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We show the presence of Majorana edge modes in an interacting fermionic ladder with spin in
a number conserved setting. The interchain single particle hopping is suppressed and only a pair
hopping is present between the different chains of the ladder. Additionally, the hopping along the
chains is spin imbalanced and a transverse magnetic field is applied breaking time-reversal invariance.
We study the robustness of the topological phase with respect to an on-site interaction between the
spin-up and spin-down fermions and the spin dependent imbalance of the hopping. The main result
of the present work is that the topological phase survives for a finite region in the parameter space
in the presence of interactions. The localized Majorana edge modes seems to be more stable in the
case when the on-site interaction is an attraction.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topologically protected edge states, such as Majorana
edge modes, have attracted a lot of attention over the
past [1–4]. The interest in Majorana modes is motivated
by curiosity to observe and understand these fundamen-
tal quasi-particles, but also by the key role such modes
play in several quantum information protocols [5].

One important model which covers Majorana zero
modes was proposed by Kitaev [6]. It consists of a sin-
gle chain of spinless fermions with a pairing term that
creates-annihilates pairs. As a consequence, the number
of fermions in the system is not conserved. This mini-
mal model has the advantage that many of its properties
can be analytically determined. In particular, the fea-
tures of the occurring Majorana modes could be explored
in detail. Several experimental realizations of Majorana
modes [7–10] have been proposed in the context of solid
state and cold atomic gases relying on the coupling on
superconducting/superfluid phases in order to realize a
source and drain of pairs.

Ten years after Kitaev’s seminal work [6] three different
works on coupled chains in a particle number-conserving
setting appeared almost at the same time [11–13]. The
motivation to study particle number-conserving settings
is twofold, on one hand the conceptual question if it is
possible to stabilize Majorana modes in a setup without
a phase without long-range superconducting order and
on the other hand whether the presence of a reservoir
is required since several experimental realizations such
as in cold atomic systems are easier using number con-
served settings. Since then several particle-number con-
serving settings have been studied. For example, Kraus
and collaborators[14] proposed that it was possible to
couple two chains of spinless fermions interacting only by
exchanging pairs to be able to “simulate” the pair cre-
ation term of the Kitaev chain. Due to the pair-hopping
term, the particle number on each individual chain is not
conserved but the parity is. They found with density
matrix renormalization group method (DMRG) calcula-
tions that under certain parameters the ground state of
the system supports Majorana edge modes. The signals
they observe are (i) the double-degeneracy between both
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FIG. 1. Sketch of the ladder structure with interacting
spinful fermions. The interchain term is a pairing hopping
with amplitude W . The on-site terms are an interaction U ,
that can be either attractive or repulsive, and a magnetic field
in the x-direction hx. The single-particle intrachain hopping
terms are different depending on the parity of the bond and
the spin of the fermion: On odd bonds the hopping amplitude
for the down-fermions is t and for the up-fermions is t′; on
even bonds it is the other way around, up-fermions hop with
t and down-fermions with t′.

single-chain parity sectors, (ii) its entanglement spectrum
is even-degenerated, (iii) the single particle correlations
exponentially died in the bulk but had a finite revival
on the other end, and (iv) all these properties are robust
against static noise.

A few years later some more work was done in this
direction studying Majorana modes in variants of this
model with spinless fermions [15–17] and spinful models
[18]. In this work, we extend this previous studies by
investigating a spinful Hubbard ladder with some addi-
tional terms as sketched in Fig. 1. Our motivation is to
present alternative ways for the experimental realization
in cold atom experiments where long range interactions
between spinless fermions are very demanding to imple-
ment. In our proposal, the hopping terms of the spin
up and spin down fermions along the chains are oppo-
sitely dimerized and an additional Coulomb interaction
and magnetic field exist on each site, explicitly breaking
the time-reversal symmetry. The only interchain term is
a pair-hopping, and in contrast to the spinless case, this
hopping only involves one site on each chain. The use of
this pair hopping term which is confined to one site stems
from recent findings on Floquet driven systems [19, 20]
which allow one to enhance the pair hopping and at the
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same time suppress the single particle hopping in Hub-
bard systems. The same process can be used here in
order to engineer a large pair hopping process compared
to the single particle hopping.

The dimerized tunnelling amplitudes on even and odd
sites can be engineered using optical superlattice poten-
tials. Such superlattice potentials are widely used in cold
atomic gases. These superlattice potentials typically con-
sist of two different laser beams with different wavelength
and adjusting the phase between the laser beams the po-
tential shape can be tuned over a wide range. In par-
ticular, lattices with a dimerized tunnelling amplitude
can be engineered (see for example [21–25]). The light
potentials can be chosen to be spin-dependent, i.e. that
they couple differently to the different internal states of
the atoms which represent the spin states. This is the
case when the two counterpropagating laser beams have
a linear polarization vectors with a relative angle between
them [26–29].

We explored the phase diagram of the system using a
combination of analytical and numerical methods. Using
Matrix Product States algorithms we computed the en-
ergy, entanglement spectrum and single particle correla-
tions functions (among others observables). We were able
to detect a finite region in the parameter space where the
system exhibits simultaneously a vanishing energy differ-
ence between both single-chain parity sectors, an even de-
generacy in the whole entanglement spectrum and finite
edge-edge single particle correlations. Hence we identi-
fied the characteristic features of Majorana edge-modes
in an extended region.

Additionally we have use second order perturbation
theory to obtain the effective model for strong interac-
tions, both the strongly attractive and strongly repulsive
limits. This allow us to gain some intuition on the topo-
logically trivial phases surrounding the topological one.

In Sec. II we introduce the model we are going to fo-
cus on in this work. We present also the connection with
models from previous works, and the effective models for
the strongly attractive and strongly repulsive limits. In
Sec. III we discuss the details of the numerical imple-
mentation. In Sec. IV we summarize our results focusing
in the topological phase. The results are discussed in
Sec. V, including subsections focused on the energy dif-
ference, the entanglement spectrum, and the single parti-
cle correlations, and robustness of these features against
static noise. The conclusions are presented Sec. VII.

II. MODEL

In this paper we investigate a ladder of interacting
spinful fermions with open boundary conditions, as the
one depicted on Fig. 1 and described by the following
Hamiltonian

H = Htt′ +Hx +HU +HW , (1)

where

Htt′ =−
(L−1)/2∑
j=1

∑
α=a,b

(tα†↓2j−1α↓2j + t′α†↓2jα↓2j+1 + h.c.)

−
(L−1)/2∑
j=1

∑
α=a,b

(t′α†↑2j−1α↑2j + tα†↑2jα↑2j+1 + h.c.),

Hx =

L∑
j=1

∑
α=a,b

(hxα
†
↑jα↓j + h.c.),

HU =

L∑
j=1

∑
α=a,b

Unα↑jnα↓j ,

HW =

L∑
j=1

(Wa†↑ja
†
↓jb↓jb↑j + h.c.). (2)

Here L is the number of rungs of the ladder, ασj is the
annihilation operator of a fermion with spin σ on rung

j and on leg α = a, b of the ladder and nασj = α†σjασj
is the corresponding density operator. For simplicity, in
Eq. 1 we chose L to be odd. One can analogously write
the Hamiltonian for a lattice with an even number of
rungs, but will have to change the expression for Htt′

accordingly.
On each chain single-particle hopping terms exist. The

amplitude of the single particle hopping is dimerized on
even and odd bonds and is different for opposite spins.
On odd (even) bonds the hopping amplitude for the
down-fermions is t (t′) and for the up-fermions t′ (t),
respectively. The term proportional to U is an on-site in-
teraction term which can be either attractive (U < 0) or
repulsive (U > 0). A transverse magnetic field is applied
along the x-direction with amplitude hx inducing a spin
flip. This term explicitly breaks the time-reversal sym-
metry, which is a fundamental requirement for the system
to host Majorana modes [6]. As a consequence, the total
magnetization in the z-direction is not conserved.

To better understand the role of the spin-dependent
hopping terms we can make a rotation into the direction
of the magnetic field, if we do so, the spin-dependent
hopping can be rewritten as normal hopping term for
both spin projections (with amplitude t+ = (t + t′)/2)
and a spin-flipping hopping reminiscent of a spin-orbit
term. The amplitude of the spin-flipping hopping is
t− = (t − t′)/2, and is zero when both hopping ampli-
tudes in the unrotated Hamiltonian are the same. There-
fore, the role of this term can be interpreted similarly to
the spin-orbit coupling in other proposals of Majoranas-
supporting systems in spinful settings [7, 8].

All of the terms we have mentioned so far act on a
single leg. The only interchain term is a pair hopping
term between both chains which has an amplitude W .
An immediate advantage of using spinful model is that
the pair hopping terms now involve only one site on each
leg, making a realization in cold atomic setups simpler.
The Hamiltonian conserves the total number of fermions
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FIG. 2. Sketch of the ladder structure when U = t′ = 0.
For this special parameter set, the system can be mapped to
a ladder of spinless fermions as the figure suggest.

(N), but not separately the number of fermions on each
individual chain (Na, Nb). However, since by the pair
hopping along the rungs we can only change the number
of fermions in each chain in pairs, the parity (Pa, Pb)
of each leg of the ladder is conserved. For the rest of
this work we are going to consider an even number of
particles will correspond to parity P = 0 and an odd
number of particles will correspond to P = 1. Further,
by the number conservation the parity (P ) on the ladder
structure is conserved. We choose to have an even parity
in the whole ladder (P = 0), then both chains have the
same parity (Pa = Pb).

