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Measuring the Majorana entropy SM = kB log(2
1
2 ) may uniquely reveal whether an initial equi-

librium state of a nanoscale device is of Majorana nature and subsequent operations deal with
an essentially nonlocal pair of non-Abelian Majorana bound states and not with trivial or other
accidental non-Abelian states. However, in realistic setups both Majorana modes are inevitably
involved in tunneling processes. We show that even when the tunneling amplitude of one Majorana
mode is significantly suppressed, the Majorana entropy ruins and straightforward experiments will
in general detect entropy S � SM . To avoid this general problem we present a mechanism of the
Majorana entropy revival via the tunneling phases of the Majorana modes and demonstrate that
to successfully observe the universal Majorana plateau S = SM one should intelligently tune the
tunneling phases instead of leaving them uncontrolled. Practical feasibility of appropriate Majorana
entropy measurements is supported by an example with parameters well achievable in modern labs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum thermodynamic properties of a nanoscopic
system offer a rich source of information about its physi-
cal states. For instance, the system’s entropy at low tem-
peratures provides the physical nature of the quantum
ground states which also determine quantum transport
characteristics such as the linear conductance. Thus get-
ting access to thermodynamics of a nanoscopic system is
an extremely challenging task for modern experiments to
reveal both the system’s quantum ground states and how
they govern quantum transport response of the system.

This is particularly important for nanoscopic systems
involving one-dimensional topological superconductors in
their topologically nontrivial phases replicating [1–5] the
prototypical phase of the Kitaev model [6] realized, e.g,
on the basis of semiconductors with strong spin-orbit in-
teractions [7, 8]. This phase is characterized by non-
Abelian Majorana bound states (MBSs) localized at the
ends of a topological superconductor appearing after a
topological quantum phase transition as a consequence
of a qualitative change of the quantum ground state from
a trivial one to a nontrivial Majorana state.

The Majorana quantum ground state dictates specific
features of quantum transport response such as the linear
conductance observed in experiments [9, 10], in particu-
lar, its universality [11]. In fact, quantum transport pre-
dicts many specific Majorana induced signatures in var-
ious characteristics such as thermoelectric currents [12–
16], shot noise [17–22], quantum noise [23], thermoelec-
tric shot noise [24], thermoelectric quantum noise [25],
tunnel magnetoresistances in ferromagnetic systems [26],
linear conductances in quantum dissipative systems [27],
quantum transmission in photon-assisted transport [28],
pumped heat and charge statistics [29]. Transport prop-
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erties may also be combined with thermodynamic ones
[30] to observe dual Majorana universality.

Revealing many consequences of the Majorana quan-
tum ground states, quantum transport is, however, un-
able to directly access the Majorana ground states them-
selves. To uniquely detect MBSs within quantum trans-
port experiments one should be able to adapt them to
mimic Majorana braiding protocols, e.g., by means of
nonequilibrium noise measurements [31].

Nevertheless, it is highly appealing to uniquely reveal
MBSs directly from the system’s quantum ground state
avoiding braiding protocols or their conceivable coun-
terparts. Successful experimental entropy measurements
[32, 33] provide an exceptional opportunity to access the
Majorana entropy in nanoscopic systems. In practice,
however, this is not a straightforward task. Indeed, to
measure the Majorana entropy one could consider an
ideal setup presumably involving a pair of highly non-
local non-Abelian MBSs with a finite coupling to only
one Majorana mode ignoring completely any coupling to
the second Majorana mode as proposed in Refs. [34, 35].

Here we demonstrate that the above idealization will
likely fail to guide experimental observations of the Ma-
jorana entropy SM = kB log(2

1
2 ) because of inevitable

finite coupling to the second Majorana mode in a real-
istic setup. As discussed below, even if the tunneling
amplitude of the second Majorana mode is several orders
of magnitude smaller than the tunneling amplitude of the
first Majorana mode, straightforward experiments will be
essentially brought in a regime with entropy S � SM .
We reveal that such a strong sensitivity of the system’s
entropy to the coupling of the second Majorana mode
is the result of emergence of additional degrees of free-
dom, namely the Majorana tunneling phases. Exactly
these new degrees of freedom, if left uncontrolled, ruin
the Majorana entropy to a much smaller value. Remark-
ably, it turns out that exactly the Majorana tunneling
phases provide a revival of the Majorana entropy that is
a return of the system to the Majorana quantum ground
state with the entropy S = SM . As we show, one may
revive Majorana quantum ground states via tunneling
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FIG. 1. A nanoscopic system whose quantum thermody-
namic and transport properties stem from the nonlocal nature
of non-Abelian MBSs.

