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Long-range interactions exhibit surprising features which have been less explored so far. Here, studying
a one-dimensional fermionic chain with long-range hopping and pairing, we discuss some general features
associated to the presence of long-range entanglement. In particular, aer determining the algebraic decays
of the correlation functions, we prove that a long-range quantum mutual information exists if the exponent of
the decay is not larger than one. Moreover, we show that the time evolution triggered by a quantum quench
between short-range and long-range regions, can be characterized by dynamical quantum phase transitions
without crossing any phase boundary. We show, also, that the adiabatic dynamics is dictated by the diver-
gence of a topological length scale at the quantum critical point, clarifying the violation of the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism for long-range systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

e study of the correlations between the parties of a
many-body system in its quantum phases is a fundamental
problem of condensedmaer physics. A special role is played
by the correlations that cannot be generated by local uni-
tary evolutions, which give a so-called long-range entangle-
ment [1]. In two dimensional systems, this leads to extraordi-
nary topological phenomena, such as topological order with
topological degeneracy of the quantum phase [2] and anyon
excitations which can be employed in quantum fault-tolerant
computation purposes [3], whose origin is revealed by topo-
logical entanglement entropy [4, 5]. On the contrary, it is well
known that the gapped quantum phases of one-dimensional
systems can show only short-range entanglement if the inter-
actions are short-ranged. Typically, for this kind of interac-
tions, short-range and long-range entanglement regions are
separated by a energy gap closing. ings change drastically
when we consider long-range interactions. In this case, there
is a path in the parameter space connecting short-range and
long-range entanglement regions without closing the gap,
also in one-dimensional systems. Moreover, the conventional
topological classication [6, 7] cannot be applied in the pres-
ence of long-range interactions, and new topological features
emerge, like the presence of massive Dirac edge modes [8, 9].

Here, we prove that the long-range entanglement in one-
dimensional systems is intimately related to the algebraic de-
cay of the correlation functions. In doing this, we charac-
terize the long-range entanglement in the bulk by using the
mutual information between two subsystems with sizes and
separation which linearly increase with the size of the sys-
tem. is quantity counts the total amount of correlations
[10] and is an upper bound for squared correlation functions
[11]. We nd that it does not vanish in the thermodynamic
limit if the correlation functions decay algebraically with an
exponent not larger than one. We discuss our results with
the help of a specic model that is a chain of fermions with
long-range hopping and pairing [9, 12–14], which we inves-
tigate thoroughly. Experimental realizations of long-range
topological superconductors employ one-dimensional arrays
of magnetic impurities on top of a conventional supercon-
ducting substrate [15–17], leading to the realization of an
eective Kitaev Hamiltonian with both long-range pairing

and hopping. e model displays some peculiarities includ-
ing continuous quantum phase transitions without mass gap
closure, violation of the area-law for the von Neumann en-
tropy and emergence of massive edge states. For this model,
we calculate analytically the asymptotic formulas for the al-
gebraic decay of the correlation functions for any value of
the long-range couplings. To make sure of the results, we
also characterize the long-range entanglement numerically
by analyzing the largest Schmidt eigenvalue nding the ef-
fective central charge also in the presence of long-range hop-
ping. Taking advantage of the correlation functions we, then,
nd the long-distance behavior of the mutual information
shared by two disjoint segments of the chain. Finally, by con-
sidering the time evolution generated by a quantum quench
between short-range and long-range entanglement regions,
we prove that there are dynamical quantum phase transi-
tions [18, 19], while, in the adiabatic regime, we show how
the Kibble-Zurek mechanism [20, 21] is related to a topolog-
ical scale length [22] at the quantum critical point.
e paper is organized as follows: we begin introducing

the long-range Kitaev chain which can host algebraically lo-
calized Majorana modes at the edges, reporting in Appendix
a general improvedmethod, introduced in Ref. [14], useful to
detect the Majorana zero modes also in the presence of long-
range couplings, and discussing its limit of validity. In Sec. III,
we provide a complete analysis of the correlation functions
of the model, by introducing a dierent approach with re-
spect to that used in Ref. [12], showing clearly that the origin
of exponential and algebraic decays are related to poles and
brunch cut of a complex integrand. In this way we generalize
the previous results [12], performing the analytical calcula-
tion for all possible sets of long-range couplings. In Sec. IV,
we discuss the long-range entanglement in one-dimensional
systems from a general point of view, proving how its pres-
ence is related to the decay of correlation functions. Surpris-
ingly we show that the mutual information shared by two
disjoint regions can survive at innite distances. In Sec. V we
complete the characterization of the long-range regime look-
ing at some dynamical properties driven by sudden and adi-
abatic quantum quenches, proving the existence of dynami-
cal phase transitions while explaining the peculiar adiabatic
dynamics [23] in terms of a topological characteristic length
scale [22]. We summarize our results in the nal Section.
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II. THE MODEL

We consider the following fermionic Hamiltonian

𝐻 = −𝑤
2

𝐿∑︁
𝑗=1

𝐿−1∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑢𝑙 (𝑎†𝑗𝑎 𝑗+𝑙 + ℎ.𝑐.) − `

𝐿∑︁
𝑗=1

(𝑛 𝑗 −
1
2
)

+Δ
2

𝐿∑︁
𝑗=1

𝐿−1∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑣𝑙 (𝑎 𝑗𝑎 𝑗+𝑙 + ℎ.𝑐.) , (1)

where 𝑎 𝑗 (𝑎†𝑗 ) annihilates (creates) a fermion in the site 𝑗 , 𝑤
is the hopping amplitude, ` is the chemical potential, Δ is
the superconductive pairing. We consider an algebraic de-
cay of hopping and pairing couplings, so that for a closed
chain (with periodic boundary conditions), we consider 𝑢𝑙 =
\ (𝐿/2 − 𝑙)𝑙−𝛼 + \ (𝑙 − 𝐿/2) (𝐿 − 𝑙)−𝛼 and 𝑣𝑙 = \ (𝐿/2 − 𝑙)𝑙−𝛽 −
\ (𝑙 − 𝐿/2) (𝐿 − 𝑙)−𝛽 , where \ is the Heaviside step function.
For an open chain, the sum with respect to 𝑙 runs from 1 to
𝐿 − 𝑗 , and we consider 𝑢𝑙 = 2𝑙−𝛼 and 𝑣𝑙 = 2𝑙−𝛽 . In particular,
in the limit 𝛼 → ∞ and 𝛽 → ∞ we recover the conventional
short-range Kitaev chain [24].

For a closed chain, we can perform a Fourier transform
𝑎 𝑗 =

1√
𝐿

∑
𝑘 𝑒

−𝑖𝑘 𝑗𝑎𝑘 , with 𝑘 = 2𝜋𝑛/𝐿, 𝑛 = −(𝐿−1)/2, · · · , (𝐿−
1)/2 for 𝐿 odd, and 𝑛 = −𝐿/2 + 1, · · · , 𝐿/2 for 𝐿 even. By
dening the Nambu spinor Ψ𝑘 = (𝑎𝑘 , 𝑎†−𝑘 )

𝑇 , the Hamiltonian
reads

𝐻 =
1
2

∑︁
𝑘

Ψ†
𝑘
[−(` +𝑤 𝑔(𝑘))𝜏3 + Δ 𝑓 (𝑘)𝜏2]Ψ𝑘 , (2)

where 𝜏𝑖 with 𝑖 = 1, 2, 3 are the Pauli matrices and where
we dened the following functions 𝑔(𝑘) =

∑𝐿−1
𝑙=1 𝑢𝑙 cos(𝑘𝑙)

and 𝑓 (𝑘) =
∑𝐿−1

𝑙=1 𝑣𝑙 sin(𝑘𝑙). e Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) can
be wrien as 𝐻 =

∑
𝑘 Ψ

†
𝑘
®𝑑𝑘 · ®𝜏 Ψ𝑘 , which, in the diagonal

form, reads 𝐻 =
∑

𝑘 𝜖𝑘𝛼
†
𝑘
𝛼𝑘 , obtained aer performing a ro-

tation with respect the 𝑥-axis with an angle \𝑘 between ®𝑑𝑘
and the 𝑧-axis, corresponding to the Bogoliubov transforma-
tion 𝛼𝑘 = cos(\𝑘/2)𝑎𝑘 − 𝑖 sin(\𝑘/2)𝑎†−𝑘 , where 𝜖𝑘 = 2| | ®𝑑𝑘 | |, or
more explicitly,

𝜖𝑘 =
√︁
(` +𝑤 𝑔(𝑘))2 + (Δ 𝑓 (𝑘))2. (3)

In the thermodynamic limit, the functions 𝑔(𝑘) and 𝑓 (𝑘) can
be wrien in terms of polylogarithms as

𝑔(𝑘) = 2 Re[𝐿𝑖𝛼 (𝑒𝑖𝑘 )], (4)
𝑓 (𝑘) = 2 Im[𝐿𝑖𝛽 (𝑒𝑖𝑘 )] . (5)

As already mentioned, this model can host Majorana modes
exponentially or algebraically localized at the edges, depend-
ing on the coupling parameters. An approach introduced
in Ref. [14], useful to nd the spatial prole of the Majo-
rana zero modes is reported in Appendix A, where we extend
the method to extremely long-range regimes and discuss the
limit of validity.

III. CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

Let us proceed by calculating the correlation functions of
the model which will play a fundamental role in our discus-
sion. In the thermodynamic limit, the correlation functions

𝐶𝑖 𝑗 = 〈𝑎†
𝑖
𝑎 𝑗 〉, 𝐹𝑖 𝑗 = 〈𝑎†

𝑖
𝑎
†
𝑗
〉 (6)

which depend on the relative distance 𝑅 between 𝑖 and 𝑗 , read

𝐶𝑅0 =
𝛿𝑅,0

2
+ 1
2𝜋

∫ 𝜋

0
𝑑𝑘 cos(𝑘𝑅) ` +𝑤 𝑔(𝑘)

𝜖𝑘
, (7)

𝐹𝑅0 = − 1
2𝜋

∫ 𝜋

0
𝑑𝑘 sin(𝑘𝑅)Δ 𝑓 (𝑘)

𝜖𝑘
. (8)

We can calculate them bywriting the integrals in the complex
plane as follows

𝐶𝑅0 =
𝛿𝑅,0

2
+ 1
4𝜋

Im
∮
|𝑧 |=1

𝑑𝑧

(
` +𝑤 𝑔(𝑧)

)
𝑧𝑅−1√︃(

` +𝑤 𝑔(𝑧)
)2 − (

Δ 𝑓 (𝑧)
)2 , (9)

𝐹𝑅0 =
1
4𝜋

Im
∮
|𝑧 |=1

𝑑𝑧
Δ 𝑓 (𝑧) 𝑧𝑅−1√︃(

` +𝑤 𝑔(𝑧)
)2 − (

Δ 𝑓 (𝑧)
)2 , (10)

where the path of integration is drawn in Fig. 1. e functions
𝑔(𝑧) and 𝑓 (𝑧) are dened as 𝑔(𝑧) = (𝐿𝑖𝛼 (𝑧) + 𝐿𝑖𝛼 (1/𝑧)) and
𝑓 (𝑧) = (𝐿𝑖𝛽 (𝑧) − 𝐿𝑖𝛽 (1/𝑧)). By using the residue theorem, a

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Re z

Im
z

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the path of integration in Eqs.
(9), (10), for the correlation functions 𝐶𝑅0 and 𝐹𝑅0. e integrand
has a branch cut on the positive real semi-axis.

pole 𝑧0 of the integrand which is inside the unit circle gives
an exponential decay 𝑧𝑅0 , conversely the brunch cut of the
polylogarithm gives an algebraic decay, which goes as

𝐶𝑅0 ∼ Im
∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑥

(
` +𝑤 𝑔(𝑥)

)
𝑥𝑅−1√︃(

` +𝑤 𝑔(𝑥)
)2 − (

Δ 𝑓 (𝑥)
)2 , (11)

𝐹𝑅0 ∼ Im
∫ 1

0
𝑑𝑥

Δ 𝑓 (𝑥) 𝑥𝑅−1√︃(
` +𝑤 𝑔(𝑥)

)2 − (
Δ 𝑓 (𝑥)

)2 . (12)

where with 𝑔(𝑥) and 𝑓 (𝑥) we mean
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𝑔(𝑥) = 𝐿𝑖𝛼 (𝑥 + 𝑖0+) + 𝐿𝑖𝛼 (1/𝑥 − 𝑖0+) (13)
𝑓 (𝑥) = 𝐿𝑖𝛽 (𝑥 + 𝑖0+) − 𝐿𝑖𝛽 (1/𝑥 − 𝑖0+) (14)

In the asymptotic limit, for very long distances, 𝑅 → ∞, 𝑥𝑅
is non zero only near one, thus we approximate the integrand
with its expression near to one. In this limit we can expand
the polylogarithms around |𝑧 | = 1 using, for non-integer 𝑠 ,
the relation

𝐿𝑖𝑠 (𝑧) = Γ(1 − 𝑠) (− ln 𝑧)𝑠−1 +
∞∑︁
𝑛=0

Z (𝑠 − 𝑛)
𝑛!

(ln 𝑧)𝑛 (15)

where Γ(𝑠) is the Gamma function and Z (𝑠) is Riemann zeta
function. In addition we will need also 𝐿𝑖1 (𝑧) = − ln(1 − 𝑧).
Inserting this expansion in Eqs. (11), (12), taking the imag-
inary part and performing the integrals we can derive the
asymptotic decays of the correlators. For instance, if 𝛽 <

min{1, 𝛼}, the term Δ𝑓 (𝑥) dominates in the denominator of
Eq. (12), so that we get 𝐹𝑅0 ∼

∫ 1
0 𝑥𝑅−1𝑑𝑥 = 𝑅−1. Similarly, we

can calculate the asymptotic formulas for all the correlation
functions in all the situations, geing

𝐶𝑅0 ∼ 1/𝑅𝑎 (16)
𝐹𝑅0 ∼ 1/𝑅𝑏 (17)

where the decay exponents 𝑎 and 𝑏 depend on 𝛼 and 𝛽 as
reported in Table I. We notice that for any 𝛼 > 1, the asymp-
totic decays of the correlation functions behave exactly like
in the case of purely long-range pairing (𝛼 → ∞) [12]. On
the contrary the results for 𝛼 < 1, reported in the second
table of Table I, have never been derived so far.

TABLE I. e exponents 𝑎 and 𝑏 of the algebraic decay of the cor-
relation functions 𝐶𝑅0 ∼ 𝑅−𝑎 and 𝐹𝑅0 ∼ 𝑅−𝑏 , for 𝛼 > 1 and 𝛼 < 1.
Notice that for 𝛼 > 1 and ` = −2𝐿𝑖𝛼 (1) the exponents can be dier-
ent, for instance we get 𝑏 = 1 for any 𝛽 .

𝛼 > 1 𝛽 < 1 𝛽 = 1 1 < 𝛽 < 2 𝛽 > 2

𝑎 2 − 𝛽 2 2𝛽 − 1 𝛽 + 1
𝑏 1 1 𝛽 𝛽

𝛼 < 1 𝛽 < 𝛼 𝛽 = 𝛼 𝛼 < 𝛽 < 2 𝛽 = 𝛼 + 1 𝛽 > 2

𝑎 1 − 𝛽 + 𝛼 2 − 𝛽 1 + 2𝛽 − 2𝛼 5 − 𝛽 5 − 2𝛼
𝑏 1 1 1 + 𝛽 − 𝛼 4 − 𝛽 3 − 𝛼

IV. LONG-RANGE ENTANGLEMENT

We rst recall some basics about the long-range entangle-
ment in a gapped quantum phase. In general, a state |Φ〉
is short-range entangled if and only if there is a quantum
circuit with a nite depth 𝑈𝑀

𝑐𝑖𝑟𝑐 = 𝑈
(𝑀)
𝑚 · · ·𝑈 (2)

𝑚 𝑈
(1)
𝑚 where

𝑈
(𝑖)
𝑚 is a piecewise local unitary with range 𝑚, such that

|Φ〉 = 𝑈𝑀
𝑐𝑖𝑟𝑐 |Φ0〉, where |Φ0〉 is a product state (see Ref. [1]

for details). In this case, any site can be correlated only with
the sites in a neighborhood smaller than 𝐽 = 2(𝑀𝑚 −𝑀 + 1).
As a result, if we divide the chain into three blocks 𝐴, 𝐵 and
𝐶 , with 𝐶 between 𝐴 and 𝐵 whose size ℓ𝐴𝐵 ≥ 𝐽 , the reduced
matrix for the subsystem𝐴∪𝐵 is 𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 = 𝜌𝐴⊗𝜌𝐵 . is implies
that if there is short-range entanglement, then there are no
correlations between arbitrary parties𝐴 and 𝐵 if their spatial
separation ℓ𝐴𝐵 is large enough.