During the rest of the work t will be the unit of energy,
the pairing hopping will be W = 2.6t and the magnetic
field will be fixed at hx = −t. Typically, we will work at
a fixed incommensurate density n = N/2L = 0.32, with
systems that have L = 25, 50, 75, 100, 125, 150 rungs
and N = 16, 32, 48, 64, 80, 96 fermions, respectively. In
some situations we also show the results of a ladder with
L = 13 rungs and N = 8 fermions, in order to have
more systems lengths. In this situation, the density is
n = N/2L ' 0.308. We are going to explore the phase
diagram varying t′ and ±U focusing on the regime where
t′ is smaller than t.

A. Connection to spinless fermionic ladders: the
(U = t′ = 0)-limit

An interesting limit of the considered model is the limit
U = t′ = 0 (and hx = −t). For this special parameter
set, the system can be mapped to a ladder of spinless
fermions as we will show in the following.

Taking U = t′ = 0 and hx = −t, the Hamiltonian
reduces to the form

H = −t
(L−1)/2∑
j=1

∑
α=a,b

(α†↓2j−1α↓2j + α†↑2jα↑2j+1 + h.c.)

(3)

− t
L∑
j=1

∑
α=a,b

(α†↑jα↓j + h.c.) +W

L∑
j=1

(a†↑ja
†
↓jb↓jb↑j + h.c.),

where we have explicitly written out the even and odd

hopping terms. Again this expression corresponds to and
odd number of rungs.

In order to map the system to a system of spinless
fermions, we map the up- and down-operators to differ-
ent sites doubling the number of sites in each chain as
depicted in Fig. 2. More precisely, the spin-up operator
on an odd-site 2j−1 will be mapped to a new site 4j−3
and the spin-down operator on the same odd-site 2j − 1
to a new site 4j − 2, i.e.

α↑2j−1 → α̃4j−3 α↓2j−1 → α̃4j−2.

Here, the operators α̃j are the spinless fermion operators.
Similarly, we are going to map the spin-down operator on
an even-site 2j to a site 4j − 1 and the spin-up operator
on the same even-site 2j to a site 4j, i.e.

α↓2j → α̃4j−1 α↑2j → α̃4j .

Using this mapping, we obtain a model of two chains of
spinless fermions coupled by a pair-hopping term which
is only applied on plaquettes which start with odd sites,
i.e.

H = −t
2L−1∑
j=1

∑
α=a,b

(α̃†jα̃j+1 + h.c.) (4)

+W

L∑
j=1

(ã†2j−1ã
†
2j b̃2j b̃2j−1 + h.c.).

The model with a pair-hopping term in every plaque-
tte has been intensively studied before [11–14] and it is
known to host pairs of Majoranas end-states in its ground
state. We show in appendix C, that this phase hosting
Majorana modes seems to be connected adiabatically to
the topological phase in the model of Eq. 1 which sup-
ports our claim that the observed modes are Majorana
modes.

B. Large-U limits

In this section we discuss the limits of strong interac-
tions, i.e. U is the largest energy scale. We use 2nd
order perturbation theory to map the system to an ef-
fective low energy model and study its properties first
for the strongly repulsive limit and then for the strongly
attractive limit.

1. Strongly repulsive interaction

In the strongly repulsive case, the energy to create a
pair is very high (of the order of the interaction energy
U). Thus, in order to consider low energy features, we
can restrict ourselves to the subspace with no pairs and
only taking virtual excitations around this subspace into
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FIG. 3. Examples virtual processes that give rise to different
terms in the effective Hamiltonian.

account. We use a 2nd order perturbation theory to de-
rive an effective low energy Hamiltonian within this re-
duced subspace. The most important effect of this ap-
proximation is that the two legs of the ladder become
effectively decoupled, since in the original Hamiltonian
the two legs are only connected by pair-hopping terms
which are of higher order. The pair hopping term only
connects states with at least one pair to another state
with one pair. This means that starting from the sub-
space of no pairs first the pair needs to be generated,
followed by a pair hopping and a destruction of a pair.
The approximate decoupling of the two legs of the ladder
have certainly drastic consequences on the physical prop-
erties of the ladder and no Majorana modes are expected
to survive in this limit.

Within the legs of the ladder, effective spin interac-
tions are created as well known from the spin interactions
arising in the high-U limit of the Hubbard model. Here,
due to the spin dependent hopping, the spin coupling is
anisotropic along the different directions. The main ef-
fective processes are sketched in Fig. 3. If two fermions
with opposite spin occupy neighbouring sites, then one
can virtually hop to the position of the other giving rise,
effectively, to a spin interaction between neighbouring
sites. If we have a fermion with spin up on an even site
and a down-spin fermion on its right (see Fig. 3), then
the amplitude of the hopping will be t and the system
will have to raise its energy by U (formation of a vir-
tual pair). After this formation of a virtual pair, one
of this two fermions has to hop back to the even site.
If it is the down-spin fermion that hops, then the term
of the effective Hamiltonian will be ∝ tt′/US−S+ where
S = (Sx, Sy, Sz) is the spin-operator and S± = Sx± iSy
the ladder-operators. The definitions of the spin oper-
ators in terms of the fermionic operators are given by

S+
αj = α†↑jα

†
↓j , S

−
αj = α†↓jα

†
↑j and Szαj = (nα↑j + nα↓j) /2.

In contrast, if it is the up-spin fermion that hops back,
the amplitude will be ∝ t2/USzSz. Similar terms arise
from considering the other possible processes (i.e., start-
ing on an odd site and/or with a spin down), combining
all these terms we derive the following effective Hamilto-

nian

Hsp = H̃tt′ + H̃x (5)

+

L−1∑
j=1

JzS
z
α,jS

z
α,j+1 +

L−1∑
j=1

Jxy
2

(S+
α,jS

−
α,j+1 + h.c.),

where Jz = 2(t2+t′
2
)/U and Jxy = 4tt′/U . The first two

terms (H̃tt′ and H̃x) correspond to the hopping and mag-
netic field terms in the original Hamiltonian restricted to
the subspace with singly occupied sites.

As previously mentioned, after this approximation we
get two decoupled chains each of them representing an
extended anisotropic t − J model in a transverse mag-
netic field hx with L sites. Let us note, that in the limit
of low particle number, the first two terms are the dom-
inating first order terms leading to decoupled fermionic
chains subjected to a transverse magnetic field. For many
of our findings in the regime of strongly repulsive interac-
tions, this effective first order Hamiltonian is sufficient to
explain the main effects. To have an even easier analyti-
cal handle on the state we assume that also the field hx
is dominating, leading to an almost completely polarized
state. Within such a completely polarized state we can
treat the fermions as non-interacting and evaluate many
of the quantities we are interested in, since the projector
onto singly occupied sites is fulfilled.

We will show that many features encountered in the
regime of strong repulsion at the chosen parameters are
explained by this polarized state.

2. Strongly attractive interaction

We will analogously proceed in the strongly attractive
interaction limit since an energy of order U is needed
to break a pair. Considering that we start from an even
number of fermions in each leg, we can assume that these
are all paired in the lowest energy sector.

We use a 2nd order perturbation theory to obtain
the effective low energy Hamiltonian in the only-pairs
subspace including effectively the processes to virtually
break one pair and then rapidly form it again. In con-
trast to the repulsively interacting limit, for strong at-
traction the pair coupling between the two legs of the
ladders can act in the low energy sector, since pairs are
present. However, the magnetic field term is not acting
on the subspace of only pairs and can be neglected in this
situation.

If we strictly restrict ourselves to the only-pairs sub-
space then to lowest order the rungs decouple. If only
one pair is present on a certain rung, it delocalizes in-
side the rung and gains energy. Thus, at the considered
low filling, the pairs try to distribute, such that they can
delocalize on the rungs. Considering also virtual pair
breaking, allows the pair to interact along the chain di-
rection as we can see in the sketch in Fig. 3: If a pair
on an even site has an empty neighbouring site, one of
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the fermions forming the pair can virtually hop there,
breaking the pair. If the fermion that hops has its spin
pointing up then the hopping amplitude is t. The re-
sulting state is a virtual state with a broken pair. The
breaking cost an energy of |U |. This virtual state can
be resolved via two options: (a) either the fermion with
down-spin also hops leading to an effective pair hopping
or (b) the fermion with up-spin comes back leading to
an effective interaction between neighbouring pairs. In
the first case (a) the term on the effective Hamiltonian
will be ∝ −tt′/|U | and in the second case (b) it will be
∝ t2/|U |.

Putting together all the contributions of the different
processes we obtain the effective low energy Hamiltonian

Hpairs = 2W

L∑
j=1

1

2
(η+a,jη

−
b,j + h.c.) (6)

+ Jz

L−1∑
j=1

∑
α=a,b

ηzα,jη
z
α,j+1

− Jxy
L−1∑
j=1

∑
α=a,b

1

2
(η+α,jη

−
α,j+1 + h.c.),

where Jz = 2(t2+t′
2
)/|U | and Jxy = 4tt′/|U |. We defined

the pair creation operator η+α,j = α†↑jα
†
↓j , the pair anni-

hilation operator η−αj = α↓jα↑j and ηzαj = nα↑jnα↓j−1/2
an operator related to the number of pairs.