phases or a gate voltage in setups with experimentally
realizable parameters.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
present a realistic nanoscopic setup where both Majorana
modes are involved in tunneling processes with corre-
sponding tunneling phases which become new parameters
of the system’s entropy. The dependence of the system’s
entropy on the tunneling phases is numerically explored
in Section III which shows how the Majorana ground
state revives via tuning the tunneling phases restoring
simultaneously the Majorana values of the entropy and
linear conductance. Additionally, we demonstrate how to
revive the Majorana state via a gate voltage at fixed arbi-
trary values of Majorana tunneling phases. We conclude
with Section IV where we estimate a possibility of an ex-
perimental implementation of the Majorana ground state
revival, mention connection to driven dissipative proto-
cols using tunneling phases to control Majorana qubits
and also provide an outlook on various systems where
Majorana tunneling phases might play an essential role.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL AND MAJORANA
ENTROPY

To specify our discussion let us consider a concrete
setup shown in Fig. 1. The system is composed of a
quantum dot, two normal massive metals and a grounded
topological superconductor with MBSs localized at its
ends. The quantum dot interacts with the normal metals
and topological superconductor through tunneling mech-
anisms.

The quantum dot Hamiltonian is

Ĥd = εdd
†d. (1)

The location of the energy level εd with respect to the
chemical potential µ is tuned by a gate voltage. Both
the energy level εd and the chemical potential µ are mea-
sured with respect to the middle of the induced supercon-
ducting gap at which the Majoranas are bound. Below

we focus on the case when the chemical potential co-
incides with the middle of the induced superconducting
gap. Therefore varying εd by a gate voltage with respect
to the middle of the induced superconducting gap is iden-
tical to varying it with respect to the chemical potential
µ which has a unique value in equilibrium where it only
makes sense to explore the system’s entropy. Thus, in
what follows, values of εd will be assumed to be given
with reference to the chemical potential µ. While the
impact of deviations of the chemical potential from the
middle of the induced superconducting gap will be ex-
plored in future research, the case we explore here is also
adopted in many other works. For example, in the limit
of only one Majorana mode coupled to the quantum dot
our Green’s functions given below are similar to those in
Refs. [17, 18] for the noninteracting setups. In particu-
lar, in this limit our Green’s functions result in the same
values of the linear conductance and shot noise (see Refs.
[21, 34]) as those obtained in Refs. [17, 18].

The Hamiltonian of the normal metals,

Ĥc =
∑
l=L,R

∑
k

εkc
†
lkclk, (2)

is a sum over the left (L) and right (R) contacts as
well as over the momentum index k. It is character-
ized by continuous spectra εk resulting in a density of
states ν(ε) assumed energy independent in the vicinity of
the chemical potential, ν(ε) ≈ νc/2. The normal metals
are assumed to be in equilibrium specified by the Fermi-
Dirac distribution with the chemical potentials µL,R and
temperature T , fL,R(ε) = {exp[(ε− µL,R)/kBT ] + 1}−1.
Below the system’s entropy is calculated in equilibrium,
µL = µR = µ, whereas we calculate the linear conduc-
tance for µL,R = µ ± eV/2, where V is an infinitesimal
bias voltage between the two normal metals, V → 0.

Here it is appropriate to mention that while the elec-
tric current induced by the bias voltage V is a nonequi-
librium characteristic, the linear conductance is a trans-
port property fully specified by the system’s equilibrium
state. Therefore at low temperatures the behavior of the
linear conductance is governed by the system’s quantum
ground state whose nature is revealed by the system’s
entropy. Below we will demonstrate that the linear con-
ductance takes the Majorana fractional value when the
entropy signals that the system’s quantum ground state
has acquired the Majorana nature.

