function of y.

|M.s| exceeds pgf, only the spin-| states remain at the
Fermi level in the FM lead 1 and the only spin-1 (-
1) states remain at the Fermi level in the FM lead 2
with the antiparallel (parallel) alignment of magnetiza-
tion. Within such half-metallic limit (|Mey| > pe), we
obtain Ga; ~ +(—)e?/h with the antiparallel (parallel)
magnetization. In Fig. B(b), we show Ga; at zero-bias
voltage for various directions of the magnetization. The
exchange potentials in the FM lead 1 and FM lead 2
are respectively chosen as M7 = M., (sin 1,0, cos 1)
and My = M., (0,sin 2, cos ) with M., = 0.5t;. By
changing 1 and @9, M; and M> are respectively rotated
around the y and x axis. We choose the parameters as
Wi = 20ag, Wy = 300ag and L = 160ag. Except for
p1 = £7/2 and w9 = £7/2, we obtain the finite nonlo-
cal conductance G21. The sign of G2 is determined by
—sgn(M7{)sgn(M3), where MZ = M., cos p,. The max-
imum magnitude of Go; is obtained when both M; and
M, are directed along either +2 or —2. We also confirm
that the nonlocal conductance (G15 is zero irrespective of
1 and g for L > &y. Therefore, we can find the distinc-
tive contrast in Go1 and G2, which is the evidence for the
CMESs, for the various alignments of the magnetization.

Majorana wave functions—The anomalously long-
range nonlocal transport in the present junction implies
that an incident electron from one lead is transmitted
through the superconducting segment as the CMESs, and
is scattered into another leads. To confirm this state-
ment directly, we here analyze the quasi-particle wave
functions contributing to the CAR process from the FM
lead 1 to 2. Specifically, we calculate the wave func-
tion 7/)771\/1(7’) = [unMyT(T)7u77M-,\L(r)’vnM-,T(r)’vnM-,\L(r)]T
at zero energy, where my labels the incoming channel

having the largest contribution to RSAR (i.e., my have

4

the largest value of >°. |rhe(¢;m)|? among all 1). De-
tails for the calculation are given in Supplemental Ma-
terial. To discuss the most comprehensible case, we as-
sume the half-metallic ferromagnets with the anitiprallel
magnetization along z-axis, where M) = +(—)Mec,2
with M., = 1.5us. With this specific choice of mag-
netization, ¢, (r) consists of only spin-] electron com-
ponent u,,, | and spin-t hole component vy, +, while
Upit = Uny,, = 0. Moreover, the local Andreev re-
flection in the FM lead 1 and EC from the FM lead 1
to 2 are absent. In Fig. Hl(a) and (b), we respectively
show the spatial profile of electron component amplitude
|t | and that of hole component amplitude vy, +|. We
choose the parameters as Wy = 30ag, Wy = 400ag, and
L =200q¢. In the lead 1, we find the finite |uy,,,,| which
corresponds to the incident electron wave and normal-
reflected electron wave. In the lead 2, we find the finite
|Uny,4| corresponding to the crossed Andreev reflected
hole wave. There are no propagating hole (electron)
waves in the lead 1 ( lead 2) due to the absence of the
local Andreev reflection (EC) process. For the super-
conducting segment, most importantly, we find that the
wave function localized at the edge of the superconduc-
tor mediates the wave functions in the two different FM
leads. To examine this in more detail, in Fig. [{(c), we
show the ratio of R = |ty 1 |/|vny,t| at the edge of the
superconductor (j = 1). We find that R = 1.0 holds be-
tween the two FM leads (—100 < m < 100). Therefore,
the wave function bridging the two FM leads indeed cor-
responds to a Majorana edge excitation described by the
superposition of an electron wave and a hole wave with
equal amplitude.

Discussion—Here we highlight the most significant ad-
vantage of our proposal that we can identify the CMESs
thorough the obvious difference in Ga; and G2, where
one of them is finite and the other is zero. In real exper-
iments, several perturbations such as the tilt of d-vector,
and spin-orbit coupling potentials in the vicinity of junc-
tion interface, may induce additional spin-flip scattering
processes and may decrease the amplitude of the finite
nonlocal conductance. Even so, our proposal is still valid
in the presence of such perturbations because we only
need the contrast between finite and zero nonlocal con-
ductance for detecting the CMESs. Actually, we have
confirmed that the significant contrast between G2; and
G112 is preserved for the broad range of magnetization
alignments as shown in Fig. B(b).

