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We study the disconnected entanglement entropy (DEE) of a Kitaev chain in which the chemical
potential is periodically modulated. In this driving protocol, the DEE of a sufficiently large system
with open boundary conditions turns out to be integer-quantized, with the integer being equal to
the number of Majorana edge modes generated by the periodic driving. Thus, the DEE can be
considered as a marker for detecting Majorana edge modes in a periodically driven Kitaev chain.
Using the DEE, we further show that these Majorana edge modes are robust against weak spatial
disorder and temporal noise. Interestingly, we find that the DEE may, in some cases, also detect the
anomalous edge modes which can be generated by periodic driving of the nearest-neighbor hopping,
even though such modes have no topological significance. We illustrate that these anomalous edge
modes are not robust against weak spatial disorder and they disappear in the presence of weak
spatial disorder, as manifested in the DEE.

I. INTRODUCTION

There is a recent upsurge in studies of topological
phases of matter [1–6]. These phases are robust against
weak perturbations due to the existence of a bulk gap,
which does not vanish unless the system crosses a gapless
quantum critical point (QCP). In addition, a topological
phase is characterized by a topological invariant, which
remains constant under continuous variations of param-
eters as long as the system remains in the same phase
and becomes ill-defined at QCPs which separate differ-
ent phases.

In this regard, the Kitaev chain of spinless fermions
(a p-wave superconducting system in one dimension) is a
paradigmatic model that hosts symmetry protected topo-
logically non-trivial and topologically trivial phases sep-
arated by a QCP [7, 8]. The topological properties of a
Kitaev chain with periodic boundary conditions is char-
acterized by a topological invariant known as the winding
number. The winding number assumes non-zero integer-
quantized values in the topologically non-trivial phase
and vanishes in the topologically trivial phase. For a
system with open boundary conditions, the topologically
non-trivial phase of the model is manifested in the ex-
istence of zero-energy Majorana modes localized at the
edges; on the contrary, the topologically trivial phase
does not host Majorana edge modes. The exact solv-
ability of the model has been extensively exploited to
understand its equilibrium as well as out-of-equilibrium
properties [7–17].

Concerning the non-equilibrium dynamics of closed
quantum systems, periodically driven systems have been
explored both in the context of thermalization [18–28]
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and emergent topology [10, 11, 15, 17, 29–50] (for recent
review articles, see Refs. [17, 21, 26, 28]). For a peri-
odically driven Kitaev chain with open boundary condi-
tions, it has been shown that Majorana edge modes (zero
and π-modes) can be dynamically generated [11, 15, 17]
even though the instantaneous Hamiltonian may remain
topologically trivial at all times. In fact, it is the effective
Floquet Hamiltonian [51] that determines the non-trivial
topology (i.e., the existence of zero-energy Majorana edge
modes) of a driven chain. It has been observed that the
number of such dynamical edge modes increases as the
drive frequency is reduced. Further, a strong (having a
sufficiently large amplitude) periodic modulation of the
hopping parameter can produce some “anomalous” edge
modes with non-zero Floquet quasienergies [15]. How-
ever, the anomalous edge modes are not Floquet Majo-
rana modes. These modes have no topological signifi-
cance and topological invariants like the winding number
miss them completely. Furthermore, as we elaborate in
this work, these modes are not robust against weak spa-
tial disorder.

There have been several attempts to characterize the
out-of-equilibrium topology of one-dimensional systems
(e.g., the Kitaev chain and the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger
chain) using the dynamical winding number calculated
from the instantaneous wave function of the system [52–
54]. In a periodically driven Kitaev chain, the corre-
sponding winding number [11] is calculated from the
Floquet Hamiltonian (for a review, see Ref. [17]). This
winding number correctly predicts the number of zero-
energy Majorana modes for a Kitaev chain with a peri-
odically driven chemical potential. However, the dynam-
ical winding number fails to detect the anomalous edge
modes which arise when the hopping parameter is driven
strongly [15].

Recently, the notion of a disconnected entanglement
entropy (DEE) [55, 56] has been introduced which plays
a role similar to a topological invariant in an equilibrium
Kitaev chain with an open boundary condition. It is
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worth noting that unlike the winding number, the DEE
is not a bulk topological invariant. Rather, it extracts
the entanglement between the Majorana modes localized
at the edges. Although the DEE can take any real value
by its construction, it turns out to be integer-quantized
for a short-ranged Kitaev chain in the topological phase,
where the integer is the total number of edge modes of
the system [55–57].

In this paper, we explore the efficacy of the DEE in
detecting the dynamically generated edge modes for a
periodically driven Kitaev chain. We study the variation
of the DEE with the drive frequency for three different
types of periodic modulations of the chemical potential,
namely, δ-pulses, (and also square pulse and sinusoidal
variations). Our study establishes that the DEE correctly
predicts the number of edge modes. We also investigate
the applicability of the DEE as a marker of anomalous
edge modes appearing due to a periodic modulation of
the nearest-neighbor hopping amplitude.

It is also noteworthy that the verification of topological
properties of periodically driven systems are experimen-
tally more viable compared to undriven systems. Re-
cently, the periodic driving protocol of a (kicked) trans-
verse field Ising model has been implemented experimen-
tally using an array of superconducting qubits [58]. It is
important to note that this model can be mapped to a Ki-
taev chain through Jordan-Wigner transformations [59]
and thus this model can host Majorana edge modes. In
the present work, we not only probe how these Floquet
Majorana modes are manifested in the DEE, but also
we illustrate the robustness of these modes against weak
spatial disorder and temporal noise.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: the con-
ventional definition of the DEE is introduced in Sec. II.
In Sec. III, we briefly recapitulate a short-ranged Kitaev
chain of spinless fermions and its topological properties.
The behavior of the DEE for a Kitaev chain with periodi-
cally modulated chemical potential is explored in Sec. IV.
We analyze the effects of spatial disorder and tempo-
ral noise in the periodic driving on the DEE in Sec. V.
In Sec. VI, we study the situation where the nearest-
neighbor hopping amplitude is periodically modulated
and address the question of whether the DEE can de-
tect the anomalous edge modes. Concluding remarks are
presented in Section VII. The definition of the winding
number of a short-range (static) Kitaev chain is given in
Appendix A. The methods used for computing the DEE
from Floquet Hamiltonian are explained in Appendix B.
We present the behavior of the DEE for periodic driv-
ing with a square pulse and a sinusoidal modulation in
Appendix C. We then briefly compare the DEE with
the dynamical winding number derived from the Floquet
Hamiltonian for a periodic variation of the chemical po-
tential in Appendix D. In Appendix E, we provide an
analytical derivation of the frequencies at which Floquet
quasienergy gap closes, choosing the example of the pe-
riodic driving of the hopping amplitude.

