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Spin-triplet p-wave superconductors are promising candidates for topological superconductors. They have
been proposed in various heterostructures where a material with strong spin-orbit interaction is coupled to a
conventional s-wave superconductor by proximity effect. However, topological superconductors existing in na-
ture and driven purely by strong electron correlations are yet to be studied. Here we propose a realization of
such a system in a class of Kondo lattice materials in the absence of spin-orbit coupling and proximity effect.
Therein, the odd-parity Kondo hybridization mediates ferromagnetic spin-spin coupling and leads to spin-triplet
resonant-valence-bond (t-RVB) pairing between local moments. Spin-triplet p ± ip′-wave topological super-
conductivity is reached when Kondo effect co-exists with t-RVB. We identify the topological nature by the
non-trivial topological invariant and the Majorana fermions at edges. Our results offer a comprehensive under-
standing of experimental observations on UTe2, a U-based ferromagnetic heavy-electron superconductor.

I. INTRODUCTION

Searching for topological superconductors (TSc) and the
corresponding self-dual charge neutral Majorana zero modes
associated with their excitations at edges has become one of
the central problem in condensed matter physics [1, 2]. The-
oretical proposals and experimental realizations of TSc are
mostly heterostructure combining strong spin-orbit coupled
materials and conventional superconductors by proximity ef-
fect [3–5]. The emergence of the topological edge states in
such systems can be explained in terms of the single-particle
band structure without considering many-body electron corre-
lations. Recently, the search for topological phases of matter
has focused on a more intriguing class of materials that exist
in nature. Their topological properties are driven by strong
electron correlations instead of the proximity effect. Kondo
effect, describing the screening of a local spin moment by con-
duction electrons, is a well-known strong correlation between
electrons existing in heavy electron compounds. The Kondo-
mediated topological phases of matter have been studied in the
context of topological Kondo insulators [6–8] and topological
Kondo semi-metals [9], where the topological properties are
driven by either the odd-parity Kondo hybridization or by the
Kondo hybridization with strong spin-orbit coupling.

Spin-triplet p-wave superconductors are known to be the
prime candidates for TSc. However, they are scarce in na-
ture. While it is still debatable for SrRu2O4 [10–12], more
convincing evidence for p-wave triplet superconductivity was
observed in noncentrosymmetric superconductor BiPd from
phase-sensitive measurement [13]. More recently, signatures
of triplet chiral p-wave superconductivity were observed in
heavy-electron Kondo lattice compound UTe2 at the edge of
ferromagnetism, possibly marking the first example of topo-
logical superconductor induced by the strongly correlated
Kondo effect [14–17].

Motivated by these discoveries, in this paper, we propose a
distinct class of triplet p-wave superconductors in the absence
of spin-orbit coupling or proximity effect/heterostructure [18]
in a two-dimensional Kondo lattice model driven by odd-

parity Kondo hybridization. We start from the Anderson lat-
tice model (ALM) with odd-parity hybridization, which oc-
curs between d- and f -orbital electrons in various heavy-
fermion compounds [6–8]. Via the Schrieffer-Wolff transfor-
mation [19, 20], we derive an effective Kondo lattice model
with odd-parity hybridization. Furthermore, by integrating
out the conduction electron degrees of freedom, an effective
ferromagnetic RKKY interaction is generated. We explore
the mean-field phase diagram of this ferromagnetic Kondo-
Heisenberg model. In the fermionic mean-field approach, the
ferromagnetic RKKY coupling describes the p-wave (Sz =
±1) t-RVB spin-liquid state. A time-reversal invariant topo-
logical superconducting phase is reached when the Kondo ef-
fect co-exists with the p-wave t-RVB order parameter. The
topological nature of this superconducting phase is manifested
by the non-trivial Z2 topological Chern number of the bulk
band and by the existence of helical Majorana zero modes at
the edges of a finite-sized ribbon. Our results offer a qualita-
tive and some quantitative understanding of the spin-triplet su-
perconductivity recently observed in UTe2 (see Discussions).