In summary, we have discussed the nonlocal conduc-
tance in the junction consisting of a chiral p-wave SC and
two FM leads. The CMESs cause the the anomalously
long-range and chirality-sensitive nonlocal transport and
generate the drastic contrast in Ga; and Gi2. On the
basis of these numerical results, we have proposed a
smoking-gun experiment to detect the CMESs in chiral p-
wave superconductors and have discussed the advantage
of our proposal. We hope that our work will motivate fur-



ther experiments on nonlocal transport measurements for
recently fabricated ferromagnetic-SrRuQOs/SroRuO4 hy-
brid systems [50].

We are grateful to J. Annett and D. Schlom for fruit-
ful discussions. YA is supported by “Topological Ma-
terials Science” (Nos. JP15H05852 and JP15K21717)
from the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science
and Technology (MEXT) of Japan, JSPS Core-to-Core
Program(A. Advanced Research Networks), Japanese-
Russian JSPS-RFBR project (Nos. 2717G8334b and 17-
52-50080), and the Ministry of Education and Science of
the Russian Federation (Grant No. 14Y.26.31.0007).

[1] N. Read and D. Green, Phys. Rev. B 61, 10267 (2000).

[2] D. A. Ivanov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 268 (2001).

[3] Y. Maeno, H. Hashimoto, K. Yoshida, S. Nishizaki,
T. Fujita, J. G. Bednorz, and F. Lichtenberg, Na-
ture(London) 372, 532 (1994).

[4] H. Murakawa, K. Ishida, K. Kitagawa, Z. Q. Mao, and
Y. Maeno, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 167004 (2004).

[5] G. M. Luke, Y. Fudamoto, K. M. Kojima, M. I. Larkin, J.
Merrin, B. Nachumi, Y. J. Uemura, Y. Maeno, Z. Q. Mao,
Y. Mori, H. Nakamura, and M. Sigrist, Nature(London)
394, 558 (1998).

[6] K. Ishida, H. Mukuda, Y. Kitaoka, K. Asayama, Z. Q.
Mao, Y. Mori, and Y. Maeno, Nature(London) 396, 658
(1998).

[7] J. Xia, Y. Maeno, P. T. Beyersdorf, M. M. Fejer, and A.
Kapitulnik, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 167002 (2006).

[8] T. M. Rice and M. Sigrist, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 7,
L643 (1995).

[9] Y. Yanase and M. Ogata, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 72, 673
(2003).

[10] Q. H. Wang, C. Platt, Y. Yang, C. Honerkamp, F. C.
Zhang, W. Hanke, T. M. Rice, and R. Thomale, Euro.
Phys. Lett. 104, 17013 (2013).

[11] M. Z. Hasan and C. L. Kane, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 3045
(2010).

[12] X. -L. Qi and S. -C. Zhang, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1057
(2011).

[13] M. Sato and Y. Ando, Rep. Prog. Phys. 80, 076501
(2017).

[14] A.P. Mackenzie and Y. Maeno, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 657
(2003).

[15] Y. Maeno, S. Kittaka, T. Nomura, S. Yonezawa and K.
Ishida, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81, 011009 (2012).

[16] C. Kallin, Rep. Prog. Phys. 75, 042501 (2012).

[17] M. Matsumoto and M. Sigrist, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 68, 994
(1999).

[18] A. Furusaki, M. Matsumoto and M. Sigrist, Phys. Rev.
B 64, 054514 (2001).

[19] M. Stone and R. Roy, Phys. Rev. B 69, 184511 (2004).

[20] S.-I. Suzuki and Y. Asano, Physical Review B 94, 155302
(2016).

[21] P. G. Bjornsson, Y. Maeno, M. E. Huber, and K. A.
Moler, Phys. Rev. B 72, 012504 (2005).

[22] J. R. Kirtley, C. Kallin, C. W. Hicks, E. -A. Kim, Y. Liu,
K. A. Moler, Y. Maeno, and K. D. Nelson, Phys. Rev. B
76, 014526 (2007).

[23] A. Bouhon and M. Sigrist, Phys. Rev. B 90, 220511(R)
(2014).

[24] W. Huang, S. Lederer, E. Taylor, and C. Kallin, Phys.
Rev. B 91, 094507 (2015).

[25] T. Scaffidi and S. H. Simon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 087003
(2015).

[26] K. v. Klitzing, G. Dorda and M. Pepper, Phys. Rev. Lett.
45, 494 (1980).