A. Entanglement spectrum

Other useful quantities for characterizing the long-range
entanglement are the entanglement spectrum and the entan-
glement entropy of a block 𝐴 with ℓ sites. We recall that the
eigenvalues _𝐴𝑖 (in non-increasing order) of the ground-state
reduced density matrix 𝜌𝐴 of the block 𝐴, i.e., the square
of the Schmidt coecients, form the entanglement spec-
trum, and the entanglement entropy (the von Neumann en-
tropy) can be expressed as 𝑆𝐴 (ℓ) = −∑

𝑖 _
𝐴
𝑖 ln _𝐴𝑖 . By con-

sidering short-range entanglement and the three blocks 𝐴,
𝐵 and 𝐶 , one can show that (see, for instance, Ref. [25])
|Φ〉 = ∑

𝛼,𝛽,[ A𝛼[𝛽 |𝜓𝐴
𝛼 〉|𝜓𝐶

[ 〉|𝜓𝐵
𝛽
〉, with 1 ≤ 𝛼, 𝛽, [ ≤ 𝐷 , where

𝐷 = 2𝐽 is the dimension of the Hilbert space of𝐶 . en, there
are maximum 𝐷 non-zero eigenvalues _𝐴𝑖 , and the entangle-
ment entropy is bounded by 𝑆𝐴 ≤ ln𝐷 , where the bound
does not depend on the size ℓ of the block 𝐴. We note that if
there is a nite number of non-zero _𝐴𝑖 for any block 𝐴, then
there is short-range entanglement (since the state is a matrix
product state with nite dimensions [26]). To calculate the
entanglement spectrum, as shown in Ref. [27], we note that
the reduced density matrix of a block 𝐴 can be expressed as

𝜌𝐴 = 𝑒−
∑

𝑘 Y
𝐴
𝑘
𝑓
†
𝑘
𝑓𝑘 /𝑍𝐴 (18)

where 𝑓𝑘 are fermionic operators (linked to the orig-
inal fermionic operators 𝑎𝑖 by a unitary transforma-
tion) and ± tanh(Y𝐴

𝑘
/2) are the eigenvalues of the matrix(

2𝐶𝐴 − I 2𝐹𝐴
−2𝐹 ∗

𝐴
−2𝐶∗

𝐴
+ I

)
, where𝐶𝐴 and 𝐹𝐴 are correlation func-

tions associated to the block𝐴. Actually, tanh2 (Y𝐴
𝑘
/2) are the

eigenvalues of (2𝐶𝐴−𝐼𝐴−2𝐹𝐴) (2𝐶𝐴−𝐼𝐴+2𝐹𝐴). Once obtained
Y𝐴
𝑘
, we can write the 2ℓ eigenvalues of Eq. (18)

_𝐴𝑖 = 𝑒−
∑

𝑘 Z
(𝑖 )
𝑘

Y𝐴
𝑘 /𝑍𝐴, (19)

where Z (𝑖)
𝑘

= 0, 1 and 𝑍𝐴 =
∏

𝑘 (1 + 𝑒−Y
𝐴
𝑘 ). It is worth noticing

that the long-range entanglement can be fully characterized
by the greater eigenvalue _𝐴1 = 1/𝑍𝐴. If _𝐴1 → 0 when the
block size ℓ tends to innity, we get 𝑆𝐴 (ℓ) ≥ − ln _𝐴1 → ∞,
impling long-range entanglement. If there is a number 𝑁𝐴

of nite Y𝐴
𝑘
, we get 𝑁𝐴 → ∞, if and only if _𝐴1 → 0. If

_𝐴1 → 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡 , then 𝑁𝐴 is nite so that there is a nite number
of non-zero eigenvalues _𝐴𝑖 , implying short-range entangle-
ment. Actually, for our model, we nd two distinct behav-
iors for _𝐴1 : either _𝐴1 ∼ 𝑐 + 𝑐 ′ℓ−𝛾 , or _𝐴1 ∼ ℓ−𝛾 , for large
enough ℓ (see Fig. 2). To detect the long-range entanglement
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FIG. 2. (Top panel) Plot of _𝐴1 , as a function of the block size ℓ for
𝛽 = 1 (red dots) and 𝛽 = 1.2 (blue dots). We put 𝑤 = Δ = 1, ` = 0
and 𝛼 → ∞. e blue line is the best t with the function 𝑐 + 𝑐 ′ℓ−𝛾 ,
where 𝑐 ≈ 0.441, 𝑐 ′ ≈ 0.17 and 𝛾 ≈ 0.471, while the red line is the
best t with the function 𝑐 ′ℓ−𝛾 , where 𝑐 ′ ≈ 0.546 and 𝛾 ≈ 0.052 (the
best ts have been performed for ℓ ≥ 1000). (Boom panel) Plot of
𝛾 = 𝑐e/6 as a function of 𝛽 for dierent values of 𝛼 (obtained by
best ing in the interval ℓ ∈ [1000, 2000]). For small 𝛽 and such
that 𝛽 < min{1, 𝛼}, the value of 𝛾 approaches 0.083 ≈ 1/12.

we looked at the Pearson correlation coecient 𝑝ln ℓ,ln_𝐴1 be-
tween the variables ln _𝐴1 and ln ℓ . is quantity tends to
−1 if ln _𝐴1 ∼ −𝛾 ln ℓ + 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡 , i.e., in the presence of long-
range entanglement. e Pearson correlation coecient is
dened as follows. Given two sets of variables {𝑥1, · · · , 𝑥𝑛}
and {𝑦1, · · · , 𝑦𝑛}, we dene the Pearson correlation coe-
cient the quantity 𝑝𝑥,𝑦 = 𝑐𝑜𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦)/

√︁
𝑣𝑎𝑟 (𝑥)𝑣𝑎𝑟 (𝑦), where 𝑐𝑜𝑣

is the covariance and 𝑣𝑎𝑟 is the variance. As shown in Fig. 3,
we observe long-range entanglement for 𝛽 ≤ min{1, 𝛼}. Ac-
tually, we also nd that, for 𝛽 ≤ 1, the exponent 𝛾 appearing
in the asymptotic bahavior for the entanglement spectrum,
_𝐴 ∼ ℓ−𝛾 , saturates to the value 𝛾 ' 0.083 ≈ 1/12, (see Fig. 2,
boom panel) for 𝛽 . 𝛼 , extending the known result for
the entanglement entropy for long-range paring [9, 12, 28],
also in the presence of both long-range hopping and pairing
terms, geing

𝑆𝐴 =
𝑐e

6
log ℓ (20)

where the eective central charge reads 𝑐e = 6𝛾 ≈ 0.5, for
𝛽 ≤ min{1, 𝛼}. We have, therefore, extended the calcula-
tion for the entanglement entropy and the eective central
charge, so far known only for long-range pairing [9, 12], also
in the presence of both long-range hopping and pairing.
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FIG. 3. Plot of 𝜖 ≡ (𝑝ln ℓ,ln_𝐴1 + 1), namely the Pearson correlation
coecient plus one, in the 𝛼-𝛽 plane. We put 𝑤 = Δ = 1, ` = 0. To
calculate 𝜖 , we considered the interval ℓ ∈ [300, 2000] by changing
ℓ by steps of 100, and we calculate _𝐴1 at the values 𝛼 = 0.2 + 0.2×𝑛

and 𝛽 = 0.2+0.2×𝑛 with 𝑛 = 0, 1, . . . , 7. We veried in this way that,
for 𝛽 ≤ min{1, 𝛼}, in the red region, _𝐴1 ∼ ℓ−𝛾 , for large enough ℓ .

B. Mutual information

It is worth observing that the presence of long-range en-
tanglement is related to the decay of correlation functions.
What we are going to see is that the algebraic decays of the
correlation functions imply a peculiar long-range mutual in-
formation shared by two disjoint and innitely distant re-
gions. To explain this relation, we consider a closed chain
of 𝐿 sites and two blocks 𝐴 and 𝐵 of sizes 𝐿𝐴 = 𝐿𝐵 = ℓ = 𝑥𝐿,
separated by a distance ℓ𝐴𝐵 = 𝑦𝐿, with 𝑥 and 𝑦 some fraction
of 𝐿. e plan is to calculate the reduced density matrix 𝜌𝐴∪𝐵
of the system made by the two blocks together with the re-
duced density matrices 𝜌𝐴 and 𝜌𝐵 of the two subsystems. To
characterize the correlations between the two blocks 𝐴 and
𝐵, we consider the mutual information dened as

𝐼𝐴:𝐵 = 𝑆𝐴 + 𝑆𝐵 − 𝑆𝐴∪𝐵, (21)

where 𝑆𝐴∪𝐵 is the von Neumann entropy of the subsystem
made by𝐴 and 𝐵, while 𝑆𝐴 and 𝑆𝐵 the von Neumann entropy
of the two blocks. ite in general, if we know the eigenval-
ues of the reduced density matrices

𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 |_𝐴𝐵𝑖 𝑗 〉 = _𝐴𝐵𝑖 𝑗 |_𝐴𝐵𝑖 𝑗 〉
𝜌𝐴 |_𝐴𝑖 〉 = _𝐴𝑖 |_𝐴𝑖 〉
𝜌𝐵 |_𝐵𝑖 〉 = _𝐵𝑖 |_𝐵𝑖 〉

with _𝐴𝐵𝑖 𝑗 = _𝐴𝑖 _
𝐵
𝑗 + 𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 , and 𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 small enough, we can write

𝐼𝐴:𝐵 ∼
∑︁
𝑖 𝑗

𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 ln(_𝐴𝑖 _𝐵𝑗 ) +
∑︁
𝑖 𝑗

(𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 )2

2_𝐴
𝑖
_𝐵
𝑗

. (22)

Let us assume that the correlation function 𝐹𝑅0 ∼ 𝑅−𝑏 domi-
nates over𝐶𝑅0 for large 𝑅, as one can easily check looking at
Table I. Under the following scaling hypothesis

𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 ∼ _𝐴𝑖 _
𝐵
𝑗 𝐿

2(1−𝑏) (23)
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FIG. 4. Plot of 𝛿_11/(_𝐴1 _
𝐵
1 ) as a function of 𝐿, for dierent values

of 𝛽 , where 𝑥 = 1/4, 𝑦 = (1 − 2𝑥)/2, 𝛼 = 2, 𝑤 = Δ = 1, ` = 0 and
𝛽 = 1.2, 1.3, 1.4 (from top to boom). e solid lines are obtained by
calculating the best t with a a function proportional to 𝐿2(1−𝑏) , in
the interval 𝐿 ∈ [1000, 3000], by changing 𝐿 by steps of 100.

which has been veried numerically, see Fig. 4, reminding
that, according to Table I, 𝑏 ≥ 1, we get the following scaling
law for the mutual information

𝐼𝐴:𝐵 ∼ 𝐿2(1−𝑏) (24)

Analytical arguments supporting this result and the scaling
hypothesis are gathered in Appendix B. Our result in Eq. (24)
is nicely veried numerically, as shown in Fig. 5. In particu-
lar, in the long-range regime, as shown in Fig. 5, 𝐼𝐴:𝐵 saturates
to a constant value as expected, in agreement with the decay
exponent𝑏 = 1, signature of a bulk long-range entanglement,
otherwise it vanishes as a power law, upon increasing 𝐿. As
a remark, we note that if 𝐶𝑅0 have dominated over 𝐹𝑅0 we
would have got 𝑎 instead of 𝑏 in Eq. (24) but this situation
never occurs, according to the decay exponents reported in
Table I.

