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We study a one-dimensional Kitaev model with uniform phase gradient pairing term. We show
that the gradient constant dramatically affects the phase diagram, which consists of topologically
trivial and nontrivial phases, associated with Majorana edge modes. Based on the exact solution,
a Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS)-pair order parameter is introduced to characterize the phase
diagram by its value and nonanalytic behavior at phase boundaries. We find that this order param-
eter obtains its maxima at the triple critical points, at which the pairing phase gradient suppresses
the single-particle scattering process due to the coherent destructive interference. In particular, we
show that the ground state at such a point possesses exact off-diagonal long-range order (ODLRO),
in the thermodynamic limit. Our result provides an example of a gapless p-wave superconducting
ground state possessing ODLRO.

I. INTRODUCTION

The one-dimensional (1D) Kitaev model [1] is a pro-
totype minimal model of interacting spinless fermions,
describing p-wave topological superconductors [2]. It
hosts Majorana zero modes [3–5], which have attracted
tremendous attention in condensed matter and materials
physics communities due to the implications in topolog-
ical quantum computation. This model consists of three
terms: spin-less fermion hopping between lattice sites,
chemical potential and pair creation (annihilation) on a
dimer. The simplicity of the model permits the exact
solution, which exhibits a rich variety of emergent quan-
tum many-body phenomena such as superconductivity
and Majorana zero modes. Unlike another spinful inter-
acting fermionic model, the Hubbard model, the ground
state of the Kitaev model can be a superconducting state.
In parallel, although the Hubbard model also involves the
terms of hopping and on-site pair interaction, the ground
state is not a superconducting state. However, it permits
a set of special exact eigenstates, η-pairing states, which
describe the condensation of on-site fermion pairs with
the identical momentum π. Remarkably, these states are
shown exactly to possess off-diagonal long-range order
(ODLRO) [6, 7]. Exact expression of a many-fermion
state has a unique advantage to identify the features of
ODLRO. A natural question arises from the existence of
ODLRO in the ground state of the Kitaev model. Un-
derstanding the properties of the Kitaev model provides
insights into how order can emerge from the interplay
among the single-particle kinetic energy, chemical poten-
tial, and pairing amplitude.

In this work, we consider the 1D Kitaev model with
an additional parameter, phase on the strength of the
pairing term with a uniform gradient. We show that
the gradient constant dramatically affects the phase dia-
gram, which consists of topologically trivial and nontriv-
ial phases, associated with Majorana edge modes as a
demonstration of bulk-boundary correspondence (BBC).
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Specifically, we examine the pairing mechanism by in-
troducing a Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS)-pair order
parameter. Based on the exact solution, we find that
the phase diagram can be used to characterize the value
of the parameter and its nonanalytic behavior at phase
boundaries. This order parameter obtains its maxima at
the triple critical points, at which the pairing phase gra-
dient suppresses the single-particle scattering process due
to the coherent destructive interference. Such a ground
state is essentially the condensation of fermion pairs with
zero momentum, which is also shown to be equivalent to
that of spatially local fermion pairs. As expected, this
condensation results in the existence of an exact ODLRO
in the thermodynamic limit. Our result provides an ex-
ample of a gapless p-wave superconducting ground state
possessing ODLRO.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sec. II
discusses the Kitaev model, wherein the exact solution
for periodic and open boundary conditions are obtained
and the phase diagram is presented. Sec. III introduces
the BCS-like parameter for the analytical understanding
of the p-wave pairing ground state and the pair conden-
sation. Sec. IV shows the existence of ODLRO for the
condensation of zero-momentum fermion pairs. Sec. V
concludes this paper. Some details of our calculations
are placed in the Appendix.

II. MODEL AND PHASE DIAGRAM

We begin with a Kitaev model with a phase gradient in
the pairing terms by considering the following fermionic
Hamiltonian on a lattice of length N

H =

N∑
j=1

[−Jc†jcj+1 −∆eiθjc†jc
†
j+1 + H.c.

+µ (2nj − 1)], (1)

where c†l (cl) is a fermionic creation (annihilation) op-

erator on site l, nl = c†l cl, J is the tunneling rate, µ is
the chemical potential, and position-dependent complex
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FIG. 1. Phase diagram of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) on the
parameter φ − µ plane. Different color regions represent dif-
ferent phases that are distinguished by winding number N ,
which is defined in Eq. (18). The brown and green lines
are the boundaries of different phases, from Eq. (17). This
indicates that the φ factor shrinks the region of the nontriv-
ial phase in the chemical potential, resulting in triple critical
points at (±π/2, 0).

strength ∆eiθj of the p-wave pair creation (annihilation).
For a closed chain, we define cN+1 = c1, and for an open
chain, we set cN+1 = 0. The Kitaev model is known to
have a rich phase diagram in its simplest version, i.e.,
θj = 0. It has been shown that the nonzero θj affects the
phase diagram and Majorana edge modes [8–12]. In this
work, we only consider the Hamiltonian with a uniform
phase gradient, θj = 2jφ and ∆ > 0. Mathematically, it
can be reduced to a familiar form

H =

N∑
j=1

[−Jeiφc†jcj+1 −∆c†jc
†
j+1 + H.c.

