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We propose a novel spatially inhomogeneous setup for revealing quench-induced fractionalized ex-
citations in entanglement dynamics. In this quench-probe setting, the region undergoing a quantum
quench is tunnel-coupled to a static region, the probe. Subsequently, the time-dependent entan-
glement signatures of a tunable subset of excitations propagating to the probe are monitored by
energy selectivity. We exemplify the power of this generic approach by identifying a unique dynam-
ical signature associated with the presence of an isolated Majorana zero mode in the post-quench
Hamiltonian. In this case excitations emitted from the topological part of the system give rise to
a fractionalized jump of log(2)/2 in the entanglement entropy of the probe. This dynamical effect
is highly sensitive to the localized nature of the Majorana zero mode, but does not require the
preparation of a topological initial state.

Introduction.— Identifying physical signatures to dis-
tinguish and understand phases of matter occurring in
nature is a main objective of research in physics. Dy-
namical approaches probing a system far from thermal
equilibrium have become increasingly important. In par-
ticular, quantum quenches, i.e. abrupt changes of param-
eters in the Hamiltonian, have enabled unprecedented in-
sights into structure and dynamics of quantum matter,
both in theory [1–3] and experiment [4–8]. A promi-
nent example is provided by the prediction and observa-
tion of non-equilibrium topological invariants [9–23] that
probe topological properties of matter without requiring
the preparation of a topological equilibrium state.

As a powerful and genuinely quantum-mechanical di-
agnostic tool, the time-evolution of entanglement has
been widely investigated [1, 3, 25, 26], including dynam-
ical signatures of topology such as protected crossings in
the entanglement spectrum [27–31]. In homogeneous in-
tegrable systems, the spreading of entanglement after a
quench is closely related to the propagation of pairs of en-
tangled quasiparticle excitations with opposite momenta
[26, 32–34]. For more complex scenarios, involving for
example periodic spatial modulations [35] or open sys-
tems [36, 37], richer entanglement structures related to
quench-induced excitations represent a frontier of ongo-
ing research [38–45].

In this Letter, we propose a novel approach for the
study of entanglement dynamics in complex systems to
selectively analyze a subset of quench-induced excita-
tions. This enables us to identify unique features in the
spreading of entanglement, such as fractional jumps of
the entanglement entropy (EE). We directly relate their
presence to the existence of non-trivial eigenmodes in
the post-quench Hamiltonian, e.g. topological localized
modes. This remarkable capability stems from the hy-
brid nature of our proposed setup, sketched in Fig. 1(a),
where only a part of the system (Q) is quenched while
the entanglement is measured in a different (static) re-
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FIG. 1. (a) Hybrid quench-probe setup. A 1D Kitaev chain
Q, which undergoes a quantum quench across its topological
phase transition, is tunnel-coupled at its right end to the triv-
ial regions X and P . Quench-induced excitations are selec-
tively transmitted through X and eventually reach P , whose
time-dependent entanglement properties are monitored. (b)
Quantized jumps in the entanglement entropy (EE) of the
probe. When the latter is selectively coupled to the right
Majorana zero mode (MZM) (red star), a robust fractional
increase of the EE ∆SP = log(2)/2 is observed (red line),
which is half of the increase observed when the probe is cou-
pled to the fermionic bulk flatband of the Kitaev chain (green
line). A schematic of the energy-selective coupling, allowed
by the quench probe approach, is provided in the inset. For
our choice of parameters see [24].

gion (P ), the two being coupled via a (static) separation
layer (X). This quench-probe approach provides a new
perspective for the analysis of entanglement spreading in
highly inhomogeneous systems, paving the way for novel
observations that complement the study of (almost) ho-
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mogeneous setups [13, 14, 32, 33, 35, 45–48]. Its energy
selectivity – due to resonant coupling between regions
Q and P – is reminiscent of scanning tunneling spec-
troscopy.

As a specific case study, we use our approach to an-
alyze the dynamics of the entanglement generated by a
localized Majorana zero mode (MZM), hosted by a Ki-
taev chain (KC) [49–51]. This leads us to the discovery
of quantized jumps in the EE of the probe with fractional
amplitude

∆SP =
log(2)

2
. (1)

The corresponding trace is provided by the red line in
Fig. 1(b). Such a fractional increase, associated with the
fractional entropy of a single MZM [52–54], clearly dif-
fers from the conventional EE increase ∆SP = log(2)
that originates from an ordinary fermionic mode [see the
green line in Fig. 1(b)]. The quantization is robust with
respect to parameter variations but highly sensitive to
the hybridization of two MZMs. These findings, repre-
senting a novel dynamical signature associated with a
truly isolated MZM, are corroborated by the additional
analysis of the mutual information (MI) shared between
Q and P [31, 37, 47], which allows us to identify spurious
contributions to the EE and highlight the fractional en-
tanglement jumps. Importantly, the observation of this
toplogical signature only requires the post-quench Hamil-
tonian to be topological, while the system can be pre-
pared in a trivial thermal state. The topological nature
(and robustness) of an isolated MZM is the origin of the
fractional value of ∆SP . Our setup is applicable to a
variety of systems with particular entanglement spread-
ing of either bulk or edge modes. Due to energy selective
coupling, we are able to single out the contributions from
a subset of modes, if they are separated in energy.

