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Abstract
Josephson junctions in a two-dimensional electron gas with spin-orbit coupling are a promising candidate to realize topological superconductivity. While it is known that the geometry
of the junction strongly influences the size of the topological gap, the question of how to
construct optimal geometries remains unexplored. We introduce a greedy numerical algorithm to optimize the shape of Majorana junctions. The core of the algorithm relies on
perturbation theory and is embarrassingly parallel, which allows it to explore the design
space efficiently. By introducing stochastic variations in the junction Hamiltonian, we avoid
overfitting geometries to specific system parameters. Furthermore, we constrain the optimizer to produce smooth geometries by applying image filtering and fabrication resolution
constraints. We run the algorithm in various setups and find that it reliably produces geometries with increased topological gaps over large parameter ranges. The results are robust to
variations in the optimization starting point and the presence of disorder, which suggests
the optimizer is capable of finding global maxima.

1

Introduction

Majorana bound states (MBS) are topologically protected edge states with non-abelian statistics
that can serve as a building block for fault tolerant quantum computers [1–4]. While much of the
experimental search for topological superconductivity has focused on proximitized semiconducting nanowires [5–8], this system requires applying a sufficiently strong magnetic field to drive a
topological phase transition. Because magnetic fields suppress superconductivity, the field compatibility of Majorana devices is an open problem. An alternative proposal—Josephson junctions
in a two-dimensional electron gas (2DEG) with spin-orbit coupling [9–13]—uses the phase difference across the junction to lower the critical magnetic field.
The topological protection of MBS requires a spectral gap. Therefore, designing devices with
sufficiently large gaps is a necessary component of engineering Majorana states. In Majorana
Josephson junctions, the gap is limited by long trajectories in the normal region that do not come
into contact with the superconducting terminals [14,15]. Eliminating these long-flight trajectories
by making the junction zigzag-shaped leads to an order of magnitude increase in the topological
1

SciPost Physics

Submission

gap [15]. The topological gap is also enhanced in other periodically modulated geometries [16,
17].
Optimizing a band gap is similarly relevant to photonic and acoustic crystals to design devices
such as filters, beam splitters, and waveguides [18]. A large body of research shows that numerical
optimization methods such as genetic algorithms [19, 20], semidefinite programming [21, 22],
and gradient-based strategies [23, 24] find geometries with large band gaps despite performing a
search in an exponentially large design space. More recent work demonstrated that deep learning
accelerates optimization by predicting effective tight-binding models corresponding to microscopic
geometries [25]. In the context of one-dimensional Majorana nanowires, Boutine et al. [26] and
Turcotte et al [27] used an algorithm based on GRAPE [28] to minimize the Majorana localization
length through spatially varying electrostatic potentials and magnetic field textures.
While geometry was demonstrated to have a sizeable effect on the topological gap of Majorana
junctions, the question of how to find optimal geometries remains open. Inspired by the previous
works in numerical geometry optimization, we develop the following greedy algorithm to find
optimal Majorana junction geometries. At each optimization step, we compute a set of possible
deformations to the shape of the superconducting regions. Using perturbation theory we estimate
how the gap changes with these deformations and select the one that yields the largest improvement. We avoid overfitting geometries to specific parameters by randomly varying the operating
point throughout the optimization, similarly to stochastic gradient descent. To ensure that the
resulting geometries are within reach of fabrication techniques, we incorporate smoothness and
minimum feature size constraints. We benchmark our algorithm on a variety of physical scenarios
and find that it reliably produces geometries with increased topological gaps over large system
parameter ranges. Finally, we check the robustness of the algorithm and discuss its potential
generalizations.

2

Model and algorithm description

Figure 1: Schematic representation of two unit cells of a topological Josephson junction formed by covering a Rashba 2DEG with s-wave superconductors.
An applied magnetic field penetrates the normal region (grey) and breaks timereversal symmetry. The proximitized regions (yellow) experience an additional
proximity-induced pairing term and a superconducting phase difference of π.
We consider a Josephson junction formed by proximitizing a Rashba 2DEG with two s-wave superconductors (Fig. 1). We model the central normal region with a two-dimensional Bogoliubov2
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ħ
h2 2
2
(k + k y ) − µnormal + α(k y σ x − k x σ y ) τz + E Z σ x ,
2m x

where α and E Z parameterize the strength of the Rashba spin-orbit and Zeeman fields respectively,
µ is the chemical potential, and σi and τi are the Pauli matrices acting in spin and electron-hole
space. The proximitized regions experience an additional superconducting pairing interaction and
expel the applied magnetic field, yielding the Hamiltonian
 2