+µ (2nj − 1)]. (2)

for the sake of convenience of discussion by taking the

guage transformation cj −→ ei(j−
1
2 )φcj . In the follow-

ing, we focus on the above Hamiltonian, considering the
solutions of H under periodic and open boundary condi-
tions. The obtained result can be mapped to that of the
original Hamiltonian.

The Hamiltonian is exactly solvable due to the transla-
tional symmetry of the system, i.e., [T,H] = 0, where T
is the translational operator, defined by TclT

−1 = cl+1.
Taking the Fourier transformation

cj =
1√
N

∑
k

eikjck, (3)

with k = 2πl/N (l ∈ Z) for the Hamiltonian (2), we have

its Nambu representation H =
∑
π>k>0Hk with

Hk = −2
(
c†k c−k

)
hk

(
ck
c†−k

)
−2 cos(−k + φ), (4)

where the matrix

hk =

3∑
α=0

Bασα, (5)

is expressed by the Pauli matrices

σ0 =

(
1 0
0 1

)
, σ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
,

σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, (6)

and the field components are

B0 = − sinφ sin k,B1 = 0,

B2 = −∆ sin k,B3 = cosφ cos k − µ. (7)

Here we take J = 1 for the convenience of further anal-
ysis and the (ck, c

†
k′) operators are fermion operators

satisfying commutation relations
{
ck, c

†
k′

}
= δkk′ and

{ck, ck′} = 0.
The eigenvectors of hk are

∣∣ψ±k 〉 =

(
cos θk2

sin θk
2 e

iϕ

)
,

(
sin θk

2

− cos θk2 e
iϕ

)
. (8)

with eigenvalues

εk = ±
√
B2

2 +B2
3 +B0 = ±rk − sinφ sin k, (9)

where the norm of Bloch vector B = (B1, B2, B3) is

rk =

√
(cosφ cos k − µ)

2
+ (∆ sin k)

2
. (10)

The angles read

sinϕ = −sign (k) , θk = tan−1 ∆ |sin k|
cosφ cos k − µ

. (11)

The diagonalizable form of the Hamiltonian is

H =
∑

π>k>−π

[2 (sinφ sin k − rk) γ†kγk + rk], (12)

where the fermion operator is

γk = cos
θk
2
ck + sin

θk
2
e−iϕc†−k. (13)

In this work, we only focus on the case with ∆ > J > 0,
in which the ground state has the form
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|G (µ, φ)〉 =
∏

π>k>0

(
sin

θk
2
− i cos

θk
2
c†−kc

†
k

)
|0〉k |0〉−k ,

(14)
with the density of the ground state energy

Eg = − 2

N

∑
π>k>0

rk +
|cosφ− µ|+ |cosφ+ µ|

N
, (15)

for even N .
The phase diagram can be determined by the condition

rkc = 0, (16)

which results in kc = 0 or π, and the phase boundary

µ = ± cosφ. (17)

The topological index, winding number or Zak phase can
be extracted from the Bloch vector B = (B1, B2, B3).
The winding number of a closed curve in the auxiliary
B3B2-plane around the origin is given by

N =
1

2π

∮
C

(B̂3dB̂2 − B̂2dB̂3), (18)

where the unit vector B̂ (k) = B (k) / |B (k)|. N is an in-
teger representing the total number of times that a curve
travels counterclockwise around the origin. Actually, the
winding number is simply related to the loop described
by equation

(B3 + µ)2

cos2 φ
+

(B2)
2

∆2
=1, (19)

which presents a normal ellipse in the B3B2-plane. In
Fig. 1, the winding number N in each phase is given.
In Fig. 2, the graphs of the Bloch vector in (19) with
winding number N in each region is given in comparison
with the spectrum of the Majorana lattice.