Hybrid quench-probe setup.— We consider the system
depicted in Fig. 1(a), consisting of the three parts labeled
Q,X, and P . The first one, Q, is the one eventually un-
dergoing a quantum quench. It is an l-site KC described
by the Hamiltonian

HQ = µ

l∑
i=1

c†i ci +

l−1∑
i=1

(
τ

2
c†i ci+1 +

∆

2
cici+1 + h.c.

)
.

(2)

The operators c†i (ci) create (annihilate) a spinless
fermion at site i, µ is the chemical potential, τ the
nearest-neighbor hopping amplitude and ∆ the super-
conducting pairing amplitude. For simplicity, we con-
sider those parameters to be non-negative real numbers.
The KC features two different gapped phases, a triv-
ial one for |µ| > τ and a topological one for finite ∆
and |µ| < τ . At the topological sweet spot (TSS),
i.e. τ = ∆ and µ = 0, the analysis of HQ in terms
of Majorana operators cj = 1

2 (iγ2i−1 + γ2i) reveals the

presence of two completely isolated MZMs at the two
open ends of the chain [γ1, H

Q] = [γ2l, H
Q] = 0, de-

picted by red stars in Fig. 1(a). The bulk of the KC
at the TSS is described by a flat band at finite energy
EQ = τ . Deviations from the TSS (within the topologi-
cal phase) imply an exponential leakage of the MZMs into
the bulk, whose spectrum acquires then a finite band-
width EQ(k) =

√
(τ cos(k) + µ)2 + (∆ sin(k))2 [51]. For

simplicity, we illustrate the main features of our setup
at the TSS. However, the observation of fractional EE is
not limited to the TSS as we show below.

The remaining N − l sites of the system are described
by a tight-binding Hamiltonian

HXP =

N∑
i=l+1

µpc
†
i ci +

1

2

N−1∑
j=l+1

τp(c
†
i ci+1 + h.c.), (3)

with chemical potential µp and hopping amplitude τp.
The corresponding spectrum reads

EXP (k) = µp + τp cos(k). (4)

The first d sites, i.e. the ones between l < j ≤ l+d, form
the separation layer X, while the probe region P consists
of the remaining sites with l + d < j ≤ N . The presence
of a finite X allows us to consider regimes in which the
probe region P is exclusively affected by quench-induced
excitations that propagate ballistically in the chain, fil-
tering out possible contributions to the entanglement as-
sociated with the Q-X interface. Regions Q and X are
connected via a standard tunneling Hamiltonian

HT =
τt
2

(c†l cl+1 + h.c.) =
τt
4

[(iγ2l−1 + γ2l)cl+1 + h.c.],

(5)

with coupling strength τt.
It is particularly instructive to express fermions in

terms of the corresponding Majorana operators. At the
TSS, γ2l is an isolated MZM while γ2l−1, together with
γ2l−2, belongs to an ordinary fermionic mode of the flat
bulk band of the KC. Coupled Majorana operators be-
longing to the bulk of the KC are depicted by green cir-
cles in Fig. 1(a). By properly tuning the parameters of
the system, it is thus possible to define two separated
regimes. For |µp| < τp � τ the probe is exclusively cou-
pled to the MZM at the right end of the topological KC.
By contrast, for |µp| ∼ τ � τp, the probe is coupled
to the bulk band [55]. A sketch of this energy-selective
coupling is provided in the inset of Fig. 1(b). The ex-
ploitation of energy and spatial sensitivity, together with
the presence of a separation layer X, differentiates our
proposal from other quench-probe scenarios, such as the
ones discussed in [56–58].
Quench procedure.— The quench of region Q con-

sists in the abrupt change, at t = 0, of the parameters
(µi, τ i,∆i) → (µf , τf ,∆f ). We assume the system to



3

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
µf/τf

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
∆
f
/
τ
f

0.01
0.1

0.0

0.5

1.0

∆
S
P

[lo
g

2 (2
)]

0 100 500t [τ−1
p ]

0.0

0.5

1.0

2.0
∆SP (t)

∆I(t)

FIG. 2. Fractional quantization of the EE increase as a func-
tion of µf/τf ,∆f/τf ratios. The solid and dotted black lines
show the energy splitting of the MZMs in units of 10−3τp. In-
set: Quantized jumps in the EE ∆Sp(t) (solid lines) and MI
∆I(t) (dashed lines), in units of log2(2) for a probe coupled
either to the MZM (red lines) or the fermionic bulk modes
(green lines). To selectively couple to the MZM (fermionic
bulk modes) we choose µp = 0 (µp = τf ). For our choice of
parameters see [65].