II. MODEL

A. Anderson lattice model with odd-parity hybridization

We start with the odd-parity Anderson lattice model (ALM)
on a two-dimensional (2D) square lattice, which has been
shown to exhibit topologically non-trivial states [6–8]:

HPAM = Hc +Hf +Hcf , (1)

where Hc =
∑

k,σ=↑,↓ εkc
†
kσckσ describes the hopping of

electrons in the d orbits with orbital angular momentum l = 2
and dispersion εk = −2t(cos kx + cos ky) − µ. The Hamil-
tonian Hf of the more localized electron in the f orbits with
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FIG. 1. The effective RKKY coupling JH (normalized with J2
K ) as a

function of R/a for different chemical potentials µ. JH is computed
by Eq. (7) with Rij ‖ (1, 1) and a = 1 being chosen.

orbital angular momentum l = 3 is given by

Hf =
∑
i,σ

[
εff
†
iσfiσ +

U

2
nfiσn

f
i,−σ

]
, (2)

where εf denote the energy level of the f -electron, and U
is the repulsive on-site Coulomb potential (the Hubbard-U
term). Hybridization of the local and conduction electrons is
described by

Hcf =
∑
〈i,j〉

∑
σ,σ′=↑↓

V σσ
′

ij c†iσfjσ′ +H.c.. (3)

To conserve the parity symmetry of hybridization between
electrons with their angular momentum quantum numbers dif-
fering by one, V σσ

′

ij have to be odd under parity transforma-
tion. This restriction results in the hybridization having to
depend on sites and spins [6–8]:

V σσ
′

ij ≡ V σσ
′

α̂ = iV να̂σ
σσ′

α , (4)

distinct from the well-known onsite and spin-conserving An-
derson hybridization. In Eq. (4), νij satisfies νij ≡ να̂ =
−νji with α̂ ≡ i− j ∈ x̂, ŷ (α ∈ x, y) on a 2D square lattice,
and σα denotes the Pauli matrix of the α component.

B. The effective odd-parity ferromagnetic Kondo lattice model

In this paper, we focus on the competition of the Kondo
and the magnetic interaction among impurities–the Doniach
scenario [21]. We, therefore, derive the effective Kondo-
Heisenberg lattice Hamiltonian from ALM in the Kondo limit
where the vacant and doubly-occupied states are projected out
from the entire Hilbert space, namely 1 =

∑
σ f
†
iσfiσ . The

low-energy effective Kondo term from the odd-parity ALM
of Eq. (1) can be derived by applying the Schrieffer-Wolff
transformation (SWT) [19, 20, 22], yielding

HK = (−JK)
∑
i

∑
σσ′

∑
σ′′σ′′′

∑
α,α′

(
iνα̂σ

σσ′

α c†i+α̂,σfiσ′
)

×
(
iνα̂′σ

σ′′σ′′′

α′ f†iσ′′ci−α̂′,σ′′′
)

(5)

with JK = V 2

U+εf−εF + V 2

εF−εf > 0 (see Appendix A).
The Kondo-like term of Eq. (5) describes the screening of
an impurity by its neighboring conduction electrons, distinct
from the conventional (on-site) Kondo term.

Here, we go beyond the topological Kondo insulating phase
by further deriving the magnetic RKKY interaction among
the local f -fermions. By perturbatively expanding the Kondo
term to second order [22–24], we obtain the effective RKKY-
like interaction between the local f fermions fiσ ,

HJ =
∑
i,j

∑
σ,σ′

Jijf
†
iσf
†
jσ′fjσfiσ′

=
∑
〈i,j〉

Jij

(
f†i↑f

†
j↑fj↑fi↑ + f†i↓f

†
j↓fj↓fi↓

)
+
∑
〈i,j〉

Jij
2

(
f†i↑f

†
j↓ + f†i↓f

†
j↑

)
(fj↓fi↑ + fj↑fi↓)

−
∑
〈i,j〉

Jij
2

(
f†i↑f

†
j↓ − f

†
i↓f
†
j↑

)
(fj↓fi↑ − fj↑fi↓) , (6)

where

Jij ≡ JH(R) =
16J2

K

N 2
s

∑
εk<µ

∑
εk′′>µ

ei(k−k
′′)·Rij

εk − εk′′

×
(
sin2 kx + sin2 ky

) (
sin2 k′′x + sin2 k′′y

)
(7)

denotes the effective coupling of the spinons of sites i and
j with R ≡ |Rij | ≡ |ri − rj |. The HJ term of Eq.
(6) can be re-expressed as a linear combination of a spinon
pair wave function with total spin S = 0 (spin-singlet)
and S = 1 (spin-triplet). Note that the associated effec-
tive spinon coupling of the spin-triplet channel is opposite
to that of the spin-singlet. When HJ is expressed in terms
of fermion pair with different spins, Eq. (6) is reminis-
cent of the conventional Heisenberg interaction Si · Sj =