A
L/2

A
U
B

D

B\A
L/4

L/4

L/4

L

FIG. 1. Partitions of a chain with the disconnected partition
D = A ∪B and 2LA = 2LB = 4LD = L. The subsystem B
consists of two partitions A ∩ B and B\A, separated by the
disconnected partition D (Ref. [57]).

II. DISCONNECTED ENTANGLEMENT
ENTROPY

In this section, we briefly introduce the notion of dis-
connected entanglement entropy (DEE) [55, 56]. To this
end, we first consider a composite system S that is in a
pure state and is described by a density matrix ρ. The
reduced density matrix of a subsystem A is obtained by
tracing over the degrees of freedom of the rest of the sys-
tem A [60]:

ρA = TrA(ρ). (1)

The entanglement entropy [61–64] of subsystem A is then
defined in terms of the eigenvalues αi of the reduced den-
sity matrix ρA as

SA = −TrA(ρA ln(ρA)) = −
∑
i

αi ln(αi). (2)

As the system S is in a pure state, it can be shown that
SA = SA.

We now consider a configuration of the partitions A, B,
A∩B and A∪B of the system S, such that the subsystem
B consists of two parts A∩B and B\A, separated by the
disconnected partition D = A ∪B, as shown in Fig. 1.
The DEE [55–57] is then defined as

SD = SA + SB − SA∪B − SA∩B . (3)

III. SHORT-RANGE KITAEV CHAIN

We recall the Hamiltonian of a Kitaev chain [7–11] with
short-ranged interactions given by

H = −γ
L−1∑
n=1

(c†ncn+1 + c†n+1cn)− µ
L∑
n=1

(2c†ncn − 1)

+ ∆

L−1∑
n=1

(cncn+1 + c†n+1c
†
n), (4)
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where cn (c†n) is the annihilation (creation) operator for
a spinless fermion on the n-th site, γ is the nearest-
neighbor hopping parameter, ∆ is the strength of the p-
wave superconducting pairing, and µ is the on-site chem-
ical potential. The parameters γ, ∆ and µ will be taken
to be real unless otherwise mentioned. Consequently,
the Hamiltonian respects time-reversal symmetry (T ),
particle-hole symmetry (P) and sub-lattice/chiral sym-
metry (C) and the system belongs to the BDI symmetry
class. Definition of the winding number and topologi-
cal properties of a short-range Kitaev chain are briefly
discussed in Appendix A.

It is noteworthy that in a chain with short-ranged cou-
plings and open boundary conditions, the DEE, calcu-
lated in the ground state of static Hamiltonian, is an in-
teger multiple of ln(2), i.e., SD = p ln(2), where p is the
total number of modes at the edges of an open chain (see
Ref. [55–57]). The total number of edge modes is twice
the number of modes at each edge. Therefore, the values
of the DEE in the topologically non-trivial (−1 < µ < 1)
and trivial (|µ| > 1) phases of a Kitaev chain are 2 ln(2)
and zero, respectively, and there is a discontinuous jump
in the value of the DEE at the QCP separating the two
phases. Thus, the DEE plays a role equivalent to the
winding number for an open chain.

IV. DEE FOR A KITAEV CHAIN WITH
PERIODICALLY MODULATED CHEMICAL

POTENTIAL

In this section, we discuss the behavior of the DEE
calculated in the ground state of the effective Floquet
Hamiltonian for a Kitaev chain with a periodically mod-
ulated chemical potential.

We consider a Kitaev chain with an open boundary
condition in which the chemical potential is periodi-
cally modulated [11], such that µ(t) = µ(t + T ), with
T = 2π/ω, where ω is the driving frequency, so that H(t)
in Eq. (4) satisfies H(t) = H(t+ T ). For a time-periodic
Hamiltonian H(t), the stroboscopic time-evolution oper-
ator (i.e., the Floquet operator) is defined as

UF = T exp

(
−i
∫ T

0

H(t)dt

)
= exp(−iHFT ), (5)

where HF is the Floquet Hamiltonian and T denotes
time-ordering. (We will set ~ = 1 in this paper).

We recall that due to the unitary nature of the Flo-
quet operator UF , its eigenvalues are phases. Further,
these appear in complex conjugate pairs, eiθ and e−iθ

(see Appendix B for details). If present, Majorana edge
modes correspond to the eigenvalues +1 and −1 of the
Floquet operator (UF ). In other words, their correspond-
ing Floquet quasienergies are εF = 0 and εF = ±π/T ,
respectively. Thus, the number of Majorana edge modes
is given by the total number of eigenvalues +1 and −1 of
UF .

We now consider the protocol in which the chemical
potential µ is periodically modulated by the application
of δ-pulses such that [11, 17]

µ(t) = µ0 + µ1

∞∑
m=−∞

δ(t−mT ), (6)

where T = 2π/ω. For this driving protocol, the
DEE is calculated in the ground state of the Floquet
Hamiltonian HF , where all the single-particle negative
quasienergy states are filled and all the single-particle
positive quasienergy states are empty. The methods used
to calculate the DEE from the correlation matrix are ex-
plained in Appendix B. In this driving protocol, the DEE,
calculated in the ground state of the Floquet Hamilto-
nian, is equal to integer multiples of ln(2), as can be
seen from Fig. 2(a). Thus, SD = p ln(2), where p is the
total number of Majorana edge modes (both zero and π-
modes). It is also interesting to note that the DEE gener-
ally increases as the drive frequency ω decreases. Further,
we have verified that the value of SD/ ln(2) is equal to
the number of Majorana modes (see Fig. 2(b)) generated
by the same periodic driving of the Kitaev chain. We
reiterate that the number of Majorana modes is counted
from the total number of eigenvalues +1 and −1 of the
Floquet operator UF .