Thus, the effective model we obtain in the strongly
attractive interacting limit with only pairs consists of a
pseudo-spin ladder describing the pairs where the inter-
rung couplings are antiferromagnetic in the z-direction
and ferromagnetic in the xy-plane. The intra-rung cou-
plings are only in-plane and have an amplitude 2W .

Since, the intra-rung pair-hopping is a first order pro-
cess, it is typically much larger than the inter-leg terms.
This favours the formation of a rung singlet between the
double occupied state and the empty state (or triplet,
depending on the sign of W ) that is separated from the
others in-rung states by an energy W . For this reason
at the low filling considered in this work, the pairs try
to distribute on different rungs, where they will form a
singlet. The remaining rungs will stay empty.

We can restrict ourselves to the subspace formed by
this two in-rung states (the pair-singlet and the empty

rung) and map this to a new pseudo spin states ↑̃ and ↓̃,
effectively mapping each rung to a spin 1/2. In this rep-
resentation the system is mapped to a single spin chain
of length L, and the magnetization will be fixed by the
number of pairs. The interactions will be related to the
ones we derived before by 2nd order perturbation theory
by J̃z = Jz and J̃xy = 2Jxy. The effective Hamiltonian

U,hx
W ↓↑

t
t' ↑

↑

W2

Jz,Jxy

Jz,Jxy

(a) (b) (c)

↑

↑↑↑ ↑↑

↑↑ ↑↑-

↑

↑

FIG. 4. Sketch of the models we used to describe the strongly
attractive regime. (a) The full model, (b) the spin ladder
model describing how the pairs and empty sites interact, and
(c) the spin chain model describing how the pair-singlets and
the empty rungs interact (formed by a pair and an empty
site in a single rung). We show how the fermionic states are
mapped to the spin ladder and how the in-rung states are
mapped to the spin chain.

corresponding to the single spin chain is

Hspin = J̃z

L−1∑
j=1

S̃zj S̃
z
j+1 (7)

− J̃xy
L−1∑
j=1

1

2
(S̃+
j S̃
−
j+1 + h.c.)

+
J̃z
2

(
S̃z1 + S̃zL

)
.

As a consequence of the mapping a magnetic field of value
J̃z/2 appears only on sites 1 and L. The new spin oper-
ators are obtained from the previous ones by

ηzα,j →
1

2

(
S̃zj −

1

2

)
,

η+α,j → ±
1√
2
S̃+
j . (8)

The plus-minus sign depends on the chain index α = a, b,
but since the ladder operators in the Hamiltonian always
come in pairs this sign does not affect the effective Hamil-
tonian (but it should be taken into account if we want to
measure, i.e. the correlations xy between different legs).
We summarize the mapping realized on this section on
Fig. 4.

III. METHOD

We use approximate methods and matrix product state
(MPS) algorithms to obtain the phase diagram of the
model. The MPS methods are variational methods based
on matrix product states and are numerical exact meth-
ods [30–36].

To devise an MPS representation, we choose to snake
the ladder as a one-dimensional system such that a gen-
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eral MPS is represented by

|ψ〉 =
∑

σa,1,...,σb,L

Aσa,1Aσb,1 . . . Aσa,LAσb,L |σa,1 . . . σb,L〉,

(9)

using two matrices per rung (a and b). In principle, the
representation of any state by an MPS is exact. However,
to make the approach feasible and efficient, the matrix
dimensions are truncated. Here we use a so-called two-
site truncation scheme, where always the matrix elements
of two matrices are optimized at the same time. To do so
it relies on making a singular value decomposition of the
A matrices, then keeping only the m states corresponding
to the largest singular values si and truncating the rest.
We will call m the maximal bond dimension. If the state
is normalized then the sum of the squares of the singular
values should be equal to 1 (

∑
i s

2
i = 1), but after the

compression a small amount of weight is lost. Hence, we
define the discarded weight or truncation error as ε =
1−∑m

i=1 s
2
i . Since the algorithm is standard by now, we

refer for details for example to the review [36].
Given the ground state, if we bisect the system at a

given bond into two subsystems A and B, we are able to
trace the degrees of freedom of one half and define the
reduce density matrix of this bisection as

ρA = TrB |ψ〉〈ψ| =
∑
i

Λi|i〉AA〈i|, (10)

where {|i〉A} is an orthonormal bases of the subsystem A
obtained after a Schmidt decomposition of the state |ψ〉.
The eigenvalues Λi of the reduced density matrix are the
squares of the singular values that arise from the before
mentioned compression at a given bond, meaning s2i =
Λi. This eigenvalues form the entanglement spectrum
given by − ln Λi. In order to measure the entanglement
between subsystems in the closed system, one can use the
von Neumann entropy of a subsystem A defined by

S(ρA) = −Tr(ρA ln ρA) = −
∑
i

Λi ln Λi. (11)

This quantity is the von Neumann entropy of the reduced
density matrix ρA and it is a measure of the entanglement
of the subsystem A with the remainder of the system. In
the rest of this paper we are going to refer to the en-
tanglement spectrum of the subsystem which arises by
a bisection at the central bond of the system within the
MPS representation. For an even number of rungs, this
cuts the system between two rungs and for an odd num-
ber of rungs, this cuts the central rung of the system.

It is important to mention that finding the ground
state within the topological phase can be a challenge.
This is due to the nearly degenerate topological edge
modes in this model. Care has to be taken not to be
trapped in a meta-stable state. Here we use conserved
quantities such as the parity on each chain, where we
found this problem to be typically much less pronounced.

To ensure the convergence of the ground state we used
different initial states, noise during the MPS first few
sweep and carefully checked the usual convergence pa-
rameters. The simulations on this work were made with
the DMRG algorithm using the Itensor libraries [37].

IV. CHARACTERIZATION OF TOPOLOGICAL
PROPERTIES AND SUMMARY OF RESULTS

In order to determine whether a system presents a
topologically non-trivial phase supporting Majoranas as
end-states, we rely on the detection of the following four
specific features [14]:

(i) The lowest lying states in each parity sector (Pa =
0, 1) are quasi-degenerate with an energy difference
[∆Pa

= E(Pa = 1) − E(Pa = 0)] that decays expo-
nentially with the system size.

(ii) The entire entanglement spectrum has an even de-
generacy.

(iii) The single particle correlations on each leg (A↑↑1j =

〈α†↑1α↑j〉) decay exponentially into the bulk, but
have a revival on the opposite edge.

(iv) All these properties have to be robust against local
perturbations that preserve the parity symmetry.

If all these properties are fulfilled this will indicate the
presence of a topological non-trivial phase with Majorana
end-states.

Summary of results: In the remainder of this section
we want to summarize the results which we found con-
cerning the topological nature of phases in the model
under consideration. In Fig. 5 we show a phase diagram
concentrating on the existence of the topological phase
(TP).

We start the study of the system at t′ = U = 0 and
hx = −t where the system is a variant of the spinless
model considered in Ref. [14]. However, instead of W =
1.8t for which the topological phase was investigated, we
use the larger value of W = 2.6t which in preliminary
runs seemed to be more favouring the topological phase
in our model. We hand-wavingly explain this enhanced
pair hopping that it corrects for the fact that we have
only every second pair hopping and therefore, the actual
amplitude of the pair hopping needs to be larger.

Exploring further the parameter space by switching
on t′ and U , we find that this phase extents for a finite
regime of parameters preserving the same general fea-
tures. This can be seen in Fig. 5. In panel (a) we plot
contour lines of the logarithm of the energy difference,
log(∆Pa), and the difference between the first two eigen-
values (Λ0−Λ1)/(Λ0 +Λ1) of the reduced density matrix
with coloured squares. Both quantities are expected to
be exponentially close to zero in the topological phase
corresponding to criteria (i) and (ii) outlined above. We
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FIG. 5. Ground state phase diagram of the model H in Eq. 1 for a system with L = 100 rungs, concentrating on the topologically
phase in the central area (marked with ‘TP’). The color plots in the background of all panels show the same quantity, the
logarithm of the energy difference between the two parity sectors [log(∆Pa)]. Hence they correspond to the criterion (i). The
corresponding color bar is shown on the right. In panel (a), the coloured symbols correspond to criterion (ii), since the difference
of the first two eigenvalues (Λ0 − Λ1)/(Λ0 + Λ1) of the reduced density matrix is shown. The symbols correspond in panel (b)
the central charge, the topological region has a central charge c = 1. In panel (c) the symbols show the difference between the
maximum value of the correlations in the opposite end of the ladder and the maximum in the middle of the ladder.

can see that both approximately vanish for a finite re-
gion around U = t′ = 0. In particular, for U = t′ = 0
the energy difference ∆Pa is smaller than 10−12. We will
analyse this behaviour in the following sections concen-
trating on the criterion (i) in Section V A and criterion
(ii) in Section V B. In particular the scaling with system
size will be discussed in more detail. In Fig. 5b we show
the behaviour of the central charge which is extracted
from the von Neumann entropy. Typically, the central
charge rises at phase boundaries when a gap closing oc-
curs. Within the topological phase, we expect the central
charge to take the value c = 1, since we have a gapless sec-
tor present in this phase [14]. We see that a maximum of
the central charge surrounds the topological phase. Ad-
ditionally, we see that there is a large value occurring
below the topological phase separating two phases from
each other. In Fig. 5c we show the maximum of the single
particle correlation function for a distance of almost the
system size minus the maximum value for a distance close
to the middle of the system. The single particle correla-
tion function in the topological phase following criterion
(iii) should show a revival signalling the Majorana mode.
In panel (c) we see a maximum occurring within the topo-
logical phase. Outside the topological phase, the revival
is clearly missing. We discuss this behavior in Section
V C.