The tunneling interaction of the quantum dot with the
left and right normal metals is described by the Hamil-
tonian

Ĥd−c =
∑
l=L,R

Tl
∑
k

c†lkd+ H.c. (3)

bringing the energy scale Γ ≡ ΓL + ΓR, Γl ≡ πνC |Tl|2.
Here we have assumed that the tunneling matrix ele-
ments do not depend on the momentum index k. Physi-
cally this simplification corresponds to a scabrous tunnel-
ing barrier where the tunneling is most intensive at only
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one point of the barrier, namely at its thinnest point.
Under such physical conditions our simplification is well
justified. In the opposite situation of a smooth tunneling
barrier having approximately constant width our simpli-
fication will not affect the results at low temperatures
when the range of relevant energies is very small. Our
simplification would probably become less precise for a
smooth tunneling barrier at high temperatures when the
MBSs are no longer effective. However, at low tempera-
tures, when the Majorana low energy sector governs the
system’s physical behavior, our results will not be much
influenced by that simplification even for a smooth tun-
neling barrier. We also note that in equilibrium, when
µL = µR = µ, the two normal metals are indistinguish-
able and are physically equivalent to a single normal
metal. As a result, the system’s entropy must not de-
pend on specific values of the energies ΓL and ΓR but it
must depend only on their sum that is on Γ. In contrast,
the value of the linear conductance may depend on spe-
cific values of ΓL and ΓR. Below, when we calculate the
linear conductance, we assume ΓL = ΓR = Γ/2.

The highly nonlocal Majorana modes localized at the
ends of the topological superconductor, γ1 and γ2, are
both linked with the quantum dot and may also have a
finite overlap between each other. The links of γ1 and
γ2 with the quantum dot have, respectively, tunneling
amplitudes |η1| and |η2| as well as tunneling phases φ1
and φ2. The corresponding Hamiltonian is

Ĥd−ts = η∗1d
†γ1 + η∗2d

†γ2 + H.c., (4)

where γ†i = γi, {γi, γj} = 2δij , η1,2 = |η1,2| exp(iφ1,2).
The Majorana mode γ1 is linked to the quantum dot
stronger than the Majorana mode γ2, i.e. |η1| > |η2|.
The Majorana’s overlap, shown by the dashed arrows, is
modeled by the Hamiltonian

Ĥts = iξγ2γ1/2 (5)

with the overlap energy scale ξ. We note that physical
observables, in particular the system’s entropy, cannot
depend separately on the two phases φ1 and φ2 but they
must depend only on their difference ∆φ ≡ φ1 − φ2.

As in Ref. [34], replacing the second quantized oper-
ators in the above Hamiltonians with the corresponding
Grassmann fields on the imaginary time axis, the ther-
modynamic partition function Z of the system is rep-
resented by a field integral in imaginary time with the
Grassmann fields subject to the antiperiodic boundary
conditions [36]. The system’s entropy is then obtained
from the thermodynamic potential Ω = −kBT logZ as
the first derivative over the temperature, S = −∂Ω/∂T .
It has the form:

S = kB log

[
cosh

(
ξ

2kBT

)]
− ξ

2T
tanh

(
ξ

2kBT

)
+ kB log(2) +

1

8πkBT 2

∫ ∞
−∞

dε
εφ(ε)

cosh2( ε
2kBT

)
,

(6)

where φ(ε) represents the phase of a complex expression
involving the retarded and advanced hole-particle, hole-
hole and particle-particle Green’s functions,

GAhp(−ε)GRhp(ε)−GAhh(−ε)GRpp(ε) = ρ(ε) exp[iφ(ε)], (7)

where iGR,Ajj′ (t|t′) ≡ ±Θ(±t∓t′)〈{dj(t), dj′(t′)}〉, j = p, h

and dp ≡ d†, dh ≡ d. The last term in Eq. (6) takes into
account the tunneling interactions of the quantum dot
with the normal metals and topological superconductor
while the first three terms may be interpreted as the en-
tropy of a two-level system in which the distance between
the two energy levels is equal to ξ.