However, at low drive frequencies (i.e, when ω is of
the order of the hopping parameter γ), the DEE is not
integer-quantized and the value of SD/ ln(2) differs sig-
nificantly from the number of Majorana end modes. This
is however a finite-size effect, as shown in Fig. 3, which
demonstrates that the DEE does saturate to an integer-
quantized value for large system size L. The reason for
the finite-size effect is that at low frequencies, the de-
cay lengths of the Majorana edge modes increase and
therefore the edge modes mix more and more with the
bulk states. When the decay length is comparable to
the size L/4 of the disconnected region D, the contribu-
tion of such end modes to the DEE deviates from integer
multiples of ln(2). This leads to the reduction of the en-
tanglement between the edge modes. On the other hand,
at low frequencies, the bulk states become long-range en-
tangled (as the effective range of couplings appearing in
the Floquet Hamiltonian increases with decreasing drive
frequency) and contribute to the DEE computed from
the Floquet Hamiltonian. For small ω, therefore, the de-
viation of the DEE from integer-quantized value occurs
due to the competition between these two contradictory
effects. As the length LD = L/4 is increased, the bulk
contribution to the DEE decreases. Also, with the in-
crease of L, the dispersion of the edge modes to the bulk
states decreases, even at low drive frequencies. Thus,
for sufficiently large L (and therefore sufficiently large
LD = L/4), the bulk contribution becomes negligibly
small and the DEE only contains the integer-quantized
contribution of the edge modes.

We also observe a similar behavior of the DEE for pe-
riodic modulation of the chemical potential with a square
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FIG. 2. (a) DEE (SD) in units of ln(2) and (b) total number of Majorana edge modes p as functions of driving frequency ω
(in the units of the hopping parameter γ, which is set equal to unity) for a Kitaev chain in which the chemical potential µ
is periodically modulated by δ-pulses (Eq. (6)) having µ0 = 2.5 and µ1 = 0.2. We have taken L = 200 and LD = 50. The
DEE assumes integer-quantized values except at low frequencies. The number of dynamically generated edge Majorana modes
increases as ω decreases.
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FIG. 3. DEE (SD) in units of ln(2) as a function of the
length L (in log-log scale) of a Kitaev chain (with LD = L/4)
in which the chemical potential µ is periodically modulated
by δ-pulses (Eq. (6)) having µ0 = 2.5, µ1 = 0.2, and ω = 1.
We observe a saturation to an integer-quantized value as L
increases establishing that the discrepancy observed for low
ω in Fig. 2 is a finite-size effect.

pulse and sinusoidal variation, as shown in Appendix C.
Further, the DEE is equivalent to the dynamical (Flo-
quet) winding number in counting the number of emer-
gent Floquet Majorana modes; this is discussed in Ap-
pendix D.

V. DEE FOR PERIODIC MODULATION OF
CHEMICAL POTENTIAL IN PRESENCE OF

SPATIAL DISORDER AND TEMOPRAL NOISE

In this section, we discuss the behavior of the DEE for a
periodically driven Kitaev chain in the presence of spatial
disorder as well as temporal noise, and we establish that
the Floquet Majorana modes are robust against weak
spatial and temporal disorder.
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FIG. 4. DEE (SD) in units of ln(2) as a function of ω for
the driving protocol in the presence of spatial disorder, as in
Eq. (7). Here, we have chosen µ0 = 2.5, r = 0.2, L = 200
and LD = 50. βn assumes a random value in the range [0, 1].
Here, SD has been calculated after taking average over a large
number of configurations of random numbers.

A. DEE for periodic driving in presence of spatial
disorder

We consider a driving protocol where the on-site po-
tentials µn(t) for different sites are driven with δ-pulses
of random amplitudes, such that the translational sym-
metry of the chain is explicitly broken. Therefore, we
consider the following form of the chemical potential,

µn(t) = µ0 + rβn

∞∑
m=−∞

δ(t−mT ), (7)

where n denotes the site number in the chain, µ0 and r
are independent of n, and βn can assume a random value
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FIG. 5. DEE (SD) in units of ln(2) as a function of ω for
the driving protocol in the presence of temporal noise, as in
Eq. (8). Here, we have chosen µ0 = 2.5, µ1 = 0.2, r = 0.2,
L = 200 and LD = 50. f(t) assumes a random value in the
range [−1, 1] at any time t.

in the range [0, 1].

After taking the average over a large number of con-
figurations of random numbers, we find that the value
of the DEE, calculated in the ground state of the ef-
fective Floquet Hamiltonian, remains perfectly integer-
quantized even in the presence of weak spatial disorder
for high frequency (see Fig. 4). This demonstrates the
robustness of Floquet Majorana modes (both zero and
π-modes) against weak disorder. However, the deviation
of the DEE from integer-quantized value at sufficiently
low-frequency is due to the finiteness of the system, as we
have elaborated in Fig. 3 for the driving protocol without
spatial disorder.

B. DEE for periodic driving in presence of
temporal noise

We now consider a driving protocol where the chemi-
cal potential µ(t) is spatially uniform, but is driven with
δ-pulses in the presence of a random noise f(t) of suf-
ficiently small amplitude r. We consider the following
form of the chemical potential,

µ(t) = µ0 + µ1

∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t− nT ) + rf(t), (8)

where the function f(t) assumes a random value between
[−1, 1] at any time t.

For this driving protocol with the temporal noise, we
find that the value of the DEE remains invariant as shown
in Fig. 5. This indicates the robustness of the dynami-
cally generated Floquet Majorana modes against a weak
temporal noise in the driving.