− 1
2

(
f†i↑f

†
j↓ − f

†
i↓f
†
j↑

)
(fi↓fj↑ − fi↑fj↓)+ 1

4n
f
i n

f
j , except for

the difference in the constant coefficients of the pair opera-
tors. As expected, the RKKY coupling Jij in Eq. (7) shows
an oscillatory behavior in R, accompanied by a decrease in
its magnitude with increasing R, similar to the behavior of
the conventional RKKY coupling. Due to the rapid attenua-
tion of Jij , we only consider the dominated nearest-neighbor
interaction and assume Jij to be spatially homogeneous, i.e.
Jij → J(R = a) ≡ JH . Furthermore, when R = a, we find
the effective RKKY coupling is attractive (or of the ferromag-
netic type), i.e., JH < 0 (see Fig. 1), which energetically fa-
vors the spin-triplet pairing of spinons. On the other hand, the
effective RKKY coupling in the spin-singlet channel shows
repulsive interaction and can be neglected here since it is not
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FIG. 2. The zero-temperature mean-field solutions of t-RVB order
parameter∆t (brown) and the Kondo correlation x (black) as a func-
tion of JH . We fix JK = 0.3 and doping of the conduction band
δ = −0.3 (30 percent hole doping). Without loss of generality, we
set t = 1. This plot reveals a (co-existing) superconducting ground
state with x 6= 0, ∆t 6= 0 for 0 < JH . 2.5 and a pure t-RVB
phase where x = 0, ∆t 6= 0 when JH & 2.52. A pure Kondo phase
(x 6= 0, ∆t = 0) only exists at JH = 0.

energetically favorable. Lastly, on a two-dimensional lattice,
the triplet spin state | ↑↓〉+ | ↓↑〉 does not exist since the cor-
responding structure factor is proportional to kz , and kz = 0
is fixed here. Therefore, based on the above arguments, only
the equal-spin states, | ↑↑〉 and | ↓↓〉, survive, and theHJ term
is reduced to

HJ ≈ − |JH |
∑
〈i,j〉

(
f†i↑f

†
j↑fj↑fi↑ + f†i↓f

†
j↓fj↓fi↓

)
. (8)

Combining HK and HJ of Eqs. (5), (6) and (8), the effec-
tive Kondo-Heisenberg lattice model with odd-parity Kondo
hybridization reads HFKH = H0 + Hλ + HK + HJ . Here,
Hλ = −

∑
i iλi

[∑
σ(f†iσfiσ)− 1

]
enforces the singly occu-

pied local f -spinons with λi being the Lagrange multiplier.
The Hamiltonian HFKH offers a platform for discovering a
distinct class of topological superconducting states induced
by electron correlations via collaboration between the ferro-
magnetic RKKY coupling and the Kondo effect. To facilitate
our numerical calculations of the mean-field phase diagram,
we treat JK and JH as independent couplings here since it is
more convenient to explore the phase diagram by tuning the
ratio of JK/JH [25, 26]. In experiments, varying the non-
thermal parameter can be expected to follow a certain trajec-
tory of JK/JH in the phase diagram.

III. MEAN-FIELD TREATMENT OF THE EFFECTIVE
KONDO-HEISENBERG-LIKE MODEL

We now employ a mean-field analysis on the above ef-
fective Kondo-Heisenberg-like Hamiltonian with an effective
ferromagnetic RKKY interaction and odd-parity Kondo hy-
bridization.

Via performing Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, HK

and HJ of Eqs. (5) and (6) can be factorized as

HK →
∑
i,α

∑
σσ′

[
χ†i

(
iνα̂σ

σσ′

α f†iσci−α̂,σ′
)

+H.c.
]

+
∑
i

|χi|2

JK
,

HJ →
∑
〈i,j〉

[
∆↑t (i, j)f

†
i↑f
†
j↑ +∆↓t (i, j)f

†
i↓f
†
j↓ +H.c.