It is worth mentioning that the non-vanishing long-range
mutual information implies that the disconnected entangle-
ment entropy, 𝑆𝐷 = 𝑆𝐴 + 𝑆𝐵 − 𝑆𝐴∪𝐵 − 𝑆𝐴∩𝐵 , introduced in
Ref. [29, 30] as a generalization of the so-called topologi-
cal entanglement entropy [4], is an entanglement signature
for symmetry-protected topological phases and sensitive to
long-range entanglement between edges [31]. On the other
hand if the ground state is short-range entangled, for 𝐴 and
𝐵 two simply connected partitions of the chain separated by
a large distance, then 𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 ∼ 𝜌𝐴⊗𝜌𝐵 . In that case the mutual
information 𝐼𝐴:𝐵 of two disjoint and distant partitions is zero,
as well as 𝑆𝐷 . However, while for short-range interactions 𝑆𝐷
can be used as an order parameter for the topological phases,
for long-rage pairing, the long-range interactions leads to the
generation of long-range entanglement in the bulk states, as
shown in Ref. [32]. In this case 𝑆𝐷 turns out to be nite in a
wider range of chemical potential. In other words, the long-
range couplings induces a sort of long-range entanglement
in the bulk dened as the lack of a short-range one.

Finally, let us give an analytical argument to explain the
behavior reported in Eq. (24), as obtained numerically. Den-

1 5 10 50 100

0.01

0.02

0.05

0.10

L/100

I A
:B

FIG. 5. Plot of 𝐼𝐴:𝐵 as a function of 𝐿, for dierent values of 𝛽 ,
where 𝑥 = 1/4, 𝑦 = (1 − 2𝑥)/2, 𝛼 → ∞, 𝑤 = Δ = 1, ` = 0 and
𝛽 = 0.9, 1, 1.1, 1.2 (from top to boom). e value 𝛽 = 1 corresponds
to the red line. e solid lines are obtained by performing an ex-
trapolation, calculating the best t in the interval 𝐿 ∈ [1000, 6000],
by changing 𝐿 by steps of 100, with a function 𝑎′𝐿−𝛾

′ +𝑏 ′ for 𝛽 ≤ 1
and 𝑎′𝐿−𝛾

′
for 𝛽 > 1.

ing the matrices

C𝐴𝐵 =

(
I −𝐶𝐴𝐵 𝐹

†
𝐴𝐵

𝐹𝐴𝐵 𝐶𝐴𝐵

)
(25)

where 𝐶𝐴𝐵 and 𝐹𝐴𝐵 are matrices in real space whose ele-
ments,𝐶𝑖 𝑗 , 𝐹𝑖 𝑗 are the two-point correlation functions, Eq. (6),
where 𝑖 ∈ 𝐴, 𝑗 ∈ 𝐵 (where 𝐴 and 𝐵 can or cannot coincide).
For a connected subsystem, 𝐴 = 𝐵, of size ℓ , the eigen-
values of C𝐴𝐴, dened as in Eq. (25), are 𝑛𝐴

𝑘+ = 1
1+𝑒Y

𝐴
𝑘

and

𝑛𝐴
𝑘− = 1

1+𝑒−Y
𝐴
𝑘

= 1 − 𝑛𝐴
𝑘+, where Y

𝐴
𝑘
are the eigenvalues of the

eective Hamiltonian of the reduced density matrix, Eq. (18),
which can be easily wrien as

𝜌𝐴 = ⊗ℓ
𝑘=1

(
𝑛𝐴
𝑘+ 0
0 𝑛𝐴

𝑘−

)
. (26)

As a result, the corresponding entanglement entropy reads

𝑆𝐴 = −
ℓ∑︁

𝑘=1

(
𝑛𝐴
𝑘+ log𝑛

𝐴
𝑘+ + 𝑛

𝐴
𝑘− log𝑛

𝐴
𝑘−

)
. (27)

Let us now consider a subsystem𝐴∪𝐵, made by two disjoint
segments, 𝐴 and 𝐵, and dene

C𝐴∪𝐵 =

(
C𝐴𝐴 C𝐴𝐵
C𝐵𝐴 C𝐵𝐵

)
(28)

where the four elements are the correlation matrices given
by Eq. (25). In order to calculate 𝑆𝐴∪𝐵 we have to nd the
eigenvalues 𝑛𝐴∪𝐵 of Eq. (28) solving the following equation

det
(
C𝐵𝐵 − C𝐵𝐴 (C𝐴𝐴 − 𝑛𝐴∪𝐵I)−1C𝐴𝐵 − 𝑛𝐴∪𝐵I

)
× det

(
C𝐴𝐴 − 𝑛𝐴∪𝐵I

)
= 0 (29)
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We can, therefore, calculate the entanglement entropy

𝑆𝐴∪𝐵 = −
2ℓ∑︁
𝑞=1

(
𝑛𝐴∪𝐵𝑞+ log𝑛𝐴∪𝐵𝑞+ + 𝑛𝐴∪𝐵𝑞− log𝑛𝐴∪𝐵𝑞−

)
. (30)

So far everything is exact and represents an alternative route
with respect to that describe previously to calculate the en-
tropies. Let us assume, for simplicity, that C𝐴𝐴 = C𝐵𝐵 and
C𝐴𝐵 = C𝐵𝐴, all 2ℓ × 2ℓ matrices. Eq. (29), then, reduces to

det
(
C𝐴𝐴 − C𝐴𝐵 − 𝑛𝐴∪𝐵I

)
det

(
C𝐴𝐴 + C𝐴𝐵 − 𝑛𝐴∪𝐵I

)
= 0 (31)

valid also for non-commuting C𝐴𝐴 and C𝐴𝐵 . We reduce the
problem to simply nding the eigenvalues of (C𝐴𝐴 ± C𝐴𝐵).
Let us now dene, for simplicity, 𝑞 = (𝑘,±), which can be
enumerated from 1 to 2ℓ , and the unitary transformation 𝑈

which diagonalizes C𝐴𝐴, namely𝑈 †C𝐴𝐴𝑈 = D𝐴 whereD𝐴 is
a 2ℓ diagonal matrix whose non-vanishing elements are 𝑛𝐴𝑞 .
Let us suppose that the eigenvalues 𝑛𝐴𝑞 are distinct. If C𝐴𝐵
can be considered as a perturbation of C𝐴𝐴, the eigenvalues
of Eq. (28) are, at rst approximation,

𝑛𝐴∪𝐵𝑞± = 𝑛𝐴𝑞 ± 𝛿𝑛𝑞 ' 𝑛𝐴𝑞 ± (𝑈 †C𝐴𝐵𝑈 )𝑞𝑞 (32)

We point out that if C𝐴𝐵 ≠ C𝐵𝐴, in order to get 𝛿𝑛𝑞 , we have
to replace C𝐴𝐵 with (C𝐴𝐵 + C𝐵𝐴)/2 (see Appendix C). We no-
tice that in C𝐴𝐴 the matrices 𝐶𝐴𝐴 and 𝐹𝐴𝐴 (previously called
𝐶𝐴 and 𝐹𝐴) are symmetric Toeplitz matrices (which almost
commute with a matrix 𝐽 where all the elements are equal to
one, if boundary terms can be neglected). In C𝐴𝐵 , the matri-
ces 𝐶𝐴𝐵 and 𝐹𝐴𝐵 , for very large distances ℓ𝐴𝐵 can be approx-
imated as 𝐶𝐴𝐵 ∼ ℓ−𝑎

𝐴𝐵
𝐽 and 𝐹𝐴𝐵 ∼ ℓ−𝑏

𝐴𝐵
𝐽 . For 𝑏 < 𝑎, we have

𝐹𝐴𝐵 dominating over𝐶𝐴𝐵 and we get 𝛿𝑛𝑞 ' ℓ−𝑏
𝐴𝐵

|∑2ℓ
𝑖=1𝑈𝑖𝑞 |2 ∼

ℓ−𝑏
𝐴𝐵

ℓ[ where 0 ≤ [ ≤ 1, depending on howmuch𝑈 is a sparse
matrix. Inserting Eq. (32) in Eq. (30) and using Eq. (27) we get