ħ
h
2
2
(k + k y ) − µsc + α(k y σ x − k x σ y ) τz + ∆(x, y)τ x .
HSC =
2m x
Following previous works [9, 10] we fix the superconducting phase difference to its optimal value
φ = π, such that ∆(x, y) = ∆0 —the induced superconducting gap—in the top superconductor and −∆0 in the bottom superconductor. This choice maximizes the area of the topological region in parameter space, practically guaranteeing that the system stays in the topological
regime during the optimization. Because we are interested in determining bulk properties, we
consider a translationally invariant system with a supercell Hamiltonian H = HN + HS , which we
discretize using the Kwant software package [29]. Unless stated otherwise, we consider a lattice
constant of a = 20 nm, and Hamiltonian parameters m = 0.02me (with me the free electron mass),
α = 20 meV nm, ∆0 = 1 meV and µnormal = µsc = µ.

Figure 2: Summary of the core optimization algorithm. (a) We start from a discretized model of the junction. (b) At the start of an iteration we determine the
boundaries of each superconductor. We then consider perturbations that introduce or remove superconductivity in sites at the boundary (circled in red). (c)
Using perturbation theory, we compute how the gap changes with each geometry
modification. (d) Finally, we update the shape using the modification that yields
the largest improvement in the gap.
Our core iterative algorithm starts by computing the band structure of the initial geometry on
a sufficiently fine grid of the supercell momenta κ x using sparse diagonalization. Since we are
interested in low-energy behavior, we compute only a small set of the 2n b = 8 bands closest to
the Fermi level. We then compute a set of candidate perturbations to the geometry of the junction. Using conventional image processing we determine the normal-superconductor boundary
3
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and then consider two types of modifications: removing superconductivity from boundary sites,
and introducing superconductivity in normal sites immediately next to the boundary (Fig. 2(b)).
Limiting the geometry perturbations to the boundaries of the superconductors with the normal
regions promotes the continuity of the shape evolution. In order to implement fabrication constraints, we reject perturbations where the minimum distance between superconductors is lower
than a specified tolerance w = 100 nm. Once we have collected a set of perturbations, we use
first order degenerate perturbation theory to estimate how they change the dispersion relation
(Fig. 2(c)). Finally, we modify the superconductors’ shape with the perturbation that yields the
largest improvement in the gap and proceed to another iteration (Fig. 2(d)). Because calculations
of Bloch eigenstates at different κ x as well as computing the effect of different perturbations are
independent, the algorithm is embarrassingly parallel. We leverage this by using the dask software
package [30] to parallelize our implementation.
Although the core algorithm is already capable of finding improved geometries, it has the
following limitations:
• It is inefficient to fully recompute the dispersion relation after each iteration.
• Due to being greedy, the algorithm gets stuck in any local maximum.
• The resulting shapes tend to be irregular and contain features that vary on the scale of the
lattice constant.
We solve these problems by introducing epochs consisting of a handful of iterations each. Instead
of exactly recomputing the dispersion relation at each iteration, we do it only at the beginning of an
epoch. Furthermore, at every epoch we select random values of E Z1 < E Z < E Z2 and µ1 < µ < µ2 .
This procedure is analogous to performing stochastic gradient descent to optimize the average
gap over a region in parameter space, and it ensures that the optimized geometries are tolerant
to variations in the junction Hamiltonian. Finally, we apply a median filter to the superconductor
shapes every few epochs, a standard technique in image processing that reduces noise in images
by replacing a pixel with the median value of its neighbors. As we will show in the next section,
periodically applying this filter constrains the optimizer to explore shapes that vary smoothly in
space.