On top of this, we have checked that all these prop-
erties are robust against static noise and we show the
results in Section V D. Thus, we conclude, that we could
identify in the interacting fermionic model, Majorana
edge modes occurring in an extended topologically non-
trivial phase marked by ‘TP’ in Fig. 5.

V. RESULTS

A. Criterion (i): Behaviour of the gap ∆Pa

As defined in criterion (i), the topological non-trivial
phase possesses a vanishing energy difference ∆Pa be-
tween even and odd parity sectors of chain a, namely
∆Pa = E(Pa = 1) − E(Pa = 0). The closing of the
gap ∆Pa with the system size is exponentially fast. The
MPS calculations with different system sizes are done
conserving the single chain parity. The gap is evaluated
calculating the energy for both parity sectors (Pa = 0, 1),
separately, and taking the difference.

The overview of the behaviour of the gap was given in
Fig. 5 for a fixed system size of L = 100 rungs. We as-
sociated the region in which the values of the gap ∆Pa/t
lies below 10−5 with the topologically non-trivial phase.
In this section we will explore in more detail the finite
system scaling in order to show the exponential closing
of the gap ∆Pa in the topological phase.

In Fig. 6 we show the gap ∆Pa for different system
sizes and cuts through the parameter space shown in the
phase diagram Fig. 5.

In panel (a) we show the cut for t′ = 0 versus the in-
teraction strength U for different lengths of the ladder.
For the non-interacting case at U = 0, the gap is in-
distinguishable from zero within the symbol size for all
system sizes shown. Around U = 0, the gap remains zero
for a finite range of U . Outside of this region the value
of the gap becomes finite. The general behaviour is not
symmetric with respect to U . While for a repulsive inter-
action (U > 0) the energy difference smoothly increases,
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FIG. 6. Cuts for the gap ∆Pa between both parity sectors.
We identify the region TP with the topologically non-trivial
phase. We show cuts at t′ = 0 and t′ = 0.2t on panels (a) and
(b), respectively. The gray regions are the same as the ones
plotted in Figs. 10 and 11.

for an attractive one (U < 0) the rise is a lot faster.
A similar behaviour can be seen for a cut at t′ = 0.2t on

panel (b), where we can clearly distinguish the same three
regions. The size of the central region in which the energy
difference is close to zero, becomes smaller at finite t′ than
it was at t′ = 0 for each system size. Additionally, the
region is displaced down to more attractive interactions
around U ' −0.5t. In particular, the non-interacting
system (U = 0) shows only for large system sizes the
closing of the gap. In general for repulsive U the gap
changes considerably with the system size, whereas at
attractive U the value of the gap is much more stable
with the system size.

In the following we analyse this further by means of
a finite size scaling of the three different regions. It is
worth mentioning that the system with L = 13 rungs
has been included on the fittings since we consider that
the possible deviation arising from the small difference in
density is negligible.

In the topological region, the criterion (i) predicts an
exponential scaling of the gap with the system size. Here
we focus on t′ = 0.2t. Our results in this phase, e.g.
U = −0.6t in panel (a) of Fig. 7, are in good agree-
ment with an exponential scaling with system size. We
verified that this scaling is stable in the region where

U/t lin-log (exp) log-log (pow)

1.0 - 0.99992

0.2 - 0.9971

0.0 0.971 0.979

−0.2 0.996 0.938

−0.4 0.9993 0.919

−0.6 0.9997 -

−0.8 0.9988 -

TABLE I. Coefficient of determination R2 for the linear fit-
ting (Ax+B) for log(∆Pa/t) vs L (lin-log, linear dependence
corresponds to an exponential) log(∆Pa/t) vs log(L) (log-log,
linear dependence corresponds to a power law). This results
correspond to t′ = 0.2t.

we see a vanishing gap in Fig. 6b. Also for values of
U = −0.2t,−0.4t,−0.8t in panel (a) of Fig. 7 the ex-
ponential scaling with system size seems to work very
well. In panel (b) we show for comparison the log-log
plot where a straight line would signal an algebraic scal-
ing. For values of U = −0.2t,−0.4t,−0.6t,−0.8t the ex-
ponential scaling seems to be more appropriate than the
algebraic. This is supported by the coefficient of deter-
mination R2 of the corresponding fits shown in Table I.
Whereas the exponential fits work very well (R2 is close
to one) for interaction strength in the topological phase,
i.e. U = −0.2t,−0.4t,−0.6t,−0.8t, the algebraic fits are
not as good. In contrast for values of the interaction
U = 0 and larger, the algebraic fits work better than
the exponential fits. Thus, the scaling of the gap (and
the behaviour of R2) would suggest that the upper phase
boundary of the topological phase lies around U = −0.1t.

The regions above and below the topological phase
clearly show a different dependence on system size. The
results for different system sizes in the region of attractive
interaction outside of the topological phase (U . −0.9t)
are almost converged to a finite value and the scaling
with the system length is rather stable (see Fig. 7c). The
value of the gap tends approximately as L−1.5 to a con-
stant value as shown in panel (c) of Fig. 7.

Let us explain this behaviour considering the strongly
attractive U limit. For strongly attractive U the system
wants to pair all fermions (see Section II B). For the even
sector (Pa = 0) this is possible, but in the odd sector
(Pa = 1) both legs are forced to have an odd number of
fermions and therefore one pair has to be broken with
respect to the even sector. If we only consider first order
in the attractive case for Pa = 0 (Pa = 1) the fermions
will form N

2 (N2 −1) isolated singlet states between a pair
and an empty on different legs. In this limit the energy
will come only from HW and HU and it will be E(Pa =
0) = (U − W )N2 and E(Pa = 1) = (U − W )(N2 − 1).
The energy of breaking a pair is proportional to ∆Pa =
W − U , since a pair is broken (−U) and also it cannot
be delocalized over a rung (W ).

In Fig. 8 we see that the behaviour of the gap with the
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FIG. 7. Scaling of the energy difference between parity
sectors. Here we present the results for t′ = 0.2t on the three
different regions. Panel (a) corresponds to points near the
topological phase. Panel (b) corresponds to the region above
the topological phase (larger U). Panel (c) corresponds to the
region below the topological phase (smaller U). The lines in
panels (a) and (b) to linear fittings, in panel (c) correspond
to the fitting of a function a + b(1/L)α. Every value below
10−10 was set to zero.

interaction strength is approximately linear supporting
this statement. Even more, the results agree well with
∆Pa = W − U − 4t signalling the expected behaviour
with the interaction and the pair hopping. The shift
−4t is introduced by hand, since we expect that the two
unpaired fermions can delocalize within each chain giving
an energy of the order of a combination of t and t′.

In contrast, the region above the topological phase
(U > −0.1t for t′ = 0.2t) shows a very strong depen-

−10 −8 −6 −4 −2
U/t

0

5

10

∆
P
a
/t

t’=0.0t

t’=0.24t

(W-U)/t

(W-U-4t)/t

FIG. 8. Gap ∆Pa between parity sectors as a function of
U/t in the strongly attractive limit for a ladder with L = 25
rungs. The energy difference agrees with W − U − 4t (red
dotted line).

dence on the system size (even though not as strong as
the exponential closing of the gap in the topological re-
gion). In particular, the energy difference ∆Pa

seems
to vanish algebraically in the thermodynamic limit. In
panel (b) of Fig. 7 the straight lines correspond to the
fitting of a function log(∆Pa/t) = a + b log(L). In par-
ticular for U = t the scaling goes approximately as 1/L
since the fitted exponent has a value b = −1.0037. But as
we decrease U and we get closer to the topological phase
this exponent grows until we are not able to distinguish
it from an exponential.

Such a scaling with 1/L can be justified from the
strongly repulsive regime. For large enough U , the single
particle part of the Hamiltonian H̃tt′ + H̃x (see Eq. 5 on
Section II B) governs the behaviour of the system. This
corresponds to two decoupled chains of fermions. The
low energy properties of these chains at typical fillings
can be described by a Luttinger liquid. One characteris-
tics of a Luttinger liquid is the linear dispersion relation.
Since changing from the even sector to the odd one cor-
responds to transferring a fermion from one chain to the
other, this only changes the filling in each Luttinger liq-
uid. Due the linear dispersion the scaling of the resulting
gap with the system size is 1/L.

This argument is further supported by direct calcu-
lations assuming large interaction and sufficiently large
magnetic field, such that the system is almost fully po-
larized along the field direction. In this limit the sys-
tem constituents are free fermions, and changing from
the even sector to the odd one corresponds to transfer-
ring an fermion from one chain to the other. This only
changes the filling in each chain.

To determine the exact upper boundaries of the topo-
logical phase is difficult, since we need to distinguish be-
tween the 1/L scaling of the gap and the exponential
scaling. Therefore, we cannot give a detailed upper phase
boundary of the topological region. Nevertheless, from
the scaling behaviour we estimate that the topological
phase survives up to a value around UUC ' −0.1t for
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FIG. 9. Entanglement spectrum in each sector corresponding
to the particle number (N) in one half of the system. The
eigenvalues are additionally labelled with the parity sector
(Pa) to which they belong. The results correspond to a lattice
with L = 100 rungs at t′ = 0.08t and U = −0.4t and show
the expected double degeneracy.

t′ = 0.2t as shown in the different panels of Fig. 7.