𝑆𝐴∪𝐵 ' 2𝑆𝐴 − 2
2ℓ∑︁
𝑞=1

(𝛿𝑛𝑞)2

𝑛𝐴𝑞
(33)

where in the rst term we have exactly 𝑆𝐴 =
∑2ℓ

𝑞=1 𝑛
𝐴
𝑞 log𝑛𝐴𝑞

while the second term is the mutual information at rst ap-
proximation, which reads 𝐼𝐴:𝐵 ∼ ℓ−2𝑏

𝐴𝐵
ℓ2[ . If either the size

of the blocks and their distance are extensive, i.e. ℓ ∝ 𝐿 and
ℓ𝐴𝐵 ∝ 𝐿, we have 𝐼𝐴:𝐵 ∼ 𝐿2([−𝑏) . Since [ is bounded, [ ≤ 1,
the mutual information surely vanishes for 𝑏 > 1. is result
is consistent with the leading term in Eq. (B4), with 𝛿 = 2.
We argue that [ ' 1. e reasoning goes as follows. Let

us consider, for simplicity, the normal (non-superconducting)
case, so that we have simply C𝐴𝐴 = 𝐶𝐴𝐴, which is a symmet-
ric Toeplitz matrix, and C𝐴𝐵 = 𝐶𝐴𝐵 ∼ ℓ−𝑎 𝐽 . Supposing that
ℓ is very large so that 𝐶𝐴𝐴 can be confused with a matrix
with periodic boundary condition, making, therefore, an er-
ror on the boundary terms which might become negligible
for large sizes. Under this assumption the unitary transfor-
mation 𝑈 is the Fourier transform 𝑈 𝑗𝑘 ' 𝑒𝑖𝑘 𝑗/

√
ℓ and, there-

fore, 𝛿𝑛𝑘 ' 𝛿𝑘0ℓ
−𝑎
𝐴𝐵

ℓ . As a result, 𝑆𝐴∪𝐵 ' 2𝑆 (𝐴) − 2 (𝛿𝑛0)2
𝑛𝐴0

,
namely 𝐼𝐴:𝐵 ∼ ℓ−2𝑎

𝐴𝐵
ℓ2, meaning that [ = 1.

V. DYNAMICAL PROPERTIES

We complete our discussion by focusing on some dynam-
ical features, driven either by a sudden quench and by an
adiabatic evolution. In particular we are going to show that
dynamical quantum phase transitions can occur even with-
out crossing any phase boundary aer a sudden quench from
long to a short-range regions of the phase diagram. Looking
at the universal adiabatic dynamics, instead, we will show
how the scaling of the density of defects generated aer
crossing a quantum critical point, is related to the topolog-
ical healing length, rather than the correlation length. is
observation claries also the violation of the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism for 1 < 𝛼 < min(2, 𝛽) found in Ref. [23].

A. Sudden quench: dynamical quantum phase transitions

We start considering the time evolution generated by a
sudden quench of the Hamiltonian, i.e., at the initial time
𝑡𝑖 = 0 the initial state of the system |𝜓 (𝑡𝑖 )〉 is the ground-
state of the initial Hamiltonian 𝐻 , and then the Hamilto-
nian is suddenly changed to 𝐻 ′ (with apostrophized pa-
rameters, e.g., ` ′), generating the time evolution. Dynam-
ical quantum phase transitions occur at the Fisher times,
when the so-called Loschmidt amplitude, dened as 𝐺 (𝑡) =

〈𝜓 (𝑡𝑖 ) |𝑒−𝑖𝐻
′ (𝑡−𝑡𝑖 ) |𝜓 (𝑡𝑖 )〉, and in the thermodynamic limit, the

free energy density − ln𝐺 (𝑡)/𝐿 is non-analytic [18]. is
quantity measure the probability amplitude for the system
to return, during its time evolution, to the initial state aer
the Hamiltonian 𝐻 has been changed to 𝐻 ′. As shown in
Ref. [33], the presence of dynamical phase transitions can be
related to the topological features of the quantum phases. In
general, in the thermodynamic limit, the Loschmidt ampli-
tude reads

𝐺 (𝑡) = lim
𝐿→∞

exp
(
𝐿

𝜋

∫ 𝜋

0
ln(cos(𝜖 ′

𝑘
𝑡) + 𝑖𝑑𝑘 · 𝑑 ′

𝑘
sin(𝜖 ′

𝑘
𝑡))𝑑𝑘

)
,

(34)
and thus there are dynamical phase transitions if there is at
least a 𝑘 such that ®𝑑 ′

𝑘
· ®𝑑𝑘 = 0, and this is the case if we

cross a topological quantum critical point with the quench.
However, for our model, there are dynamical phase transi-
tions also if we cross the boundary between short-range and
long-range entanglement. To prove it, we note that in the
thermodynamic limit we get ®𝑑𝜋 = −sign(` +𝑤𝑔(𝜋))𝑒3, and,

®𝑑0 = sign(Δ)𝑒2 , if 𝛽 < min{1, 𝛼} (35)
®𝑑0 = −sign(` +𝑤𝑔(0))𝑒3 , if 𝛽 > min{1, 𝛼}. (36)

us, if the quench is from a long-range region to a short-
range one, we get ®𝑑0 · ®𝑑 ′

0 = 0, so that there are dynamical
phase transitions at the Fisher times

𝑡𝑛 = (𝑛 + 1/2)𝜋/(𝜖 ′0). (37)

Vice versa, if 𝛽 ′ < min{1, 𝛼 ′}, 𝜖 ′
𝑘
diverges as 𝑘 → 0, and 𝑡𝑛’s

are dense in (0,∞), so that the non-analytic behavior occurs
at any time, i.e., the free energy density is nowhere analytic
in the complex plane.
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B. Slow quench: Kibble-Zurek mechanism

We conclude our discussion by investigating how the den-
sity of adiabatic excitations, generated by crossing linearly
in time a quantum critical point, (see for instance Refs. [21],
[34]) is related to the topological features of the quantum
phase transition. We consider a chemical potential which
changes linearly in time as ` (𝑡) = 𝑡/𝜏𝑄 for 𝑡 ∈ (−∞, 0), such
that we cross the quantum critical point `𝑐 = −𝑤𝑔(0) for
𝛽 > 1 and 𝛼 > 1. It has been shown in Ref. [23] that, for
1 < 𝛽 < 2, the excitation density 𝑛 (see Appendix D for more
details) scales as

𝑛 ∼ 𝜏
1/(2−2𝛽)
𝑄

(38)

while for 𝛽 > 2, 𝑛 ∼ 𝜏
−1/2
𝑄

. According to the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism [21], this quantity is related to the universal ex-
ponents a (related to the closure of the gap) and 𝑧 (the so-
called dynamical exponent) as

𝑛 ∼ 𝜏
−a/(1+𝑧a)
𝑄

. (39)

It is interesting to compare the values of the exponent a ,
related to the scaling of the correlation length b , to the ones
of the characteristic healing length b𝑡 close to the topological
phase transition, which is dened by considering thewinding
number

𝑊 =
1
2𝜋

∫ 𝜋

−𝜋
𝜕𝑘\𝑘𝑑𝑘 (40)

where \𝑘 = arcsin(Δ𝑓 (𝑘)/(𝜖𝑘 )), such that (see, e.g., Ref. [22])∫ 𝑘𝑐+b−1𝑡

𝑘𝑐−b−1𝑡
𝜕𝑘\𝑘𝑑𝑘 = 𝑂 (1) (41)

where 𝜕𝑘\𝑘 can be approximated by the Taylor expansion
around 𝑘𝑐 , the point where the gap closes. For `𝑐 = −𝑤𝑔(0)
(𝑘𝑐 = 0) and 1 < 𝛽 < 2, and always 𝛼 > 1, we get

𝜕𝑘\𝑘 ∼ |𝑘 |𝛽−2/|` − `𝑐 | (42)

as 𝑘 → 0, thus by substituting in Eq. (41), considering the
principal value of the integral, we get

b𝑡 ∼ |` − `𝑐 |1/(1−𝛽) . (43)

so that we can dene a𝑡 = 1/(𝛽 − 1). For 𝛽 > 2 and 𝛼 > 1 we
get, instead, 𝜕𝑘\𝑘 ∼ 1/|` − `𝑐 | + 𝑂 (𝑘2), geing a𝑡 = 1. is
results for a𝑡 are in agreement with the values of a only for
𝛼 > min(2, 𝛽), while, for 𝛼 < min(2, 𝛽), we obtain a𝑡 ≠ a , as
shown in Table II. In the laer case there is a violation of the
Kibble-Zurek mechanism, called 𝛽-dynamics [23]. In all the
cases 𝑧a = 1.
In conclusion we propose that the Kibble-Zurek mechanism
for one-dimensional long-range systems, rather than been
described by Eq. (39), has to be modied as follows

𝑛 ∼ 𝜏
−a𝑡 /(1+𝑧a)
𝑄

. (44)

TABLE II. a and a𝑡 for dierent values of 𝛼 and 𝛽 . We consider 𝛼 > 1
and 𝛽 > 1.