3

Results

Having introduced the algorithm, we turn to investigate its performance, robustness, and the relevance of its components. Unless noted otherwise we perform epochs with 5 iterations per epoch
and apply a median filter with a window size of 3a = 60nm. Reflection symmetry x → L x − x protects the gap from closing at finite momentum [31]. Therefore we consider only mirror-symmetric
geometries ∆(x, y) = ∆(L x − x, y) and change the shape in pairs of reflection-symmetric sites simultaneously 1 .
Figure 3 demonstrates our algorithm in action. We initialize the system with a straight geometry where the normal and superconducting regions have initial widths W = 200 nm and
LSC = 500 nm respectively. Further, we fix the unit cell length at L x = 1300 nm (see App. A
for results of optimization runs at other values). We consider a parameter space of µ1 = 10 meV,
1

We have verified that the first order perturbative estimate of the gap after adding or removing two superconducting
sites is always within 3% of the exact value in the systems we study.
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Figure 3: Optimization run starting from a straight geometry with homogenous
chemical potential and with parameter shifting and median filtering. (a) The
blue curve corresponds to the average gap evaluated at 16 different points in
parameter space, whose individual values we plot in orange. In panel (e) we
mark these points with red dots. (b-d) Geometries found at the epochs marked
with vertical dashed lines in panel (a). (e-f) Topological phase diagrams of the
geometries in (b-d).
µ2 = 15 meV, E Z1 = 0.5 meV, E Z2 = 1.5 meV, and apply the median filter every 5 epochs. In
Fig. 3(a) we show how the gap of 16 uniformly spaced points in the parameter space evolves with
epoch number. Although the gaps at fixed parameters fluctuate, the average increases smoothly
as the optimization proceeds, eventually converging to a value approximately 10 times larger than
the initial one. In Fig. 3(b-d) we show geometries and corresponding Majorana wavefunctions at
the beginning of the optimization, its middle, and at convergence. Similar to the zigzag geometries
explored in [15], the final shape has a strong spatial modulation that eliminates long quasiparticle
trajectories. Despite the algorithm imposing no such constraints, the converged geometry has a
periodicity of half of the supercell. The increase in average gap leads to more localized Majorana
ħ
hv
wavefunctions, as is expected from the well-known relation for the localization length ξ M = EgapF .
Indeed, in the last iteration, the overlap of the Majoranas is already negligible within a single
supercell. In Fig. 3(e-g) we plot topological phase diagrams as a function of µ and E Z and find
that the algorithm significantly increases the average gap both within the search window and in
5
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Figure 4: The effect of introducing median-filtering in the optimization algorithm. The top panels (a) and (b) show optimized geometries when starting
from a straight junction with homogeneous and mismatched chemical potentials, respectively. The bottom panels (c) and (d) show the geometries obtained
when a median filter is added. Each panel also shows the average gap over the
range of µ and E Z used in the optimization (see main text for exact parameters).
its vicinity.
We study the importance of individual aspects of the algorithm by examining their impact on
the algorithm performance. To confirm the importance of the median filter, we check that excluding it generates a discontinuous shape shown in Fig. 4(a). Turning to the random sampling of
parameters, we repeat the previous run with fixed parameters µ = 10 meV and E Z = 1 meV, along
with a parameter-shifting run with µ1 = 9.5 meV, µ2 = 10.5 meV, E Z1 = 0.95 meV, E Z2 = 1.05 meV.2
We plot the observed gaps at each epoch in Fig. 5. Both runs result in geometries with significantly
larger gaps than the straight junction. However, the optimizer with fixed parameters gets stuck
in a local maximum with a gap of approximately 0.2∆0 . In contrast, the parameter-shifting optimizer avoids this local maximum and continues exploring the geometry space until it converges
to a shape with a gap of the order of 0.25∆0 .
All of the previous simulations converged to the same geometry, which raises the natural question of whether the optimizer generalizes well to other physical scenarios. To address this, we
consider a modified version of the 2DEG junction with larger chemical potential in the proximized regions µsc = 15 meV, and a parameter range of µnormal,1 = 9.5 meV, µnormal,2 = 10.5 meV,
E Z1 = 1.35 meV, E Z2 = 1.65 meV. The higher chemical potential in the proximitized regions simulates the doping due to the work function difference [32, 33]. Figure 4(b) shows the geometry
obtained with a run of 800 epochs without filtering. Interestingly, the optimizer converges to
highly disordered superconductor shapes. This is in contrast with the previous simulations, where
the unfiltered geometries remain approximately smooth. Applying the median filter at every epoch
2