[27] D. J. Thouless, M. Kohmoto, M. P. Nightingale, and M.
denNijs, Phys. Rev. Lett. 49, 405 (1982).

[28] T. Senthil, J. B. Marston, and M. P. A. Fisher, Phys.
Rev. B 60, 4245 (1999).

[29] A. Vishwanath, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 217004 (2001).

[30] M. Yamashiro, Y. Tanaka, and S. Kashiwaya, Phys. Rev.
B 56, 7847 (1997).

[31] Y. Asano and K. Katabuchi, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 71, 1974
(2002).

[32] S. Kashiwaya, H. Kashiwaya, H. Kambara, T. Furuta,
H. Yaguchi, Y. Tanaka, and Y. Maeno, Phys. Rev. Lett.
107, 077003 (2011).

[33] I. Serban, B. Béri, A. R. Akhmerov, and C. W. J.
Beenakker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 147001 (2010).

[34] S. B. Chung, S. K. Kim, K. H. Lee, and Y. Tserkovnyak,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 167001 (2018).

[35] G. Deutscher and D. Feinberg, Appl. Phys. Lett. 76, 487
(2000).

[36] T. Yamashita, S. Takahashi, and S. Maekawa, Phys. Rev.
B 68, 174504 (2003).

[37] G. E. Blonder, M. Tinkham, and T. M. Klapwijk, Phys
Rev. B 25, 4515 (1982).

[38] C. Benjamin and J. K. Pachos, Phys .Rev. B 78, 235403
(2008).

[39] Frangois Crépin, Pablo Burset, and Bjorn Trauzettel,
Phys. Rev. B 92, 100507(R) (2015).

[40] A. Soori and S. Mukerjee, Phys. Rev. B 95, 104517
(2017).

[41] R. Beiranvand, H. Hamzehpour, and M. Alidoust, Phys.
Rev. B 96, 161403(R) (2017).

[42] T. O. Rosdahl, A. Vuik, M. Kjaergaard, and A. R.
Akhmerov, Phys. Rev. B 97, 045421 (2018).

[43] K. Zhang and Q. Cheng, Supercond. Sci. Technol. 31,
075001 (2018).

[44] N. Yoshida, Y. Tanaka, J. Inoue, and S. Kashiwaya, J.
Phys. Soc. Jpn. 68, 1071 (1999).

[45] T. Hirai, N. Yoshida, Y. Tanaka, J.-i. Inoue, and S.
Kashiwaya, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 70, 1885 (2001).

[46] T. Hirai, Y. Tanaka, N. Yoshida, Y. Asano, J. Inoue, and
S. Kashiwaya, Phys. Rev. B 67, 174501 (2003).

[47] P. A. Lee and D. S. Fisher, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47, 8382
(1981).

[48] T. Ando, Phys. Rev. B 44, 8017 (1991).

[49] A. C. Potter and P. A. Lee, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 227003
(2010).

[50] M. S. Anwar, S. R. Lee, R. Ishigro, Y. Sugimoto, Y.
Tano, S. J. Kang, Y. J. Shin, S. Yonezawa, D. Manske, H.
Takayanagi, T. W. Noh, and Y. Maeno, Nat. Commum.
7, 13220 (2016).



Supplemental Material for
“Anomalous Nonlocal Conductance as a Fingerprint of Chiral Majorana Edge States”

Satoshi Ikegaya!, Yasuhiro Asano?34, and Dirk Manske!

! Mazx-Planck-Institut fiir Festkorperforschung, Heisenbergstrasse 1, D-70569 Stuttgart, Germany
2 Department of Applied Physics, Hokkaido University, Sapporo 060-8628, Japan
3 Center of Topological Science and Technology, Hokkaido University, Sapporo 060-8628, Japan
4 Moscow Institute of Physics and Technology, 141700 Dolgoprudny, Russia

RECURSIVE GREEN FUNCTION TECHNIQUE

Reflections Coefficients

In this section we explain the lattice Green function technique used for calculating the reflection coefficients in
Eq. (4) in the main text. For later convenience, we introduce several integer numbers as (see also Fig. B

