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The oscillation of Majorana modes with near zero energy plays a very important role for
ascertaining Majorana fermions. The edge states, which also have almost-zero-energy in one-
dimensional Su-Schrieffer-Heeger chain (SSHc), have been extensively studied for their topologically
protected properties when the on-sites have dissipations induced by independent environments.
We here show that common environments shared by each pair of the nearest neighbour sites in
the SSHc can result in dissipative couplings between sites, and thus change topologically trivial
phase to nontrivial one. The Majorana-like oscillation for the finite-size hybridizations of two
non-Hermitian edge states with complex localization lengths can be induced by the dissipative
coupling. The controllable topology parameter of the SSHc plays the role of the magnetic field in
the nanowire for controlling Majorana oscillation. The measurement for the oscillation is proposed.
Our study provides a new way to manipulate edge states and is experimentally feasible within
current technology of superconducting quantum circuits.

Introduction.—Majorana modes, corresponding to zero
energy states, are potential candidates for topological
quantum computing [1–6], which provides protection
against noise locally acting on individual or small
sets of qubits at a hardware level. Among various
works [7–13] for identifying Majorana modes and Ma-
jorana fermions [14–16], semiconductor-superconductor
nanowires receive considerable attention [17, 18]. There,
two-fold degenerate Majorana modes are supposed to
be separately localized at the two ends of nanowire.
However, the realistic nanowire has finite length, which
results in the spatial hybridization of two modes. It
was found that the energies of the hybridized modes
oscillate [19–27] in an exponentially decaying way as
a function of externally applied magnetic field. Such
oscillation could be a signature for the presence of the
Majorana modes.

Zero energy states are also present in other topological
systems, e.g., a one-dimensional SSHc with finite size,
which has two zero energy eigenstates [28]. These two
eigenstates strongly localize at the two edges of the SSHc,
and thus are called as edge states or modes, which are
topologically protected. Similar to the nanowire, the
finite size of the SSHc also results in the overlap between
the two edge states, and thus the energies corresponding
to the hybridized states are monotonously far away from
zero when the topological parameter approaches the
phase transition point.

Recently, environmental effect on topological
physics [29, 30] has been studied via various complex on-
site potentials including dissipations or/and gains [31–
37], from independent environments [38–43]. The
common environment, which is explored for decoherence-
free codes [45–48], can result in both the local dissipative
potential and the correlated dissipative coupling [44].
The dissipative coupling [49–51] has been applied to
study level attraction [52–55], light amplification and

absorption [56–59]. However, the dissipative coupling
effect on the topological phase is less studied.

Considering significant progress on topological simula-
tions using superconducting qubits [60–67], we here study
a physically realizable SSHc formed by superconducting
qubits [68, 69], in which each qubit has an independent
environment and also shares common environments
with its nearest neighbour qubits. We find that
the common-environment-induced dissipative couplings
can nontrivially change the topological phase and
give rise to non-Hermitian edge states with complex
localization lengths. The interaction between edge states
exhibits Majorana-like oscillation. The topology-control
parameter of the SSHc plays the role of the magnetic
field for nanowires in controlling Majorana oscillation.
The effect of different on-site complex potentials on the
oscillation is analyzed.
Model.—As shown in Fig. 1(a), we assume that a

SSHc with N unit cells is realized by superconducting
qubits [69], with the identical frequency ω. Each pairs
of the nearest neighbour qubits in the SSHc are assumed
to have common environments, mimicked by either bad
single-mode microwave cavities or waveguides. The
intracell and intercell coupling constants between qubits
are t̃A = t0(1 − cosϕ) and t̃B = t0(1 + cosϕ) with
the controllable parameter ϕ, implemented in different
ways [70–78], e.g., a magnetic flux biased Josephson
junction, as shown in Fig. 1(b). By eliminating modes
of the common environment, as shown in Fig. 1(c)
and Ref. [79], we obtain the effective non-Hermitian

Hamiltonian Heff = H0 +Hin with H0 =
∑N

n=1 ω(â†nân +

b̂†nb̂n) and

Hin =

N∑
n=1

tA

(
â†nb̂n + H.c.

)
+

N−1∑
n=1

tB

(
â†n+1b̂n + H.c.

)
.