be initially prepared in the ground state |ψ0〉 of the ini-
tial Hamiltonian Hi = HQ(µi, τ i,∆i) +HXP +HT . For
t ≥ 0, the time evolution of the system is instead con-
trolled by the final Hamiltonian Hf = HQ(µf , τf ,∆f ) +
HXP +HT . With respect to Hf , the state |ψ0〉 consists
of several quasiparticle excitations, that are emitted in
both directions from every site in the quenched region
Q. Those counter-propagating quasiparticles are entan-
gled between each other. Their motion is responsible for
spreading of correlations and entanglement within the
system, bounded by the Lieb-Robinson limit [59]. For
a wide range of homogeneous systems, these quasipar-
ticles are produced in uncorrelated pairs, each one con-
sisting of two entangled quasiparticles with opposite mo-
menta [60–64]. The physics is richer in presence of in-
teractions and/or inhomogeneities, which can lead to the
presence of quasiparticle multiplets and non-trivial corre-
lations [35, 43–45]. When Hf is chosen in the topological
regime, our system is spatially inhomogeneous due to the
presence of a pair of isolated MZMs. This observation
naturally raises the question whether the quasiparticles
originating from the MZMs differ from the ones associ-
ated with the fermionic bulk of the KC. Our proposed
quench-probe setup proves to be particularly effective in
providing an affirmative answer to this question.

Entanglement dynamics.— The simplest way to ana-
lyze the entanglement properties of P is to compute its
EE, defined as

SP (t) = −Tr[ρP (t) log(ρP (t))]. (6)

Here, ρP (t) is the reduced density matrix of the probe
ρP (t) = TrQX [ρ(t)], whose spectrum can be calculated
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FIG. 3. Quantization of the MI increase. ∆I is plotted as a
function of µi and µp (units τp). The dashed horizontal (ver-
tical) line indicates the topological phase transition of the ini-
tial Hamiltonian (the transition between a gapless and gapped
probe). For our choice of parameters see [69].

from the single-particle correlation matrix [66–68]. The
time-dependent variation of the EE after a quench to
the TSS is shown in Fig. 1(b), where we plot ∆SP (t) =
SP (t) − SP (0) considering a selective coupling either to
the isolated MZM (red line) or to the flat fermionic bulk
band (green line). After a finite time delay δt, we ob-
serve jumps in the EE that eventually reach either the
trivial quantized value log(2) (for the coupling to the
bulk) or an anomalous fractional value log(2)/2 (for the
coupling to the MZM). Consistently with the quasiparti-
cle picture, the time delay satisfies δt ∼ dτ−1p . It can be
interpreted as the time-of-flight associated with the exci-
tations, emitted from the last site of Q, that propagates
through the d sites of X at the maximum group velocity
τp [see Eq. (4)]. The lack of a steady linear increase of
∆SP (t), typically observed in homogeneous systems [32–
34], can be understood in terms of the vanishing group
velocity in the bulk of the KC at the TSS. This effectively
freezes all the quasiparticles emitted in Q with the only
exception of the ones related to γ2l−1 and γ2l, which are
directly connected to X via HT . Those quasiparticles are
ultimately responsible for the quantized jumps discussed
before.

To strengthen the connection between the anomalous
fractional jump of the EE and the presence of an isolated
MZM, we additionally compute the time-dependent mu-
tual information (MI) shared between the probe P and
the quenched region Q. It is defined as

I(t) = SQ(t) + SP (t)− SQ∪P (t) (7)

and quantifies the total amount of correlations between
the two disjoint regions [31, 37, 47], eliminating spurious
contributions to SP coming from the separation layer X
and not from the quenched region Q. The increase of
MI ∆I(t) = I(t) − I(t0), where t0 . δt and I(t0) → 0
for large d [55], is plotted in the inset of Fig. 2 (dashed
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lines). It shares its main features with ∆SP . In particu-
lar, when the probe is effectively coupled to the fermionic
bulk of the KC (dashed lines), ∆I saturates at 2 log(2),
indicating that P and Q share a conventional fermionic
mode [55]. In contrast, when the probe is coupled to the
isolated MZM (solid lines), the height of the increase is
halved and ∆I saturates at log(2). In the following, we
carefully analyze the MZM case.

Anomalous quantization.— After a sufficiently long
time tsf and in the large d limit [70], ∆I(tsf ) shows a
high degree of quantization and robustness. Indeed, as
long as the probe is gapless and the initial Hamiltonian
features a large trivial gap (such that regionsQ andX are
initially decoupled), the MI saturates at ∆I(tsf ) = log(2)
without the need of fine-tuning, as shown by the extended
white area in Fig. 3. Likewise, no fine-tuning of the tun-
nel coupling betweenQ andX is necessary to produce the
anomalous quantization signature, as long as it is compa-
rable to τp [55]. This anomalous quantization is robust
against finite temperature effects and deviations of Hf

from the TSS, as can be seen from the large white area in
Fig. 2. Away from the TSS, two main effects matter: (i)
hybridization of MZMs and (ii) finite band-width of the
fermionic bulk band. Related to point (i), the hybridiza-
tion of the MZMs disturbs the saturation of the EE at
the fractional value of log(2)/2. This makes sense be-
cause hybridized MZMs become regular fermions. If the
region Q is, however, chosen long enough such that the
hybridization between the MZMs is weak, then the frac-
tional EE can be observed, see Fig.2. Related to point
(ii), as long as the MZMs are energetically decoupled
from the bulk, our quench-probe setup allows to isolate
their contribution to the EE by energy selectivity.

As for the robustness at finite temperature, we show
that the quantization of the MI is retained even when
the system is initialized in a thermal trivial state of Hi

at finite temperature T , as long as the latter remains
smaller than the topological gap T � τf = ∆f [55].