The Green’s functions depend on the parameters of the
above setup, in particular on the tunneling phase differ-
ence ∆φ, and are found from a field integral in real time,
the Keldysh field integral [36]. The retarded Green’s
functions have the following form:

GRij(ε) =
gRij(ε)

gR(ε)
, (8)

where

gRhp(ε) = 2~
(
ε2 − ξ2

)[
iΓ + 2(εd + ε)

]
− 8~

[
2ξ|η1||η2| sin(∆φ) + ε(|η1|2 + |η2|2)

]
,

gRpp(ε) = −8~ε(η21 + η22),

gRhh(ε) = −8~ε
[
(η∗1)2 + (η∗2)2

]
,

gR(ε) = (ξ2 − ε2)
[
4ε2d + (Γ− 2iε)2

]
+ 64|η1|2|η2|2 sin2(∆φ) + 32εdξ|η1||η2| sin(∆φ)

− 8iε(Γ− 2iε)(|η1|2 + |η2|2).

(9)

The advanced Green’s functions are obtained from the
relations:

GAhp(ε) =
[
GRhp(ε)

]∗
,

GApp(ε) =
[
GRhh(ε)

]∗
,

GAhh(ε) =
[
GRpp(ε)

]∗
,

(10)

which follow from the definitions of the retarded and
advanced hole-particle, hole-hole and particle-particle
Green’s functions given above.

III. RESULTS

In Fig. 2 we show the results obtained for the system’s
entropy as a function of the tunneling phase difference
∆φ in polar coordinates. Specifically, the distance from
the center (the origin of coordinates) to a point on a
curve is equal to S while the polar angle is equal to ∆φ.
Different curves correspond to different values of a gate
voltage controlling εd. The solid red, blue, green, orange
and magenta curves show S for positive values of εd while
the dashed blue, green and magenta curves show S for
the corresponding negative values of εd. The solid black
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FIG. 2. A plot representing the system’s entropy S as a
function of the difference of the tunneling phases, ∆φ = φ1 −
φ2, in polar coordinates. Here the splitting energy in Eq. (11)
is εM/Γ = 16 and thus a single entropy maximum splits into
two maxima at εd = ±εM , that is at εd/Γ = ±16 (solid and
dashed green curves, respectively).

curve is for εd = 0. Here kBT/Γ = 10−8, |η1|/Γ = 4 ·102,
|η2|/Γ = 10−4, ξ/Γ = 10−2. As can be seen, although |η1|
is more than six orders of magnitude larger than |η2|, all
the curves are highly anisotropic showing a very strong
dependence of the system’s entropy S on the tunneling
phase difference ∆φ. The points on the curves with εd >
0 and the circles on the curves with εd < 0 indicate where
S reaches its maximal value. The radius of the largest
polar circle is equal to the Majorana entropy SM .

We find numerically that all the curves with |εd| < εM
touch the largest polar circle SM at two points while
the curves with |εd| = εM touch it only at one point, at
∆φ = π/2 for εd < 0 and at ∆φ = 3π/2 for εd > 0.

Here there appears a new energy scale,

εM ≡
4|η1||η2|

ξ
, (11)

which has been identified numerically for setups with
|η2| � |η1|. It is interesting to note that this energy
scale and the above mentioned entropy maximum points
do not appear in our numerical calculations for setups
with |η2| ∼ |η1| which are not explored here but will be
a topic of our future research.

For |εd| > εM the maximal values of S start to depend
on εd but do not rotate any more and remain at the two
fixed polar angles, ∆φ = π/2 (εd < 0) and ∆φ = 3π/2
(εd > 0). When |εd| → ∞, the maximal values of S at
these two polar angles decrease and go from the univer-
sal Majorana value SM to zero. This situation is demon-
strated by the black arrows representing a flow of the
entropy maximum in the direction of increasing values
of εd. For large negative values of εd one starts at the
center and moves up along the y-axis when εd increases
up to εd = −εM where the maximal value of S is equal
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FIG. 3. Probing Majorana universality in quantum thermo-
dynamic and transport behavior governed by nonlocal MBSs.

to the Majorana entropy SM . After this point, when εd
increases further, the maximal value of S does not de-
pend on εd and remains equal to the universal Majorana
entropy SM . However, the polar angle at which it is ob-
served splits from ∆φ = π/2 into two polar angles which
rotate, upon increasing εd, on the largest polar circle SM
in the opposite directions, anticlockwise and clockwise,
and merge again at the polar angle ∆φ = 3π/2 when
εd = εM . For εd > εM the maximal value of S again
starts to depend on εd and goes from the universal Ma-
jorana value SM to zero when εd goes to large positive
values, that is one moves up along the y-axis from the
largest polar circle SM to the center where the flow re-
turns to its starting point and finally stops.