For a Kitaev chain, the translational symmetry is bro-
ken, and the above solution is invalid. To obtain the
solution of H with an open boundary condition, we in-
troduce Majorana fermion operators

cj =
aj − ibj

2
, c†j =

aj + ibj
2

, (20)

which obey the commutation relations

{aj , aj′} = 2δjj′ , {bj , bj′} = 2δjj′ , {aj , bj′} = 0. (21)

Then, the Hamiltonian can be rewritten in the form

H = iϕThϕ,

1= 0=0= 1= − 1=

FIG. 2. Plots of the energy spectrum of the Majorana lattice
in (23) under open boundary condition obtained from numer-
ical diagonalization. The parameters are µ = 0.5, J = 1,
∆ = 1.5 and N = 30. The graphs of Bloch vector B in each
region of φ illustrate the corresponding winding numbers. Red
filled circles indicate the origin. We see that the mid-gap zero
modes appear when the winding number is nonzero, demon-
strating the bulk-boundary correspondence.

where the operator vector is

ϕ = (a1, b1, a2, b2, · · · aN , bN ) . (22)

Here h is a 2N × 2N matrix

h =
1

4

N∑
j=1

[(cosφ−∆) |j〉AB 〈j + 1|

−(cosφ+ ∆) |j〉BA 〈j + 1| − 2µ |j〉AB 〈j|]
− sinφ(|j〉AA 〈j + 1|+ |j〉BB 〈j + 1|)−H.c., (23)

satisfying h = h∗ = −hT, where basis
{|l〉A , |l〉B , l ∈ [1, N ]} is an orthonormal complete
set, and A〈l |l′〉B = δll′δAB . Matrix ih represents a
single-particle representation of a Hermitian tight-
binding ladder. Based on the eigenvectors of matrix h,
the solution of the Kitaev model with both periodic
and open boundary conditions can be obtained. For a
ring system, the same winding number can be obtained
from the eigenstates of h. Particularly, the edge modes
of h for an open chain can be obtained from numerical
diagonalization and correspond to the winding number.
In Fig. 2, the plots of the energy levels of h for the finite
system and the corresponding graphs of the Bloch vector
in (19) demonstrate this bulk-boundary correspondence.
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III. ORDER PARAMETER

It is believed that a superconducting state is a conden-
sation of pairs of fermions. For the present model, the
particle number is not conservative, and condensation is
a consequence of dynamic equilibrium between pair cre-
ation and annihilation. In this section, we introduce an
observable to measure such a condensation.

The phase diagram indicates that there is a threshold
value of chemical potential |µ| for topologically nontrivial
phases, which depends on the factor φ. The reason may
be that a sufficiently large |µ| suppresses the pairing pro-
cess. On the other hand, factor φ also affects this process.
We note that the kinetic energy of a pair of fermions with
opposite momenta is −2 cos(k+φ)−2 cos(−k+φ), which
is zero for all k when taking φ = π/2, 3π/2. Then, the

scattering process of BCS-pair c†kc
†
−kc−k′ck′ is favorable.

This analysis indicates that the transition rate of BCS-
pairs in the nontrivial phases is relatively larger than
that in the trivial phases and depends on the factor φ.
To quantitatively characterize the pairing process, we in-
troduce the operator

Ôk = syk =
i

2

(
ckc−k − c†−kc

†
k

)
, (24)

where
(
s±k , s

y
k

)
with

s−k =
(
s+
k

)†
= ckc−k, (25)

are pseudo spin operators. Obviously, for a given state
|ψ〉, quantity | 〈ψ| Ôk |ψ〉 | measures the rate of transition
for a pair in the k channel and the population of pairs.
The corresponding order parameters are defined by the
average magnitude over all channels, i.e.,

O =
2

N

∑
π>k>0

| 〈ψ| Ôk |ψ〉 |. (26)

In general, O is believed to have different values for dif-
ferent given states. Nonzero O means that state |ψ〉 is
a superconducting state. In the following, we derive the
analytical expressions of O for the ground states of the
system in different regions and study their behaviors at
the phase boundaries.

For the ground state |G (µ, φ)〉 we have

Og (µ, φ) =
∆

N

∑
k>0

sin k

rk
. (27)

In the limit N −→ ∞, we have O (µ, φ) =
(∆/2π)

∫ π
0

sin k/rkdk, which can be expressed explicitly
as

Og =
1

πa
|ln Γ| , (28)

with

Γ =

{
ia|cosφ|∆+2 cos2 φ−∆2

∆2 |µ| < |cosφ|
2|µ|+i∆a
2|µ|−i∆a otherwise

, (29)

where a = 2
√

∆2 − cos2 φ/∆.
We note that Og is independent of µ within the non-

trivial phases. In general, a sudden change in the ground
state occurs at the boundary. Obviously, Og is nonana-
lytic at the phase boundary and can identify the phase
diagram. Notably, Og reaches its maxima at the triple
critical points (µ, φ) = (0,±π/2). In Fig. 3, we plot the
profiles of Og in the µ-φ plane. This clearly demonstrates
the above points.