(1)
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematics of the SSHc formed by super-
conducting qubits, in which the nearest neighbour A-type
(blue) and B-type (cyan) qubits are coupled to either single-
mode microwave cavities or waveguides, mimicking common
environments. The circuit realization of the tunable intracell
coupling t̃A between the qubits A and B, realized by a
magnetic flux biased Josephson junction, is shown in (b). The
intercell coupling t̃B can be realized in a similar way as for
t̃A. (c) Schematics of the equivalent SSHc formed by A-type
(green) and B-type (yellow) qubits with dissipative couplings
tA = t̃A − iγ1 and tB = t̃B − iγ2. Middle figure in (c), colour
change for the balls in the chain implies that the qubits in (a)
undergo dissipations. Lower figure in (c) denotes the indirect
coupling between the first and last qubits, induced by the
qubits in the middle of the chain. Upper figure in (c) implies
that each ball denotes a two-level system, i.e., qubit.

Here, we assume ~ = 1 and the complex couplings
are tA = t̃A − iγ1 and tB = t̃B − iγ2. Operators
â†n = |An〉〈αn| and b̂†n = |Bn〉〈βn| denote the raising
operators of the qubits A and B at the nth unit cell with
the ground (excited) states |αn〉(|An〉) and |βn〉(|Bn〉),
respectively. All qubits A (B) are assumed to have the
same dissipative constant γ1 (γ2). Here, to highlight the
role of the dissipative couplings, the on-site dissipations
of qubits are neglected. This issue will be analyzed later
and the detail is given in Ref. [79]. Hereafter, for the
convenience, the Hamiltonian of the SSHc with (without)
the dissipative coupling is called as the non-Hermitian
(Hermitian) Hamiltonian.

Phase transition point and dispersion relation.—The
eigenvalue equations for the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) are

Hin|ΨR,l〉 = El|ΨR,l〉 and H†in|ΨL,l〉 = E∗l |ΨL,l〉, where
|ΨR,l〉 and |ΨL,l〉 are the right and left vectors of the
lth eigenstate with l = 1, · · · , 2N in the biorthogonal
representation [80]. The localization of the eigenstates
can be studied via the expectation value of the projection
operator [81] Πn = |An〉〈An| + |Bn〉〈Bn| onto the
nth unit cell. We find [79] that the expectation

values 〈ΨL,left|Πn|ΨR,left〉 = N ∗LNR(ξLξR)n for the
left edge state |ΨL(R),left〉 and 〈ΨL,right|Πn|ΨR,right〉 =
N ∗LNR(ξLξR)N+1−n for the right edge state |ΨL(R),rigth〉,
where |ΨL(R),rigth(left)〉 ∈ {|ΨL(R),l〉}, NL and NR are
normalization constants, coefficients ξL and ξR are
related to the left and right eigenvectors [79]. The
subscripts “left” and “right” mean the left and right edge
states, respectively. The condition |ξLξR| < 1 denotes
the existence of exponentially localized edge states.
The topological phase transition point corresponding to
Eq. (1) is given via the condition |ξLξR| = 1 as [79]

t̃ 2
A + γ2

1 = t̃ 2
B + γ2

2 , (2)

which is determined by ϕ and γi with i = 1, 2, and
reduced to t̃A = t̃B for γ1 = γ2 = 0 corresponding
to the Hermitian Hamiltonian. t̃A < t̃B corresponds
to topological phase and t̃A > t̃B corresponds to
topologically trivial phase when γ1 = γ2 = 0. If the
dissipative couplings are included, as shown in Fig. 2(a),
then the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is in topological
phase for t̃ 2

A + γ2
1 < t̃ 2

B + γ2
2 and topologically trivial

phase for t̃ 2
A + γ2

1 > t̃ 2
B + γ2

2 . That is, the environment
changes the phase diagram. For example, topologically
trivial phase with t̃A > t̃B in the Hermitian Hamiltonian
may be changed to non-trivial one by the environment

when γ2 >
√
t̃ 2
A − t̃ 2

B + γ2
1 .