Non-equilibrium dynamics.— Our quench-probe setup
features another useful knob, i.e. the size d of region X,
which can significantly enrich the analysis of the post-
quench entanglement dynamics. Indeed, a careful study
of I(t) as a function of d (plotted in Fig. 4) reveals the
coexistence of a fixed and a propagating component of
the correlations contributing to the MI. Let us explain
this point by carefully inspecting Fig. 4, from right to
left. If the probe region is too far away from Q, the
quench-induced excitations have not yet reached P and
the MI is basically zero. This explains the large trian-
gular gray area in Fig. 4, which is bounded by the Lieb-
Robinson limit d = tτp (black dashed line) [72]. To the
left of the Lieb-Robinson line, the MI increases as the
probe includes an increasing number of sites entangled
with Q (orange region). The MI reaches I ' 0.95 log(2)
close to the red-dotted line, which we attribute to the
propagation of excitations of finite but smaller group ve-

FIG. 4. MI as a function of d and time t. The red(blue)-
dotted line corresponds to I/ log 2 = 0.95 (1.05). The black-
dashed line shows the Lieb-Robinson limit d = tτp. The inset
shows a sketch of the fixed (blue) and propagating (orange)
contributions to the MI. For our choice of parameters see [71].

locity than τp. To the left of the red-dotted line, the
MI features a plateau around the anomalous quantized
value of log(2) (white region), the regime described in the
previous paragraphs. For small d, i.e. when the probe
region starts to include sites close to the Q-X interface,
the MI increases again and displays values above log(2)
(blue region). Interestingly, the correlations responsible
for this additional increase of MI do not propagate within
the probe, as shown by the blue-dotted line, correspond-
ing to I ' 1.05 log(2), which is asymptotically vertical.
Finally, for d = 0, the MI reaches the conventional quan-
tized value of I = 2 log(2). At a given (large) time, we
can thus identify two groups of sites that are entangled
with Q, a propagating one and a fixed one (pinned at the
Q-X interface), as sketched in the inset of Fig. 4. The
precise and robust quantization of ∆I, shown in Fig. 3,
can therefore be understood as the result of a dynamical
phenomenon, namely the separation of the correlations
between Q and P into two different components.

Conclusions.— Our quench-probe setup allows us to
identify a robust dynamical effect associated with the
presence of an isolated MZM, hosted by the post-quench
topological Hamiltonian. The observation of this effect,
consisting of particular fractional quantized jumps in
the entanglement properties of the probe, only requires
the preparation of the system in a trivial state. Re-
cent experimental progress shows that it is feasible to
measure the second order Renyi entropy by quantum
interference [73–75] or randomized measurements [76].
Even though the main focus of our work is put on the
von Neumann entropy, we show in the SM [55] that
all fractional features of the entanglement dynamics of
MZMs can also be identified in the second order Renyi
entropy. Hence, we are confident that our quench-probe
setup can be realized in engineered quantum systems
similar to the ones discussed in Refs. [73–76].
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and J. Folk, Detecting the universal fractional entropy
of majorana zero modes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 147702
(2019).

[53] S. Smirnov, Majorana tunneling entropy, Phys. Rev. B

92, 195312 (2015).
[54] J. F. Silva, L. G. G. V. D. da Silva, and E. Vernek, Ro-

bustness of the kondo effect in a quantum dot coupled to
majorana zero modes, Phys. Rev. B 101, 075428 (2020).

[55] See the supplemental material, which includes Refs. [68,
73–79] URL_will_be_inserted_by_publisher.

[56] A. Calzona, F. M. Gambetta, F. Cavaliere, M. Carrega,
and M. Sassetti, Quench-induced entanglement and re-
laxation dynamics in luttinger liquids, Phys. Rev. B 96,
085423 (2017).

[57] A. Calzona, F. M. Gambetta, M. Carrega, F. Cavaliere,
T. Schmidt, and M. Sassetti, Universal scaling of quench-
induced correlations in a one-dimensional channel at fi-
nite temperature, SciPost Physics 4, 10.21468/scipost-
phys.4.5.023 (2018).

[58] P. Ruggiero, P. Calabrese, L. Foini, and T. Giamarchi,
Quenches in initially coupled tomonaga-luttinger liquids:
a conformal field theory approach, SciPost Physics 11,
10.21468/scipostphys.11.3.055 (2021).

[59] E. H. Lieb and D. W. Robinson, The finite group velocity
of quantum spin systems, Communications in Mathemat-
ical Physics 28, 251 (1972).

[60] M. A. Cazalilla, A. Iucci, and M.-C. Chung, Thermaliza-
tion and quantum correlations in exactly solvable models,
Phys. Rev. E 85, 011133 (2012).

[61] D. Schuricht and F. H. L. Essler, Dynamics in the ising
field theory after a quantum quench, Journal of Statis-
tical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2012, P04017
(2012).

[62] M. A. Cazalilla, Effect of suddenly turning on interac-
tions in the luttinger model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 156403
(2006).

[63] J. De Nardis, B. Wouters, M. Brockmann, and J.-S.
Caux, Solution for an interaction quench in the lieb-
liniger bose gas, Phys. Rev. A 89, 033601 (2014).