VI. DETECTION OF THE ANOMALOUS EDGE
MODES WITH PERIODICALLY MODULATED

HOPPING PARAMETER THROUGH DEE

We now consider the periodic driving of the hopping
parameter γ, which may be complex in general, so that
the Hamiltonian in (4) is modified to

H(t) = −
L−1∑
n=1

(γ(t)c†ncn+1 + γ?(t)c†n+1cn)

− µ
L∑
n=1

(2c†ncn − 1) +

L−1∑
n=1

∆(cncn+1 + c†n+1c
†
n). (9)

It has been established that for this type of driving pro-
tocol, modes localized at the edges with the eigenvalues
of the Floquet operator away from ±1 (referred to as
anomalous modes) can dynamically emerge [15]. We ad-
dress here the question of whether the DEE can detect
these anomalous modes.

A. Periodic driving of the amplitude of the
hopping parameter

We consider the following form of the hopping param-
eter,

γ(t) = γ0 (1 + a cos(ωt)) , (10)

where ω = 2π/T , and a determines the strength of the
modulation of the hopping amplitude. Since the hop-
ping parameter is chosen to be real, the time-reversal
symmetry of the Hamiltonian H(t) is preserved, and the
periodically driven chain belongs to the BDI (Floquet)
symmetry class.

To see if there are emergent anomalous modes, we plot
the Floquet quasienergies θ as a function of ω for a = 1 in
Fig. 6(a). Evidently, for 1.5 < ω < 2.0, the extreme val-
ues (near the top and bottom) of the Floquet quasiener-
gies are separated by finite gaps from the other quasiener-
gies. The modes with these isolated values of Floquet
quasienergies are known as anomalous modes [15] since
the corresponding eigenvalues of the Floquet operator
differ from ±1.

In Fig. 6(b), the variation of the inverse participation
ratio (IPR) is plotted against the real part of the corre-
sponding eigenvalues of the Floquet operator for ω = 1.7.
(For a normalized wave function ψj(n), where j labels the
wave function and n denotes the site index, the IPR is
defined as

∑
n |ψj(n)|4. It is known that as the system

size L is taken to infinity, the IPRs of modes which are
extended in the bulk go to zero while the IPRs of modes
localized at the ends remain finite. Hence a plot of the
IPR versus j provides an easy way to identify the edge
modes). From this figure, it can clearly be seen that the
anomalous modes [which have the minimum real part
(not equal to −1) of the eigenvalues of the Floquet oper-
ator] have relatively large IPRs, compared to the other
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FIG. 6. (a) Floquet quasienergies θ as a function of the drive frequency ω (the two isolated lines seen near the top and bottom
in the frequency range of about [1.4, 2.2] correspond to anomalous end modes. The two isolated lines seen near the top and
bottom in the frequency range of about [1.1, 1.4] correspond to Majorana π modes.) (b) Inverse participation ratio (IPR) as a
function of the real part of the eigenvalue of the Floquet operator (UF ) at ω = 1.6 and for L = 200. The modes with the real
part of eigenvalue +1 of the Floquet operator are Majorana zero modes and the modes with the minimum real part of eigenvalue
(if it is not equal to −1) of the Floquet operator are anomalous modes. There are four anomalous modes and two zero-energy
modes. (c) Probability as a function of the site number for two anomalous modes with the eigenvalues −0.7412 ± 0.6713i of
the Floquet operator UF at ω = 1.6. (d) DEE (SD) in units of ln(2) as a function of ω for L = 400 and LD = 100. For all the
plots, the amplitude of the hopping parameter is periodically modulated (see Eq. (10)) with a = 1.0. We have taken µ = 0,
∆ = 0.8 and γ0 = 1.0.

modes having non-zero Floquet quasienergies. We note
here that the IPRs of the anomalous modes are almost
comparable to that of the zero-energy Majorana modes
(with the eigenvalue of the Floquet operator being equal
to +1). Fig. 6(c) further confirms that these anomalous
modes, despite having non-zero Floquet quasienergies,
are localized at the edges of the chain [15].

In Fig. 6(d), the DEE (SD) is plotted as a function
of the drive frequency ω to find the contribution of both
the anomalous modes and the zero-energy modes to the
DEE. As is evident from Fig. 6(d), in the approximate
range of frequencies between [1.6, 1.8], the non-zero and
integer-quantized contribution of the anomalous modes
and the zero-energy modes to the DEE enables us to de-
tect these edge modes. In this range of frequencies, there
are four anomalous modes and two Floquet zero-energy

Majorana modes (two zero-energy Majorana modes are
generated at ω = 2 for γ0 = 1, as can be seen from the
analytical calculation provided in Appendix E) and the
DEE is nearly equal to 6 ln(2). Thus, we observe that
SD/ ln(2) matches exactly with the total number of edge
modes (the zero-energy Majorana modes as well as the
anomalous modes) for 1.6 . ω . 1.8. In this range of fre-
quency, the DEE is able to detect the anomalous modes
and zero-energy Majorana modes. Subsequently, we will
illustrate in Sec. VI C that the zero-energy Floquet Ma-
jorana modes are robust against weak spatial disorder
while the anomalous modes are not.
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FIG. 7. DEE (SD) in units of ln(2) as a function of drive-
frequency (ω) for periodic driving of the amplitude of the
hopping parameter in the presence of spatial disorder (see
Eq. (12)). We have taken L = 200, LD = 50, ∆ = 0.8, µ = 0,
γ0 = 1.0 and a = 1.0. For this protocol, νn assumes a random
value in the range [0, 1] at each site n. The DEE has been
calculated after taking the average over a large number of
configurations of random numbers.

B. Periodic driving of the phase of the complex
hopping parameter

Now we consider the hopping parameter to be com-
plex [15], with the form

γ(t) = γ0 exp [ia cos(ωt)] , (11)

where ω = 2π/T , and the parameter a determines the
strength of the modulation of the phase of the hop-
ping parameter. The complex hopping parameter in
Eq. (11) explicitly breaks the time-reversal symmetry of
the Hamiltonian H(t) [12, 15]. Therefore, a chain peri-
odically driven with this protocol belongs to the D (Flo-
quet) symmetry class. For this driving protocol, simi-
lar to the protocol discussed in Sec. VI A, zero-energy
Floquet Majorana modes and anomalous modes appear.
However, we find that the DEE, calculated using the
methods provided in Appendix B, is not able to count the
anomalous edge modes and zero-energy Majorana modes
correctly for this driving protocol.