B. Criterion (ii): signatures in the entanglement
spectrum

In this section we study the entanglement properties of
the system concentrating on the entanglement spectrum
and central charge, which is extracted from the behaviour
of the von Neumann entropy as a function of the bisected
bond (see appendix A). As listed above, one of the fea-
tures that characterizes a topological phase is a double
degeneracy on its entire entanglement spectrum [feature
(ii)][38]. In section IV in Fig. 5 we gave a set of summary
plots depicting different quantities that allows us to de-
scribe the phase diagram of the model. In panel (a) we
show the behaviour of the degeneracy of the lowest eigen-
values of the density matrix (Λ1 − Λ0)/(Λ1 + Λ0). The
topological phase is clearly distinguished by the vanish-
ing difference of the lowest eigenvalues (dark color). The
degeneracy is broken in the surrounding phases for the
shown system size (L = 100 rungs).

For one point inside the topological phase we plot in
Fig. 9 the entanglement spectrum as a function of the
particle number and parity sector of a half of the system
with L = 100 rungs. Here one can appreciate the degen-
eracy between parity sectors and the parabola envelope
expected for the lowest eigenvalues [39, 40].

In order to analyse feature (ii), the degeneracy of the
entanglement spectrum, more in detail we present in
Figs. 10 and 11 the lower part of the entanglement spec-
trum and the central charge versus the interaction U for
t′ = 0 and t′ = 0.2t. The central charge is plotted
for different system sizes of L = 25, L = 50, L = 75
and L = 100 rungs. The entanglement spectrum only
for L = 100 to avoid an overcrowded plot. As for the
behaviour of the energy difference between the different
parity sectors, we again see three different regions arising.
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FIG. 10. (a) The entanglement spectrum and (b) central
charge as a function of the interaction U for t′ = 0. The
topological phase is characterized by a double degeneracy on
the entanglement spectrum, here for a region approximately
in between −0.5t < U < 0.5t. After that the even degeneracy
is broken and the system is in a topologically trivial state
on both directions. The reorganization in the entanglement
spectrum (gray region) coincide with the regions where the
central charge peaks.

For the central region (TP), the entanglement spec-
trum seems degenerate as expected in the topological
phase. This is even more evident in the inset in panel
(a) of Fig. 11 where we show the scaling of the differ-
ence between the lowest two eigenvalues with system size.
This difference goes to zero exponentially and already for
system sizes above 50 it is very close to zero.

The breakdown of the topological phase can be appre-
ciated on the degeneracy of the entanglement spectrum
[see both panels (a) of Figs. 10 and 11]. Above and below
the degenerate region, the degeneracy is already broken
for the lowest eigenvalue at the shown system sizes. For
t′ = 0, the topological phase survives for a region around
U = 0 approximately in between −0.5t < U < 0.5t
(Fig. 10), but when t′ = 0.2t this region shrinks and
displaces to occupy a region approximately in between
−0.9t < U < −0.3t (Fig. 11). On both cases we have
indicated with gray the region where the eigenvalues (of
the L = 100 ladder) cross with each other and reorga-
nize the entanglement spectrum. The shaded regions in
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FIG. 11. (a) The entanglement spectrum and (b) central
charge as a function of the interaction U for t′ = 0.2t. The
even degeneracy for L = 100 survives for a region approxi-
mately in between −0.9t < U < −0.3t, a bit narrower than
before. The reorganization of the spectrum (gray region) co-
incide with the regions where the central charge has its max-
imum. The inset show the exponential scaling of the differ-
ence between the two biggest eigenvalues inside the topologi-
cal phase.

Figs. 10 and 11 are also plotted in Fig. 6 and later in
Fig. 13.

If we compare in more detail the upper and lower
boundary of the topological phase, we notice that at
the lower boundary all the plotted eigenvalues rear-
range. None of the degeneracies stays unchanged. This
is in strong contrast with the upper boundary where
the breaking of the even degeneracy occurs in the lower
branch but the next branch remains unaltered. On top
of these differences, one is able to notice that for t′ = 0
(Fig. 10) the breaking of the topological phase at the
lower boundary is less abrupt than for t′ = 0.2t (Fig. 11).
For the first case t′ = 0 we can distinguish that for
t′ = −0.6t the degeneracy of the lower branch is bro-
ken but the 4-fold degeneracy of the second branch still
approximately survives. For the second case t′ = 0.2t
below U = −0.9t the degeneracy on both branches is
broken.

We show in Fig. 5b the central charge extracted from
the von Neumann entropy at each point of the phase dia-

gram. We obtain a central charge close to c = 1 inside the
topological phase. This hints that the gapless symmet-
ric sector present in the non-interacting fermionic model
[14] is surviving in the present setup. More in detail,
we have pointed out in Sec. II A the close connection be-
tween our model at t′ = U = 0 (a point inside the topo-
logical phase) and the model in Kraus et al.[14]. There
they study the topological phase by means of bosoniza-
tion and find that the bosonized Hamiltonian can be split
into two decoupled sectors, the symmetric and the anti-
symmetric. The antisymmetric sector is described by the
sine-Gordon Hamiltonian and by using re-fermionization
it corresponds to the continuum limit of the Kitaev chain
(gapped). In contrast, the symmetric sector of the sys-
tem is described by a Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid which
has a central charge of c = 1. This seems to be the same
case in our model, such that the central charge in the
topological phase c = 1 identifies this gapless symmetric
sector.

The topological phase is surrounded by peaks of the
central charge which signal a change of the phase. This
is even better seen in the cuts which are presented in
Fig. 10 and Fig. 11. In the topological phase the central
charge approaches c = 1 with increasing system size. For
t′ = 0 a stable and relatively wide plateau can be seen
at large system length L = 100. For t′ = 0.2 only for the
largest system sizes L = 100 a few points approach the
value of c = 1 due to the smaller region.

Also in the central charge the different phase transi-
tions manifest. For the cuts at t′ = 0.2t, the transition
to the attractive-U phase is a lot more abrupt than for
t′ = 0. For t′ = 0 we can see a peak arising in between
both phases hinting towards a closing a gap. For t′ = 0.2t
the transition is particularly sharp and a small dip can
be appreciated prior to the breaking of the topological
phase (U ' −0.8t).

For the attractive-U phase below the topological phase
we also obtain a central charge of c = 1 indicating a
gapless phase. In Sec. II B we have discussed that the
strongly attractive limit of our model can be mapped into
a XXZ spin chain considering only the singlets formed on
each rung. The effective spin model for the singlet states
is gapless at the considered magnetization (correspond-
ing to an specific filling in the original ladder) for the

effective parameters J̃z > J̃xy of the spin chain. Since we
have a gapless mode the central charge will be c = 1 in
agreement with the calculations. We note that despite
of being able to detect the phase boundaries in most of
the cases by a rise in the central charge, the topologi-
cal phase and the attractive phase have the same central
charge and we have to distinguish them by other quanti-
ties.

In Sec. II B we have obtained the strongly repulsive
limit of our model. There the number of pairs is negligible
and since the only connection between the legs is the
pairing hopping both legs decouple. Both chains will
independently behave as a Luttinger liquid with a central
charge of c = 1. We expect a central charge of c = 2 for
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FIG. 12. Single particle correlations A↑↑1j for one leg of a
ladder with L = 100 rungs and for both parity sectors (Pa =
0, 1). These results correspond to (a) t′ = U = 0 and (b)
t′ = 0.2t, U = −0.6t. We can see that the correlations are
exponentially suppressed into the bulk and re-emerge on the
other end of the chain.

the repulsive phase above the topological phase which is
in agreement with our results (Fig. 5).

C. Criterion (iii): Edge to edge correlations

In this section we are going to have a closer look at

the single particle correlation functions A↑↑1j = 〈a†↑1a↑j〉.
Criterion (iii) for the topological phase tells us that single
particle correlation functions on each leg of the ladder
should decay exponentially into the bulk, but then show
a revival at the opposite edge signalling the Majorana
edge modes.

In Figs. 12, 14, 15, 16, and 17 we show the results for
the single particle correlations for one leg of a ladder with
L = 100 rungs and for calculations in both parity sectors.

In Fig. 12 we show the correlations for two different
points inside the topological phase. In panel (a) we show
the U = t′ = 0 case, which as we discussed can be con-
nected to the spinless ladder model in Eq. 4. In panel
(b) a more general case t′ = 0.2t and U = −0.6t. The
single particle correlations decay exponentially with dis-
tance, if the second site where the correlation is taken
lies in the bulk (see inset). However, as expected for
the presence of Majorana edge modes, if the second site
approaches the other end of the chain, the single parti-
cle correlations re-emerge also exponentially to a finite
edge-edge correlation. Further, changing the parity sec-
tor shows that the revival of the correlation changes sign.
This typical behaviour of the single particle correlations
in the topological phase is found in the entire topologi-
cally non-trivial phase.

This is summarized in panel (c) of Fig. 5 where we

present a color plot of the maximum of the revival of
the single particle correlations at the opposite edge of
the ladder minus the maximum of the correlations in the
middle of the ladder. Clearly, the amplitude of the re-
vival is maximal in the topological phase. Outside of this
phase the maximum takes values close to zero or negative
(not visible since we saturate the scale at zero for better
visibility).