[64] M. Brockmann, J. D. Nardis, B. Wouters, and J.-S.
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APPENDIX

In the main text, we propose a novel quench-probe setup for the study of entanglement dynamics and demonstrate its
capabilities by showing a fractional entanglement signature induced by a single Majorana zero mode. The main goal of
this supplemental material is to provide additional technical details about origin and robustness of this signature. This
includes a discussion about the origin of the fractional entanglement signature in the mutual information (Section A),
an analysis of the initial entanglement (Section B), a study of the dispersion of the entanglement quasiparticles in the
X region (Section C), an extended analysis of the robustness of the fractional entanglement signature (Section D),
and an analysis of the fractional entanglement signature using the experimental relevant second order Rényi entropy
(Section E).

Appendix A: Majornana-related MI

The goal of this section is to compute the entanglement entropy (EE) and the mutual information (MI) for subsys-
tems that share either an ordinary fermion or a single Majorana. To this end, we consider a toy model consisting of
three physical fermionic sites whose creation (annihilation) operators read cj (c†j) with j = 1, 2, 3. In the following,

we use the eigenvalues of the number operators nj = c†jcj to label the states as |n1n2n3〉. As discussed in the main
text, it is convenient to describe the system in terms of Majorana operators γj that satisfy{

cj = 1
2 (iγ2j−1 + γ2j)

c†j = 1
2 (−iγ2j−1 + γ2j)

⇔

{
γ2j = cj + c†j
γ2j−1 = i(c†j − cj)

. (A.1)

We start our analysis by considering a pure state of the system,

|ψF 〉 =
|100〉+ |010〉√

2
, (A.2)

which is an eigenstate F |ψF 〉 = |ψF 〉 of the Hermitian operator F = c†1c2 + c†2c1. As the latter describes the tunneling
of one fermion between the first two sites, |ψF 〉 features a delocalized fermion distributed over the first two sites. A
straightforward analysis of the entanglement entropies associated to every single site leads to SF1 = SF2 = log(2) and
SF3 = SF1∪2 = 0. The MI between the first and the second site is thus given by

IF = SF1 + SF2 − SF1∪2 = 2 log(2). (A.3)

The expression of the operator F = (iγ2γ3 − iγ1γ4)/2 in terms of Majorana operators shows that a fermionic
tunneling actually corresponds to two Majorana tunneling terms, expressed via the parity operators Pij = iγiγj
(remember that γ†i = γi). This raises the question about the entanglement properties of the system when it is in an
eigenstate of only a single Majorana tunneling term, say P23. To this end, we consider the state

|ψM 〉 =
|100〉+ |010〉+ |001〉+ |111〉

2
(A.4)

that indeed satisfies

P23|ψM 〉 = (F + c1c2 + c†2c
†
1)|ψM 〉

=
|010〉+ |100〉+ |111〉+ |001〉

2
= |ψM 〉.

(A.5)

However, |ψM 〉 is not an eigenstate of the second Majorana tunneling term

〈ψM |P14|ψM 〉 = 0. (A.6)

The single-site reduced density matrices obtained from |ψM 〉 are all maximally mixed. This leads to SM1 = SM2 =
SM3 = SM1∪2 = log(2). The MI between the first and the second site is thus given by

IM = SM1 + SM2 − SM1∪2 = log(2). (A.7)

To summarize, when two sites equally share a fermion, their MI reads IF = 2 log(2). By contrast, when they only
share one Majorana, the MI is halved, i.e. IM = log(2).
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FIG. B1. Illustration of the initial offset of (a) the EE and
(b) the MI of the probe for different sizes d of the spacing
region X when coupled to the MZM. We show the amount
of entanglement in units of log(2) with N = 500, l = 4, τt =
1τp; (µi = 20, τ i = ∆i = 1τp)→ (µf = 0, τf = ∆f = 20τp)
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FIG. B2. Analysis of initial offset of (a) the EE SP (t0, d) and
(b) the mutual information I(t0, d) with respect to d, when
coupled to the MZM. The MI is given in units of log(2), the
EE in natural units. For (a) we choose t0 = 0. As a guide to
the eye a power law (red line) is fitted to the data, for the MI
I(t0, d) ∝ d−0.93. For the EE we use a logarithm to fit the data
SP (t0, d) ∝ log(d)/6.0 + const., which is the standard result
known from literature [77]. In (b) we numerically determine
I(t0) as the value of I(t) (t ≈ δt) at the time t0(d) when
the slope of the mutual information is above the threshold of
d
dt
I(t) > 0.0005. Due to oscillations, we smooth the data using

a Savitzky-Golay filter before taking the numerical derivative.
Our parameter choice is (a) : N = 1000; (b) : N = 2000, t0 =
0; l = 4, τt = 1τp; (µi = 20, τ i = ∆i = 1τp) → (µf = 0, τf =
∆f = 20τp).

