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We propose a new Rashba-free mechanism to realize topological superconductivity with electron-
phonon interaction. In the presence of a magnetic field, electron-phonon interaction with small
momentum transfer is found to favor spin-triplet Cooper pairing. This process facilitates the forma-
tion of chiral topological superconductivity even when Rashba spin-orbital coupling is absent. As
a proof of concept, we propose an experimentally feasible heterostructure to systematically study
the entangled relationship among forward-phonon scatterings, Rashba spin-orbital couplings, pair-
ing symmetries, and superconducting topology. Our theory sheds light on the important role of
electron-phonon coupled materials in the pursuit of non-Abelian Majorana quasiparticles.

Introduction - Topological superconductors have been
attracting broad interests due to the great potential
application of the non-Abelian states in fault-tolerant
quantum computing [1–5]. Topological physics in su-
perconductors can arise in an intrinsic or extrinsic man-
ner [6–24]. For example, unconventional superconduc-
tors with chiral p-wave Cooper pairing, are a promising
platform to achieve topological superconductivity intrin-
sically in a bulk system [25–27]. Because unconventional
superconductors are scarce in nature, recent research
attentions have been focusing on extrinsic approaches
to achieve “artificial” topological superconductor via
hetero-engineering [6–12, 20]. These artificial topologi-
cal superconductors usually consist of a conventionally
superconducting substrate as a Cooper pair source and
a functional add-on layer with a strong spin-orbital cou-
pling. Choice of the add-on layer could be a Rashba
system or a topological insulator surface, and it needs to
borrow Cooper pairs from the substrate, as well as an
applied magnetic field, to make topological superconduc-
tor. Thanks to the state-of-the-art epitaxial growth tech-
nique, recent years have witnessed significant progress
along the direction of extrinsic topological supercon-
ductors [28–35], including Rashba nanowires [30], fer-
romagnetic semiconductors [36], and high-mobility two-
dimensional (2D) electron gas [37]. However, supercon-
ductivity from the proximity effect is usually weaker than
an intrinsic one, significantly limiting the working tem-
perature of artificial topological superconductor setups.
Furthermore, a small superconducting gap of topologi-
cal superconductors will necessarily increase the vulner-
ability of its topological boundary modes (i.e., Majorana
modes) regarding disordering effects [38, 39]. Therefore,
an interesting open question in this field is how to break
this temperature barrier of artificial topological super-
conductor in heterostructures.

Our main finding in this work is that forward electron-
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FIG. 1. Schematic view of the 2D topological supercon-
ductor induced by the interfacial electron-phonon interaction.
Panel (b) shows two-electron scattering by a phonon with the
momentum transfer q. Panel (c) shows electron scattering
near the Fermi level, relevant to the paring, with zero mo-
mentum transfer q = 0. Panel (d) is same as panel (c) but
with a nonzero momentum transfer q.

phonon scattering tends to generate spin-triplet Cooper
pairs in the presence of a magnetic field, which motivates
us to propose a new experimentally feasible paradigm to
achieve high-temperature artificial chiral topological su-
perconductor, without using the superconducting prox-
imity effect [40]. As shown in Fig. 1, the heterostruc-
ture we considered involves a nonsuperconducting sub-
strate that generates phonons, instead of Cooper pairs,
to a 2D add-on layer, which could have Rashba spin-
orbital coupling (RSOC). The interaction between elec-
trons and substrate phonons leads to Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer (BCS) instability, further generating intrinsic
superconductivity in the add-on layer. Previous studies
have shown that this interfacial interaction driven super-
conductivity can exist at high temperatures [41–47], im-
plying a pathway to avoid the temperature limitation of
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the superconducting proximity effect. Remarkably, we
find that short-ranged forward phonon scatterings are
crucial to induce triplet pairing, and further significantly
stabilizes superconductivity against an applied magnetic
field. This effect allows our setup to go beyond the Pauli
limit [48–50] and further fulfill the stringent topological
superconducting condition for RSOC systems [51].

Unlike most proposals for artificial topological super-
conductors in the literature, RSOC is not a necessary
ingredient for our phonon-mediated topological super-
conductor recipe. In the absence of RSOC, we find
that the magnetic field drives a phase transition from
a spin-singlet pairing phase to a triplet one, allowing

the Zeeman-induced spin-polarized Fermi surface to be
Cooper paired. This phenomenon is crucial for enabling
a zero-RSOC topological superconductor. When RSOC
is turned on, the breaking of inversion symmetry leads
to a singlet-triplet mixed state, while the external mag-
netic field driven singlet-triplet transition now becomes
a crossover (e.g., singlet-dominant to triplet-dominant
pairings).