𝛼 > 2, 𝛽 > 2 𝛼 > 𝛽 , 𝛽 < 2 𝛼 < 𝛽 , 𝛽 < 2 𝛼 < 2, 𝛽 > 2

a 1 1/(𝛽 − 1) 1/(𝛼 − 1) 1/(𝛼 − 1)
a𝑡 1 1/(𝛽 − 1) 1/(𝛽 − 1) 1

Finally, let us consider the case ` > 0, so that the gap closes
at 𝑘𝑐 = 𝜋 . We get 𝜕𝑘\𝑘 ∼ 1/|` − `𝑐 | + 𝑂 ((𝑘 − 𝜋)2), with
`𝑐 = −𝑤𝑔(𝜋), therefore b𝑡 ∼ |` − `𝑐 |−1, like the correlation
length b . In this last case a = a𝑡 = 1, geing simply 𝑛 ∼ 𝜏

−1/2
𝑄

.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We performed a complete study of the correlation func-
tions for the Kitaev model with both long-range hopping
and pairing, expected to describe experimental realizations
of long-range topological superconductors [15–17], nding
all the analytical expressions for their algebraic asymptotic
decays (see Table I). Moreover we nd that the critical-like
behavior of the entanglement entropy can be extended also in
the presence of long-range hopping, as far as 𝛽 < min{1, 𝛼}.
We investigated the condition for geing long-range mutual
information shared by two extended disconnected regions.
is quantity has to be nite in order to get a nite discon-
nected entanglement entropy which detects long-range en-
tanglement entropy at the edges. We show that, deep in the
long-range interacting regime, the mutual information be-
tween two generic segments is always nite even at innite
distances. is implies that the reduced density matrix of a
composite subsystem cannot be factorized, geing a sort of
long-range entanglement in the bulk. Looking at the time
evolution generated by a quench between short-range and
long-range entanglement regions, we showed that there are
dynamical quantum phase transitions, also without crossing
any phase boundary. Finally, we showed that the Kibble-
Zurek mechanism is related to a topological scale length at
the quantum critical point, and how it should be modied in
the presence of long-range couplings.

Acknowledgements

e authors acknowledge nancial support from the
project BIRD 2021 ”Correlations, dynamics and topology in
long-range quantum systems” of the Department of Physics
and Astronomy, University of Padova.

Appendix A: Majorana zero modes

In the Majorana basis, _𝑘 = 𝑎𝑘 + 𝑎†𝑘 , _
′
𝑘
= 𝑖𝑎

†
𝑘
− 𝑖𝑎𝑘 , we can

rewrite Eq. (2) geing 𝐻 = 𝑖/4∑
𝑘 Λ

𝑇
𝑘
𝑋 (𝑘)Λ−𝑘 , with Λ𝑘 =

(_𝑘 , _′−𝑘 )
𝑇 and 𝑋 (𝑘) = 𝑖 (𝑤𝑔(𝑘) + `)𝜏2 − Δ𝑓 (𝑘)𝜏0, where 𝜏0 is

the identity matrix.
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For short range interactions, the Majorana number [24] in-
dicates the presence of edge modes (if it is minus one) for the
case of an open chain, and it is equal to sign((` +𝑔(0)𝑤) (` +
𝑔(𝜋)𝑤)). e proof is as follows: In order to evaluate the
parity for 𝐿 odd for a closed chain, we note that

𝐻 =
𝑖

4
Λ𝑇
0𝑋 (0)Λ0+

𝑖

4

∑︁
𝑘>0

(
Λ𝑇
𝑘

Λ𝑇
−𝑘

) (
0 𝑋 (𝑘)

𝑋 (−𝑘) 0

) (
Λ𝑘

Λ−𝑘

)
(A1)

We consider 𝐴 = 𝑋 (0) ⊕
(
⊕𝑘>0

(
0 𝑋 (𝑘)

𝑋 (−𝑘) 0

))
, then the

parity is the sign of the Pfaan of 𝐴. Since det𝑋 (𝑘) > 0,
by using the properties of the Pfaan it is easy to show that
sign𝑃 𝑓 𝐴 = sign𝑃 𝑓 𝑋 (0) = sign(` + 𝑔(0)𝑤). Similarly, for 𝐿
even the parity is sign𝑃 𝑓 𝑋 (0)𝑃 𝑓 𝑋 (𝜋) = sign((`+𝑔(0)𝑤) (`+
𝑔(𝜋)𝑤)), fromwhich the expression of theMajorana number.

For an open chain, the quadratic Hamiltonian can be diag-
onalized with the general method reported in Ref. [35]. By
performing a numerical investigation, we nd that in the re-
gion where the Majorana number is −1, there can be Ma-
jorana zero modes which can acquire a mass if 𝛽 is small
enough while they are massless if 𝛽 > min{1, 𝛼}, and their
wave-functions become bi-localized at the edges, forming a
non-local complex Dirac fermion.

e topological phase of the model, therefore, is character-
ized by Majorana zero modes. In particular at the symmetric
point ` = 0, Δ = 𝑤 and 𝛼 = 𝛽 , the Majorana fermions 𝑐1 and
𝑐2𝐿 are decoupled, where 𝑐2𝑗−1 = 𝑎 𝑗 + 𝑎

†
𝑗
and 𝑐2𝑗 = 𝑖𝑎

†
𝑗
− 𝑖𝑎 𝑗 .

By writing 𝐻 =
∑

𝑚,𝑛 𝑐𝑚H𝑚𝑛𝑐𝑛 , where 𝑖H is the real and
skew-symmetric matrix

H =
∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗

|𝑖〉〈 𝑗 | ⊗ H𝑖, 𝑗 =
∑︁
𝑗

| 𝑗〉〈 𝑗 | ⊗ H0

+
∑︁
𝑗

∑︁
𝑙

| 𝑗〉〈 𝑗 + 𝑙 | ⊗ H𝑙 + | 𝑗 + 𝑙〉〈 𝑗 | ⊗ (H𝑙 )† , (A2)

where H0 and H𝑙 are the matrices H0 = `𝜏2/4 and H𝑙 =

𝑤𝑙−𝛼𝜏2/4+ 𝑖Δ𝑙−𝛽𝜏1/4, at the symmetric point |1〉 and |2𝐿〉 are
eigenvectors ofH with zero eigenvalue, where the nth com-
ponent of |𝑖〉 is ( |𝑖〉)𝑛 = 𝛿𝑛,𝑖 . In general, if there are Majorana
zero modes then there are two eigenvectors |𝑣1〉 and |𝑣2𝐿〉
of H with zero eigenvalue and localized at the edges, and
their components give the wave-functions of the Majorana
fermions. To derive a condition for the existence of Majorana
zero modes and study the decay of their wave-functions, we
dene the projectors 𝑃 = |1〉〈1| + |2𝐿〉〈2𝐿 | and 𝑄 = 𝐼 − 𝑃 , so
that a generic matrix, in our caseH , can be wrien in a block
form as

H =

(
H𝑃 H𝑃𝑄

H𝑄𝑃 H𝑄

)
, (A3)

where H𝑃 is the block corresponding to the subspace of 𝑃 ,
and so on. We consider the eigenvalue equationH|𝑣〉 = 𝐸 |𝑣〉,
from which we get 𝑃 (H − 𝐸) |𝑣〉 = 0, or equivalently (H𝑃 −
𝐸I𝑃 ) |𝑣𝑃 〉 +H𝑃𝑄 |𝑣𝑄 〉 = 0, and𝑄 (H −𝐸) |𝑣〉 = 0, i.e.,H𝑄𝑃 |𝑣𝑃 〉 +
(H𝑄 − 𝐸I𝑄 ) |𝑣𝑄 〉 = 0. By combining these two equations, for

𝐸 = 0, we get that there are Majorana zero modes if the 2 × 2
matrix

Γ𝑃 = H𝑃𝑄

1
H𝑄

H𝑄𝑃 (A4)

tends to zero as 𝐿 → ∞, where we have considered H𝑃 → 0
in this limit, andH𝑄 non-singular. e wave-function of the
Majorana fermion in the bulk is obtained by

|𝑣𝑄 〉 = − 1
H𝑄

H𝑄𝑃 |𝑣𝑃 〉 , (A5)

where |𝑣𝑃 〉 is a two-dimensional vector.
We note that the matrix H𝑄𝑃 has elements (H𝑄𝑃 )𝑚,1 =

H𝑚+1,1 and (H𝑄𝑃 )𝑚,2 = H𝑚+1,2𝐿 , with𝑚 = 1, · · · , 2𝐿 − 2.
It is easy to see that (H𝑄𝑃 )2𝑗−1,1 = 𝑖`/4𝛿 𝑗,1 + 𝑖/4(1 −

𝛿 𝑗,1) (𝑤/( 𝑗 − 1)𝛼 − Δ/( 𝑗 − 1)𝛽 ), thus if 𝛼 = 𝛽 and Δ = 𝑤 ,
if |𝑣𝑃 〉 = (1, 0)𝑇 , we get ( |𝑣𝑄 〉) 𝑗 ∼ ` (H−1