Appendix B: Initial entanglement value of EE and MI

In the main text (see Figs. 1-3), we focus on the entanglement entropy of the probe ∆SP (t) = SP (t)− SP (0) and
the mutual information ∆I(t) = I(t) − I(t0) between the Q and P region, as only the change of those measures
is important to observe the fractional entanglement value of the MZM. The aim of this section is to discuss more
thoroughly the genuine measures SP (t) and I(t) since both exhibit a finite value for times 0 ≤ t < δt before the
delay time δt. Here, δt is the time period between the quench and the first entanglement quasiparticles arriving in
region P , which can be identified by a rapid increase of the entanglement measure. The origin of this initial value is
completely different between the EE and MI, so we discuss them separately in the following.

B1. Initial entanglement entropy

In Fig. B1(a), we study SP (t) of the probe, when coupled to the MZM, from t = 0 to approximately t ∼ δt for
several setups with varying distances d. Here, the important observation is that SP (t) has a constant finite value from
t = 0 until t ∼ δt and which is similar in magnitude as the height of the (fractionalized) jump of log(2)/2. The finite
constant EE is due to the fact that we use a gapless probe. It is well known that a subset (here the P -region) of a
gapless system (here the XP -region) has a non-zero EE [79]. The initial value vanishes as soon as the probe becomes
gapped.
It is expected that, for a gapless probe, the initial EE grows logarithmically with the size d of the X-region. We verify
this in Fig. B2(a), where we plot S(t0, d) for several distances d and fit a logarithmic function (red curve) to the data
points. It follows Sp(t0, d) ∝ log(d)/6 + const., in agreement with the expectation for a 1D fermionic system with a
single entanglement cut and a central charge c = 1 [68, 77–79].
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B2. Initial mutual information

The MI behaves completely different to the EE for times 0 ≤ t < δt, as can be seen in Fig: B1(b), where we plot
the MI when coupled to the MZM for several distances d. Initially, at t = 0, the MI is I(t) ∼ 0 because the Q and
P region are initially decoupled from each other. Subsequently, we observe a time evolution consisting of damped
oscillations, which eventually decay into a plateau at a small but finite value of I, see Fig. B1(b). The height of the
plateau I(t0) is typically much smaller (two orders of magnitude in Fig. B1(b)) than the height of the jump occurring
at t ∼ δt. In addition, the height of the plateau I(t0) goes to zero as d increases (see Fig. B1(b) and Fig. B2(b)). It
follows a powerlaw decay (red line in Fig. B2(b)). A non-vanishing (and time-dependent) MI before δt might seem
puzzling, given the fact that the information about the quench reaches region P only after a time δt, as shown by the
EE. However, the reason is that the MI is not a local quantity but, by definition, it involves the EE of Q, P and X.
Right after the quench, region Q starts to be coupled only to the first sites of region X. They, however, are already
weakly correlated with region P , given the gapless nature of HXP . Those initial correlations are indeed expected to
decay as a powerlaw with d (i.e. the distance of the sites from the entanglement cut between region X and P ). This
explains the non zero value of I(t) below the Lieb-Robinson line for small d, visible in Fig. 4 of the main text. We
emphasize that I(t0) is very small for most values of d, so that it is fair to consider ∆I(t) ∼ I(t) in most scenarios.

Appendix C: Quasiparticle dispersion in X region

We now focus on the long-time behavior of the MI, detailing how the limit value log(2) is reached when we couple to
the MZM. For this reason, we define f(t) = 1−∆I(t)/ log(2), which measures the distance of the mutual information
to 1 in units of log(2). In Fig. C1, we plot f(t) on a double logarithmic scale for several setups. In Fig. C1(a), we
vary the distance d, while in Fig. C1(b), we change the chemical potential µp in the XP region. Both have in common
that during the delay time t ≤ δt, when non of the entanglement particles emitted from Q have reached the probe
region P , f(t) = 1 remains constant. However, after some transient for t > δt we observe a power law decay of f(t)
towards zero.
In the following, we study how α depends on the system parameters. In particular, we show that it is independent of
d (Fig. C1(a)) but, in general, it depends on the other parameters e.g. µp (see Fig. C1(b)).
Neglecting some transient effects, we can give a rough description of the MI as:

I(t, d) =

0 t ≤ δt(d)

log(2)

[
1−

(
t

δt(d)

)−α]
t > δt(d)

(C.1)

Here, δt(d) and α depend on the system parameters we choose for a specific setup. The parameter α plays a particular
role in the entanglement dynamics of our system as it determines the amount of correlation carried by modes of a
specific velocity in the probe. In the following, we want to define more precisely the relation between α and the
aforementioned velocity. Therefore, using Eq. (C.1), let us determine the time tp needed to reach a certain level p of
MI, say I(tp) = p log(2) (with 0 < p < 1). Then it follows that

p = 1−
(
tp
δt

)−α
⇒ 1− p =

(
δt

tp

)α
⇒ tp = δt(1− p)− 1

α

with δt = d/vmax. Hence, there is a linear relation between tp ∝ d, which we have already seen in Fig. 4 of the main
text. There, the red dotted line corresponds to the contour of I(tp) = p log(2) with p = 0.95.
From tp, we can derive a velocity

vp =
d

tp
= vmax(1− p) 1

α . (C.2)

