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The 1D Kitaev model in the topological phase, with open boundary conditions, hosts strong
Majorana zero modes. These are fermion parity-odd operators that almost commute with the
Hamiltonian and manifest in long coherence times for edge degrees of freedom. We obtain higher-
dimensional counterparts of such Majorana operators by explicitly computing their closed form
expressions in models describing 2D and 3D higher-order superconductors. Due to the existence of
such strong Majorana zero modes, the coherence time of the infinite temperature autocorrelation
function of the corner Majorana operators in these models diverges with the linear system size.
In the presence of a certain class of orbital-selective dissipative dynamics, the coherence times of
half of the corner Majorana operators is enhanced, while the time correlations corresponding to the
remaining corner Majoranas decay much faster as compared with the unitary case. We numerically
demonstrate robustness of the coherence times to the presence of disorder.

Introduction.—With the imminent advent of quantum
technologies [1–3] it is desirable to localize quantum in-
formation [4, 5] in a manner that is stable to both en-
vironmental disruptions and thermal fluctuations. The
fact that density matrices of local subsystems generically
evolve into featureless mixed density matrices under non-
integrable quantum dynamics [6–8] poses an impediment
to achieving this goal. Yet, there are various classes of
quantum systems that evade this fate. For instance,
by the phenomenon of many-body-localization [9–19]
wherein local quantum information is protected due to
the existence of disorder-induced emergent local inte-
grals of motion. While many-body localized systems con-
tain a macroscopic number of local operators that com-
mute with the Hamiltonian, an alternative class of mod-
els is represented by disorder-free systems that contain
an O(1) number of almost conserved operators referred
to as strong zero modes [20–28]. These modes are lo-
calised at the boundaries of the system and commute
with the Hamiltonian up to corrections that are expo-
nentially suppressed in linear system size. The paradig-
matic 1D transverse field Ising model [29, 30] in the fer-
romagnetic phase supports two edge strong zero modes
[20, 26, 31]. The model has an exact global Z2 spin-flip
symmetry that allows to partition the Hamiltonian spec-
trum into two different symmetry sectors. The strong
zero modes anticommute with the generator of the spin-
flip symmetry and almost commute with the Hamilto-
nian. As a consequence of these properties, the entire
many body spectrum of the model is two-fold degenerate
(up to exponentially small corrections).

A closely related notion to strong zero modes is that
of localized zero modes or zero-energy eigenstates of the
Hamiltonian. Models with zero modes are promising can-
didates for hosting strong zero modes as well. Zero modes
appear on the edges of 1D topological phases of matter.
In particular, the zero modes in the Ising model are re-
lated to the Majorana zero modes of the Kitaev model in
the topological phase [32] via a Jordan-Wigner transfor-

FIG. 1. Illustration of the 2D (a) and 3D (b) higher-order
superconductors that host corner strong zero modes. The
2D [Eq. (1)] (3D, [Eq. (19)]) model is defined on a square
(cubic) lattice with four (eight) Majorana degrees of freedom
γa
j (blue dots), a ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} (a ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 8}), per unit cell

j = (jx, jy) (j = (jx, jy, jz)), and contains inter J and intra
h unit cell coupling terms depicted in red and black arrows
respectively. Each term corresponds to an arrow oriented ac-
cording to the convention that the Majorana operator at the
source of the arrow multiplies the operator at the target from
the left.

mation. Thus the phenomena of zero modes in the Kitaev
model is closely related to the existence of strong zero
modes and therefore transcends the low-energy topologi-
cal physics by having implications for the entire spectrum
in the topological superconducting phase. In the context
of the Kitaev model, the strong zero modes manifest in
exponentially long (in system size) coherence times for
the edge Majorana operators [20].

Higher-order topological phases [33–51] are a sub-class
of topological phases of matter. The bulk-boundary cor-
respondence of topological phases manifests as gapless
boundary signatures on higher-codimension corners in
the case of higher-order topological phases. Within the
nomenclature of higher-order phases of matter, an n-
th order phase supports topologically protected gapless
modes on codimension n-corners. In particular, second-
order and third-order superconductors in 2D and 3D,
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respectively, host Majorana corner zero modes [51, 52].
In the nontrivial topological phase, these models cannot
be adiabatically deformed to a trivially gapped super-
conductor, whose many-body ground state has a fully
gapped surface/edge without any corner Majorana zero
modes. Therefore, these higher-order superconductors
may be viewed as higher-dimensional generalizations of
the Kitaev chain.