In the following we address how this behaviour is
changing, when leaving the topological phase. From the
study of the energy difference between both parities and
the entanglement properties we have concluded that the
breakdown of the topological phase can have different
characteristics: if we destroy the phase by adding an
attraction (limit U → −∞) we see a sharp change in
the previous studied quantities which does not have any
strong dependence on the system size. In contrast, if we
destroy the topological phase by increasing the repulsion
U or increasing t′ the quantities smoothly change and
strongly depend on the size of the system, making it dif-
ficult to determine a precise limit for the phase. To bet-
ter understand how the topological phase is going over to
the other phases we study the single particle correlations
near these limits.

In order to quantify the revival of the single particle
correlation function we are going to define the maximal
revival MR as the difference between the maximum value
of the single particle correlations in the last 10 sites of
the chain end of the chain and the maximum value in the
10 central sites, i.e.

MR = max
j∈[L-10,L]

(
A↑↑1j

)
− max
j∈[L/2-5,L/2+5]

(
A↑↑1j

)
. (12)

We have calculated this quantity for lattices with L = 50
rungs or more. We show cuts for t′ = 0 and t′ = 0.2t
of the maximal revival of the single particle correlation
function in Fig. 13. The shaded regions are the same that
the ones depicted in Figs. 6, 10 and 11. A clear maxi-
mum is seen within the topologically non-trivial phase
which decays towards the other phases. At t′ = 0.2t a
very steep behaviour is seen around U = −t indicating
a drastic change in the nature of the state. This is in
agreement with the observations from the other observ-
ables. For large (attractive) values of the interaction U
the maximum of the revival decays to zero as 1/L. In the
topological phase the functional form is not that clear
from our data and the behaviour is different depending
if L is even or odd-valued, but nonetheless the extrapo-
lation to the thermodynamic limit goes to a finite value
which we show in Fig. 13b.

In order to explore further the smooth behaviour at
the upper edge, we show in Fig. 14 the single particle
correlations for one leg of a ladder with L = 100 rungs
and for both parity sectors (Pa = 0, 1) corresponding to
t′ = 0.2t and at U = 0 and U = −0.4t. We can see that
the Majorana edges states get broader and less confined
towards the edges. The edge states delocalize into the
center of the chain until they loose their edge character.
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FIG. 13. Cuts for the maximal revival of the single particle
correlation functions. We present cuts at (a) t′ = 0 and (b)
t′ = 0.2t. In panel (b) we also include an extrapolation to the
thermodynamic limit. The gray regions are the same as the
ones plotted in Figs. 10 and 11.
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FIG. 14. Single particle correlations A↑↑1j for one leg of a
ladder with L = 100 rungs and for both parity sectors (Pa =
0, 1). These results correspond to t′ = 0.2t for (a) U = −0.4t
and (b) U = 0. We can see that the Majoranas spread into
the bulk until they are not localized any more and the system
goes to a trivial state with non-vanishing correlations.
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FIG. 15. Single particle correlations A↑↑1j for both parity sec-
tors: (a) Pa = 0 and (b) Pa = 1. Here we compare the results
corresponding to the correlations in one leg of a ladder with
L = 100 rungs at t′ = 0.2t for U = t with the results of the
effective model of free fermions in the strongly repulsive and
fully-polarized limit. We can see a good agreement between
the two in both cases (t′ = 0.2 and U = t). The magnetiza-

tion on the x-direction is (given by Mx =
∑
jα〈α

†
↑jα↓j+h.c.〉)

Mx ' 62.24, close to its saturated value Msat
x = 64 (the num-

ber of fermions).

At some point these states become so broad that they
are able to interact with each other for the finite sys-
tem sizes considered. Therefore, we find a strong system
size dependence of the maximum value in this region.
When the Majoranas on opposite ends are able to inter-
act then the topological phase is destroyed, provoking at
this point the lift of the degeneracy on the entanglement
spectrum, the opening of an energy difference between
symmetry sectors, and the appearance of a trivial phase
with non-vanishing correlations. As we see in panel (b) of
Fig. 13, the maximum of the revival in the opposite edge
decreases and goes to negative values for larger values of
U even though the edge-edge correlations are finite. This
is because we are in the trivial phase and the correlations
decay without reviving. Hence, the edge-edge correla-
tions are smaller than the correlations in the middle of
the chain and the maximal revival is negative. In this
case, the finite value of the correlations at opposite ends
does not come from a revival and is not of topological
nature. The maximum value therefore decays strongly
with increasing system size.

This findings are further supported by the large-U
limit (Section II B) where we found that in the strongly
repulsive limit the system should behave as two indepen-
dent chains. Here we show that we can explain the main
features of the correlations outside of the topologically
phase for larger interaction already to a large extent by
assuming two polarized chains along the x-direction (the
direction of the magnetic field hx). In Fig. 15 we compare
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FIG. 16. Single particle correlations A↑↑1j on one leg with
L = 100 and for both parity sectors (Pa = 0, 1). These results
correspond to t′ = 0.2t for (a) U = −0.8t and (b) U = −t.
Even though the Majoranas do not spread into the bulk we
can see that as soon as the interaction term goes below UC '
−0.9t we completely loose the correlations between different
edges of the chain and even the correlations on the same edge
get largely reduced.

the correlations within this polarized state with L = 100
sites and the ones obtained in our model for a ladder of
L = 100 rungs for U = t and t′ = 0.2t. We see a good
agreement between these models for these values of U .
In particular, the correlations are still finite at the edge,
but no revival is found. The small discrepancies between
the original model and the free-fermion limit will vanish
if we further increase the interaction and the magnetic
field.

At the lower limit of the topological phase the be-
haviour is different. Here we concentrate on the horizon-
tal transition line in the phase diagram at UC ' −0.9t
present for 0.1t < t′ < 0.3t. If we look at the single par-
ticle correlations around this transition (see Fig. 16) we
can see that even though the Majoranas do not spread
into the bulk, as soon as the interaction goes below
UC ' −0.9t we completely loose the correlations between
different ends of the chain, and therefore the Majorana
edge modes. In contrast to the previous case where the
breakdown of the topological phase corresponded to a
delocalization of the edge states, now is the amplitude of
the edge to edge correlation function that goes down. As
a consequence, in Fig. 5 and in particular in panel (b) of
Fig. 13 we see that the maximal revival at the opposite
end completely vanishes as we go to more attractive val-
ues of the interaction U . The single particle correlations
are strongly suppressed in this phase below the topologi-
cal region, this can be understood from the fact that the
rungs are weakly coupled between them as this coupling
arises from a 2nd order process in perturbation theory in
contrast with the in-rung coupling that is of first order.
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FIG. 17. Single particle correlations A↑↑1j for one leg of a
ladder with L = 100 rungs and for both parity sectors (Pa =
0, 1). These results correspond to t′ = 0 for (a) U = −0.4t
and (b) U = −0.6t.

Surprisingly enough, the lower limit of the topological
phase seems to behave differently closer to t′ = 0 where
the change in the observable are noticeable less abrupt.
This behaviour can be seen on the oblique line on the
lower part of the phase diagram and for small t′ (see
Fig. 5c). In Fig. 17, we show the behaviour of the single
particle correlations at t′ = 0 for U = −0.6t (topological)
and U = −t (trivial). In panel (a) of Fig. 13 we can see
that maximal revival at the opposite end also vanishes for
more attractive U , but in agreement with the previously
mentioned observables this behaviour is also smoother
than it was for larger t′ (see Fig. 13b).

D. Criterion (iv): Robustness against static noise

Another characteristic of a topological phase is its ro-
bustness against static local disorder. In this section we
introduce two different kinds of disorder, a random onsite
disorder potential and a small additional random pair-
hopping.

The random site-noise has a amplitude Vαj ∈ [−Vr, Vr]
which is randomly chosen for each site. Here α = a, b
indicates the leg and j is the rung index. For each pa-
rameter set a new random distribution is drawn. For the
calculation of the gap we need to run twice each point in
the phase diagram and use the same set of random terms
both times. We present these results for Vr in Fig. 18. As
expected, even for moderated values of Vr, the noise does
not have an strong influence on the phase diagram which
is extracted using the energy gap between the two par-
ity sectors and the degeneracy of the eigenvalues of the
reduced density matrix. Only slight shifts in the phase
boundary can be observed compared to the disorder free
case which is indicated in red dashed lines. These mainly
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FIG. 18. Ground state phase diagram of the model H in
Eq. 1 for a system with L = 100 rungs and on-site noise
Vr = 0.1t. The color plot in the background shows the loga-
rithm of the energy difference between the two parity sectors
[log(∆Pa)]. The coloured symbols correspond to the differ-
ence of the first two eigenvalues (Λ0 − Λ1)/(Λ0 + Λ1) of the
reduced density matrix. The dashed red line shows the con-
tour line for the gap at ∆Pa = 10−5 for the case without
static noise, i.e. Vr = 0 (already shown in Fig. 5).

occur in the region of the tip of the lobe of the topolog-
ical phase where finite size effects are still sizable. We
additionally verified that the revival of the single parti-
cle correlations is also stable against this disorder. Thus,
we verified the robustness of the Majorana modes to local
noise.