C. Effect of spatial disorder on the DEE for
periodic driving of hopping parameter

In this section, we investigate whether the dynamical
zero-energy Majorana modes and the anomalous modes
discussed in Sec. VI A survive in the presence of weak
spatial disorder. To this end, we explore the effects of
disorder on the DEE for a periodic driving of the nearest-
neighbor hopping amplitude.

Let us consider the driving protocol where the ampli-
tude of the nearest-neighbor hopping parameter γn(t) for
the n-th site is periodically modulated in the presence

of spatial disorder. Therefore, this is the same driving
protocol as in Eq. (10), but in the presence of spatial
disorder. For this driving protocol, γn(t) is given by,

γn(t) = γ0(1 + aνn cos(ωt)), (12)

where γ0 and the modulation strength a are independent
of site index n, and νn assumes random value in the
range [0, 1] for each site n. From Fig. 7, it can clearly
be seen that for 1.6 . ω . 1.8, the DEE is almost
constant and equal to 2 ln(2) in the presence of spatial
disorder. On the other hand, in the absence of disorder,
the DEE is equal to 6 ln(2) (as there are four anomalous
modes and two zero-energy modes) in the same range
of ω (see Fig. 6(d)). From this observation, we infer
that the two zero-energy modes remain robust against
spatial disorder, whereas the four anomalous edge modes
disappear in the presence of spatial disorder.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have shown that for the periodic driv-
ing protocol of the chemical potential, the DEE, calcu-
lated in the ground state of the Floquet Hamiltonian, is
integer-quantized, with the integer being equal to the to-
tal number of dynamically generated Floquet Majorana
edge modes. Thus, it can be inferred that similar to the
static situation, the DEE can act as a marker of Majo-
rana edge modes even for a periodically driven Kitaev
chain. At low frequencies, there is an apparent discrep-
ancy and the value of SD/ ln(2) differs significantly from
the number of Majorana end modes. However, this is an
artefact of the finite size of the system, and we have es-
tablished that the DEE saturates to an integer-quantized
value at large system size L, even at low drive frequen-
cies (ω of the order of the hopping amplitude γ). Thus,
in a periodically driven chain with open boundary con-
ditions, the DEE counts the number of edge Majorana
modes correctly and therefore plays a role similar to that
played by the winding number derived from the Floquet
Hamiltonian in the corresponding system with periodic
boundary conditions.

If the amplitude of the nearest-neighbor hopping in
the Kitaev chain is periodically modulated (see the pro-
tocol in Eq. (10)), such that the Floquet Hamiltonian re-
mains in the BDI symmetry class, then “anomalous” edge
modes (with Floquet quasienergies not equal to zero or π)
can be dynamically generated. Although these anoma-
lous edge modes do not have a topological origin and are
not associated with a winding number, we find that the
DEE is able to detect the existence of the anomalous edge
modes for certain ranges of driving frequencies. Further-
more, we illustrate that the anomalous edge modes are
not robust against weak spatial disorder, and they dis-
appear in that situation while the zero-energy Majorana
modes survive.
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The dynamical generation of anomalous edge modes is
also possible with the periodic modulation of the phase
of the complex hopping parameter (see the driving pro-
tocol in Eq. (11), where the system belongs to Floquet
D symmetry class). However, for this driving protocol,
the DEE fails to detect them properly. Further, we have
checked that one cannot infer conclusively the effects of
disorder on both zero-energy and anomalous modes in the
presence of spatial disorder. Why the DEE fails to detect
edge modes of both types when the Floquet Hamiltonian
is in the symmetry class D is an unresolved question at
the moment that requires further investigation.

We conclude by noting that recently the topological
entanglement entropy has been measured experimentally
for a two-dimensional toric code model [65]; the quan-
tity has been measured experimentally using simulated
anyon interferometry and extracting the braiding statis-
tics of emergent excitation [65]. On the other hand, in
the present work, we have computed the DEE for one-
dimensional Kitaev model where anyons do not exist. We
are also not aware of an equivalent of the DEE in two-
dimensional situations. This experiment however pro-
vides a motivation for an experimental measurement of
the DEE for one-dimensional topological systems and a
possible generalization of the DEE for two-dimensional
systems.

In conclusion, we note that it would be interesting
to investigate out-of-equilibrium behavior of the DEE
in Kitaev chains with more complicated interactions,
like next-nearest-neighbor hopping and superconducting
pairing [12, 66].
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Appendix A: Winding number and topological
properties of short-range Kitaev chain

The Hamiltonian H in Eq. (4) of a short-range Kitaev
chain with periodic boundary conditions can be written
in terms the fermionic creation and annihilation opera-
tors in momentum space as

H =
∑
k

(
c†k c−k

)
Hk

(
ck
c†−k

)
, (A1)

where k lies in the range [−π, π], and the Hamiltonian
Hk is given by

Hk = (−γ cos k − µ) σz + ∆ sin k σy, (A2)

where σy and σz are Pauli matrices. In the ground state
of the Hamiltonian H in Eq. (4), the winding number [11]
is defined as

w =
1

2π

∫ π

−π
dk
dφk
dk

, (A3)

φk = tan−1

(
∆ sin k

γ cos k + µ

)
. (A4)

Setting the hopping parameter γ = 1, it is straight-
forward to check that the following phases exist in the
ground state of a short-range Kitaev chain (in static sit-
uation).

1. Topologically non-trivial phase (−1 < µ < 1): This
phase consists of phase I (∆ > 0) and phase II
(∆ < 0). The winding numbers in phases I and
phases II are given by w = +1 and w = −1, re-
spectively [11]. For a chain with open boundary
condition, these topologically non-trivial phases are
characterized by the existence of a zero-energy Ma-
jorana mode localized at each edge of the chain [11].

2. Topologically trivial phase (|µ| > 1): The wind-
ing number is zero (w = 0) in this phase. For
a chain with open boundary condition, Majorana
edge modes do not appear in this phase.