We can thus interpret Eq. (C.2) as the velocity of the modes whose arrival in the probe region is associated with
I reaching I = p log(2). This picture is consistent with the idea that several quasiparticles are emitted and travel
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FIG. C1. Illustrations of how varying (a) the distance d and (b) the chemical potential µp affects the dispersion of the
entanglement quasiparticles. For better visualization of the dispersion we plot the quantity f(t) in units of log(2). There the
red dashed lines show regions, where the decay follows a powerlaw. We choose (a) : N = 1000; (b) : N = 800, d = 100, l =
4, τt = 1τp, ; (µi = 20, τ i = ∆i = 1τp)→ (µf = 0, τf = ∆f = 20τp). For the plots (a), (b) we adapt the distance d respectively
the potential µP (see legend entries).

independently in the probe, with different velocities according to their momentum and the dispersion relation of the
probe, each one carrying a contribution to the MI. Large (small) values of α can be therefore associated with the fact
that a large portion of the correlations is carried by fast (slow) modes.
That explains why varying d in Fig. C1(a) has no effect on the decay of f(t), since the distribution of entanglement
carried by modes with different velocity is independent of the distance d between the Q and the P region. A change
of µp (see Fig. C1(b)) affects the aforementioned distribution of entanglement between the modes, leading to different
decaying rates α of f(t).

Appendix D: Robustness and sensitivity of the fractional entanglement signature

In the main text, we explain that the fractional entanglement signature is robust against deviations from the TSS
and finite temperatures T , while being very sensitive to hybridization of the MZMs. In the following we want to
corroborate these statements.

D1. Sensitivity to hybridization

An important property of ∆I and ∆SP is that they display a remarkable sensitivity to the presence of hybridization
between the two MZMs hosted by the Kitaev chain (KC). To quantify this point, we consider an additional contribution
to the Hamiltonian:

Hγγ = iτγγγ1γ2l + h.c.. (D.1)

It directly couples the Majorana operators γ1 and γ2l at the two ends of the KC and a finite amplitude τγγ > 0
leads to an hybridization of the two MZMs, which acquire a finite energy and cease to be isolated. If we add
Hγγ to our problem and stay otherwise at the topological sweet spot (TSS) then τγγ is the only parameter that
controls the hybridization of the MZMs. In this sense, it quantifies the hybridization. At the same time, it
mimics the situation away from the TSS in a finite length KC. The sensitivity of the entanglement signature to
hybridization can be seen in Fig. D1(b), where we plot the values of ∆I(t) (orange line) and ∆SP (t) (blue line) a
long time t = 3 103 τ−1p after the quench as a function of 0 ≤ τγγ ≤ 10−2 τp. Deviations from the quantized values
can be observed already for τγγ ∼ 10−3τp. This remarkable sensitivity to Majorana hybridization strongly points
at the isolated nature of the right MZM as the origin of the anomalous quantized jumps observed in both ∆SP and ∆I.
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FIG. D1. ∆I (orange lines) and ∆SP (blue lines), both in
units of log(2), as a function of temperature T (panel (a)) and
Majorana hybridization τγγ (panel b) in the long time limit tsf .
We choose l = 4, d = 100, τt = 1τp, τp = 1; (µi = 20, τ i = ∆i =
1τp) → (µf = 0, τf = ∆f = 20τp) and (a) : N = 500, tsf =
500; (b) : N = 2000, tsf = 3000.
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FIG. D2. Effects on the time dependence of ∆SP when the
quench deviates from the TSS. The parameter µf (in units of
τp) is varied (see legend entries) and the time dependence of
∆SP in units of log(2) is studied when coupled to (a) the MZM
respectively (b) to the bulk states. Our choice of parameters
is N = 1000, d = 100, l = 34, τt = 1τp, ; (µi = 20, τ i = ∆i =
1τp)→ (µf , τf = ∆f = 20τp).

D2. Robustness at finite temperature

In sharp contrast to the high sensitivity with respect to Majorana hybridization, the anomalous quantization of
∆I = log(2) is particularly robust with respect to other parameters. In Fig. D1(a), we study the effects of finite tem-
perature T . This amounts to consider the system to be initialized not in the groundstate |ψ0〉 of Hi, but rather in the
thermal state ρth(T ) =

∑
m exp(−εm/T )|ψm〉〈ψm|, where |ψm〉, εm are eigenstates respectively eigenenergies of Hi

and kB = 1. After a quench to the TSS, the quantization of ∆I = log(2) (orange line) is perfectly retained up to tem-
peratures slightly higher than the probe bandwidth, T & τp, but smaller than the topological gap, T � τf = ∆f . This
remarkable robustness at finite temperature strongly supports the topological origin of our phenomenon. The EE is
more sensitive to the presence of thermal correlations. It displays a quantized jump in ∆SP (blue line) only for T � τp.