Ns:2Ms+1, Nf:Mf—mf+1, NL:2mf—1, NLIZMS—Mf,
ng=Np +1, Nao=mna+Nt—1, ni=No+Np+1, Ni=n;+N—1,
A=2N., B=2Nyp,

and indicate a lattice site by a vector » = jx + ny . The chiral p-wave superconductor (SC) occupies j > 0 and
1 < n < N; and the ferromagnetic (FM) lead a (= 1-2) occupies j < 0 and n, < n < N,. We rewrite the
Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian in the main text into the appropriate form for the numerical calculation
as

oo

0= 3" [CL.T()Cs + CTI(G)Chun + CIGIC ] (5)
j=—00
Cj=le;.cl]", ci=lejncia Nty €n =lcimt inal” (6)
= Tt for 7<0 o H; for 7<0
T()_{TS for 7>0" H(])_{Hs for 7>0,° (™)
where
OB ~ Ta
2 [T 0 A T2 0 - T 0 [t 0
f_|: A:|a f = OA ) TOL: ) TOC_|: :|5 (8)
0 —Tf 0 Tl 0 0 _tf
OB TO‘
OB Ho To 0
§ i 0 R H2 0 5 « Ha Toc
Hf—{ Of IA{*:|7 Hy = Oa , Hy= ) 9)
Bl 0 Hl Ta Ha Ta

b — Aty — pe + My cos g M, e P gin Do
@ M, sin @, Aty — pg — My cos oy |



and
Ty Ta
. 0 ) Ta 0
R RN I N , (11)
TA —T 0 0
T, Ta
- [—ts O _— 0 l%o
s — 0 _ts:| 5 TA - |: i%o 0 :| ) (12)
A . 0 0o-A 0
A~ A S S TS A O _A
Hs=[_g_ﬂ, 1, = , A= : (13)
° T, Hs T, A 0 -A
L 0 T. H, 0 A 0
— [dts—ps 0 ~ [ 0 —&
HS_[ 0 4t—,us] A—{_% o | (14)
We represents 4Ny x 4Ng, 2Ng X 2Ng, 2N¢ X 2Ng, and 2 X 2 matrices by -7+, -*-, -7+ and -~ -, respectively. The k x k

zero matrix is represented by Ok The 2N; x 2N; matrix T (H )Aoccuples from the (2na — 1)-th row to the 2N,-th
row of 2N, x 2N, matrix T¢ (Hy), while other components of T¢ (Hy) are zero.

Chiral p-wave SC

FM lead 1

FIG. 5. Device consisting of a chiral p-wave superconductor and two ferromagnetic leads as described within the tight-binding
model. In the main text, a lattice site is indicated by r = jx + my, where —M; < m < M; (See left-side of the figure). In this
supplemental material, for later convenience, we alternatively use r» = ja + ny with 1 < n < Ny (See right-side of the figure).

With this representation, the BAG equation describing the present junction is given by

T(] — D1+ TT( )ip1 + H( ;= By, (15)
¥ =[uj,v]", wy=[ujr, w0, un]t v =[v1,v50,0 0N (16)
Ujn = [UT(jv )7“&L(]7 )] y Ujn = [UT(37 )7v¢(37 )] ) (17)

with —oo > j > oco. For the FM lead o with j < 0, we can separate the BAG equation into the two Schrédinger



equations as

Tou§ y + Tiu$,, + Hou§ = Eus, (18)
2 2 [ *
~Tovs g — Tgv;?ﬂrl — H v = Evf, (19)
« T « T
u; = [uj,na y Ujng+1s""" 7uj7ch] y U = [vj,na,vj,naJrl, t 7'Uj,NQ] ) (20)

where Eqgs. (I8) and (I9) respectively describe the electron and hole states in the FM lead o. For the SC segment
with 7 > 2, we obtain

Toapj—1 +Tlpj1 + Hep; = Evp;. (21)

By following the method shown in Ref. [48], we will derive an useful equation for solving the scattering problem.
As a preliminary step, we calculate the linearly independent solutions for Eqs. ([I8)), (I9) and 2II). We first focus on
the Egs. (I8) and ([[9) describing the FM lead «. In the presence of translational symmetry in the z-direction, the
solution of Eqs. (I8) and (I9) respectively satisfy

ud = Aul_, = Mg, (22)
0¥ = A, 05 = X, (23)
By substituting Eq. (22)) into Eq. (I8]), and substituting Eq. (23) into Eq. (I9), we obtain
-1 _ -1
Aausl = (T;) (E — Ho)ul — (T;) Tl (24)
N _ N1
A0l = — (Tg) (E+ H: vl — (Tg) IR (25)

By using Eqgs. (22) and (24), and using Eqgs. 23)) and (28], we obtain the eigen equations