In this work, we establish that the corner Majorana
zero modes in the 2D and 3D higher-order phase are re-
lated to strong zero modes and consequently transcend
the low-energy topological features. We do so by show-
ing that the corner Majorana modes are the leading or-
der contributions to strong zero modes for which we de-
rive analytic expressions. Similar to the case of the 1D
Kitaev chain, the existence of strong zero modes in the
higher-order superconductors facilitates an enhanced sta-
bility of quantum information stored in the corner Majo-
rana operators, reflected in exponentially long coherence
times for these operators. We numerically investigate the
stability of the zero modes to Markovian dissipative dy-
namics [53, 54] and disorder [55]. We identify a class
of orbital-selective dephasing dynamics under which the
stability of half of the strong zero modes, as witnessed
in long coherence times, is enhanced while the remaining
ones get destroyed. Furthermore we numerically demon-
strate that the strong zero modes remain stable to flux
disorder and random hopping amplitudes.

2D Model.—The model [33, 52] we consider is defined
on a 2D square lattice Λ of dimension L × L with open
boundary conditions. Each unit cell is endowed with a
four dimensional local Hilbert space that admits the ac-
tion of four Majorana operators denoted as γaj , where
a ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} and j = (jx, jy) (jx = 1, . . . , L; jy =
1, . . . , L) labels the unit cell on the lattice, such that{
γaj , γ

b
k

}
= 2δa,bδj,k, cf. Fig. 1(a). Equivalently, each unit

cell has two complex fermionic orbital degrees of freedom
defined as cj = (γ1

j + iγ4
j )/2 and dj = (γ2

j + iγ3
j )/2. In

terms of the Majorana operators, the Hamiltonian takes
the form H = H0 +H1, where H0 and H1 describe the
inter and intra unit cell coupling, respectively, with

H0 = − iJ
∑
j

[
γ2
j γ

1
j+x̂ + γ4

j γ
3
j+x̂ − γ2

j γ
4
j+ŷ + γ1

j γ
3
j+ŷ

]
,

H1 = − ih
∑
j

[
γ1
j γ

2
j + γ3

j γ
4
j + γ1

j γ
3
j + γ2

j γ
4
j

]
. (1)

The hopping amplitudes are staggered such that the
model is in a higher-order topological phase for |J| > |h|,
and in a trivial phase for |J| < |h|. A topological phase
transition between these two distinct phases occurs at
the critical point |J| = |h|. In the fixed-point topolog-
ical limit h = 0, the model has four exact zero modes
Γ =

{
γ1

1,L, γ
2
L,L, γ

3
1,1, γ

4
L,1

}
which commute with the

Hamiltonian (1) and anticommute with the total fermion

parity operator (−1)F =
∏

j(−γ1
j γ

2
j γ

3
j γ

4
j ).

Strong zero modes.—In the higher-order topologi-
cal phase for h 6= 0, four strong zero modes Φ =
{φ1,L, φL,L, φ1,1, φL,1}, descending from the four exact
zero modes of the fixed-point Hamiltonian, can be ex-
plicitly constructed. The strong zero modes φ have the
following properties [20–23, 26, 27]

• commute with the Hamiltonian up to terms that
are exponentially suppressed in the linear system
size L

[H, φ] = O
(
e−λL

)
, (2)

where λ = ln(J/h). Equivalently, the strong zero
modes commute exactly with the thermodynamic
(L→∞) many-body quantum Hamiltonian;

• anticommute with the fermion parity operator, i.e.,{
(−1)F , φ

}
= 0 ;

• are normalizable, φ2 = 1.

The strong zero modes take the form

φ = N
2L−2∑
n=0

φ(n) , (3)

where φ(n) appears at order (h/J)n in the sum and N
is a normalization constant. The nth-order term is con-
structed to ensure commutativity with the Hamiltonian
up to corrections of order O(hn+1/Jn). The zeroth or-
der terms φ(0) coincide with the exact zero modes γ ∈ Γ
of the fixed-point Hamiltonian H0. By definition, these
commute with H0, however, their commutator with H1

is nonvanishing and appears at order O(h/J). The first
order correction is constructed to precisely remedy the
lack of commutation of the zeroth order term with H1

by solving [
H0, φ

(1)
]

= −
[
H1, φ

(0)
]
. (4)