In Fig. 3 we demonstrate the universality of the Majo-
rana ground state. The parameters have the same values
as in Fig. 2. Upper panel: The differences of the tunnel-
ing phases ∆φ corresponding to maximal values of the
system’s entropy S are shown as functions of εd. As in
Fig. 2, the black arrows indicate the flow of the maximal
value of S in the direction of increasing values of εd. The
flow splits at the point εd = −εM into two flows which
merge again at the point εd = εM . For ∆φ on the two
flows inside the window |εd| 6 εM the system’s entropy
is equal to the Majorana value, S = SM , and it does not
depend on εd revealing universal thermodynamic behav-
ior induced by MBSs. Outside that universal window,
that is for |εd| > εM , the system’s entropy on the flow
is no longer universal, that is it depends on εd and its
value always remains below the Majorana value, S < SM .
Lower panel: The black curve is the entropy maximum
reached at ∆φ from the upper panel. In other words,
this curve shows the system’s entropy on the flow shown
at the upper panel as a function of εd. It has the Majo-
rana plateau S = SM for |εd| 6 εM and decreases when
moving away from this universal window. The red curve
shows the behavior of the maximal value of the linear
conductance. The maximum of the linear conductance
is reached also at ∆φ from the upper panel. Therefore,



5

FIG. 4. A polar plot demonstrating persistence of the Ma-
jorana anisotropic character of the system’s entropy at high
temperatures.
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FIG. 5. Persistence of the Majorana universality of the
system’s entropy S and linear conductance G at high temper-
atures.

the linear conductance is also taken on the flow from the
upper panel. The linear conductance has the Majorana
plateau G = GM ≡ e2/2h in the same range of εd where
S = SM . This clearly shows how the nontrivial Majo-
rana ground state, which stores inside the nonlocality of
the MBSs, uniquely determines the quantum dot linear
response.

As shown in Fig. 4, a strong anisotropy of the sys-
tem’s entropy is observed also after an essential increase
of the temperature at experimentally relevant values of
the parameters. Here kBT/Γ = 10−2, |η1|/Γ = 1,
|η2|/Γ = 10−1, ξ/Γ = 10−1. The solid curve is for
εd/Γ = 1 and the dashed curve is for εd/Γ = −1. The
red arrows correspond to ∆φ where S = SM . The red
angular sectors display vicinities of ∆φ where S is close
to SM . As can be seen, the anisotropic character and the
maximal value SM of the system’s entropy are revealed
even when the temperature has been raised up six orders
of magnitude in comparison with Fig. 2.

Universal Majorana behavior of S and G is also ob-
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FIG. 6. Second type of experiment: revival and detection
of the Majorana entropy via varying the quantum dot gate
voltage εd and at the same time keeping the tunneling phase
difference ∆φ fixed.

served at high temperatures as demonstrated in Fig. 5.
All the parameters have the same values as in Fig. 4. Up-
per panel: The flow of ∆φ on which S and G reach their
maximal values. The flow is parameterized by εd. Lower
panel: The black and red curves show, respectively, S
and G on the flow from the upper panel. As can be
seen, the universal Majorana thermodynamic and trans-
port behavior is robust and retains all its specific features
even at very high temperatures. In particular, the uni-
versal Majorana plateaus S = SM and G = GM are
simultaneously developed inside the window |εd| 6 εM .
Here, for the given set of parameters, this universal win-
dow is narrowed four times in comparison with Fig. 3.

We note that, as can be seen from Figs. 2 and 4,
for a given gate voltage the Majorana entropy is ruined,
S � SM , everywhere except for two values of the phase
difference ∆φmax, where S = SM and two narrow angu-
lar sectors around ∆φmax where S ≈ SM . Such behavior
provides two types of experimental detection of the Ma-
jorana entropy.