Additionally, we have studied the influence of disorder
in the amplitude of the pair-hopping terms. The am-
plitude of the pair hopping terms is changed to Wαj =
2.6t+Wr with Wr ∈ [−Wr,Wr]. Again α and j are the
leg and rung index, respectively. Again for each point in
the phase diagram we use a different set of random noise
terms. In Fig. 19 we show the result for Wr = 0.26t cor-
responding to a relative large disorder of 10 percent. The
red dashed line again corresponds to the phase boundary
of the noiseless case. Hence for this type of disorder, the
influence on the phase diagram is also small. We fur-
ther verified that the change on the revival of the single
particle correlations is small. Thus, the phase shows it
robustness against this new kind of disorder in the am-
plitude of the pair hopping.

VI. STABILITY OF THE TOPOLOGICAL
PHASE TO PARAMETER CHANGES

Up to now we concentrated on one set of parameters for
the pair hopping W and the magnetic field hx in order
to describe in details the properties of the topological
phase. In this section we extend the previously presented
result to smaller values of the pair-hopping W and the
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FIG. 19. Ground state phase diagram of the model H in
Eq. 1 for a system with L = 100 rungs and pair-hopping
noise Wr = 0.26t. The color plot in the background shows
the logarithm of the energy difference between the two parity
sectors [log(∆Pa)]. The coloured symbols correspond to the
difference of the first two eigenvalues (Λ0 − Λ1)/(Λ0 + Λ1) of
the reduced density matrix. The dashed red line shows the
contour line for the gap at ∆Pa = 10−5 for the case without
static noise, i.e. Wr = 0 (already shown in Fig. 5).

magnetic field hx in order to show that the considered
parameters are not special and we expect that topological
phase and the Majorana modes to survive over a wide
range of parameters.

A. Change in the pairing hopping amplitude
W = 0.1t

In Fig. 20 we show the results for a ladder with L = 100
rungs and W = 0.1t. All the other parameters are cho-
sen as in Sec. V. This plot is equivalent to Fig. 5a with
the only difference being the change of the value of W .
The color plot in the background is the logarithm of the
gap and the squares are the difference between the first
two eigenvalues. We find that even for this small value
of the pair hopping the topological phase is present. We
verified that the criteria (i) to (iii) are fulfilled in the
region identified as the topological phase. However, the
phase boundaries have changed drastically. The topolog-
ical phase occurs for this small pair hopping amplitude at
large negative values of U . Its extension with the dimer-
ized hopping t′/t is smaller than for large values of the
pair hopping, reaching t′ ' 0.2t.

B. Change of the value of the magnetic field

The presence of a magnetic field in the considered
model is crucial, since the magnetic field breaks the time
reversal symmetry, a pre-requisite in order to be able to
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FIG. 20. Ground state phase diagram of the model H in
Eq. 1 for a system with L = 100 rungs and W = 0.1t. The
color plot in the background shows the logarithm of the energy
difference between the two parity sectors [log(∆Pa)]. The
coloured symbols correspond to the difference of the first two
eigenvalues (Λ0−Λ1)/(Λ0+Λ1) of the reduced density matrix.
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FIG. 21. Ground state phase diagram of the model H in
Eq. 1 for a system with L = 100 rungs and hx = 0.5t. The
color plot in the background shows the logarithm of the energy
difference between the two parity sectors [log(∆Pa)]. The
coloured symbols correspond to the difference of the first two
eigenvalues (Λ0−Λ1)/(Λ0+Λ1) of the reduced density matrix.

find a phase hosting Majorana zero modes. In the pre-
vious sections we have used the magnetic field hx = −t.
The goal of this section is to show the stability of the
topological phase to a decrease of the value of the mag-
netic field.

In Fig 21 we show the results for the ladder with
L = 100 rungs and hx = 0.5t. The remaining param-
eters are not changed compared to Sec. V. Also for this
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FIG. 22. Ground state phase diagram of the model H in
Eq. 1 for a system with L = 100 rungs and hx = 0.1t. The
color plot in the background shows the logarithm of the energy
difference between the two parity sectors [log(∆Pa)]. The
coloured symbols correspond to the difference of the first two
eigenvalues (Λ0−Λ1)/(Λ0+Λ1) of the reduced density matrix.

much smaller value of the magnetic field we find the pres-
ence of the topological phase and the Majorana modes.
We verified criteria (i) to (iii). The region in the phase
diagram where the topological phase is present is smaller
than for the larger magnetic field value. We note that for
the points at U = 0.6t and t′/t ∈ [0.24, 0.32] the revival
of the correlations is not clear due to finite size effect that
are still present. Calculations in larger systems would be
needed if one wants to determine the precise boundary
of this phase around those points. The whole region of
the topological phase is displaced to positive values of U ,
i.e. it lies entirely on the repulsive interaction side. The
displacement of the topological region towards more re-
pulsive interactions for smaller magnetic fields could have
its origin in the fact that both the magnetic field term
and the repulsion U favours the breaking of pairs. There-
fore if we reduce the magnetic field, the repulsion has to
be increased to compensate. Its extension with the ratio
of the dimerized hopping is slightly smaller than the one
at hx = −t.

Reducing even further the value of the magnetic field
to hx = 0.1t supports the stability of the topological
phase. The results are shown in Fig. 22. For this small
value of the magnetic field the topological phase is still
present identified by criteria (i) to (iii) However, it seems
considerably smaller than the one presented in Fig. 5. On
a further analysis of the points at U = 2.0t and t′ ≥ 0.8t
we detect that the revival of the correlations is replaced
for a saturation in the decaying of the correlations. This
is also due to the presence of finite size effects. To obtain
a precise boundary here, calculations in larger systems
would be needed. The phase boundaries are displaced to
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even more repulsive values of the interaction strength U
and the range of U values is reduced. Thus, we expect
that the size of the topological phase shrinks towards
smaller values of the magnetic field. We verified that the
results at vanishing magnetic field hx = 0 do not show a
region compatible with this topological Majorana phase.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have studied the presence of Majorana edge-modes
in a two-leg ladder of interacting spinful fermions where
the total number of particles is conserved. By means
of matrix product states algorithms we have obtained
the phase diagram for the model. Specifically we have
detected the topological phase by identifying its most
characteristic features: (i) the vanishing difference in en-
ergy between the two parity sectors of a single chain,
(ii) the even degeneracy on the entanglement spectrum,
(iii) the finite end-end correlations with vanishing end-
bulk correlations, and (iv) the robustness of this phase
against static noise. We have encountered all these char-
acteristics in the same finite region of the phase dia-
gram clearly signalling the presence of the Majorana
edge-modes. Additionally we have derived effective the-
ories for the strongly interactive limits (strongly attrac-
tive and strongly repulsive interactions), allowing us to
understand the topologically trivial phases around the
non-trivial one.

Due to the computationally expensive calculations, we
performed the analysis at a few chosen sets of parameters
of the magnetic field hx and the pair hopping amplitude
W . However, since the topological phase occurred for all
performed calculations we expect is to be quite robust to
changes of the parameters hx and W . Preliminary calcu-
lations on smaller lattices also point towards the stability
with respect to changes of the density. In particular, in-
creasingN but staying below half filling seems to broaden
the parameter regime where we can find the topological
phase.

The model which we are considering has the poten-
tial to be realized in the field of cold atoms experiments
by combining several known techniques with the Floquet
driving of the lattice. Thus, it paves the way towards the
experimental realizations of Majorana modes within the
field of cold atoms.
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Appendix A: Extraction of the central charge

In this appendix we explain how we extract the central
charge c from the von Neumann entropy. The behaviour
of the von Neumann entropy in one-dimensional critical
systems depends on the size of the system and on the
bond in which the system is bisected [42]. In a system
with open boundary conditions of length L bisected at
the bond l the von Neumann entropy is given by

S(l) =
c

6
log

[
2L

π
sin

(
πl

L

)]
+ log g + c1, (A1)

where log g is the boundary entropy [43] and c1 is a non-
universal constant. An additional oscillating term be-
yond the conformal field theory prediction is present in
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many systems as for example in the critical phase of the
XXZ spin model [44]. When we perform the MPS simu-
lations we map the ladder into a one-dimensional array.
For that we choose a snake-like path (see Sec. III) to map
the two sites on each rung, a and b, to two consecutive
matrices. When bisecting the system to measure the von
Neumann entropy we can encounter two situations: ei-
ther we cut a bond a− b or a bond b−a. We note that if
we cut the system at a bond b− a both subsystems have
an even number of sites and no rung is cut. If on the
contrary we cut a bond a− b, then one would cut a rung
and divide its two sites between the two subsystems. For
the rest of the analysis we will consider only the entropy
coming from cutting the system on a b−a bond since we
will be bisecting the system without cutting any rung.

In panel (a) of Fig. 23 we show the results for the
entropy as a function of the bisected bond l for t′ = 0.2t
and different values of the interaction U/t. These results
correspond to a ladder with L = 100 rungs and open
boundary conditions.

To extract the central charge we re-write the von Neu-
mann entropy as a function of the logarithmic conformal
distance, which is defined as λ = log

[
2L
π sin

(
πl
L

)]
. The

von Neumann entropy can be expressed as linear function
of the logarithmic conformal distance as S(λ) = c

6λ+ c̃1
neglecting the oscillating term and combining the bound-
ary entropy and the constant c1. In panel (b) of Fig. 23
we plot the von Neumann entropy as a function of the
logarithmic conformal distance for a few examples. To
extract the central charge we perform a linear fitting of
the data.