We choose a parameter window smaller than in Fig. 3 to reduce the fluctuations of the gap across epochs. In our
simulations we found that the performance of the algorithms depends weakly on the window size, as long as it is neither
too big nor too small.
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Figure 5: A comparison of the behavior of the optimizer with fixed Hamiltonian
parameters and with random fluctuations in the chemical potential and Zeeman
field. The blue curve shows the exact topological gap computed at each epoch
for the optimizer with fixed parameters. At approximately 130 epochs, the optimizer gets stuck in a local maximum. In contrast, the optimization with parameter shifting (red curve) avoids this local maximum and converges to higher gap
values. Although the geometry has converged, the observed gaps oscillate about
their average value due to the parameter shifting. The two inset plots show the
converged geometries obtained at each run.
restores the smoothness of the final geometry (Fig. 4(d)), but results in a significant reduction in
the average topological gap. We attribute the overall lower gaps to the presence of normal scattering at the normal-superconductor interface caused by the Fermi velocity mismatch [34, 35]. This
tends to reduce the induced superconducting gap and complicate the optimization problem. We
have briefly explored optimization in another setup consisting of a straight junction with electrostatic gates next to the superconductors. Such a system would be less influenced by diamagnetic
screening supercurrents that suppress the amplitude of Andreev reflection amplitude and hence
the induced gap [36]. However, we did not obtain systematic results yet and thus we omit the
discussion of these systems from the manuscript.
To study the robustness of our algorithm, we introduce several modifications in the optimization procedure and study how the results change in comparison with the reference geometry from
Fig 3. In Fig. 6(a-b), we show results obtained with a different random seed and in Fig. 6(c-d)
when the optimization starts from a zizag geometry [15] (width and amplitude modulation of
W = z y = 300 nm). In both scenarios, the optimization converges to the reference up to 1–2
lattice sites. This suggests that the final result is independent of the details of the simulation parameters and that it is likely that the algorithm is converging to a global maximum in geometry
space. Next, we allow the algorithm to add a single site per iteration, thereby removing the mirror
symmetry constraint. To maintain consistency in the number of sites added per epoch we perform
7
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Figure 6: Comparison of optimized geometries with a reference geometry obtained by optimizing a straight junction with homogeneous chemical potential.
In the panels we plot the difference of the magnitude of the superconducting gap
of the reference geometries and the optimized geometries. The left panels show
the geometry obtained after 50 epochs, and the right panels after convergence.
Panels (a-b) correspond to geometries obtained with a different random seed,
(c-d) starting the optimization from a zigzag shape, (e-f) allowing the optimizer
to choose mirror-asymmetric perturbations, and (g-h) in the presence of onsite
disorder.
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10 iterations. Remarkably, although the optimizer starts by exploring highly mirror-asymmetric
configurations, it eventually converges to the mirror-symmetric reference shape (Fig. 6(d-e)). Finally, we explore the effects of disorder in the junction Hamiltonian. We introduce an onsite
potential Vdisorder (x, y) = V0 (x, y)τz , where V0 (x, y) is uniformly distributed in [−W0 , W0 ]. We
set the disorder strength at W0 = 1.7 meV, which corresponds to a mean free path of a unit cell
length. To avoid overfitting to a specific disorder realization we sample a new set of V0 (x, y) every
epoch. Disorder effectively renormalizes Hamiltonian parameters and hence plays a similar role
to parameter shifting. Therefore we opt for a smaller parameter window and set µ1 = 9.5 meV,
µ2 = 10.5 meV, E Z1 = 0.95 meV, E Z2 = 1.05 meV. Once again the resulting shape differs from the
reference by a few lattice sites (Fig. 6(g-h)).