𝑄
) 𝑗,1 and (Γ𝑃 )2,1 ∼

`2 (H−1
𝑄

)2𝐿−2,1. us, since (H−1
𝑄

)2𝑗−1,1 = 0, it is enough to
study the asymptotic behavior of (H−1

𝑄
)2𝑗,1. By performing

a numerical investigation, we nd that (H−1
𝑄

)2𝑗,1 can decay
for certain values of the parameters, then there are Majorana
zero modes having wave functions with the same decay of
(H−1

𝑄
)2𝑗,1. For other values of the parameters, (H−1

𝑄
)2𝑗,1 does

not decay, so that Γ𝑃 ≠ 0 and there are noMajorana fermions.
To perform an analytic study, we consider periodic bound-
ary conditions, and we change basis by dening the vectors
|𝑘〉 such that | 𝑗〉 =

∑
𝑘 𝑒

−𝑖𝑘 𝑗 |𝑘〉/
√
𝐿, so that we get H =∑

𝑘 |𝑘〉〈𝑘 | ⊗ H𝑘 , where H𝑘 = ((` +𝑤𝑔(𝑘))𝜏2 − Δ𝑓 (𝑘)𝜏1) /4.
e inverse of the matrix H reads

H−1 = −4𝑖
∑︁
𝑘

|𝑘〉〈𝑘 | ⊗
(

0 1/𝑋+
−1/𝑋− 0

)
, (A6)

where 𝑋± = ` + 𝑤𝑔(𝑘) ± 𝑖Δ𝑓 (𝑘). en, for the block corre-
spondent to the subspace of 𝑄 , we get

((H−1)𝑄 )2𝑗,1 = (A7)
2
𝜋
Im

∮
|𝑧 |=1

𝑑𝑧 𝑧 𝑗−1

` +𝑤 (𝐿𝑖𝛼 (𝑧) + 𝐿𝑖𝛼 (1/𝑧)) + Δ(𝐿𝑖𝛽 (𝑧) − 𝐿𝑖𝛽 (1/𝑧))
.

In particular, the decay of (H−1
𝑄

)2𝑗,1 can be approximated
with the one of ((H−1)𝑄 )2𝑗,1 if the o-diagonal terms H𝑃𝑄

and H𝑄𝑃 are negligible, i.e., if ` ≈ 0, 𝑤 ≈ Δ and 𝛼 ≈ 𝛽 .
We note that for Δ = 𝑤 and 𝛽 = 𝛼 , the function 𝐿𝑖𝛼 (𝑧)
for |𝑧 | < 1 has no brunch cut, and we get a purely expo-
nential decay. Otherwise, for 𝛼 > 1 and 𝛽 > 1, we get
((H−1)𝑄 )2𝑗,1 ∼

∫ 1
0 𝑑𝑥𝑥 𝑗−1 (− ln𝑥)min{𝛼,𝛽 }−1 ∼ 𝑗−min{𝛼,𝛽 } ,

and for 𝛼 < 1 or 𝛽 < 1, we get ((H−1)𝑄 )2𝑗,1 ∼ 𝑗−2+min{𝛼,𝛽 } .
We note that for 𝛼 > 1 and 𝛽 > 1 the estimation of the decay
is in agreement with Ref. [14].

Appendix B: Mutual Information: a heuristic calculation

To explain the relation between correlation functions and
long-distancemutual information, we consider a closed chain
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of 𝐿 sites and two blocks 𝐴 and 𝐵 of sizes 𝐿𝐴 = 𝐿𝐵 = ℓ = 𝑥𝐿,
separated by a distance ℓ𝐴𝐵 = 𝑦𝐿, with 𝑥 and 𝑦 some fraction
of 𝐿. To investigate the correlations between the two blocks,
we can calculate the reduced density matrix 𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 of the two
blocks. It is useful to introduce the Majorana operators, as
dened before, 𝑐2𝑗−1 = 𝑎 𝑗 + 𝑎

†
𝑗
and 𝑐2𝑗 = 𝑖𝑎

†
𝑗
− 𝑖𝑎 𝑗 , and since

their products form a basis in the operator linear space, we
can make the ansatz

𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 = 𝜌𝐴 ⊗ 𝜌𝐵 + 1
22ℓ

∑︁
𝑙

(−1)
𝑛𝑙
2 Y𝑙𝑂𝑙 , (B1)

where the sum is over all the possible products𝑂𝑙 of an even
number 𝑛𝑙 of Majorana operators belonging to both blocks
𝐴 and 𝐵, e.g., 𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 = 𝜌𝐴 ⊗ 𝜌𝐵 − 1

22ℓ
( ∑

𝑚∈𝐴,𝑛∈𝐵 Y𝑚𝑛𝑐𝑚𝑐𝑛 −
1
2
∑

𝑚≠𝑚′∈𝐴,𝑛≠𝑛′∈𝐵 Y𝑚𝑚′𝑛𝑛′𝑐𝑚𝑐𝑚′𝑐𝑛𝑐𝑛′ + · · ·
)
and the quantities

Y𝑙 can be achieved by calculating the expectation values of
𝑂𝑙 , so that we get, for instance, Y𝑚𝑛 = 〈𝑐𝑚𝑐𝑛〉, Y𝑚𝑚′𝑛𝑛′ =

〈𝑐𝑚𝑐𝑚′𝑐𝑛𝑐𝑛′〉 − 〈𝑐𝑚𝑐𝑚′〉〈𝑐𝑛𝑐𝑛′〉, and so on. If the correlation
function 𝐹𝑅0 dominates over 𝐶𝑅0 for large 𝑅, as 𝐿 → ∞, the
term proportional to Y𝑚𝑛 , which goes as Y𝑚𝑛 ∼ 𝐿−𝑏 , is a lead-
ing term, e.g., Y𝑚𝑚′𝑛𝑛′ ∼ 𝐿−2𝑏 . For simplicity, we will consider
the trivial case 𝜌𝐴⊗𝜌𝐵 ∝ I𝐴𝐵 . It is easy to show that, by apply-
ing the perturbation theory, up to the rst order correction
we get 𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 ∼ 𝜌𝐴 ⊗ 𝜌𝐵 − 4

22ℓ
∑

𝑖∈𝐴,𝑗 ∈𝐵 𝐹𝑖 𝑗 (𝑎𝑖𝑎 𝑗 + 𝑎
†
𝑗
𝑎
†
𝑖
). To

study the scaling with the size 𝐿, it is enough to consider

𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 ∼ 𝜌𝐴 ⊗ 𝜌𝐵 − Y

22ℓ
∑︁

𝑖∈𝐴,𝑗 ∈𝐵
(𝑎𝑖𝑎 𝑗 + 𝑎

†
𝑗
𝑎
†
𝑖
) , (B2)

where Y ∼ ℓ−𝑏
𝐴𝐵

∼ 𝐿−𝑏 . By performing the transformation
𝑎𝑖 → 𝑎

†
𝑖
for 𝑖 ∈ 𝐴 and by summing all the perturbative cor-

rections we get something like 𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 ∼ exp(−Y ∑𝑖, 𝑗 𝑎
†
𝑖
𝐽𝑖 𝑗𝑎 𝑗 ),

with 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 = 1 if 𝑖 ∈ 𝐴 and 𝑗 ∈ 𝐵, or 𝑗 ∈ 𝐴 and 𝑖 ∈ 𝐵. In gen-
eral, we can characterize the correlations between the two
parties 𝐴 and 𝐵, by considering the mutual information de-
ned as in Eq. (21). For the trivial case which we are con-
sidering, the entropy 𝑆𝐴∪𝐵 can be expressed in terms of the
eigenvalues 𝑥 𝑗 of the matrix 𝐽 as 𝑆𝐴∪𝐵 =

∑
𝑗 Y𝑥 𝑗/(1 + 𝑒Y𝑥 𝑗 ) +

ln(1 + 𝑒−Y𝑥 𝑗 ). Since there are only two non-zero eigenval-
ues 𝑥 𝑗 , which are ±(2𝑥𝐿), for 𝑏 > 1, Y𝐿 → 0 and we get
𝑆𝐴𝐵 ∼ (2𝑥𝐿) ln 2 − Y2 (𝑥𝐿)2. Concerning the mutual infor-
mation, we have 𝐼𝐴:𝐵 ∼ 𝐿2Y2 ∼ 𝐿2(1−𝑏) , which tends to zero
as 𝐿 → ∞ since 𝑏 > 1. However, if 𝑏 ≤ 1, 𝐼𝐴:𝐵 does not
vanish as 𝐿 → ∞, so that we have long-range entangle-
ment in this case. In our case, looking at Table I, we have
at least 𝑏 = 1 therefore we expect that, in those cases which
correspond to 𝛽 ≤ min{1, 𝛼}, 𝐼𝐴:𝐵 saturates to a constant
value in the limit of large system size, 𝐿 → ∞. We note
that this result is quite general, i.e., does not depend on the
choice of 𝜌𝐴 ⊗ 𝜌𝐵 . To prove it, let us consider a general 𝜌𝐴𝐵 ,
not necessarily of the form of Eq. (B2), and the eigenvalue
equations 𝜌𝐴 |_𝐴𝑖 〉 = _𝐴𝑖 |_𝐴𝑖 〉, a similar equation for 𝐵, and
𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 |_𝐴𝐵𝑖 𝑗 〉 = _𝐴𝐵𝑖 𝑗 |_𝐴𝐵𝑖 𝑗 〉, with _𝐴𝐵𝑖 𝑗 = _𝐴𝑖 _