]

+
∑
〈i,j〉

∣∣∣∆↑t (i, j)∣∣∣2 +
∣∣∣∆↓t (i, j)∣∣∣2

JH
(9)

where the mean-field values of the bosonic Hubbard-
Stratonovich fields, χi and ∆σ

t (i, j) (σ =↑, ↓), represent the
order parameters of the Kondo correlation and the Sz = ±1
spin-triplet RVB bonds between two adjacent up/down spins,
respectively.

To describe the Kondo-screened Fermi-liquid state, we al-
low the χi field to acquire uniformly Bose condensation over
the real space; hence, χi can be expressed as χi → x + χ̂i
with x = (−JK/Ns)

∑
iσσ′α〈iνα̂σσσ

′

α f†iσci−α̂,σ′〉 being the
Bose-condensed stiffness of χi while χ̂i represents its fluctua-
tions. The mean-field order parameter of the tRVB is given by
∆σ
t = (−JH/4Ns)

∑
〈i,j〉〈fjσfiσ〉. Since the ferromagnetic

coupling is expected to favor spin-triplet p-wave pairing sim-
ilar to superfluid helium-3 [27], we restrict ourselves to the
p-wave pairing, i.e., ∆σ

t (i, j) here is taken the p-wave form,
see Eqs. (11) and (12) below. We further fix the Lagrange
multiplier at the mean-field level via iλi → λ and neglect the
fluctuations of λi, χi, and ∆σ

t , leading to the following mean-
field Kondo-Heisenberg-like Hamiltonian:

HMF =
∑
k,σ

εkc
†
kσckσ +

∑
kσ

λf†kσfkσ

+
∑
k

[
V1kf

∗
k↑ck↓ + V2kf

∗
k↓ck↑ +H.c.

]
+
∑
k

[
∆↑kf

†
k↑f
†
−k↑ +∆↓kf

†
k↓f
†
−k↓ +H.c.

]
+

8Ns∆2
t

JH
+
Nsx2

JK
−Nsλ, (10)

where V1k = 2x (sin kx − i sin ky) and V2k =
2x (sin kx + i sin ky). The Fourier transformation for
the second-quantized operator is defined as ψiσ =

1√
Ns

∑
k e
−ik·riψkσ . Note that the mean-field Kondo term

of Eq. (10) is reminiscent of the topological Kondo insu-
lator shown in Ref. [28]. In Eq. (10), ∆σ

t (k) represents
the gap structure of the spin-triplet p-wave RVB pairing in
the momentum space for the spin-σ sector, defined as ∆↑k =

∆t (− sin ky − i sin kx) and ∆↓k = ∆t (sin ky − i sin kx)
with ∆t being denoted the mean-field pairing potential (see
Appendix, Section II). This momentum-dependent gap struc-
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ture for the up- and down-spin sectors correspond to the fol-
lowing real-space patterns of∆↑t (i, j) and∆↓t (i, j) of Eq. (9):

∆↑t (i, j)→ ∆↑t (i, i+ x̂) = −∆↑t (i, i− x̂) = −∆t,

∆↑t (i, i+ ŷ) = −∆↑t (i, i− ŷ) = i∆t, (11)

and

∆↓t (i, j)→∆
↓
t (i, i+ x̂) = −∆↓t (i, i− x̂) = −∆t,

∆↓t (i, i+ ŷ) = −∆↓t (i, i− ŷ) = −i∆t. (12)

Choosing Ψk = (φAk, φBk)
T with the Nambu spinors

defined by φAk =
(
ck↑, c

†
−k↑, fk↓, f

†
−k↓

)T
and φBk =(

ck↓, c
†
−k↓, fk↑, f

†
−k↑

)T
, the mean-field Hamiltonian

HMF =
∑

k Ψ
†
kHkΨk + C can be expressed as a summation

of two decoupled 4× 4 matrices as follows

HMF = HA +HB + C,

HA(B) =
∑
k

φ†A(B)kH
A(B)
k φA(B)k (13)

with C ≡
∑

k εk +
8Ns∆2

t

JH
+ Nsx2

JK
, and

HAk =


εk
2 0

V ∗2k
2 0

0 − εk2 0 V2k

2
V2k

2 0 λ
2 ∆↓k

0
V ∗2k
2 ∆↓∗k −λ2

 , (14)