4

Summary and outlook

We have presented a greedy algorithm for finding Majorana junction geometries with large topological gaps. Our algorithm relies on parallelization and perturbation theory to sample geometry
space efficiently and is compatible with minimum feature size and smoothness constraints. We
validated our approach in different scenarios and showed that it is robust to variations in the
starting point and the presence of disorder.
There are several possible improvements to the algorithm. A straightforward optimization
would be to explore the hyperparameter space more systematically and find, for example, the
optimal number of iterations per epoch and parameter window size. Additionally, the optimized
geometries presented in the main text have periods shorter than our initial choice of L x . This
suggests that allowing the optimizer to dynamically adjust the period of the unit cell may increase
performance. Another direction of further research would be to go beyond our greedy strategy
and implement more sophisticated algorithms to explore the tree of perturbations such as Monte
Carlo tree search [37].
While our results look promising, they are not yet experimentally relevant. The state-of-the-art
experiments in 2DEG heterostructures do not offer sufficient insight into the material properties
to enable predictive simulations. On the theoretical side, we have neglected several phenomena,
namely electrostatics and magnetic field distribution, which will strongly influence the optimal geometry shape. Including these effects in the simulation requires significantly higher computational
resources and is not justified without more knowledge about the platform.
We expect that our algorithm applies to other Majorana devices, such as Majorana Josephson
junctions that only require phase gradients to break time-reversal symmetry [38, 39]. Geometry
optimization can answer whether the previously reported small gaps in the high-density regime are
an inherent problem of this platform. While our initial experiments indicate that the algorithm is
directly suitable to gate shape optimization, more work is required to achieve a reliable conclusion.
Considering geometry optimization beyond Majorana Josephson junctions, we believe that the
core ideas of our approach would apply to other inverse design problems in mesoscopic quantum
physics [40]. The stochastic nature of our algorithm safeguards it from overfitting, but on the other
hand makes it unsuitable to find sharp resonances or phenomena that are sensitive to microscopic
device details. This, however, is a natural setting in many experiments where the control over the
system is imprecise. The numerical efficiency of our approach largely relies on the locality of the
perturbation used to estimate the gradient of the target function. Local control over microscopic
Hamiltonians is far beyond current experimental reach. A practical adaptation of our algorithm
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to nonlocal perturbations would approximate those as local during most optimization steps and
only recompute the precise observables at the beginning of an epoch.
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A

Investigating the role of the supercell size

In the optimization runs reported in the main text we kept the unit cell period fixed at L x = 1300 nm
and found that most runs converged to a geometry with a period of 650 nm. To investigate the role
of this parameter in the optimization, we repeat the runs of Fig. 3 with different values of L x . In
Fig. 7(a-b) we show optimized geometries for unit cell periods of L x = 650 nm and 1950 nm. Interestingly, the resulting shapes are similar to those of Fig. 3 and have the same period of 650 nm.
In Fig. 7(c-d) we show results for two additional runs at L x = 975 nm and 1625 nm. Although the
resulting shapes are qualitatively similar to the previous results, the optimizer is forced to choose
a different period because the unit cell lengths are incommensurate with 650 nm.

References
[1] A. Y. Kitaev, Unpaired Majorana fermions in quantum wires, Phys. Usp. 44(10S), 131 (2001),
doi:10.1070/1063-7869/44/10s/s29.
[2] J. Alicea, New directions in the pursuit of Majorana fermions in solid state systems, Rep. Prog.
Phys. 75(7), 076501 (2012), doi:10.1088/0034-4885/75/7/076501.
[3] C. Beenakker, Search for Majorana Fermions in Superconductors, Annu. Rev. Conden. Ma. P.
4(1), 113 (2013), doi:10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-030212-184337.

10

SciPost Physics

Submission

Figure 7: Optimized geometries starting from supercell sizes of (a) 650 nm, (b)
1950 nm, (c) 975 nm, and (d) 1625 nm. The remaining optimization and Hamiltonian parameters are identical to those of Fig. 3. Each panel also shows the
average gap over the range of µ and E Z used in the optimization (see main text
for exact parameters).
[4] M. Leijnse and K. Flensberg, Introduction to topological superconductivity and Majorana fermions,
Semicond. Sci. Tech. 27(12), 124003 (2012),
doi:10.1088/02681242/27/12/124003.
[5] Y. Oreg, G. Refael and F. von Oppen, Helical Liquids and Majorana Bound States in Quantum
Wires, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105(17), 177002 (2010), doi:10.1103/physrevlett.105.177002.
[6] R. M. Lutchyn, J. D. Sau and S. Das Sarma, Majorana Fermions and a Topological Phase Transition in Semiconductor-Superconductor Heterostructures, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105(7), 077001
(2010), doi:10.1103/physrevlett.105.077001.
[7] R. M. Lutchyn, E. P. A. M. Bakkers, L. P. Kouwenhoven, P. Krogstrup, C. M. Marcus and Y. Oreg,
Majorana zero modes in superconductor–semiconductor heterostructures, Nat. Rev. Mater. 3(5),
52 (2018), doi:10.1038/s41578-018-0003-1.
[8] H. Zhang, D. E. Liu, M. Wimmer and L. P. Kouwenhoven, Next steps of quantum transport
in Majorana nanowire devices, Nat. Commun. 10(1), 1 (2019), doi:10.1038/s41467-01913133-1.
[9] M. Hell, M. Leijnse and K. Flensberg,
Two-Dimensional Platform for Networks of Majorana Bound States,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 118(10), 107701 (2017),
doi:10.1103/physrevlett.118.107701.