Model Hamiltonian - We first set up a platform for a
two-dimensional single-band electron gas with e-ph cou-
pling as shown in Fig. 1. The entire Hamiltonian of this
system is given by H = H0 +Hph +He-ph, where

H0 = −2t
∑
k,σ

[cos(kxa) + cos(kya)] c†k,σck,σ + 2λSOC

∑
k

[
d(k)c†k,↑ck,↓ + h.c.

]
+

∑
k,σ

(δσBz − µ)c†k,σck,σ, (1)

Hph = Ω
∑
q

b†qbq, (2)

He-ph =
1√
N

∑
k,q,σ

g(q)c†k+q,σck,σ(b†−q + bq). (3)

Here, c†k,σ (ck,σ) creates (annihilates) a spin σ (=↑, ↓)
electron with momentum k. b†q (bq) creates (annihilates)
a phonon mode with momentum q. d(k) = sin(kya) +
i sin(kxa), where a is the lattice constant. t is the nearest
neighbor hopping integral, λSOC is the Rashba spin-orbit
coupling strength, Ω is the optical phonon frequency, Bz
is the magnetic field, µ is the chemical potential, and N is
the lattice size. δσ = −1 (1) for spin-up (spin-down) elec-
trons. g(q) is the matrix element of the e-ph interaction,
and we adopt g2(q) = g2

0f(q). Motivated by the e-ph
coupling physics at the interface of FeSe/STO [43, 47],
both uniform and forward e-ph couplings are studied in
this work. While f(q) = 1 denotes a uniform e-ph in-
teraction, the forward e-ph interaction is captured by
a Gaussian-like form factor f(q) = 4π2 1√

2πq0
e−|q|/q0 ,

where q0 is the scattering range.
We analyze this Hamiltonian using the Migdal-

Eliashberg (ME) theory in the Nambu space [52, 53].
Throughout this work, we set the lattice size N = 40×40,
the temperature T = 0.01t, the dimensionless e-ph cou-

pling strength λph =
2g20
WΩ 〈f(q)〉 = 0.8, and the elec-

tron density n = 0.2. A weak spin-orbit coupling has
a tiny effect on the bandwidth W , and we set W = 8t
here. We follow Ref. [43] and assume that the rele-
vant phonon branch for the forward scattering is an op-
tical phonon with Ω = t. Stability of our conclusion
against a scaling of λph has also been tested and con-
firmed in the supplemental material [53]. To further
extract the topological information, an effective single-
particle Hamiltonian is constructed to fit the ME theory,

with H ′ = H0 +
∑

k Σ(k). In the Nambu space, the
self-energy at zero frequency Σ(k) is a 4× 4 matrix, ob-
tained by extrapolating the self-energy Σ(k, iωn) in the
Matsubara frequency ωn space as ωn → 0. Topological
invariant such as the first Chern number of H ′ can thus
be calculated in an efficient way [54].

Superconductivity. The superconductivity with the in-
terfacial electron-phonon interaction is studied under an
external out-of-plane magnetic field. Figure 2(a) shows
the q0-Bz phase diagram at λSOC = 0.3t. A phase tran-
sition from a trivial superconducting (SC) state to the
topological superconducting (TSC) state occurs as the
magnetic field increases when q0 < 1.2/a. The red dashed
curve represents the phase boundary between these two
phases. The critical magnetic field Bc for this phase
transition exhibits a nonmonotonic behavior. Here, Bc
rapidly increases with q0 for q0 < 0.4/a and then slightly
decreases. The TSC state is replaced by a metallic (M)
state when q0 > 1.2/a, indicating the spoilage of super-
conductivity. For a Holstein model with a uniform e-ph
coupling, the external magnetic field rapidly suppresses
the SC state (see the supplemental material [53]). These
results imply that a short-ranged forward e-ph interac-
tion stabilizes superconductivity against an applied mag-
netic field, a rather crucial fact to enable field-induced
topology in a superconductor.

The persistence of the superconductivity under a mag-
netic field at small q0 is attributed to the emergence
of a triplet pairing potential. In the following, we will
demonstrate this argument using a mean-field approach.
In the second-order approximation, the two-particle in-
teraction mediated by the e-ph interaction is given by
V =

∑
k,k′,q,σ,σ′ Uqc

†
k+q,σck,σc

†
k′−q,σ′ck′,σ′ . This inter-

action is represented by the Feynman diagram shown in
Fig. 1(b). In the Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer (BCS) the-
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FIG. 2. (a) The phase diagram in the plane of the magnetic
field Bz and the scattering range q0. The z-axis represents
the ratio R between spin-up triplet and singlet pairing fields.
Here, SC, TSC, and M denote normal superconducting, topo-
logical superconducting, and metallic states, respectively. (b)
The evolution of the singlet pairing field ∆↑↓ with the mag-
netic field Bz. (c) The evolution of the spin-up triplet pairing
field ∆↑↑ with the magnetic field. Here, we set λSOC = 0.3t.