Appendix B: Methods used for calculation of the
DEE from Floquet Hamiltonian

Each fermionic creation operator c†n (or annihilation
opeartor cn) can be written as a linear combination of
two Hermitian Majorana operators (a2n−1 and a2n) as

cn =
1

2
(a2n−1 − ia2n), (B1a)

c†n =
1

2
(a2n−1 + ia2n). (B1b)

The Hamiltonian H(t) of a Kitaev chain with generic
time-dependent parameters can be written as,

H(t) = i

2L∑
m=1

2L∑
n=1

amMmn(t)an, (B2)

where M(t) is a 2L × 2L real, antisymmetric matrix
(which follows from the fact that Majorana operators
satisfy anticommutation relations: {am, an} = 2δmn).
The 2L × 1 column matrix of the Majorana operators

a(t) =
(
a1(t) a2(t) . . . a2L(t)

)T
in Heisenberg picture

can be written as,

a(t) = T exp

(
4

∫ t

0

M(t′)dt′
)
a(0) = U(t)a(0). (B3)
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Thus, the stroboscopic time-evolution operator (Floquet
operator) is given by,

UF = U(T ) = T exp

(
4

∫ T

0

M(t′)dt′

)
. (B4)

As UF is unitary matrix, each of its eigenvalues λ satisfies
the property |λ| = 1. Thus, λ must be phases. Further,
the matrix UF is real, which ensures that the eigenvalues
of UF must appear in complex conjugate pairs, i.e., eiθ

and e−iθ.
In the ground state of the Floquet Hamiltonian HF

(where UF = exp(−iHFT )), all the negative quasienergy
eigenstates (the L eigenstates with the lowest quasiener-
gies) are filled and all the positive quasienergy eigen-
states (the L eigenstates with the highest quasienergies)
are empty. For a subsystem X with LX fermionic sites,
an element of the 2LX × 2LX correlation matrix AX in
the Majorana basis, calculated in the ground state of the
Floquet Hamiltonian, can be written as

(AX)mn = 〈aman〉 =

L∑
j=1

〈ψj |aman|ψj〉 , (B5)

where |ψj〉 is an eigenstate of the Floquet Hamiltonian
HF , and the index j denotes the ascending order of Flo-
quet quasienergy. The von Neumann entropy SX of the
subsystem X is obtained from the eigenvalues αj of the
correlation matrix AX as

SX = −
2LX∑
j=1

αj ln(αj). (B6)

SX for X = A,B,A ∩ B and A ∪ B are calculated in
the ground state of Floquet Hamiltonian and the DEE is
then computed using Eq. (3).

Appendix C: DEE for a Kitaev chain with chemical
potential periodically modulated with square pulse

and sinusoidal variation

Let the chemical potential µ be periodically modulated
by square pulses of the symmetrized form (i.e., µ(t) =
µ(T − t), which ensures that σxHk(t)σx = −Hk(T − t))

µ(t) =


µ0 + µ1 for 0 < t < T

4 ,

µ0 − µ1 for T
4 < t < 3T

4 ,

µ0 + µ1 for 3T
4 < t < T ,

(C1)

where T = 2π/ω. From Fig. 8, we observe that the
value of SD/ ln(2) is integer-quantized and is equal to
total number p of Majorana edge modes generated by
the same square pulse, unless the drive frequency is suf-
ficiently small. We reiterate that the discrepancy in the
value of SD/ ln(2) at low drive frequencies occurs due to
the finiteness of the system size L.

Finally, for a sinusoidal variation of µ of the form

µ(t) = µ0 + µ1 cos(ωt), (C2)

we obtain similar results for the DEE as shown in Fig. 9.
Note that the driving satisfies µ(t) = µ(T − t).

Appendix D: Comparison of the DEE with the
dynamical winding number for periodically driven

Kitaev chain

In this section, we compare the results inferred from
the behavior of the DEE with the dynamical winding
number for driving protocols discussed in Sec. IV.

For a periodically driven Kitaev chain with periodic
boundary conditions, the winding number may be calcu-
lated from the stroboscopic time-evolution operator (i.e.,
Floquet operator)

UF (k) = T exp

(
−i
∫ T

0

Hk(t)dt

)
= exp

(
−ihFk T

)
, (D1)

for momentum k ∈ [−π, π], where hFk and Hk(t) are,
respectively, the Floquet Hamiltonian and the instanta-
neous Hamiltonian for the mode with momentum k. Re-
ferring to Eq. (A2), for a generic time-dependent chemi-
cal potential, we get

Hk(t) = (−γ cos k − µ(t)) σz + ∆ sin k σy. (D2)

On the other hand, for a periodic driving, the general
form of the Floquet Hamiltonian hFk can be written as

hFk = d0(k)1 + dx(k)σx + dy(k)σy + dz(k)σz, (D3)

where σx, σy, σz are Pauli matrices and 1 is 2×2 identity
matrix. Since UF (k) is a SU(2) matrix (due to the fact
that Hk(t) can be written as the sum of Pauli matrices
with appropriate coefficients), we have d0(k) = 0 for all
values of k ∈ [−π, π]. Thus, the Floquet Hamiltonian hFk
[11, 15] reduces to the form

hFk = dx(k)σx + dy(k)σy + dz(k)σz. (D4)

The coefficients dx, dy and dz assume different forms for
different driving protocols.

If the chemical potential is periodically modulated with
δ-pulses (Eq. (6)), the symmetrized Floquet operator
UF (k) is given by

UF (k) = ei
µ1
2 σze−iT [(−γ cos k−µ0) σz+∆ sin k σy ]ei

µ1
2 σz .

(D5)
Since we have chosen the driving to satisfy µ(t) =
µ(T − t) and σxHk(t)σx = −Hk(T − t), we see that
σxUF (k)σx = [UF (k)]†) for all k ∈ [−π, π]. Using
UF (k) = exp

(
−ihFk T

)
and Eq. (D4), we find that dx(k) =

0; we can see in Fig. 10(a) that this is true. We then ar-
rive at a simplified form of the Floquet Hamiltonian hFk

hFk = dy(k)σy + dz(k)σz. (D6)
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FIG. 8. (a) DEE (SD) in units of ln(2) and (b) total number of Majorana edge modes p as functions of ω for a Kitaev chain in
which the chemical potential µ is periodically modulated by a square pulse (Eq. (C1)) having µ0 = 2.5 and µ1 = 0.2. We have
taken L = 200 and LD = 50.
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FIG. 9. (a) DEE (SD) in units of ln(2) and (b) total number of Majorana edge modes p as functions of ω for a Kitaev chain
in which the chemical potential µ is periodically driven with sinusoidal modulation (Eq. (C2)) having µ0 = 2.5, µ1 = 0.2. We
have taken L = 200 and LD = 50.