Proceeding iteratively [20, 21, 23], the nth-order correc-
tion to the exact zero modes satisfies the recursion rela-
tion [

H0, φ
(n)
]

= −
[
H1, φ

(n−1)
]
,[

H1, φ
(n)
]

= O
[
(hn+1/Jn)

]
. (5)

We illustrate the derivation of the strong zero modes
for the case of φ1,1. Here the 0th order contribution corre-
sponds to the exact zero mode γ3

1,1. At the nth step in the

iterative procedure, the strong zero mode φ
(n)
1,1 is a linear

combination of the Majorana operators γ3
jx, jy

localized

on the line jy = −jx + n + 2. φ
(n)
1,1 has a non-vanishing

commutator withH1 that is linear in the γ1
jx, jy

and γ4
jx, jy
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FIG. 2. A schematic showing the relevant operators in the
derivation of φ1,1. The red dots in the lower left corner repre-

sent the operator φ
(n)
1,1 appearing at the nth-order in the per-

turbative expansion of φ1,1. The commutator [H1, φ
(n)
1,1] for

n = 0, 1, 2 is a linear combination of the Majorana operators
represented by the green dots on the diagonal of each square.

Majorana operators on the same line. This lack of com-

mutation is compensated by the commutator of φ
(n+1)
1,1

with H0 (see Fig. 2). The strong zero modes, located at
the four corners of the lattice, have the following explicit
form

φ1,1 = N
2L−2∑
n=0

(
h

J

)n ∑
j∈L1,1

n+2

(−1)jy+1γ3
j ,

φL,1 = N
2L−2∑
n=0

(
h

J

)n ∑
j∈L1,−1

L−n−1

γ4
j ,

φ1,L = N
2L−2∑
n=0

(
h

J

)n ∑
j∈L−1,1

L−n−1

(−1)L−jyγ1
j ,

φL,L = N
2L−2∑
n=0

(
h

J

)n ∑
j∈L1,1

2L−n

γ2
j , (6)

where L
sx,sy
N denotes the collection of points (jx, jy) on

the line sxjx + syjy = N . For a L× L system, the com-
mutator of the strong zero mode φj with the Hamiltonian
contains Majorana operators localized at the boundary
diametrically opposite the corner j and appearing at or-
der L,L+ 1, . . . , 2L− 1 in the expansion parameter h/J.

To illustrate these abstract notions, we present a sim-
ple explicative example. For a 2D lattice of dimension
3× 3, the strong zero mode located at corner (1, 1) takes
the form

φ1,1 = N
(
γ3

1,1 +
h

J
(γ3

2,1 − γ3
1,2) +

(
h

J

)2

(γ3
3,1 − γ3

2,2

+ γ3
1,3) +

(
h

J

)3

(γ3
2,3 − γ3

3,2) +

(
h

J

)4

γ3
3,3

)
, (7)

where the coordinates (jx, jy) of the γ3
jx,jy

Majoranas are
obtained straightforwardly from jy = −jx + n + 2, with
n = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4. The error to the commutator of φ1,1 with

the Hamiltonian is

[H, φ1,1] = −2 i JN
((

h

J

)3

(γ1
1,3 − γ4

3,1)

+

(
h

J

)4

(γ1
2,3 + γ4

3,2) +

(
h

J

)5

(γ1
3,3 − γ4

3,3)

)
,

(8)

with terms linear in γ1
jx, jy

and γ4
jx, jy

at order 3, 4, 5 in

the ratio h/J.

Having established the first defining property, we turn
to the two remaining conditions. Since the strong zero
modes are linear in Majorana operators, this guarantees
that they anticommute with the fermion parity operator
(−1)F . All terms in φ anticommute among themselves.
We use this feature to compute the square of φ1,1 and set
the normalization constant N in Eq. (3) accordingly,

lim
L→∞

φ2
1,1 = N 21 lim

L→∞

2L−2∑
n=0

(
h

J

)2n

|L1,1
n+2| ,

=
J4N 2

(J2 − h2)2
1 , (9)

where |L1,1
n+2| is the cardinality of the set of points L1,1

n+2

with limL→∞ |L1,1
n+2| = n + 1, and 1 is the identity oper-

ator. The geometric series of Eq. (9) is convergent for
h < J confirming that the strong zero modes (6) are well
defined in the higher-order topological phase while hav-
ing divergent norm in the trivial phase.