To further observe the phase transition point and
dispersion relation changed by the dissipative coupling,
we transform the Hamiltonian Hin in Eq. (1) into the mo-
mentum space [79] Hk = (tA + tB cos k)σx + itB sin kσy,
which satisfies the chiral symmetry σzHkσz = −Hk.
Here, σx,y,z are Pauli matrices. Thus, the dispersion

relations are E±(k) = ±
√
t2A + t2B + 2tAtB cos k. As

shown in Fig. 2(b), E±(k) return to the case of the
Hermitian Hamiltonian when γ1 = γ2 = 0, and two bands
are connected at the phase transition point ϕ = π/2
for k = ±π. However, when the dissipative couplings
are included, the real parts of E±(k) are connected, but
the imaginary parts of E±(k) are gapped (connected) at
ϕ = π/2 with k = ±π in Fig. 2(c) for γ1 6= γ2 (Fig. 2(d)
for γ1 = γ2). The winding number [82, 83] νE =∫
dk∂kArg[E±(k)]/2π, one of the topological invariants,

is calculated as (see Ref. [79])

νE =

{
0, t̃ 2

A + γ2
1 ≥ t̃ 2

B + γ2
2 ,

1, t̃ 2
A + γ2

1 < t̃ 2
B + γ2

2 ,

which agrees with the result given in Eq. (2).
Edge states with Majorana-like oscillation.—The real

parts of the eigenvalues corresponding to Eq. (1) are
plotted versus ϕ in Fig. 3(a). In contrast to those
of the Hermitian Hamiltonian, we find from Figs. 3(a)
and (b) that both real and imaginary parts of the
nonzero eigenvalues corresponding to hybridized edge
states exhibit oscillation. This oscillation is very similar
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FIG. 2. (a) Phase diagram for the SSHc with the dissipative
couplings. The black solid line segment denotes the
topological regime of the Hermitian Hamiltonian. Real (dark
grey) and imaginary parts (cyan) of the dispersion relation
E±(k) with γ1 = γ2 = 0 in (b), γ1 = 0, γ2/t0 = 1 in (c), and
γ1/t0 = γ2/t0 = 1 in (d).

to the Majorana one [23, 25], which may be used for
transporting or identifying Majorana modes. Here, the
oscillation demonstrates the nontrivial modification of
edge states by dissipative couplings.

To analyze the relation between the Majorana-like
oscillation and dissipative couplings, we write hybridized
states for the right vectors of edge states [84]

|ΨR,±〉 =
1√
2

(|ΨR,left〉 ± |ΨR,right〉) . (3)

Similarly, the hybridized states 〈ΨL,±| for the left vectors
of edge states can be obtained. Thus, the eigenenergies
for these states are E± = 〈ΨL,±|Hin|ΨR,±〉 =

±N ∗LNR

(
t̃A − iγ1

)N+2
/
(
iγ2 − t̃B

)N+1
, which are sim-

plified to [28, 79]

E± = ζ exp

(
−N − 1

ξT

)
, (4)

for the large number N , with the constant ζ, determined
by the normalization condition [79]. The parameter
ξT = 1/(ln |AT | + iθT ) characterizes the effective
complex localization length of the non-Hermitian edge

states with AT =
√

(t̃2B + γ2
2)/(t̃2A + γ2

1) and θT =

Arg
[(
t̃B − iγ2

)
/
(
t̃A − iγ1

)]
. Due to this feature, the

energy variations of hybridized non-Hermitian edge
states are different from those of the Hermitian ones. The
energy splitting ∆E = E+−E− between two hybridized
non-Hermitian edge states is

∆E ∝ [cos (NT θT )− i sin (NT θT )]e−NT ln |AT |, (5)
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FIG. 3. (a) Real parts of the eigenvalues E corresponding to
the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian versus ϕ for γ1/t0 = γ2/t0 =
1, N = 20. Real parts of the eigenvalues E± for hybridized
edge states corresponding to blue solid curves in the dotted
box are enlarged in (b), red dashed curves in (b) correspond
to the imaginary parts of E±. Black chain-dotted curves
correspond to values of E± with γ1 = γ2 = 0. (c) Localization
length (1/ log |AT |) of ξT for parameters γ1/t0 = γ2/t0 = 1
(blue solid) and parameters γ1 = γ2 = 0 (black dotted) when
N = 20. θT is plotted as a function of ϕ in inset figure. (d)
Numerical (blue solid) and analytical (black dashed) results
for Re(∆E) versus N with ϕ = 0.4π, γ1/t0 = γ2/t0 = 1.
Inset figure is Re(∆E) as a function of N when ϕ = 0.4π
and γ1 = γ2 = 0, which is the result of the Hermitian SSH
chain. (e) Numerical results of Re(E±) as a function of ϕ for
γ1/t0 = γ2/t0 = 0.5 (blue solid), 1 (red chain-dotted), and
2 (black dashed), respectively, with N = 20. (f) Numerical
results of Re(E±) as a function of ϕ with γ1/t0 = γ2/t0 = 1
and N = 10 (black dashed line), 20 (red chain-dotted line),
and 30 (blue solid line), respectively.

with NT = N − 1. The dissipative couplings nontrivially
change the edge states such that the hybridized edge
states show interesting properties. The coherent
part Re (∆E) ∝ cos (NT θT ) exp (−NT ln |AT |) has the
similar expression as that for the Majorana oscillation
described in Ref. [20]. Here, NT , 1/ ln |AT |, and
θT are equivalent to the length of the nanowire, the
localization strength, and effective Fermi wave vector
in Ref. [20], respectively. Moreover, the topological-
control parameter ϕ is equivalent to the magnetic field for
nanowires to tune the hybridization between Majorana
modes.