First, it is clear that experiments which keep the gate
voltage fixed and at the same time do not control the Ma-
jorana tunneling phases will reveal with high probability
the system’s entropy S � SM . However, in experiments
tuning the Majorana tunneling phases one will detect a
maximum, Smax, of the system’s entropy as a function of
∆φ. Observing Smax = SM will be a fully conclusive sig-
nature of the topologically nontrivial Majorana quantum
ground state which has been revived via the correspond-
ing tunneling phases.

Second, in a setup where the Majorana tunneling
phases are fixed because, due to some reasons, it is dif-
ficult to vary their values one has to keep in mind that
the tunneling phase difference with an accidental finite
value is in general induced during the preparation of this
experimental setup. Under such circumstances we sug-
gest to vary the quantum dot gate voltage. This is a well
established experimental technique often used in more
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traditional experiments. Results presented in Figs. 2
and 4 suggest that for a fixed value of ∆φ in experi-
ments varying the gate voltage one will detect a max-
imum, Smax, of the system’s entropy as a function of
εd. This is demonstrated in Fig. 6 where the three solid
curves correspond to three different values of the tunnel-
ing phase difference: ∆φ = 0 (black), ∆φ = 0.8π (red)
and ∆φ = 1.2π (blue). The other parameters have the
same values as in Fig. 4. In this type of experiment
the system’s entropy will reach its maximum Smax at
some value of the gate voltage εd = εd,max located in the
domain −εM 6 εd,max 6 εM as shown in Fig. 6. De-
tecting Smax = SM will be a totally conclusive proof of
the topologically nontrivial Majorana quantum ground
state which in this type of experiment has been revived
via the quantum dot gate voltage. Additionally, in this
type of experiment observing εd,max 6= 0 indicates that
the tunneling phase difference is finite, ∆φ 6= 0. This in-
formation is important to properly analyze possible sub-
sequent transport experiments in the same setup because
they may strongly depend on ∆φ as it happens, for ex-
ample, with the linear conductance discussed above.

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, let us estimate the experimental rele-
vance of the parameters used for Figs. 4-6. Obviously,
|εd| should not exceed the induced superconducting gap
∆. For the largest energy scale Γ we take Γ ≈ ∆. Thus
one should expect to observe the Majorana universality
in the window |εd| 6 Γ. For the parameters |η1|, |η2| and
ξ used to obtain the results shown in Figs. 4-6 one has
εM = 4Γ and thus the universal window is |εd| 6 4Γ.
However, if necessary, one can properly reduce the width
of the universal window changing the above parameters.
For example, we have numerically checked that decreas-
ing the parameter |η2| four times, |η2|/Γ = 2.5 · 10−2

(εM = Γ, according to Eq. (11)), leads to results sim-
ilar to those shown in Figs. 4-6 but with the universal
window narrowed four times, |εd| 6 Γ. Concerning the
temperature, for ∆ ≈ 250µeV (see Ref. [9]) one obtains
T ≈ 30 mK as the upper limit. This means that in ex-
periments performed at T ' 30 mK quasiparticles above
the induced superconducting gap will start to contribute
to the system’s macroscopic states leading to an increase
of the entropy. However, for temperatures T / 30 mK
the contribution from quasiparticles above the induced
superconducting gap will be significantly suppressed and
thus the entropy will be essentially governed by MBSs
resulting in the behavior revealed in this work. This
can be seen from the expression for the entropy, Eq.
(6), where the hyperbolic cosine exponentially suppresses
contributions from energies ε with |ε| & kBT . Since in
our work we always have kBT � Γ, contributions from
quasiparticles above the induced superconducting gap are
exponentially suppressed (with a rough estimate given by
exp(−Γ/2kBT )). The latter argument is also justified by

the fact that in our noninteracting case the retarded and
advanced Green’s functions, Eqs. (8)-(10), do not have a
temperature dependence.