FARSEA|

uj—l uj—l

EARYEA|

By solving Eq. (26) numerically, we obtain the 4N eigenstates, where 2N; of them are right-going (left-going)
eigenstates @a,n(+) [@a,n(—)] belonging with eigenvalue Ao, (+) [Aa,n(—)] for n = 1-2N¢. The right-going (left-going)
propagating channel is characterized with |Ao ,(£)| = 1 and va 5 (+) > 0 (va,n(—) < 0), where v, ,(£) represents the
group velocity of the electron state given by

-1

ng - (E_ﬁa,a) - Tat Ta
() ()

(1) w ) - (1) 1
1 0

oy () = Im [ @], () { N2y ()T = Aoy (5T } G ()] - (28)

The right-going (left-going) evanescent channel is characterized with [Aq,(4+)] < 1 (JAa,y(—)| > 1). By using the
eigenstates and eigenvelues of Eq. (26]), we define two 2Ny x 2Ny matrices

001(:l:) = [qsa,l(:l:)v ¢Ot,2(:l:)5 Tty ¢a,2Nf (i)] P (29)
Ao () = diag [Ma1 (£); A2 (), - 5 Aaang .o (£)] - (30)

As in the similar manner, we define two 2N; x 2N¢ matrices by using the eigenstates and eigenvelues of Eq. (27)
0.(+) = ¢, ()0

—a,2(i>’ e ’?a,mvf,&(i)} J (31)
A () = diag A1 (£), Aaa(£), - Agany (3)] 4 (32)

where ¢ n(+) @, n(_)] represents the right-going (left-going) eigenstates corresponding to the eigenvalue A, , (+)
[Ay.n(=)] for n = 1-2N;. The right-going (left-going) propagating channel satisfies |, , (+)| = 1 and v, ,(+) > 0

(Vg (=) < 0) with v, , (&) representing the group velocity of the hole state given by

—a,1n

Vo () = —Tm [¢], () {20,(8)T0 - ., (D)L} 0, ()], (33)

—Q,n



while the right-going (left-going) evanescent channel satisfies |\, , (+)] <1 (|, ,(=)| > 1). Any left-going and right-
going electron (hole) states can be described by the linear combination of ¢a ,(£) (@ 77(:I:)]. We here denote the left-

and right-going electron states at j = 0 with

2Ny

an¢w> Ua(£)ea(2), (34)

Ca(ﬂ:) = [C%l(:lz), Ca,Q(i)v T 7ca72Nf(:t)]T ) (35)

and denote the left- and right-going hole states at j = 0 with

2N¢

V() = Y Cay(B)@, () = Uy ()e, (+), (36)
n=1

Cal£) = [Can(E)san(E)s - s cann ()] (37)

where cq,,(+) and ¢, ,(£) are expanding coefficients. For j <0, we can describe the left- and right-going states by

ﬁwn{an»wmm:mmMm%w:%mw&x (38)
Po(4) = Un(£)A U (1), (39)
=§%wﬂg¢mﬁwngm&m%mzﬂmwm, (40)
P (%) = U, (#)A0, (). (41)

Next, we calculate the the linearly independent solutions for Eq. (ZI)) describing the SC segment. As similar to the
analysis for the FM leads, we introduce the eigen equation

o —1 .
(7)) (B-H) (1) } [ ¥i } _,\S[ ¥i } (42)
1 0 Pi1 Y

By using the eigenstates and eigenvalues of of Eq. (@2), we construct the 4N; x 4N matrices
Us(£) = [s1(£), ds2(£), - dsan.(£)], (43)
As() = diag A1 (£), As2 (), Asan, (E)], (44)
where ¢, (+) [¢s,n(—)] represents the right-going (left-going) eigenstates belonging with eigenvelue g, (+) [As,n(—)]
for n = 1-4Ng. The right-going (left-going) states are characterized by |As,(+)| < 0 (JAs,n(—=)| > 0) or vs,(+) > 0

(vs,n(—) < 0) with |Ag ,(£)| = 1, where v, (£) represents the group velocity as
V() = Im (@], (&) {AL, (£)Ts — A (£)TT} s ()] - (45)
We here represent the left- and right-going wave functions at j = 2 as
Zcb,n Vs (£) = Us(F)es(), (46)
cs(+) = [Cs,l(i), Csa(H), s coan, ()] (47)

where ¢ (%) is the expanding coefficient. For j > 1, the wave function is given by

chn N2 (£) s (£) = Us(E)A 2 (F)es(E), = PI2(F)pa(d), (48)