𝐵
𝑗 + 𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 . If 𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 is

small enough, from Eq. (21) it is easy to show Eq. (22), here
reported for convenience

𝐼𝐴:𝐵 ∼
∑︁
𝑖 𝑗

𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 ln(_𝐴𝑖 _𝐵𝑗 ) +
∑︁
𝑖 𝑗

(𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 )2

2_𝐴
𝑖
_𝐵
𝑗

. (B3)

We already know how the eigenvalues _𝐴𝑖 and _𝐵𝑗 scale with
𝐿. To guess the scaling of 𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 with 𝐿, let us consider for a
moment the trivial case 𝜌𝐴∪𝐵 ∼ exp(−Y ∑𝑖, 𝑗 𝑎

†
𝑖
𝐽𝑖 𝑗𝑎 𝑗 ). For the

case 𝑏 ≥ 1, we have _𝐴𝑖 ∼ 2−𝐿𝐴 and _𝐵𝑗 ∼ 2−𝐿𝐵 , and since∑
𝑖 𝑗 𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 = 0, we get 𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 ∼ _𝐴𝑖 _

𝐵
𝑗 Y𝐿. Similarly, for 𝑏 ≤ 1,

we get 𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 ∼ _𝐴𝑖 _
𝐵
𝑗 . In general, we assume that the relation

𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 ∼ _𝐴𝑖 _
𝐵
𝑗 (Y𝐿)𝛿 holds also for generic 𝜌𝐴⊗𝜌𝐵 . In particular,

for 𝑏 ≤ 1 one can expect 𝛿 = 0 and for 𝑏 > 1 we have veri-
ed this hypothesis numerically in our model for the largest
eigenvalue _𝐴𝐵1 = _𝐴𝐵11 and 𝛼 > 1 and 𝛽 > 1 nding 𝛿 ≈ 2 (see
Fig. 4). en, if the hypothesis on the scaling of 𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 is true,
from Eq. (22) it is easy to see that the scaling of the mutual
information is of the form

𝐼𝐴:𝐵 ∼ 𝑐1𝐿
𝛿 (1−𝑏) + 𝑐2𝐿2𝛿 (1−𝑏) , (B4)

where we have considered an algebraic decay with same ex-
ponent 𝛾 for the eigenvalues _𝐴𝑖 and _𝐵𝑗 , e.g., _

𝐴
𝑖 ∼ 𝑎𝑖𝐿

−𝛾 , in
the presence of long-range entanglement.

Appendix C: Correlation matrices

Let us consider the general case where C𝐴𝐵 is not necessar-
ily equal to C𝐵𝐴. In this case we need to diagonalize a block
matrix of the form

𝑀 =

(
𝐴 𝑋

𝑌 𝐴

)
(C1)

where𝐴,𝑋 and𝑌 are square matrices. To calculate the eigen-
values of𝑀 , we consider𝑋 and𝑌 as small perturbations, thus
the matrix𝑀 can be expressed as𝑀 = 𝑀0 +𝑀1, where

𝑀0 =

(
𝐴 𝑋+𝑌

2
𝑋+𝑌
2 𝐴

)
, 𝑀1 =

(
0 𝑋−𝑌

2
−𝑋−𝑌

2 0
.

)
(C2)

By considering the eigenvalue equation 𝐴|𝑎𝑛〉 = 𝑎𝑛 |𝑎𝑛〉, the
eigenvalues 𝑚 (0)

𝑛,± of 𝑀0 are the eigenvalues of the matrices
𝐴 ± (𝑋 + 𝑌 )/2, thus 𝑚 (0)

𝑛,± ≈ 𝑎𝑛 ± 〈𝑎𝑛 | (𝑋 + 𝑌 ) |𝑎𝑛〉/2. e
eigenvalues 𝑚𝑛,± of 𝑀 are 𝑚𝑛,± = 𝑚

(0)
𝑛,± + 𝛿𝑚𝑛,±, where by

using the non-degenerate quantum perturbation theory, we
get

𝛿𝑚𝑛,± ≈ 1
4

∑︁
𝑘≠𝑛

|〈𝑎𝑘 | (𝑋 − 𝑌 ) |𝑎𝑛〉|2
𝑎𝑛 − 𝑎𝑘

. (C3)

en, at the rst order𝑚𝑛,± ≈ 𝑎𝑛 ± 〈𝑎𝑛 | (𝑋 +𝑌 ) |𝑎𝑛〉/2, so that
in general 𝛿𝑛𝑞 ≈ (𝑈 † (C𝐴𝐵 + C𝐵𝐴)𝑈 )𝑞𝑞/2.
We note that if [ = 1, this rst order correction is in agree-
ment with the scaling hypothesis 𝛿_𝑖 𝑗 ∼ _𝐴𝑖 _

𝐵
𝑗 𝐿

2(1−𝑏) , for in-
stance let us consider the case 𝛿_11. We have _𝐴∪𝐵1 = 1/𝑍𝐴∪𝐵 ,
and

_𝐴∪𝐵1 =
∏
𝑘

(𝑛𝐴
𝑘− − 𝛿𝑛𝑘−) (𝑛𝐴𝑘− + 𝛿𝑛𝑘−) =

∏
𝑘

((𝑛𝐴
𝑘−)

2 − (𝛿𝑛𝑘−)2)

≈
∏
𝑘

(𝑛𝐴
𝑘−)

2 −
∑︁
𝑘

(
∏
𝑘′≠𝑘

(𝑛𝐴
𝑘′−)

2) (𝛿𝑛𝑘−)2

∼ (_𝐴1 )2 + (_𝐴1 )2𝑙2−2𝑏 (C4)

from which 𝛿_11 ∼ _𝐴1 _
𝐵
1 𝑙

2−2𝑏 , since _𝐵𝑖 = _𝐴𝑖 .
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Appendix D: Kibble-Zurek mechanism

Let us consider a chemical potential which changes lin-
early in time as ` (𝑡) = 𝑡/𝜏𝑄 for 𝑡 ∈ (−∞, 0), such that we
cross the quantum critical point `𝑐 = −𝑤𝑔(0) for 𝛽 > 1
and 𝛼 > 1. At the initial time 𝑡 = −∞, the initial state
is the state |𝜓 (−∞)〉 dened such that 𝑎†

𝑘
|𝜓 (−∞)〉 = 0 for

any 𝑘 . At the nal time 𝑡 = 0, we get ` (0) = 0 and the
Hamiltonian can be expressed as 𝐻 =

∑
𝑘 𝜖𝑘𝛼

†
𝑘
𝛼𝑘 . e state

at the nal time is |𝜓 (0)〉, and we focus on the excitations
probability 𝑝𝑘 = 〈𝜓 (0) |𝛼†

𝑘
𝛼𝑘 |𝜓 (0)〉, and the excitations den-

sity 𝑛 =
∫ 𝜋

0 𝑑𝑘𝑝𝑘/𝜋 . is can be calculated by using the
time-dependent Bogoliubov method (e.g., see Ref. [34]), from
which we get Landau-Zener dierential equations. For 𝛽 > 1
the gap closes at 𝑘 = 0 and only large wavelengths con-
tribute for which we get 𝑝𝑘 ∼ exp(−𝜋𝜏𝑄 (Δ𝑓 (𝑘))2), so that,

if 1 < 𝛽 < 2, 𝑓 (𝑘) ∼ 𝑘𝛽−1 as 𝑘 → 0 and we get 𝑛 ∼ 𝜏
1/(2−2𝛽)
𝑄

,
and if 𝛽 > 2, 𝑓 (𝑘) ∼ 𝑘 and 𝑛 ∼ 1/√𝜏𝑄 , in agreement with
Ref. [23]. By considering the Kibble-Zurek mechanism [21],
if the so-called healing length goes like b ∼ |`− `𝑐 |−a and the
gap closes as 𝐸𝑔𝑎𝑝 ∼ |` − `𝑐 |𝑧a , so that the relaxation time is
𝜏𝑟𝑒𝑙 ∼ 1/𝐸𝑔𝑎𝑝 , we expect the density of defects 𝑛 ∼ 𝜏

−a/(1+𝑧a)
𝑄

.
In our case, the gap closes with 𝑧a = 1, thus we expect a = 1
for 𝛽 > 2 and a = 1/(𝛽 − 1) for 1 < 𝛽 < 2. Conversely, by
considering ` (𝑡) = −𝑡/𝜏𝑄 for 𝑡 ∈ (−∞, 0), so that we cross
the quantum phase transition point `𝑐 = −𝑤𝑔(𝜋), we have
a contribution only for 𝑘 near 𝜋 , otherwise the tunnelling is
negligible. Since 𝑓 (𝑘) ∼ (𝑘 −𝜋) as 𝑘 → 𝜋 , we get 𝑛 ∼ 1/√𝜏𝑄
for any 𝛼 and 𝛽 , and from the Kibble-Zurek theory we expect
a = 1.
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