IV. PAIR CONDENSATION WITH ODLRO

In this section, we explore the implication of the ob-
tained result. First, we would like to point out that the
BCS-pair correlation is intimately related to the pair in
real space due to the following relation in a large N limit

sy = − 1

π

∑
l

(
ζ†l + ζl

)
, (30)

where we introduce a local pair operator

ζl =
∑

odd r>0

1

r
clcl+r. (31)

Second, the maximum of Og = 1/2 is also the maximum

of the operator
∑
k>0 Ôk. This indicates that the corre-

sponding ground state is the eigenstate of
∑
k>0 Ôk and

that the hopping term has no contribution to the energy.
A similar case occurs in the η-pairing state in the Hub-
bard model, where the single-particle scattering is sup-
pressed by coherent destructive interference for the states
with ODLRO. We note that the operator s+ represents
the local pairing creation, which is similar to the η-pair
operator situation with N −→∞. These results motivate
us to investigate the ODLRO in the ground state of the
present model.

We start with the case with µ = 0 and φ = π/2, where
the Hamiltonian becomes H = HT +HP, with

HT = 2
∑

π>k>0

sin k
(
c†kck − c

†
−kc−k

)
, (32)

HP = 2i∆
∑

π>k>0

sin k
(
c†−kc

†
k + c−kck

)
. (33)

It is easy to check that, the hopping term is decoupled
from the pairing term, i.e.,

[HT, HP] = 0. (34)

One can divide the set of k ∈ (0, π) into two subsets
{ka} and {kb} arbitrarily, {k} = {ka} ⊕ {kb}. A set of
eigenstates can be constructed in the form

|Ψ〉 =
∏

k∈{ka}

c†±k |0〉k |0〉−k
∏

k∈{kb}

i± c†−kc
†
k√

2
|0〉k |0〉−k .

(35)
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 3. (a) Color contour plots of numerical results of order parameter O (µ, φ) defined in (27). (b) Plots of O (µ, φ0) for
several representative values of φ0. (c) Plots of O (µ0, φ) for several different µ0. The parameters are N = 1000, J = 1 and
∆ = 1.5. It is clear that O is µ independent in the nontrivial region and reach its maxima at the triple critical points.

with the eigen energy

E = ±2
∑

k∈{ka}

sin k ∓ 2∆
∑

k∈{kb}

sin k. (36)

We note that under the condition ∆ > J > 0, the ground
state is

|G〉 =
∏
k

i+ c†−kc
†
k√

2
|0〉k |0〉−k , (37)

which is also the eigenstate of the operator
∑
k>0 Ôk.

Importantly, it can be rewritten in the form

|G〉 =

N/2∑
n=0

dn |ψn〉 , (38)

where the coefficient

dn =
√
CnN/2 sinn (π/4) (i cos (π/4))

N/2−n
, (39)

and the basis

|ψn〉 =
1

Ωn
(s+)n |0〉 , |0〉 =

∏
k>0

|0〉k |0〉−k , (40)

with the normalization factor Ωn = (n!)
√
CnN/2. It

is clear that state |G〉 is a coherent state of zero-
momentum-pair condensation. In fact, direct derivation
shows that

〈G| s+s− |G〉 =
N(N + 2)

16
. (41)

In the limit N −→ ∞, 〈G| s+s− |G〉 is contributed by

N2 terms such as (2/π)
2
ζ†l ζl′ . It is presumably that the

correlator

Cll′ = 〈G| ζ†l ζl′ |G〉 , (42)

is finite when the distance
∣∣∣l − l′ ∣∣∣� 1. The direct deriva-

tion of ζl |G〉 in the Appendix shows that

Cll′ =
π2

64
, for

∣∣∣l − l′ ∣∣∣� 1. (43)

Then, we conclude that the ground state at the triple
critical point possesses the exact ODLRO.