ory [55], this interaction is decoupled into pairing terms,
and a pair of electrons with momenta k and −k and
spin σ and σ′ is coupled via an effective pairing poten-
tial, given by Vk,σ,σ′ =

∑
q Uq〈c†k+q,σc

†
−k−q,σ′〉. When

Uq is independent of q, the effective potential becomes

Vk,σ,σ′ = U
∑

k′〈c†k′,σc
†
−k′,σ′〉. In this case, the effective

potential on two electrons with the same spin is zero be-
cause 〈c†k′,σc

†
−k′,σ〉 has to be odd in parity. Therefore, a

uniform e-ph interaction only supports the s-wave singlet
pairing. However, when Uq is nonzero only at small mo-
mentum, say |q| = 0, the effective potential on two elec-

trons with the same spin becomes U〈c†k,σc
†
−k,σ〉, which is

sketched in Fig. 1(c). In the presence of the spin-orbit
coupling or a magnetic field, the effective triplet pairing
potential is no longer zero. This nonzero triplet pair-
ing potential can further enhance the triplet pairing field
under a magnetic field.

To shed light on the e-ph coupling induced pair-
ing symmetry, we examine the evolution of both spin-
singlet and triplet pairing fields under a magnetic
field. The pairing field is a momentum dependent
quantity. Here, we focus on the average value of
the pairing field and define the singlet ∆↑↓ , spin-
up triplet ∆↑↑, and spin-down triplet pairing ∆↓↓
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FIG. 3. (a) The phase diagram in the plane of the magnetic
field Bz and the spin-orbit coupling λSOC. The z-axis repre-
sents the ratio R between spin-up triplet and singlet pairing
fields. (b) The evolution of the singlet pairing field ∆↑↓ with
the magnetic field Bz. (c) The evolution of the spin-up triplet
pairing field ∆↑↑ with the magnetic field Bz. Here, we set
q0 = 0.4/a, where a is the lattice constant.

fields as mean(|〈ck,↑c−k,↓〉|), mean(|〈ck,↑c−k,↑〉|), and
mean(|〈ck,↓c−k,↓〉|), respectively. Figures 2(b) and 2(c)
plot ∆↑↓ and ∆↑↑, respectively, for different values of
q0. The e-ph interaction induces the s-wave singlet SC
state in the absence of the magnetic field and RSOC [56].
RSOC hybridizes spin-up and spin-down electrons, lead-
ing to a nonzero triplet pairing field at Bz = 0. Our
nonzero ∆↑↑ at Bz = 0 shown in Fig. 2(c) is consistent
with this prediction. Figure 2(b) shows that the singlet
pairing field is continuously suppressed by the magnetic
field; however, ∆↑↓ does not vanish under a strong mag-
netic field when the scattering range q0 is small. This
nonzero ∆↑↓ under a strong magnetic field is attributed
to the existence of the nonzero triplet pairing field and
the hybridization between spin-up and spin-down elec-
trons. In contrast to the singlet pairing field, the spin-
up triplet pairing field is enhanced by the magnetic field
when the scattering range is small, consistent with our
previous mean-field analysis. To gain insight into the
evolution of the triplet pairing field under the magnetic
field, the color map of Fig. 2(a) shows the ratio R between
∆↑↑ and ∆↑↓. We observe that the pairing field is dom-
inated by the singlet (spin-up triplet) field as Bz < 0.4
(Bz > 0.5). Due to the nonzero λSOC, the TSC state
shown in Fig. 2(a) is not a pure triplet pairing state.
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FIG. 4. Topological phase transition. Panels (a) and (b) plot the spectral functions A↑(k, ω) for the spin-up electrons at
Bz = 0.45t and 1.45t, respectively. Panels (c) and (d) plot the corresponding spectral functions A↓(k, ω) for the spin-down
electrons. (e) The evolution of the Bogoliubov gap ∆ as a function of the magnetic field. (f) The Chern number C as a function
of the magnetic field Bz. Panels (g) and (h) plot quasiparticle band structures of a finite thickness ribbon in the Normal
superconducting (SC) and topological superconducting states (TSC), respectively. Here, the RSOC is set as λSOC = 0.3t and
the scattering range is q0 = 0.4/a.

Now we analyze the effect of the RSOC. Figure 3(a)
plots the Bz-λSOC phase diagram at q0 = 0.4/a, and
Figs. 3(b) and 3(c) show the corresponding singlet and
spin-up triplet pairing fields as a function of the magnetic
field, respectively. At λSOC = 0, the phase transition
from the SC state to the TSC state occurs at Bz = 1.15t
when the band of spin-down electrons moves above the
Fermi surface. The critical magnetic field weakly de-
pends on λSOC. Although λSOC has a tiny effect on the
critical magnetic field, λSOC stabilizes the singlet pairing
field under a strong magnetic field, making ∆↑↓ decrease
slowly. This result can be directly observed in Fig. 3(b).
Besides, we observe a sudden change in ∆↑↓ and ∆↑↑ at
Bz = 0.3t and λSOC = 0, indicating that a pure singlet
SC state becomes a pure triplet SC state. This transition
is not accompanied by the topological phase transition,
implying that the TSC phase transition is not induced
by the change of the symmetry of the pairing field.