In connection with practical applications of our results
we note that in general Majorana tunneling phases may
also be used to control qubits [37, 38] where Majorana
dark states and spaces are stabilized and manipulated
by means of special driven dissipative protocols. One
may consider those protocols as a natural subsequent
stage following the Majorana tunneling phase tuning pro-
posed here to set up a proper initial Majorana equilib-
rium state of the qubit. We would like to emphasize that
in this practical application the couplings between quan-
tum dots and MBSs have been fabricated purposefully
to design proper functioning of the qubit via tuning Ma-
jorana tunneling phases. As can be seen in Fig. 2 of
Ref. [37], the strengths of these couplings even have the
same ratio as in our Figs. 4-6, that is |η2|/|η1| = 0.1.
Thus, although at present it may be difficult to control
Majorana tunneling phases in an experiment, such a con-
trol will be necessary to manipulate Majorana qubits in
future implementations of topologically protected quan-
tum computing devices. Therefore it is also a quantum
computing technology challenge for experiments to tune
Majorana tunneling phases via, for example, local gates
controlling the tunneling barriers between topological su-
perconductors and quantum dots as suggested in Refs.
[37, 38].

Finally, as an outlook, it would be interesting, both
from theoretical and experimental points of view, to con-
sider the case of a quantum dot with more energy levels,
two or more quantum dots coupled to a topological su-
perconductor or a topological superconductor which is
not grounded (floating topological superconductor). In
such setups interaction between electrons might become
crucial. In particular, Coulomb blockade effects will be-
come important and one may explore the entropy of in-
teracting systems in the limits of a relatively large [39]
or small [40, 41] value of the charging energy. For quan-
tum dots with many energy levels one might expect that
in the space of the Hamiltonian parameters there could
arise a much richer structure of the domains where the
system’s entropy reaches the Majorana fractional values.
The problem with two quantum dots coupled to a topo-
logical superconductor might be useful to study the ques-
tion about the influence of a spurious tunnel coupling
to any other nearby trapped state which could impact
our results. In such a setup one can use gate voltages
to change the relative position of the two energy levels.
When the energy level in one of the two quantum dots is
much lower than the energy level in the second quantum
dot, one expects that the system will effectively behave
as having only one quantum dot with the lowest energy
level. Thus using a gate voltage to lower the energy level
of the quantum dot one may significantly reduce a pos-
sible impact of nearby trapped states on our results. For
a floating topological superconductor a weak Coulomb
blockade leads to a smooth change of the linear conduc-
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tance. From the comparison between the entropy and
linear conductance in the lower panel of Fig. 5 one might
also expect for weakly Coulomb blockaded topological su-
perconductors a smooth change of the entropy. However,
when Majorana tunneling phases and charging energies
are both involved in formation of quantum ground states,
their interplay may lead to various phenomena, like spe-

cific interaction induced values of the tunneling phases at
which the Majorana entropy is reached. In any case, cal-
culating the entropy is a promising approach which will
uniquely reveal the Majorana nature of thermodynamic
and transport properties of nanoscopic systems involv-
ing Majorana tunneling phases, more energy levels and
floating topological superconductors.
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[13] J. P. Ramos-Andrade, O. Ávalos-Ovando, P. A. Orellana,
and S. E. Ulloa, “Thermoelectric transport through Ma-
jorana bound states and violation of Wiedemann-Franz
law,” Phys. Rev. B 94, 155436 (2016).

[14] L. Hong, F. Chi, Z.-G. Fu, Y.-F. Hou, Z. Wang, K.-M.
Li, J. Liu, H. Yao, and P. Zhang, “Large enhancement of
thermoelectric effect by Majorana bound states coupled
to a quantum dot,” J. Appl. Phys. 127, 124302 (2020).

[15] F. Chi, Z.-G. Fu, J. Liu, K.-M. Li, Z. Wang, and
P. Zhang, “Thermoelectric effect in a correlated quantum
dot side-coupled to Majorana bound states,” Nanoscale
Res. Lett. 15, 79 (2020).

[16] N. Bondyopadhaya and D. Roy, “Nonequilibrium electri-
cal, thermal and spin transport in open quantum systems
of topological superconductors, semiconductors and met-
als,” arXiv:2010.08336v1 (2020).