Infinite temperature autocorrelator and dephasing.—
The existence of the corner strong Majorana zero modes
manifests in exponentially long (in system size L) coher-
ence times for the infinite temperature autocorrelators

C(t) :=
1

dimHΛ

〈
φ(0)(t)φ(0)(0)

〉
, (10)

whereHΛ denotes the Hilbert space on the lattice Λ. The
autocorrelator at, for example, the corner in (1, 1) can be
obtained from the autocorrelator of the d-electron at site
(1, 1),

C1,1(t) ≈ 4

dimHΛ

〈
d†1,1(t)d1,1(0)

〉
. (11)

We consider a setup wherein the model in Eq. (1) is
weakly coupled to a large Markovian external environ-
ment. The effective time evolution of the reduced den-
sity matrix ρ of the system is described by a local in time
quantum master equation of the form ∂tρ = L[ρ] where
L is the linear Lindblad superoperator. The dual super-
operator L∗ governs the evolution of observables via the
Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad equation in the
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Heisenberg picture (~ = 1) [56–61]

L∗[·] = i[H, ·] +D∗[·] , (12)

D∗[·] =
∑
k

(
J†k · Jk −

1

2

{
J†kJk, ·

})
, (13)

where D∗[·] is the dissipative superoperator, while the
first term on the right hand side of Eq. (12) describes
the unitary dynamics generated by the Hamiltonian H.
Specifically, we choose Lindblad operators Jj that imple-
ment orbital-selective dephasing dynamics

Jαj =
√

2Kj n
α
j , (14)

where Kj is the dephasing rate at unit cell j, and nαj =

α†jαj , with α = c, d. For jump operators with α = c,
the action of the dissipator on the Majorana operators is
given by

D∗α=c[γ
a
j ] =

{
−Kjγ

a
j a = 1, 4 ,

0 a = 2, 3 .
(15)

Therefore, under the purely dissipative dynamics with
α = c, the operators γ1,4

j get exponentially damped with

decay rateKj, while the operators γ2,3
j remain unaffected.

Notice that in the case of jump operators with α = d, the
operators γ2,3

j get exponentially damped instead while

the operators γ1,4
j are independent of time. The same

type of dynamics (with decay rate 2Kj1,..., jm) for the Ma-
jorana operators can also be found by considering jump
operators of the form

Jα,mj1,...,jm
=
√
Kj1,..., jm

m∏
i=1

(1− 2nαji) , (16)

where m ∈ [1, L2]. The strong zero modes that remain
stationary under the dissipative dynamics generated by

Eq. (12), satisfy L∗[φ]
L→∞−−−−→ 0. By including the dissi-

pator in Eq. (5), we have

i
[
H0, φ

(n)
]

= −i[H1, φ
(n−1)]−D∗[φ(n−1)] , (17)

which holds only for the strong zero modes φ1,1 and
φL,L, which therefore survive the dissipative dynamics,
while φ1,L and φL,1 do not. This is further confirmed
by the enhanced coherence times for the autocorrelators
C1,1(t) and CL,L(t), which remain stable for parametri-
cally longer times as compared with the case without
dissipation, as shown in Fig. 3. In contrast the autocor-
relators C1,L(t) and CL,1(t), corresponding to the remain-
ing two corner Majorana modes, decay immediately un-
der the dissipative dynamics. As the higher-order topo-
logical phase and the Majorana zero modes are stable
to disorder, one might expect that the strong Majorana

FIG. 3. 2D Autocorrelators C1,1(t) (full lines) and C1,L(t)
(dashed lines) [cf. Eq. (10)] for L × L = 10 × 10, h = 0.2,
J = 1 and different dephasing rates (different colors), when
dephasing acts uniformly on the whole system, i.e., Kj = K
[cf. Eq. (14) with α = c]. The time correlation function C1,1(t)
(C1,L(t)) is enhanced (decays) almost immediately under dis-
sipative dynamics in comparison with the unitary dynamics
K = 0.

zero modes are also stable to disorder. This is, however,
not immediately obvious since the topological phase is
a property of the ground state, while the strong Majo-
rana zero modes are a property of the entire spectrum.
Nevertheless, we verify that the autocorrelators remain
stable to disorder both in the sign and magnitude of h as
shown in Fig. 4, and the correlation times can even get
enhanced. Whether the range of stability of the strong
Majorana zero modes is identical to that of the ground
state topological phase would require more detailed ex-
ploration of the disorder physics, which we leave to future
work.