This particular form of hFk enables us to define a dynam-
ical winding number [11] in the following way: dz(k) is
plotted as a function of dy(k) (see Figs. 10(b), 10(c) and
10(d)) and the number of times the curve winds around
the origin (located at dy = 0, dz = 0) is counted. This
gives the value of the winding number, which turns out to
be equal to the number of zero-energy Majorana modes
at each end of an open chain. Thus, the winding number
is able to characterize the topology of the Kitaev chain
periodically driven with a δ-pulse. On the other hand,
the DEE, which can assume any real value, turns out to
be an integer multiple of ln(2) (see Fig. 2). The equiva-
lence of the DEE with the winding number in detecting
the Majorana edge modes for the periodic modulation
with a δ-pulse is thus established.

Now, for periodic driving with square pulse (Eq. (C1))
and sinusoidal variation (Eq. (C2)), where we have again
chosen a symmetrized form of the chemical potential

(i.e., µ(t) = µ(T − t) ), a similar argument shows that
dx(k) = 0 for all k ∈ [−π, π]. Thus, the corresponding
Floquet Hamiltonian hFk can be written as Eq. (D6),
and we can derive the dynamical winding number from
the Floquet Hamiltonian. Proceeding in a similar way
as done for the periodic driving with δ-pulses, the
equivalence of the winding number and the DEE can be
established.
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FIG. 10. (a) dx, dy and dz as functions of k for periodic driving of the chemical potential with a δ-pulse having µ0 = 2.5,
µ1 = 0.2, and ω = 6.0. We find that dx = 0 for all values of k. (b) dz as a function of dy for ω = 18.0. The dynamical (Floquet)
winding number is zero. (c) dz as a function of dy for ω = 10.0. The winding number is 1. (d) dz as a function of dy for
ω = 4.0. The winding number is 2.

Appendix E: Closing of Floquet quasienergy gap for
periodic driving of hopping parameter

The Floquet operator for the mode with momentum
k ∈ [0, π] is given by

UF (k) = T exp

(
−i
∫ T

0

Hk(t)dt

)
= exp

(
−ihFk T

)
, (E1)

where hFk is the corresponding Floquet Hamiltonian. For
a time-dependent hopping amplitude γ(t), Hk(t) for k ∈
[0, π] has the form

Hk(t) = (−2γ(t) cos k − 2µ) σz + 2∆ sin k σy, (E2)

where γ(t) = γ0(1 + a cos(ωt)) (see Eq. (10)). Using
Eq. (E1), we obtain the following two equations for k = 0
and k = π, respectively:

UF (k = 0) = exp(2iT (γ0 + µ)), (E3a)

UF (k = π) = exp(−2iT (γ0 − µ)). (E3b)

For µ = 0, the condition UF (k = 0) = UF (k = π) = 1
is satisfied at the drive frequency ω = 2γ0/q, where q
is a positive integer. At these frequencies, the Floquet
quasienergy gap closes. Thus, the generation of zero-
energy Floquet Majorana modes occurs at these specific
frequencies for the driving protocol given in Eq. (10). For
the periodic driving of the chemical potential, an analyt-
ical derivation of the frequencies at which the Floquet
quasienergy gap closes can also be done by proceeding in
the same way as discussed in this section (See Ref. [11]).

[1] M. Z. Hasan and C. L. Kane, Colloquium: Topological
insulators, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 3045 (2010).

[2] X.-L. Qi and S.-C. Zhang, Topological insulators and su-
perconductors, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1057 (2011).

[3] L. Fidkowski and A. Kitaev, Topological phases of
fermions in one dimension, Phys. Rev. B 83, 075103
(2011).

[4] X. Chen, Z.-C. Gu, Z.-X. Liu, and X.-G. Wen, Symmetry
protected topological orders and the group cohomology of

https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.3045
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1057
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.075103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.075103


12

their symmetry group, Phys. Rev. B 87, 155114 (2013).
[5] T. Senthil, Symmetry-protected topological phases of

quantum matter, Annual Review of Condensed Matter
Physics 6, 299 (2015), https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-
conmatphys-031214-014740.

[6] C.-K. Chiu, J. C. Y. Teo, A. P. Schnyder, and S. Ryu,
Classification of topological quantum matter with sym-
metries, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88, 035005 (2016).

[7] A. Y. Kitaev, Unpaired majorana fermions in quantum
wires, Physics-Uspekhi 44, 131 (2001).

[8] A. Kitaev and C. Laumann, Topological phases and
quantum computation 10.48550/arxiv.0904.2771 (2009).

[9] W. DeGottardi, D. Sen, and S. Vishveshwara, Topolog-
ical phases, majorana modes and quench dynamics in a
spin ladder system, New Journal of Physics 13, 065028
(2011).

[10] W. DeGottardi, D. Sen, and S. Vishveshwara, Majorana
fermions in superconducting 1d systems having periodic,
quasiperiodic, and disordered potentials, Phys. Rev. Lett.
110, 146404 (2013).

[11] M. Thakurathi, A. A. Patel, D. Sen, and A. Dutta, Flo-
quet generation of majorana end modes and topological
invariants, Phys. Rev. B 88, 155133 (2013).

[12] W. DeGottardi, M. Thakurathi, S. Vishveshwara, and
D. Sen, Majorana fermions in superconducting wires: Ef-
fects of long-range hopping, broken time-reversal symme-
try, and potential landscapes, Phys. Rev. B 88, 165111
(2013).

[13] A. Rajak and A. Dutta, Survival probability of an edge
majorana in a one-dimensional p-wave superconducting
chain under sudden quenching of parameters, Phys. Rev.
E 89, 042125 (2014).

[14] A. Dutta, G. Aeppli, B. K. Chakrabarti, U. Divakaran,
T. F. Rosenbaum, and D. Sen, Quantum Phase Transi-
tions in Transverse Field Spin Models: From Statistical
Physics to Quantum Information (Cambridge University
Press, 2015).