11

SciPost Physics

Submission

[10] F. Pientka, A. Keselman, E. Berg, A. Yacoby, A. Stern and B. I. Halperin, Topological
Superconductivity in a Planar Josephson Junction, Phys. Rev. X 7(2), 021032 (2017),
doi:10.1103/physrevx.7.021032.
[11] H. Ren, F. Pientka, S. Hart, A. T. Pierce, M. Kosowsky, L. Lunczer, R. Schlereth, B. Scharf, E. M.
Hankiewicz, L. W. Molenkamp, B. I. Halperin and A. Yacoby, Topological superconductivity in
a phase-controlled Josephson junction, Nature 569(7754), 93 (2019), doi:10.1038/s41586019-1148-9.
[12] A. Fornieri, A. M. Whiticar, F. Setiawan, E. Portolés, A. C. C. Drachmann, A. Keselman,
S. Gronin, C. Thomas, T. Wang, R. Kallaher, G. C. Gardner, E. Berg et al., Evidence of
topological superconductivity in planar Josephson junctions, Nature 569(7754), 89 (2019),
doi:10.1038/s41586-019-1068-8.
[13] C. T. Ke, C. M. Moehle, F. K. de Vries, C. Thomas, S. Metti, C. R. Guinn, R. Kallaher, M. Lodari,
G. Scappucci, T. Wang, R. E. Diaz, G. C. Gardner et al., Ballistic superconductivity and tunable
π–junctions in InSb quantum wells, Nat. Commun. 10(1), 1 (2019), doi:10.1038/s41467019-11742-4.
[14] P. de Gennes and D. Saint James, Elementary excitations in the vicinity of a normal
metal-superconducting metal contact, Phys. Lett. 4(2), 151 (1963), doi:10.1016/00319163(63)90148-3.
[15] T. Laeven, B. Nijholt, M. Wimmer and A. R. Akhmerov, Enhanced Proximity Effect in
Zigzag-Shaped Majorana Josephson Junctions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125(8), 086802 (2020),
doi:10.1103/physrevlett.125.086802.
[16] B. D. Woods and T. D. Stanescu, Enhanced topological protection in planar quasi-onedimensional channels with periodically modulated width, Phys. Rev. B 101(19), 195435
(2020), doi:10.1103/physrevb.101.195435.
[17] P. P. Paudel, T. Cole, B. D. Woods and T. D. Stanescu, Enhanced topological superconductivity
in spatially modulated planar Josephson junctions, Phys. Rev. B 104(15), 155428 (2021),
doi:10.1103/physrevb.104.155428.
[18] O. Sigmund and J. Søndergaard Jensen, Systematic design of phononic band–gap materials
and structures by topology optimization, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society
of London. Series A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences 361(1806), 1001
(2003), doi:10.1098/rsta.2003.1177.
[19] L. Shen, Z. Ye and S. He,
Design of two-dimensional photonic crystals with large
absolute band gaps using a genetic algorithm, Phys. Rev. B 68(3), 035109 (2003),
doi:10.1103/physrevb.68.035109.
[20] Z.-f. Liu, B. Wu and C.-f. He, Band-gap optimization of two-dimensional phononic crystals based on genetic algorithm and FPWE, Wave. Random Complex 24(3), 286 (2014),
doi:10.1080/17455030.2014.901582.
[21] H. Men, N. Nguyen, R. Freund, P. Parrilo and J. Peraire, Bandgap optimization of twodimensional photonic crystals using semidefinite programming and subspace methods, J. Comput. Phys. 229(10), 3706 (2010), doi:10.1016/j.jcp.2010.01.023.
12