3D Model.—A natural generalization of the 2D Majo-
rana model (1) can be realised on a cubic lattice, with
each unit cell possessing a sixteen dimensional Hilbert
space that admits the action of eight Majorana operators
γaj with a ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 8}, and j = (jx, jy, jz) labelling
the unit cells of the 3D lattice, cf. Fig. 1(b). Equiva-
lently, each unit cell has four complex fermions defined
as cj = (γ1

j + iγ4
j )/2, dj = (γ2

j + iγ3
j )/2, ej = (γ5

j + iγ8
j )/2

and fj = (γ6
j + iγ7

j )/2. The Hamiltonian takes a simi-
lar form H = H0 +H1 with H0 and H1 describing inter
and intra cell Majorana hopping. We further decompose
H0 = Hx0 +Hy0 +Hz0 which describe hopping in the x̂, ŷ, ẑ
directions

Hx0 = − iJ
∑
j

[
γ2
j γ

1
j+x̂ + γ4

j γ
3
j+x̂ + γ6

j γ
5
j+x̂ + γ8

j γ
7
j+x̂

]
,

Hy0 = − iJ
∑
j

[
γ1
j γ

3
j+ŷ + γ4

j+ŷγ
2
j + γ5

j γ
7
j+ŷ + γ8

j+ŷγ
6
j

]
,

Hz0 = − iJ
∑
j

[
γ1
j+ẑγ

5
j + γ6

j γ
2
j+ẑ + γ7

j γ
3
j+ẑ + γ4

j+ẑγ
8
j

]
,

(18)
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FIG. 4. 2D Autocorrelator C1,1(t) with dissipative dynam-
ics (solid lines), dissipative dynamics and random intra cell
hopping h (dashed lines), and dissipative dynamics with ran-
dom sign but constant magnitude of the intra cell hopping h
(dash dotted lines). For all curves dephasing acts uniformly
on the whole system, i.e., Kj = K [cf. Eq. (14) with α = c],
L×L = 8× 8 and J = 1. For curves with dissipative dynam-
ics and dissipative dynamics with flux disorder |h| = 0.4/

√
3.

For the case with random intra cell hopping, at each unit
cell j, the hj are independent and uniformly sampled from
−0.4 ≤ hj ≤ 0.4. Also in the presence of disorder, the infinite
temperature time correlation C1,1(t) decays later than in the
coherent case K = 0.

and

H1 = − ih
∑

〈(j,a),(j,b)〉|a<b

γaj γ
b
j , (19)

where the sum in H1 is over intra-cell nearest neighbor
pairs (j, a), (j, b) with the restriction a < b. Consider
defining the model on an open geometry of dimension L×
L×L. In the limit h = 0, the model hosts eight exact zero
modes, one at each corner of the cubic spatial geometry.
For |h| < |J|, the system possess eight strong zero modes
whose analytic expressions are obtained perturbatively
starting from the exact zero modes. For instance, the
strong zero mode localized at corner (1, 1, 1) takes the
form

φ1,1,1 =

3L−3∑
n=0

(
h

J

)n ∑
j∈L1,1,1

n+3

(−1)jy+1γ3
j . (20)

We investigate the stability of the coherence times of the
corner Majorana operators under dissipation with the
jump operators of the form in Eq. (14) with α ∈ {c, e, f}.
Similar to the 1D [62] and 2D case, we find that the co-
herence times associated to the strong zero modes φ1,1,1

and φL,L,1 get enhanced while the autocorrelators corre-
sponding to the remaining strong zero modes decay im-
mediately as shown in Fig. 5.

Conclusions.— In this work, we have established the
existence of strong Majorana zero mode in higher-order

FIG. 5. 3D Autocorrelators C1,1,1(t) (full lines) and C1,L,1(t)
(dashed lines) [cf. Eq. (10)] for L × L × L = 10 × 10 × 10,
h = 0.2, J = 1 and different dephasing rates (different col-
ors), when dephasing acts uniformly on the whole system,
i.e., Kj = K [cf. Eq. (14) with α ∈ {c, e, f}]. The correlation
function C1,1,1(t) is enhanced while C1,L,1(t) decays almost
immediately under dissipative dynamics compared with the
unitary dynamics K = 0.

topological superconductors and demonstrated the ro-
bustness of the consequent coherence times against a
class of dissipative dynamics and disorder. In future
work, it would be interesting to investigate the robust-
ness of the higher dimensional strong zero modes against
interactions.
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