[15] S. Saha, S. N. Sivarajan, and D. Sen, Generating end
modes in a superconducting wire by periodic driving of
the hopping, Phys. Rev. B 95, 174306 (2017).

[16] S. Bandyopadhyay, S. Bhattacharjee, and A. Dutta, Dy-
namical generation of majorana edge correlations in a
ramped kitaev chain coupled to nonthermal dissipative
channels, Phys. Rev. B 101, 104307 (2020).

[17] S. Bandyopadhyay, S. Bhattacharjee, and D. Sen, Driven
quantum many-body systems and out-of-equilibrium
topology, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 33,
393001 (2021).

[18] A. Russomanno, A. Silva, and G. E. Santoro, Periodic
steady regime and interference in a periodically driven
quantum system, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 257201 (2012).

[19] M. Tomka, A. Polkovnikov, and V. Gritsev, Geometric
phase contribution to quantum nonequilibrium many-
body dynamics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 080404 (2012).

[20] T. Nag, S. Roy, A. Dutta, and D. Sen, Dynamical lo-
calization in a chain of hard core bosons under periodic
driving, Phys. Rev. B 89, 165425 (2014).

[21] M. Bukov, L. D’Alessio, and A. Polkovnikov, Uni-
versal high-frequency behavior of periodically driven
systems: from dynamical stabilization to floquet
engineering, Advances in Physics 64, 139 (2015),
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2015.1055918.

[22] S. Dasgupta, U. Bhattacharya, and A. Dutta, Phase tran-
sition in the periodically pulsed dicke model, Phys. Rev.

E 91, 052129 (2015).
[23] T. Nag, D. Sen, and A. Dutta, Maximum group velocity

in a one-dimensional model with a sinusoidally varying
staggered potential, Phys. Rev. A 91, 063607 (2015).

[24] A. Sen, S. Nandy, and K. Sengupta, Entanglement gener-
ation in periodically driven integrable systems: Dynami-
cal phase transitions and steady state, Phys. Rev. B 94,
214301 (2016).

[25] B. Mukherjee, A. Sen, D. Sen, and K. Sengupta, Signa-
tures and conditions for phase band crossings in periodi-
cally driven integrable systems, Phys. Rev. B 94, 155122
(2016).

[26] A. Eckardt, Colloquium: Atomic quantum gases in pe-
riodically driven optical lattices, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89,
011004 (2017).

[27] T. Oka and S. Kitamura, Floquet engineering of quantum
materials, Annual Review of Condensed Matter Physics
10, 387 (2019), https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-
conmatphys-031218-013423.

[28] A. Sen, D. Sen, and K. Sengupta, Analytic approaches
to periodically driven closed quantum systems: methods
and applications, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter
33, 443003 (2021).

[29] T. Kitagawa, E. Berg, M. Rudner, and E. Demler, Topo-
logical characterization of periodically driven quantum
systems, Phys. Rev. B 82, 235114 (2010).

[30] L. Jiang, T. Kitagawa, J. Alicea, A. R. Akhmerov,
D. Pekker, G. Refael, J. I. Cirac, E. Demler, M. D. Lukin,
and P. Zoller, Majorana fermions in equilibrium and in
driven cold-atom quantum wires, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106,
220402 (2011).

[31] Z. Gu, H. A. Fertig, D. P. Arovas, and A. Auerbach,
Floquet spectrum and transport through an irradiated
graphene ribbon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 216601 (2011).

[32] M. Trif and Y. Tserkovnyak, Resonantly tunable majo-
rana polariton in a microwave cavity, Phys. Rev. Lett.
109, 257002 (2012).

[33] D. E. Liu, A. Levchenko, and H. U. Baranger, Floquet
majorana fermions for topological qubits in supercon-
ducting devices and cold-atom systems, Phys. Rev. Lett.
111, 047002 (2013).

[34] A. Kundu and B. Seradjeh, Transport signatures of flo-
quet majorana fermions in driven topological supercon-
ductors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 136402 (2013).

[35] C. C. Wu, J. Sun, F. J. Huang, Y. D. Li, and
W. M. Liu, Majorana fermions in a periodically
driven semiconductor-superconductor heterostructure,
EPL (Europhysics Letters) 104, 27004 (2013).

[36] Q.-J. Tong, J.-H. An, J. Gong, H.-G. Luo, and C. H.
Oh, Generating many majorana modes via periodic driv-
ing: A superconductor model, Phys. Rev. B 87, 201109
(2013).

[37] A. A. Reynoso and D. Frustaglia, Unpaired floquet majo-
rana fermions without magnetic fields, Phys. Rev. B 87,
115420 (2013).

[38] N. H. Lindner, D. L. Bergman, G. Refael, and V. Galitski,
Topological floquet spectrum in three dimensions via a
two-photon resonance, Phys. Rev. B 87, 235131 (2013).

[39] Y. T. Katan and D. Podolsky, Modulated floquet topo-
logical insulators, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 016802 (2013).

[40] M. Thakurathi, K. Sengupta, and D. Sen, Majorana edge
modes in the kitaev model, Phys. Rev. B 89, 235434
(2014).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.155114
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031214-014740
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031214-014740
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031214-014740
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031214-014740
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.035005
https://doi.org/10.1070/1063-7869/44/10s/s29
https://doi.org/10.48550/arxiv.0904.2771
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/13/6/065028
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/13/6/065028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.146404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.146404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.155133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.165111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.165111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.89.042125
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.89.042125
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107706057
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107706057
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107706057
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.174306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.104307
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ac1151
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ac1151
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.257201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.080404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.165425
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2015.1055918
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2015.1055918
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.91.052129
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.91.052129
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.063607
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.214301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.214301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.155122
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.155122
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.89.011004
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.89.011004
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013423
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013423
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013423
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013423
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ac1b61
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ac1b61
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.235114
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.220402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.220402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.216601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.257002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.257002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.047002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.047002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.136402
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/104/27004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.201109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.201109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.115420
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.115420
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.235131
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.016802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.235434
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.235434


13
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