SciPost Physics

Submission

[22] H. Men, K. Y. K. Lee, R. M. Freund, J. Peraire and S. G. Johnson, Robust topology optimization of three-dimensional photonic-crystal band-gap structures, Opt. Express 22(19), 22632
(2014), doi:10.1364/oe.22.022632.
[23] M. Wormser, F. Wein, M. Stingl and C. Körner, Design and Additive Manufacturing of 3D
Phononic Band Gap Structures Based on Gradient Based Optimization, Materials 10(10), 1125
(2017), doi:10.3390/ma10101125.
[24] R. E. Christiansen, F. Wang and O. Sigmund, Topological Insulators by Topology Optimization,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 122(23), 234502 (2019), doi:10.1103/physrevlett.122.234502.
[25] V. Peano, F. Sapper and F. Marquardt, Rapid Exploration of Topological Band Structures Using
Deep Learning, Phys. Rev. X 11(2), 021052 (2021), doi:10.1103/physrevx.11.021052.
[26] S. Boutin, J. Camirand Lemyre and I. Garate,
Majorana bound state engineering
via efficient real-space parameter optimization, Phys. Rev. B 98(21), 214512 (2018),
doi:10.1103/physrevb.98.214512.
[27] S. Turcotte, S. Boutin, J. C. Lemyre, I. Garate and M. Pioro Ladrière, Optimized micromagnet
geometries for Majorana zero modes in low g-factor materials, Phys. Rev. B 102(12), 125425
(2020), doi:10.1103/physrevb.102.125425.
[28] N. Khaneja, T. Reiss, C. Kehlet, T. Schulte Herbrüggen and S. J. Glaser, Optimal control of
coupled spin dynamics: Design of NMR pulse sequences by gradient ascent algorithms, J. Magn.
Reson. 172(2), 296 (2005), doi:10.1016/j.jmr.2004.11.004.
[29] C. W. Groth, M. Wimmer, A. R. Akhmerov and X. Waintal, Kwant: A software package for quantum transport, New J. Phys. 16(6), 063065 (2014), doi:10.1088/1367-2630/16/6/063065.
[30] Dask Development Team, Dask: Library for dynamic task scheduling, https://dask.org
(2016).
[31] B. Nijholt and A. R. Akhmerov, Orbital effect of magnetic field on the Majorana phase diagram,
Phys. Rev. B 93(23), 235434 (2016), doi:10.1103/physrevb.93.235434.
[32] A. E. G. Mikkelsen, P. Kotetes, P. Krogstrup and K. Flensberg,
Hybridization
at Superconductor-Semiconductor Interfaces,
Phys. Rev. X 8(3), 031040 (2018),
doi:10.1103/physrevx.8.031040.
[33] A. E. Antipov, A. Bargerbos, G. W. Winkler, B. Bauer, E. Rossi and R. M. Lutchyn, Effects of
Gate-Induced Electric Fields on Semiconductor Majorana Nanowires, Phys. Rev. X 8(3), 031041
(2018), doi:10.1103/physrevx.8.031041.
[34] G. E. Blonder and M. Tinkham, Metallic to tunneling transition in Cu-Nb point contacts, Phys.
Rev. B 27(1), 112 (1983), doi:10.1103/physrevb.27.112.
[35] N. A. Mortensen, K. Flensberg and A.-P. Jauho, Angle dependence of Andreev scattering at semiconductor–superconductor interfaces, Phys. Rev. B 59(15), 10176 (1999),
doi:10.1103/physrevb.59.10176.
[36] F. Rohlfing, G. Tkachov, F. Otto, K. Richter, D. Weiss, G. Borghs and C. Strunk, Doppler shift in
Andreev reflection from a moving superconducting condensate in Nb/InAs Josephson junctions,
Phys. Rev. B 80(22), 220507 (2009), doi:10.1103/physrevb.80.220507.
13

SciPost Physics

Submission

[37] C. B. Browne, E. Powley, D. Whitehouse, S. M. Lucas, P. I. Cowling, P. Rohlfshagen, S. Tavener,
D. Perez, S. Samothrakis and S. Colton, A Survey of Monte Carlo Tree Search Methods, IEEE
T COMP INTEL AI 4(1), 1 (2012), doi:10.1109/tciaig.2012.2186810.
[38] A. Melo, S. Rubbert and A. Akhmerov, Supercurrent-induced Majorana bound states in a
planar geometry, SciPost Physics 7(3), 039 (2019), doi:10.21468/scipostphys.7.3.039.
[39] O. Lesser, A. Saydjari, M. Wesson, A. Yacoby and Y. Oreg, Phase-induced topological
superconductivity in a planar heterostructure, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 118(27) (2021),
doi:10.1073/pnas.2107377118.
[40] K. Ryczko, P. Darancet and I. Tamblyn, Inverse Design of a Graphene-Based Quantum Transducer via Neuroevolution, The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 124(48), 26117 (2020),
doi:10.1021/acs.jpcc.0c06903.
[41] A. Melo, T. Tanev and A. R. Akhmerov, Greedy optimization of the geometry of Majorana
Josephson junctions, doi:10.5281/zenodo.7266609 (2022).

14