10

Let us now consider the scattering problem that electron states incident from the FM leads to the SC. The electron

wave function in the FM lead « at j = 0 is represented as u§ = u§(+) + u§(—). For j = —1, we obtain
u?y = u? () +u?y(-)
= Pt (H)ug(+) + a_l(—)ug(—) =P (+ ) §(+) + P (=) [uf — uf (+)]
= P (yug + [P () = Byt ()] wi( (50)

By substituting Eq. (50) into Eq. (I8]), we deform the Schrodinger equation for the electron states at j = 0 as
Tu§ + Hyu§ + Qauf(+) = Euf,., (51)
HE = Ao+ ToPi (=), Qo =Ta |[Pa'(+) = P ()] (52)

For j <0, the wave function for the hole states consists of only left-going waves as v$' = v$'(—). Thus the hole wave
function at j = —1 is deformed as

—1

@ e T « 51
v =v (=) =P, vi(-) =L

{63

v§. (53)
By substituting Eq. (53) into Eq. (I9)), we deform the Schrodinger equation for the hole states at j =0 as
~Tjvf — Hovf = Bog, Hy =0 +T.R, (-). (54)

For the SC segment with j > 1, the wave function consists of only the right-going waves as 1; = 1p;(4). Thus the
wave function at j = 3 is written as

Ps = P3(+) = B(+)a(+) = Pu(+)2e. (55)
By substituting Eq. (55) into Eq. 21I)), the BAG equation at j = 2 is deformed as
Tiapy + HRpy = Bapy, H™ = Hy + TIPy(+). (56)

By using Egs. (BI)) , (B4) and (B6), we obtain a motion of equation for 0 < j < 2

NEZ Qtpo(+) I
(E—H) | ¢ | = 0 , H=| T H, 17 |, (57)
P 0 0 T, H®
Po(+) = [uo(+),02n] ", wo(+) = [05, ud(+), 04, ub(+),05] ", (58)
§ HY 0 . Q0
HL_[ / _ﬂ] a=[29]. 59)
OB Op L OB
) Ay 0 . i, 0 ) Os 0
HL_ OA ) ﬂ = OA ) Q: OA 5 ’ (60)
0 Hy 0 )i 0 @1
OB OB OB

where Oy is the zero vector with k lines. On the basis of this equation, we define the Green function obeying

%o [ Qo(+)
,l/)l =G 0 N (61)
P2 0
G(0,0) G(0,1) G(0,2) e
G= [ GLO) GLY) G(L2) |, GG = | G0 T (62)
G(2,0) G(2,1) G(2,2) F(.3") GG,
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To calculate the reflection and transmission coefficients, we only need G(0,0) and G(1,0). These matrix components
can be easily calculated by using the recursive Green function technique as [47]

G(0,0) = G* + G(0, ) T:G", G(1,0) = G(1,1)T;G", (63)
where
. . S S . et vt x
G(1,1) = [GS — TTGRT, — TfGLTfT} . G(0,1) = GMTIG(L 1), (64)
§ ; S § GY 0
Go=[B-H)", GR=[E-A%", a=|" 1| (65)
0 G
Op Op
_ - —1
& — ] 0 B+ 115 0
G = O .G = O . (66)
_o1—1 -1
0 (& - ] 0 B+ 1
OB OB

_ [ uo(+) uo(=) ] _ [ Ue(+) 0] [ er(+) Ui(-) 0 ce(—)
ol Rt B b R R | ol S R vy | i £ o0
cf(:t) = [03762(1)70Avcl(i)703]r[‘7 Qt’(i) = [03792(1)7014791 (i)voB]Tv (68)
OB OB
) Us(+) 0 ) Uy () 0
Us(£) = Ox } , Ui(E) = Oxp } . (69)
0 Ur(£) 0 U, ()
OB OB

From Eq. @), we also obtain
0 = G0.0Qual+) = 60,0 [ A5 D] T ], (70)
By combining Eqs. @7) and (@), we obtain
N [ N ot [

By using the matrices
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we obtain
Cf(—) Ree 0 Cf(+)
= A 73
20] =R ][] 7
Op ~ Op
o A 5 Ry
Ree = I (-) {G(0,0)QUf( ) Uf(+)} - o4 : (74)
12 11
OB OB
Op ~ Osp
. - Ry R
RM' =Up (—)E(0,0)QUi(+) = . Oa ; (75)
Ris R
OB OB
where R (Rhe ) occupies from (2n — 1)-th to 2Ns-th line and from (2n, —1)-th to 2N,-th row of R¢¢ (R"¢). From