Topological phase transition. Our topological phase
transition is induced by a Lifshitz transition. To see
this, we plot the momentum-dependent spectral func-
tion Aσ(k, ω) in Figs. 4(a)- 4(d) with q0 = 0.4/a and
λSOC = 0.3t. Aσ(k, ω) is obtained from the analytic
continuation with the Páde approximation. Here, the
band gap near the Fermi level shown in Figs. 4 (a)- 4
(d) is not the Bogoliubov gap because the analytic con-
tinuation is performed on the normal Green’s function.
The spin-orbit coupling breaks the spin SU(2) symme-
try and generates two bands at non-high-symmetry mo-
menta. We label a band with a smaller (larger) Fermi
momentum as band α (η). At Bz = 0, spin-up and spin-
down electrons have an equivalent weight on both bands.

At a fixed electron density, the magnetic field transfers
spin-up (spin-down) electrons to the η (α) band. With
increasing the magnetic field, the α band at the Γ point
slowly moves from below to above the Fermi surface. At
Bz = 1.3t, the α band goes across the Fermi surface
at the Γ point (see supplemental material [53]) and is
dominated by the spin-down electrons in the low-energy
region. The ground state becomes the TSC state when
band α moves above the Fermi surface (Bz > 1.3t).

To see the detail of the topological phase transition,
Fig. 4(e) plots the Bogoliubov gap ∆ obtained from the
spectral function (SF) Aσ(k, ω) and the exact diagonal-
ization (ED) of the effective single-particle Hamiltonian
H ′. ∆ from the spectral function is obtained by search-
ing for the minimal excitation energy. With increasing
magnetic field Bz, both Bogoliubov gaps gradually ap-
proach zero at Bz = 1.3t and rapidly increase by further
increasing Bz, indicating that a topological phase tran-
sition occurs at Bz = 1.3t. Figure 4(f) plots the Chern
number C as a function of Bz. C discontinuously changes
from 0 to 1 at Bz = 1.3t, confirming that the Lifshitz
transition and the topological transition coincide.

The TSC state at high fields is further confirmed by
examining the edge spectrum. For this purpose, we con-
struct an effective single-particle Hamiltonian on a fi-
nite thickness ribbon with a periodic boundary condi-
tion along the x-direction and an open boundary condi-
tion along the y-direction. In this case, the self-energy
Σ(kx, ry) is obtained from the Fourier transform of Σ(k).
We cut off Σ(kx, ry) at a distance |ry| = 3a because
Σ(kx, ry) is negligible when |ry| > 3a (see details in the
supplemental material [53]). Figures 4(g) and 4(h) plot
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the ribbon-geometry spectrum with λSOC = 0.3t and a
ribbon thickness of 100. We observe a nonzero Bogoli-
ubov gap with q0 = 0.4/a and Bz = 0.2t and gapless chi-
ral Majorana edge modes with q0 = 0.4/a and Bz = 1.8t.
This result confirms the TSC state in the latter.

Conclusions - We have uncovered that the forward
e-ph interaction is in favor of generating spin-triplet su-
perconductivity under a magnetic field. We also pre-
dict a magnetic-field-induced transition (λSOC = 0) or
crossover (λSOC 6= 0) from a singlet-dominant to a
triplet-dominant pairing phase. These results allow us to
design a new Rashba-free protocol to build artificial chiral
topological superconductor with the help of a “phonon-
proximity” effect. Since the triplet superconductivity is
intrinsically generated in the add-on layer, we do ex-
pect the superconducting gap to be generically larger
than that of a superconducting-proxitimized system, thus
providing a new pathway towards high-temperature non-
Abelian Majorana platforms [4, 57–59].

The relaxation of Rashba interaction greatly facili-
tates the materialization of our platform. For exam-
ple, the 2D electron gas can be obtained by using the
metal-oxide-semiconductor field-effect transistors [60] or
the ZnO/ZnMgO heterostructure. Since the electron gas
can feature a rather high mobility, the disorder effect will
be suppressed to guarantee the robustness of Majorana
physics in the topological superconductor. In addition,
TiO2-terminated SrTiO3 is a good candidate for phonon
substrate, because it is expected to feature a short-ranged
forward phonon scattering (q0 ≈ 0.1/a − 0.3/a) to the
two-dimensional electron gas due to the vibration of oxy-
gen atoms [42]. We hope our work will inspire more
theoretical and experimental efforts to explore Majorana
physics from an electron-phonon origin.
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