V. SUMMARY

We have presented a finding that the ground state of
the Kitaev model can possess ODLRO in the presence
of a uniform phase gradient on the pairing term. The
phase gradient plays a different role from the chemical po-
tential in influencing the phase diagram no matter what
kind of boundary condition is considered. Accordingly,
the Majorana edge modes can be controlled by the phase
gradient, providing an alternative avenue for topological
quantum computation. In addition, it has been shown
that the BCS-pair order parameter is chemical potential
µ independent but phase gradient φ dependent within
the topologically nontrivial phase. At the triple criti-
cal point, the ground state is the condensation of zero-
momentum fermion pairs with different pair densities. In
this regard, it is an analog of the η-pairing state in the
Hubbard model, replacing the on-site single pair with a
local p-wave pair. This study provides insight into the
long-range order that emerges from the interplay among
the single-particle kinetic energy, chemical potential, and
phase gradient in the 1D Kitaev model.
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APPENDIX

In this Appendix, the derivation of the correlator in
Eq. (43) is presented. By Fourier transformation, we
have

ζl =
∑

odd r>0

1

r
clcl+r

=
1

N

∑
odd r>0

∑
k,k′

1

r
ei(k+k′)leik

′rckck′ , (A1)

and

ζ†l′ =
1

N

∑
odd r>0

∑
k,k′

1

r
e−i(k+k′)l′e−ik

′rc†k′c
†
k. (A2)

The correlator has the form

ζ†
l′
ζl =

1

N2

∑
k1,k2,k3,k4

ρ−k1ρk4e
−i(k2+k1)l′ei(k3+k4)l

×c†k1c
†
k2
ck3ck4 , (A3)

where the coefficient

ρk =

∞∑
odd r>0

1

r
eikr =

iπ

4
+

1

2
ln cot (k/2) , (A4)

and specifically

ρk − ρ−k = ± iπ
2
. (A5)

Based on the expectation value of four operators

〈G| c†k1c
†
k2
ck3ck4 |G〉

=
1

4



δk2,k3δk1,k4 , (|k2| > |k1| , |k3| > |k4|)
δk2,k3δk1,k4 , (|k2| < |k1| , |k3| < |k4|)
−δk2,k4δk1,k3 , (|k2| < |k1| , |k3| > |k4|)
−δk1,k3δk2,k4 , (|k2| > |k1| , |k3| < |k4|)

2δk2,k3δk1,k4δk2,−k1 ,
−2δk1,k3δk2,k4δk4,−k1 ,

−sign(k1k3)δk2,−k1δk4,−k3 , (|k3| 6= |k1|)

,(A6)

we have

〈G| ζ†
l′
ζl |G〉

=
1

4N2

∑
|k2|6=|k1|

(ρ−k1ρk1 − ρ−k1ρk2) ei(k1+k2)(l−l′)

+
1

2N2

∑
k1

(ρ−k1ρk1 − ρ−k1ρ−k1)

− 1

4N2

∑
|k3|6=|k1|

sign(k1k3)ρ−k1ρ−k3 . (A7)

Three terms can be further expressed explicitly in the
form

∑
|k2|6=|k1|

(ρ−k1ρk1 − ρ−k1ρk2) ei(k1+k2)(l−l′)

=
∑

k1>0,k2>k1

2{|ρk1 − ρk2 |
2

cos [(k2 + k1) (l − l′)]

+ |ρk2 − ρ−k1 |
2

cos [(k2 − k1) (l − l′)]}, (A8)

and

∑
k1

(ρ−k1ρk1 − ρ−k1ρ−k1)

=
∑
k1>0

(ρk1 − ρ−k1) (ρ−k1 − ρk1) =
∑
k1>0

π2

4
, (A9)

and

∑
|k3|6=|k1|

sign(k1k3)ρ−k1ρ−k3

=
∑

k1,k3>0,k3 6=k1

− (ρk1 − ρ−k1) (ρ−k3 − ρk3)

=
∑

k1,k3>0,k3 6=k1

−π
2

4
. (A10)

Therefore, we have

〈G| ζ†
l′
ζl |G〉

=
1

8π2

∫ π

0

∫ k2

0

{|ρk1 − ρk2 |
2

cos [(k2 + k1) (l − l′)]

+ |ρk2 − ρ−k1 |
2

cos [(k2 − k1) (l − l′)]}dk1dk2

+
π2

64
. (A11)

We note that two terms

|ρk1 − ρk2 |
2

=
1

4

∣∣∣∣ln cot(k1/2)

cot(k2/2)

∣∣∣∣2 , (A12)
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and

|ρk2 − ρ−k1 |
2

=
1

4

∣∣∣∣iπ + ln
cot(k2/2)

cot(k1/2)

∣∣∣∣2 , (A13)

are finite except at the boundary, and cannot induce the
divergence of the integral. In the case |l − l′| � 1, the

high frequency oscillation of terms cos [(k2 + k1) (l − l′)]
and cos [(k2 − k1) (l − l′)] result in the vanishing contri-
bution. Therefore, we obtain the conclusion

〈G| ζ†
l′
ζl |G〉 =

π2

64
. (A14)
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