Eq. (II{I) we ﬁnd
(76)
(77)

= R%Zlc,n
= Rg(ikm-

760 (C 1) Can(+),
e (C51) Can(+),

The normal (Andreev) reflection coefficients for the incident electron in the lead « belonging with the channel  and
the reflected electron (hole) in the lead 8 belonging with the channel ¢ is given by

for  va,n(+),v8,¢(=) # 0

T (C1)
()

cgc(—) =
Qﬂ,q(—) =

Tﬁa(c ,,7) { vﬁv((_)/vag( )Tﬁa(c 77) otherwise , (78)
e (o) = { L3 an(D TG Bor van(+).550(0) £ 0 7o)
0 otherwise
We next calculate the transmission coefficients. From Eq. [8]), the wave function at j = 1 is rewritten as
Y1 = Pi(+) = B (H)p2(+) = Us(+H)ds(+), (80)
ds(+) = AJl(Jr)cs(Jr) = [ds,l(i) s2(2), s doan, (£)]T (81)
From Eq. (GIl), we also find
= GL0)Qa(+) = G0y | Q) B e | (52)
By using Eqgs. (80) and (82), we obtain
dy(+) =T [ cfgﬂ} , (83)
T =0U,"(+)G(1,0) { Q AB(—'—) 8 ] {OB, T3,04,T1,0B4an, | » (84)

where Oy, represents 4Ng X k zero matrix. The 4Ng X 2N; matrix T occupies from the (2n, — 1)-th row to 2N,-th
row of the 4Ns x 4N matrix 7. From Eq. (83)), we obtain the relation

=10 (C;n) Cam(+), ta(n)

The transmission coefficient for the incident electron in the FM lead « belonging with the channel n and the out-going
Bogoliubov quasiparticle in the SC belonging with the channel ¢ is given by

i) = { VTG for v 0

dsc(+) = Talcn- (85)

(86)
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These reflection and transmission coefficients satisfy the conservation low of

2N¢ 4Ng
ST g G+ eGP ) lta(Gn)F =1 (87)
B=1,2 ¢=1 ¢=1

To calculate the nonlocal conductance in the main text, we use the elastic co-tunneling and crossed Andreev reflection
coefficients respectively given by g, (; n) and r ¢ (¢;n) with a # B.

Wave functions

In this section, we explain the calculation method for the spacial profile of wave functions shown in Fig. 4 in the
main text. From Eqgs. (B8], {@0) and (1), the wave function in the FM segment j < 0 is described as

;= [uj(()ﬂ} N [u;(—)} _ [wmzm 8} [cf(+)] L UA ) 0 ] {ZE:” (8)

v;(—) 0 0 0 Qf(—)A?(—)
Op Op
) As (%) 0 R Ay () 0
Ae(£) = Oa , Ae(E) = Og . (89)
0 Ai(+) 0 A (+)
OsB OB

By using Eq. (@3], we obtain

;= [Uf(+>0&%'(+> 8] [cf%ﬂ} N

Ur(-)A

Up(—)A

'-h s,

( )Rhe 0

o 0[] 0

¥ = Us(H)AV Y (+)ds(+) (91)
By using Eq (83), we find
¥ = OLRG (o7 | 0 ). (92)

Let us focus on the wave function ), ; belonging with the incoming channel 79 in the FM lead «. To calculate
.5, We set the expanding coefficient ¢s(+) as

1 for n=
Ca,n('i‘) B { 0 OtheerfisenO ’ Cﬂ’"(+) =0 foralln, (93)
with a # 3. By substituting Eqgs. ([@3) into Eq. (@0) and ([@2]), we finally obtain

goj for FM lead « (1 <£0,n0 <n < Ny)
- . for FM lead 3 (1 <0,ng <n < Ng)

= i 94
Yo ;z; for superconductor (j>1,ns<n<Ny) (94)
0 otherwise

a U, (+)A } [ gea}
7?0 j — |: ugo;] :| — |: ("’) a("’) no-th Tow } ) 1o-th Tow 7 (95)

, Vo, g 0 [Q A Zz}

nNo-th row
o [T AL ()R]
¢5 o ugw. B ﬁ( ) 3( ) nocth row .
70,J Uy [U (_)Nj (_) he} )
) = A pa no-th row

0 |: v7s707j ] { (+) s (+)T no-th row ( )