In Fig. 3(c), we show that θT varies from 0.4π to 0
when ϕ changes from 0 to π/2 in the topological phase.



4

1

0

-1
0.3 0.4 0.5

10-5
3

0

-30 0.30.15

φ/π
1

0.5

0
0.0 0.25 0.5

φ/π

1.2

0.6

0
0 0.30.15

10-5

(b)

(d)
1

0

-1
0.3 0.4 0.5

φ/π

10-5
3

0

-30 0.30.15

... bulk states

|ΨR,left⟩ |ΨR,right⟩

n=1 n=N

(a)

(c)

Re
(E ±

)/t 0
,R

e(E
′ ±)/

t 0

Im
(E ±

)/t 0
,Im

(E′
 ±)/

t 0

(E′
 ±
−E

±)/
t 0

FIG. 4. (a) Schematics of the indirect coupling between the
first and last qubits and the coupling between two edge states;
(b) Real parts of E′± (blue dashed curves) and E± (black
solid curves) as a function of ϕ; (c) Imaginary parts of E′±
(blue dashed curves) and E± (black solid curves) as a function
of ϕ; (c) |Re(E′± − E±)| (blue solid curves) and |Im(E′± −
E±)| (black dashed curves) as a function of ϕ. Here, we take
γ1/t0 = γ2/t0 = 1, τ/t0 = 2, N = 20.

The parameter regime for θT can be larger for proper
dissipative couplings. We also find that the complex
localization length ξT has the tendency as that of the
Hermitian SSHc when ϕ varies from 0 to π/2. For the
larger vaule of ϕ, the localization length becomes larger,
yielding strong hybridization between two edge states.
As shown in Fig. 3(d), the analytical expression in Eq. (4)
agrees well with the numerical result when N is large.

The dissipative couplings change the Majorana-like
oscillation by increasing amplitude and period of the
oscillation as shown in Fig. 3(e). For a given length of
the SSHc in Eq. (5), when ϕ is taken as a value in the
topologically nontrivial phase, larger values of γ1 and γ2

result in small value of log |AT | when γ1 = γ2, and thus
the amplitude related term exp (−N ln |AT |) becomes
larger. Also, large dissipative couplings result in less zero
points of the oscillatory term cos (NT θT ), and thus the
oscillations also become less. On the other hand, for the
given dissipation rates, as shown in Fig. 3(f), the larger
N results in smaller oscillation amplitude. When the
chain becomes very long, e.g., N ≥ 100, the oscillation
amplitude is negligibly small. That is, the edge states
are topologically protected for a long chain even though
there are dissipative couplings induced by the common
environments. We note that the phenomena shown above
for γ1 = γ2 are also valid for γ1 6= γ2.

Topology induced interaction between two edge qubits
and measurements.—As shown in Fig. 4(a), the two edge

qubits in the SSHc are indirectly coupled through 2N −
2 middle qubits and their environments. The relation
about the hybridized states and the interaction between
two edge qubits can be analyzed via the master equation

d

dt
ρ = −i[HT +H1,middle +HN,middle, ρ] + Lρ. (6)

Here, HT = Ha + Hb + Hmiddle with Ha = ωâ†1â1,

Hb = ωb̂†N b̂N and Hmiddle =
∑N−1

i=1 (ωâ†i+1âi+1 +ωb̂†i b̂i)+∑N−1
i=1 (t̃B â

†
i+1b̂i+H.c.)+

∑N−1
i=2 (t̃Aâ

†
i b̂i+H.c.). Moreover,

H1,middle = t̃A(â†1b̂1 + H.c.) and HN,middle = t̃A(â†N b̂N +
H.c.) denote the coupling between the qubits A and B in
first and last unit cells, respectively. After neglecting the
effect of the independent environment on each qubit [79],

we write the Lindblad operator as Lρ =
∑N

i=1 τL[âi +

b̂i]ρ +
∑N−1

i=1 τL[âi+1 + b̂i]ρ for the same dissipative
coupling strength with L[ô]ρ = ôρô† − 1

2 ô
†ôρ − 1

2ρô
†ô,

and the coefficient τ refers to the dissipation rate of either
qubit A or B through the waveguide (or cavity).