For small l one can see deviations from the linear be-
havior of the entropy S(λ). For a this reason we have
chosen to fit only the points with large λ near the center
of the chain (l ∼ L/2). In most cases we have fit only half
of the points, discarding the ones coming from the first
and last quarter of the chain (hence small λ). The lin-
ear functions plotted correspond to the linear fittings of
S(λ) performed on the data from the simulations. We see
that the fit typically is well approximating the function.
For the shown parameters we have extracted a central
charge of approximately c = 1 for the topological phase
and the phase below it and a central charge of approxi-
mately c = 2 in the phase above the topological phase.

Appendix B: Validity of the effective models at large
interaction strength

In order to justify the validity of the effective models
derived in Sections II B we compute the number of pairs,
the polarization along the magnetic field hx, and the op-
posite expectation value of the pair hopping operators
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FIG. 24. Fraction of fermions forming pairs and fraction
of fermions pointing to the x-direction against the Coulomb
repulsion U . The results in panel (a) correspond to a ladder
with L = 100 rungs at t′ = 0, in panel (b) L = 100 and
t′ = 0.2t, and in panel (c) L = 25 and t′ = 0.2t.

given respectively by

Npairs =
∑
jα

〈nα↓jnα↑j〉, (B1)

Mx =
∑
jα

〈α†↑jα↓j + h.c.〉, (B2)

NPRS = −
∑
j

〈a†↑ja
†
↓jb↓jb↑j + h.c.〉. (B3)
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Note that 〈a†↑ja
†
↓jb↓jb↑j+h.c.〉 = −1 if there is a pair and

an empty state in the rung j forming a singlet, if they
form a triplet the expectation value is +1 and for any
other state in the rung basis the result is zero. In that
sense, NPRS counts the number of pairs forming a rung
singlet with an empty state. We show in Fig. 24 these
quantities normalized by its maximum possible value (N
for single-fermions and N/2 for pairs) for t′ = 0 and
t′ = 0.2t. The fraction of fermions forming on-site pairs
at attractive interaction U = −1.6t, lies above ≈ 0.8
both for t′ = 0 and for t′ = 0.2t. For strongly attrac-
tive values of the interaction close to U ' −10t, one
can see on panel (c) that the fraction of pairs almost
reaches the unity. At repulsive interaction the fraction of
pairs rapidly decreases due to the low filling, such that at
U = 0, its expectation value lies around 0.04 for t′ = 0.2t
and L = 100 rungs. Also the polarization along the mag-
netic field hx is rapidly growing towards an interaction
strength of U = t, where the state is already almost fully
polarized along the magnetic field. This justifies the use
of our approximation of the fully polarized state at mod-
erate to strong repulsive interactions.

At the same time, the number of pair forming singlets
behaves just like the number of pairs, is very large at at-
tractive interactions and decreases strongly towards the
repulsively interacting side. Remarkably, these two quan-
tities are not only qualitatively similar but also one can
see in Fig. 24 that the symbols are larger than the dif-
ference between them. This indicates that almost all the
pairs in the system are forming in-rung singlets with the
empty state in the opposite leg for all the points studied
in Fig. 24. This behaviour changes when going to lower
values of W , where a discrepancy between Npairs and
NPRS exists.

Appendix C: Adiabatic connection to models in
previous works

In this appendix we show that there is an adiabatic
connection between the topological phase studied in this
work and the Majorana phase found in Ref. [14]. For
demonstrating this we study a trajectory in the phase
diagram connecting the two models. We show that
along this trajectory the properties of the system vary
smoothly. In particular, the quantities considered are
the entanglement spectrum, the energy difference be-
tween parity sectors and the energy difference between
the lowest-lying state and the first excitation inside both
sectors. We are going to require that the gap between
parity sectors remains always negligible in comparison to
the gap to the first excitation.

To find a path in the phase diagram that connects both
models, we consider the U = t′ = 0-limit of our model
and the exact mapping to spinless fermions in Eq. 4. The
following Hamiltonian includes in its parameter space our
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FIG. 25. The first eight eigenvalues of the entanglement
spectrum for the spinless ladder with L = 100 rungs. For
τ ∈ [0, 18] it controls the pair-hopping amplitudes We,o and
the density is fixed to n′ = 0.32. But for τ ∈ [19, 27] the
pair-hopping amplitudes are fixed to We = 2.6t and Wo = 0
and the density varies from n′ = 0.32 to n′ = 0.16.

model at U = t′ = 0 and the model in Ref. [14]

H = −t
L−1∑
j=1

∑
α=a,b

(α̃†jα̃j+1 + h.c.) (C1)

+We

(L−1)/2∑
j=1

(ã†2j ã
†
2j+1b̃2j+1b̃2j + h.c.)

+Wo

L/2∑
j=1

(ã†2j−1ã
†
2j b̃2j b̃2j−1 + h.c.).

Here We (Wo) is the pair-hopping amplitude on plaque-
ttes which start with even (odd) sites. When Wo = 0,
We = 2.6t, the system is equivalent to the U = t′ = 0
point in our phase diagram, where we clearly identify the
topological phase. In contrast, when We = Wo = 1.8t,
this corresponds to the model studied in Ref. [14], where
the Majorana phase is found.

Additionally, we need to connect a different density in
the two models as the densities studied do not correspond
to each other. We define in the spinless case the density
as n′ = N/2L′, with N the number of fermions and L′ the
number of rungs in the spinless model. This is the same
definition used in Ref. [14] where the density considered is
n′ = 1/3. Note, that the number of rungs after mapping
to the spinless model has doubled with respect of the
original number of rungs L in the spinful case (since we
divide each spinful site into two spinless sites), while the
number of fermions N remains the same. Therefore, the
spinful density has to be divided by two to obtain the
equivalent spinless density after the mapping. This is
why the spinful model with density n = 0.32 corresponds
to an equivalent spinless model with density n′ = 0.16.

We we will describe the pair-hopping amplitudes We,o

and the density n′ as a function of a parameter τ . The
trajectory in the parameter-space connecting both mod-
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els for τ ∈ [0, 18] is given by

n′ = 0.32, (C2)

We/t = 1.8 + 0.04τ,

Wo/t = 1.8− 0.01τ.

And for τ ∈ [19, 27],

n′ = 0.32− 0.02(τ − 19), (C3)

We/t = 2.6,

Wo/t = 0.0.

With this parametrization, τ = 0 corresponds to the
model studied in Ref. [14]. The only difference is that the
density is n′ = 0.32 which is close to the value of n′ = 1/3,
but not exactly. This choice had to be made since the
system size does not allow us to choose a density value
exactly at n′ = 1/3. At τ = 19 the pair-hoppings ampli-
tudes are We = 2.6t and Wo = 0, as in Section V, but the
density is n′ = 0.32 instead of n′ = 0.16. When we reach
τ = 27 the spinless density will correspond n′ = 0.16,
equivalent to the spinful density n = 0.32 we require.

In Fig. 25 the first eight eigenvalues of the entangle-
ment spectrum for the spinless ladder with L = 100 rungs
are shown. As we mentioned, τ = 0 can be considered
inside the Majorana phase studied in Ref. [14], and from
Fig. 3 of that work one can see that the degeneracies
on the first two branches of the entanglement spectrum
coincide with the ones we show here. From there we
vary the parameter τ and therefore We,o and n′. We can
see that the eigenvalues only change slightly their values
without any crossing. Only in the highest shown value a
considerably change occurs at τ = 23 (which corresponds
to a spinless density of n′ = 0.24). We remark that the
double degeneracy of the whole spectrum is maintained
during all this path. The smooth behaviour of the con-
sidered eigenvalues points strongly towards an adiabatic
connection between τ = 0 and τ = 27.

Furthermore, we followed the gap between energy sec-
tors and the gap inside any parity sector along the path
connecting the different models. The gap between the en-
ergy sectors remains always below 2.10−12t, order of mag-
nitudes below the gap inside the energy sectors which re-
mains above 0.02t for this system size. From the smooth
behaviour of the considered quantities and the fact that
the entanglement spectrum is qualitatively the same dur-
ing all the trajectory (only smoothly varying between the
extreme cases without showing any crossings) an adia-

batic connection between the Majorana phase in Ref. [14]
and the phase studied in this work seems to exist.

Additionally, we show in Fig. 26 the normalized ab-
solute value of the single particle correlations AN1j =∣∣∣〈a†1aj〉/maxj〈a†1aj〉

∣∣∣ for every value of τ . We have nor-

malized this quantity and set the maximum of the col-
orscale to 0.2 to better visualize the data. The general
shape of the correlations remain almost unchanged for
values of τ between τ = 0 and τ = 20. From τ = 20 to
τ = 27 we see some changes in these correlations. The
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FIG. 26. Normalized absolute value of the single particle

correlations AN1j =
∣∣∣〈a†1aj〉/maxj〈a†1aj〉

∣∣∣ on a spinless ladder

with L = 100 rungs. The horizontal axis corresponds to the
site j where the particle is annihilated and the vertical axis
correspond to the trajectory parametrized by τ . The color
bar saturates at AN1j = 0.2 for better visibility.

peak close to j = 1 grows in intensity (not visible) and
the edge states spread a little into the bulk. Despite the
small quantitative changes we can appreciate that during
the complete path connects both models the single par-
ticle correlations are zero in the bulk but have a revival
on the opposite end leading to finite edge-edge correla-
tions. Therefore, we take this as a signal that the nature
of the edge modes does not change drastically and that
the Majorana modes survives for every value of τ .
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