14

where
Uy i = [Wng,j,ma s Uno jma+1s " 7“no,j7Na]T A (V36,5100 s Vo joma+1s 7 =”no,j7Na]T ) (98)
ugo,j = [Wngjing Wno a1y Ung j, NB}T7 ”504 = [Vng,jins» Vnorjins 15 "Uﬁf)vj-,NB}T7 (99)
U = (Uit U g2 5 Une i) Vi i = Wnodils Vo2 s Vo) s (100)
Ui jn [Ung 1 (J5 1), Uno,1 (5,10 )]T Vng,j,n [Vno,1 (4, 10), Vo, 1 (7 n)]T . (101)

In the main text, we show ¥, (1) = [ty 4+ (7), unM (), nM +(P), vy, (P)]T at zero energy belonging with the incom-
ing channel ; having the largest value of 3. |rhe (¢;m)|? among all 1.

TRANSMISSION AND REFLECTION PROBABILITIES
AT A CHIRAL p-WAVE SUPERCONDUCTOR/NORMAL-METAL INTERFACE

In the Blonder-Tinkham-Klapwijk formalism, we assume that the charge currents carried by the chiral Majorana
edge states moving towards the inside of the superconducting segment (z = +00) are absorbed into the ideal electrode
attached to the superconductor. In this section, to support this assumption, we calculate the reflection and transmis-
sion probabilities in a chiral p-wave superconductor/normal-metal (SN) junction as shown in Fig. [6(a). We consider
the present junction on the two-dimensional lattice model with the lattice constant ag. A lattice site is indicated
by a vector » = jx + my, where x (y) is the vector in the x (y) direction with |z| = |y| = ap. The chiral p-wave
superconductor (normal-metal) occupies j <0 (j > 1) and —M < m < M. In the y direction, we apply the hard-wall
boundary condition. The present junction is described by the Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamiltonian

:—tz Z { +cr+ccr+m}—tz Z {Hycr—f—ccrﬂ,}
j=—ocom=—M j=—ocom=—M
-1 M
on Z Z [rJrar;T_CTC ]—l—Hc
j=—ocom=—M
0

on 3 Z [yl = ciely, | +He. (102)

j=—ocom=—M

where cf.(c,) represents the creation (annihilation) operator of an electron at the site r, ¢ denotes the nearest-
neighbor hopping integral, and p is the chemical potential. The amplitude and chirality of the pair potential in the
superconducting segment are represented by Ag and x (= 1 or —1), respectively. In what follows, we fix several
parameters as p = 2.0, A = 0.1, x = —1, and M = 100. With xy = —1, the chiral Majorana edge states of the chiral
p-wave superconductor incident from the lower edge (m = —M) of the superconducting segment to the SN interface
as shown in Fig. [6(a). By using the lattice Green functions technique, we calculate the reflection and transmission
probabilities defined as

R(E) =" Ire.a(B)’, Tn(E) = [te(B). (103)

(] Cnsm

The reflection coefficient at energy E is given by r¢, ,(E), where the index n labels the incident channel from the
superconducting segment and the index (s labels the outgoing channel in the superconductor. The transmission
coefficient from the quasi-particle states in the superconductor to the electron (hole) states in the normal segment
is represented by tzihr);(E)’ where the index (,, labels the outgoing channel in the normal-metal segment. With the
energy below the superconducting gap (i.e., E < A), there is only one incident channel corresponding to the chiral
Majorana edge state at the lower edge. Therefore, the reflection probability R with E < A corresponds to the
scattering processes that the incident chiral Majorana edge states are reflected to the superconducting segment as the
backward chiral Majorana edge states at the upper edge as shown Fig.[6(a). In Fig. 2(b), we show R, T, and T}, as a
function of energy of incident states from the superconducting segment. With £ < Ay, we find the important relations
of R = 0.0 and T, + T}, = 1.0, which imply that the incident chiral Majorana edge states are always scattered into
the attached normal-metal. Although the normal-metal does not describe the ideal electrode straightforwardly, this
result strongly support the assumption of the BTK formalism that the chiral Majorana edge states moving toward
x = 400 are always absorbed into the ideal electrode and never circle around the edge of superconductor.
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FIG. 6. (a)Schematic image of scattering processes at the chiral p-wave superconductor/normal-metal interface, where the
chiral edge states incident from the lower edge of the superconductor to the normal-metal. (b)Reflection and transmission
probabilities as a function of energy of the incident modes from the superconductor.