D3. Robustness against deviations from the TSS

Importantly, the anomalous quantization of ∆I and ∆SP is retained also when the final Hamiltonian Hf is tuned
away from the TSS (but still within the topological phase). In Fig. D2(a), it is clearly visible, that for a sufficiently
long Q region ∆SP converges to the fractional value of log(2)/2 even for substantial deviations from the TSS (such
as µf = 15τp, which is of similar magnitude to τf = ∆f = 20τp). The same behavior can be observed in the MI.
In Fig. D3, we illustrate how the hybridization of the MZMs affects the time evolution of ∆SP and the fractional
entanglement signature. For µf = 15τp, the hybridization is very small, leading to an energy splitting between the
MZM of ∆E ∼ 10−3τp. As a result, according to Sec. D1, we expect the quantization to be retained until times of
the order t ∼ 1000τ−1p . As µf increases, the hybridization becomes more sizable. For µf = 15.5τp (orange dots),
the splitting is ∆E ∼ 3 · 10−3τp and, indeed, we start to see a deviation from the blue line around t ∼ 300τ−1p . For

µf = 16.5τp (green), the splitting is even larger (∆E ∼ 0.018τp) and ∆SP (t) displays no fractional plateau anymore.
The situation is different when the probe is selectively coupled to the bulk of the KC. Then, the finite group velocity
of the bulk band allows for a large number of quench-generated quasiparticles above the topological gap to move from
Q to P via X. As a result, in the long time limit, ∆I and ∆SP do not saturate anymore but rather increase linearly
(before finite size effects associated with finite l and N matter), as illustrated in Fig. D2(b).
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FIG. D3. Effects of hybridization of the MZMs on the time dependence of ∆SP . The values of µf (in units of τp) are chosen in
such a way that at µf = 15τp the hybridization of the Majoranas is ∆E ∼ 0.001τp, while for µf = 16.5τp ∆E ∼ 0.018τp. We
choose N = 800, d = 100, l = 34, τt = 1τp; (µi = 20, τ i = ∆i = 1τp)→ (µf = 0, τf = ∆f = 20τp).

D4. Interplay of edge and bulk contributions

As long as the hybridization is small and the bulk gap sufficiently large the entanglement signature is perfectly
fractional quantized. We now address the question whether we can still distinguish the edge contribution to the
entanglement dynamics from the bulk contribution in case of a propagation of bulk modes into the probe. This
happens when the probe is coupled to the MZM and also partially to the bulk modes. To clarify this point, we
analyze the influence of bulk modes on the fractional signature of the edge modes. Hence, we choose µf of the Q
region, such that the bulk gap is comparable to the bandwidth of the probe (see Fig. D4). We clearly observe in
Fig. D5 a sharp fractional jump due to the MZM on top of linear growth caused by the bulk modes. This stresses
again the significance of our result. The fractional entanglement signature of the MZM is recognizable in the presence
of bulk modes.
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FIG. D4. Spectrum of final Hamiltonian Hf (µf ,∆f = τf =
20τp);N = 1000, l = 301, µp = 0, τt = 1τp, τp = 1 for varying
µf . The MZMs are colored in red, the bulk modes of region Q
in orange and the dense modes in region XP in blue.
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FIG. D5. Entanglement entropy in the case of decreasing bulk
gap (µi = 20τp,∆

i = 0, τ i = 1τp) → (µf = 0,∆f = τf =
20τp);N = 1000, l = 301, d = 100, µp = 0, τt = 1τp

Appendix E: MZM entanglement signature in second order Rényi entropy

In our manuscript, we analyze the entanglement dynamics of a quenched Kitaev chain using a quench-probe setup.
There the MZM reveals a fractional signature in the time dependent von Neumann entropy. In general, such entan-
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glement signatures are challenging to detect experimentally. However, impressive experimental progress has recently
been made [73–76], where protocols aiming at observing the second order Rényi entropy by using two ”copies” of
the system of interest respectively by means of randomized measurements have been employed. In the following, we
demonstrate that the main findings of our manuscript remain visible in the second order Rényi entropy.

E1. Rényi entropy signature of MZM

The Renyi entropy of a subsystem ρA is defined as

Sq =
1

1− q
log(Tr[ρqA]), (E.1)

hence the second order Rényi entropy, also called quantum purity, corresponds to

S2 = − log(Tr[ρ2A]).

In the limit q → 1, the Renyi entropy transforms to the standard von Neumann entropy.
Based on Eq. E.1, we can define the Rényi mutual information (RMI) as

Iq(A,B) = Sq(ρA) + Sq(ρB)− Sq(ρA∪B) (E.2)

In Fig. E6, we illustrate the fractional entanglement signature of the MZM with respect to the second order Renyi
entropy. We see that all the main features of the fractional von Neumann entropy signature of the MZM compared
to one of the bulk modes can be observed by the second order Renyi entropy.
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FIG. E6. Quantum purity and Rényi mutual information between the Q and P region for q = 2 when coupled to the MZM
respectively bulk modes. Quench parameters: (µi = 20τp,∆

i = τ i = 1τp) → (µf = 0,∆f = τf = 20τp);N = 500, l = 4, d =
100, µp = 0 (MZM);µp = 20τp (bulk)

The change of the quantum purity of the MZM saturates at a fractional value, but not exactly at log(2)/2. Instead,
it saturates at a slightly larger value. However, there is a clear difference between the saturation of the second order
Renyi entropy for MZMs and bulk modes. The second order Rényi entropy of the bulk modes saturates at log(2),
which is equivalent to the von Neumann entropy shown in the manuscript.
Performing the same analysis of the MZM and bulk modes using the RMI we obtain exactly the same results as for
the von Neumann mutual information considered in the manuscript. The MZM RMI is saturates at ∆I2 = log(2),
while the bulk modes reach ∆I2 = 2 log(2).
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