[17] D. E. Liu, M. Cheng, and R. M. Lutchyn, “Probing Ma-
jorana physics in quantum-dot shot-noise experiments,”
Phys. Rev. B 91, 081405(R) (2015).

[18] D. E. Liu, A. Levchenko, and R. M. Lutchyn, “Majo-
rana zero modes choose Euler numbers as revealed by
full counting statistics,” Phys. Rev. B 92, 205422 (2015).

[19] A. Haim, E. Berg, F. von Oppen, and Y. Oreg, “Current
correlations in a Majorana beam splitter,” Phys. Rev. B
92, 245112 (2015).

[20] S. Valentini, M. Governale, R. Fazio, and F. Taddei,
“Finite-frequency noise in a topological superconducting
wire,” Physica E 75, 15 (2016).

[21] S. Smirnov, “Non-equilibrium Majorana fluctuations,”
New J. Phys. 19, 063020 (2017).

[22] D. Bathellier, L. Raymond, T. Jonckheere, J. Rech,
A. Zazunov, and T. Martin, “Finite frequency noise in
a normal metal - topological superconductor junction,”
Phys. Rev. B 99, 104502 (2019).

[23] S. Smirnov, “Majorana finite-frequency nonequilibrium
quantum noise,” Phys. Rev. B 99, 165427 (2019).

[24] S. Smirnov, “Universal Majorana thermoelectric noise,”
Phys. Rev. B 97, 165434 (2018).

[25] S. Smirnov, “Dynamic Majorana resonances and univer-
sal symmetry of nonequilibrium thermoelectric quantum
noise,” Phys. Rev. B 100, 245410 (2019).

[26] L.-W. Tang and W.-G. Mao, “Detection of Majorana
bound states by sign change of the tunnel magnetore-
sistance in a quantum dot coupled to ferromagnetic elec-
trodes,” Front. Phys. 8, 147 (2020).

[27] G. Zhang and C. Sp̊anslätt, “Distinguishing between
topological and quasi Majorana zero modes with a dissi-
pative resonant level,” Phys. Rev. B 102, 045111 (2020).

[28] F. Chi, T.-Y. He, J. Wang, Z.-G. Fu, L.-M. Liu, P. Liu,
and P. Zhang, “Photon-assisted transport through a
quantum dot side-coupled to Majorana bound states,”
Front. Phys. 8, 254 (2020).

[29] T. Simons, D. Meidan, and A. Romito, “Pumped
heat and charge statistics from Majorana braiding,”
arXiv:2005.11727v1 (2020).

[30] S. Smirnov, “Dual Majorana universality in thermally
induced nonequilibrium,” Phys. Rev. B 101, 125417
(2020).

[31] J. Manousakis, C. Wille, A. Altland, R. Egger, K. Flens-
berg, and F. Hassler, “Weak measurement protocols for



8

Majorana bound state identification,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
124, 096801 (2020).

[32] N. Hartman, C. Olsen, S. Lüscher, M. Samani, S. Fallahi,
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and J. Folk, “Detecting the universal fractional entropy
of Majorana zero modes,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 147702
(2019).

[36] A. Altland and B. Simons, Condensed Matter Field The-

ory, 2nd ed. (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
2010).

[37] M. Gau, R. Egger, A. Zazunov, and Y. Gefen, “Towards
dark space stabilization and manipulation in driven dis-
sipative Majorana platforms,” Phys. Rev. B 102, 134501
(2020).

[38] M. Gau, R. Egger, A. Zazunov, and Yuval Gefen,
“Driven dissipative Majorana dark spaces,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 125, 147701 (2020).

[39] L. Fu, “Electron teleportation via Majorana bound states
in a mesoscopic superconductor,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 104,
056402 (2010).

[40] A. Zazunov, A. Levy Yeyati, and R. Egger, “Coulomb
blockade of Majorana-fermion-induced transport,” Phys.
Rev. B 84, 165440 (2011).

[41] R. Hützen, A. Zazunov, B. Braunecker, A. Levy Yeyati,
and R. Egger, “Majorana single-charge transistor,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 109, 166403 (2012).


	Majorana entropy revival via tunneling phases
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Theoretical model and Majorana entropy
	III Results
	IV Conclusion
	 References