In the rotating reference frame with the frequency ω,
equation (6) can be rewritten as

d

dt
ρ = (L[â1] + L[b̂N ] + Lmiddle + J + Lint)ρ, (7)

where the first two terms represent local dissipations
for the first and last qubits. The third and forth

terms read Lmiddleρ = −i(~a†)TM~aρ + iρ(~a†)TM∗~a and

Jρ = 2~aTM ′ρ~a†, respectively. Here, we consider the
vector ~a = (b̂1, â2, b̂2, . . . âN ), and (2N − 2) × (2N − 2)
matrices M and M ′ with entries Mi,i = −iτ,M2i−1,2i =
M2i,2i−1 = t̃B − iτ/2,M2i,2i+1 = M2i+1,2i = t̃A − iτ/2,
M ′i,j = τδi,j + τδi,j+1/2 + τδi+1,j/2. The last term Lintρ
describes the coupling between edge qubits and middle
qubits which includes vectors ~Gj = (t̃A − iτ/2)δ1,j ,
~Vj = (t̃A − iτ/2)δ2N−2,j .

After eliminating the 2N − 2 qubits in the middle of
the SSHc [79, 85], the coupling between the first and last
qubits can be described via an effective Hamiltonian

Hedge = (∆g − i∆γ) (â†1b̂N + H.c.), (8)

which has the eigenvalues [79] E′± = ± (∆g − i∆γ) with

∆g = Re[~GTM−1~V ] and ∆γ = Im[~GTM−1~V ]. As shown
in Figs. 4(b) and (c), the real and imaginary parts of E′±
and E± obtained numerically are comparatively plotted.
We find that they coincide for the small value of ϕ.
However, as shown in Fig. 4(d), their difference becomes
larger when ϕ approaches the phase transition point π/2,
where the adiabatic elimination is broken down. This
shows that the oscillation can be partially measured via
dynamics of two edge qubits for small value of ϕ. The
full measurement on the oscillation can be realized via a
cavity [79].

Discussions and conclusions.—We show that dissipa-
tive couplings induced by common environments in SSHc
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make edge states have complex localization lengths, and
result in the Majorana-like oscillation for the hybridized
edge states in the finite-size chain. The dissipative
coupling can also nontrivially change topological phase.
In practice, the on-site loss always exists. We find [79]
that the on-site loss only shifts imaginary parts of
the eigenvalues corresponding to the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian and does not affect the oscillatory behavior.
However, for the non-Hermitian Hamitlonian with gain
and loss as the on-site potentials, the oscillations can be
suppressed when the gain and the loss are alternately
exerted on the qubits A and B of the SSHc. If the
loss (gain) and the gain (loss) are only exerted on the
first and the last qubits, then the oscillations completely
disappear.

Our study here can be realized by various systems,
e.g., superconducting quantum circuits, in which the
nearest neighbour qubit pairs are coupled to waveguides
or bad cavities, acting as common environments. The
qubits and their environments can reach superstrong and
even ultrastrong coupling [86], thus the parameters used
here are reachable. Moreover, the couplings between the
superconducting qubits are well controlled, thus it is not
difficult to make the system change from the topological
to non-topological phase. We finally emphasize that the
dissipative couplings provide a new way to manipulate
the edge states and may have potential applications in
topological quantum computing.
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lenkamp, J. Schubert, D. Gruetzmacher, B. Trauzettel,
and T. Schaepers, Signatures of interaction-induced
helical gaps in nanowire quantum point contacts, Nat.
Phys 13, 563 (2017).

[19] M. Cheng, R. M. Lutchyn, V. Galitski, and S. D. Sarma,
Tunneling of anyonic Majorana excitations in topological
superconductors, Phys. Rev. B. 82, 094504 (2010).

[20] S. D. Sarma, J. D. Sau, and T. D. Stanescu, Splitting
of the zero-bias conductance peak as smoking gun
evidence for the existence of the Majorana mode in
a superconductor-semiconductor nanowire, Phys. Rev.
B. 86, 220506 (2012).

[21] C. Fleckenstein, F. Domínguez, N. T. Ziani, and B.
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