HBk =


εk
2 0

V ∗1k
2 0

0 − εk2 0 V1k

2
V1k

2 0 λ
2 ∆↑k

0
V ∗1k
2 ∆↑∗k −λ2 .

 (15)

The Hamiltonian Eq. (13) possesses time-reversal symme-
try: HA and HB constitute the time-reversal partner of each
other, i.e. ΘHA(B)Θ

−1 = HB(A) where the time-reversal
operator Θ = ρ0 ⊗ (−iσy)K with σy being the y-component
Pauli matrix on the spin subspace, ρ0 being a 2 × 2 identity
matrix on the orbital subspace while K being the complex-
conjugate operator. Under time-reversal transformation, the
spin and quasi-momentum of conduction (c) and pseud-
ofermion (f ) operators are flipped: (ck↑, ck↓, fk↑, fk↓)

Θ−→
(c−k↓, −c−k↑, f−k↓, −f−k↑). Meanwhile, our Hamilto-
nian respects charge-conjugation (particle-hole) symmetry:
PHkP−1 = −H−k where P ≡ τxK is the particle-hole op-
erator with τx being the x-component of the Pauli matrices on
the particle-hole basis. Due to the odd-parity p±ip′ RVB pair-
ing of our model, the parity symmetry is broken here. Thus,
our model Eq. (13) belongs to the DIII class of topological
symmetry [29].

IV. RESULTS

A. Mean-field phase diagram

The mean-field ground states are determined by minimiz-
ing the mean-field free energy per site FMF = C

Ns −
kBT
Ns

∑
nk ln

[
1 + exp

(
−Enk

kBT

)]
with respect to the mean-

field variables q = (λ, x, ∆t), i.e. ∂FMF /∂qi = 0. Here,
Enk < 0 is the n-th band of Hk. The chemical potential µ is
determined by the relation ∂FMF /∂µ = −(1 + δ) with δ be-
ing the chemical doping of the c-electrons for which δ S 0 is
for p/un/n− doped (half-filling corresponds to δ = 0). This
leads to the following saddle-point equations at zero tempera-
ture,

1

Ns

∑
nk

∂Enk
∂x

+
2x

JK
= 0,

1

Ns

∑
nk

∂Enk
∂∆t

+
16∆t

JH
= 0,

1

Ns

∑
nk

∂Enk
∂λ

= 0,

1

Ns

∑
nk

∂Enk
∂µ

+ δ = 0. (16)

The ground-state phase diagram (Fig. 2) of our model is ob-
tained by solving the saddle-point equations self-consistently.
The phase diagram contains three distinct mean-field phases:
a pure Kondo phase is found at JH = 0 where x 6= 0,∆t = 0.
At the opposite limit where the RKKY interaction dominates,
the ground state shows short-range magnetic correlation with
p-wave spin-triplet RVB pairing (∆t 6= 0, x = 0). In the
intermediate range of 0 < JH/JK < (JH/JK)c, we find a
Kondo-tRVB co-existing (superconducting) phase with x 6= 0
and ∆t 6= 0, which can be explained via the mechanism of
Kondo-stabilized spin liquid [26, 30]. The development of
superconductivity in this co-existing phase requires higher-
order processes involving both the Kondo and t-RVB terms:
the mean-field t-RVB pairings of the local f fermions pro-
vide preformed Cooper pairs. When the Kondo hybridization
field χ gets Bose-condensed (x 6= 0), the local fermions de-
localize into the conduction band and make the preformed t-
RVB Cooper pairs superconduct [31]. These processes can
be described by the effective mean-field Hamiltonian Hsc =∑

k

(
∆̄↓∗k c−k↓ck↓ + ∆̄↑∗k c−k↑ck↑ +H.c.

)
, where the effec-

tive gap functions take the form ∆̄↓∗k = V1kV1,−k∆
↑∗
k ∼

x2∆t(sin
2 kx + sin2 ky)(sin kx − i sin ky) and ∆̄↑∗k =

V2kV2,−k∆
↓∗
k ∼ x2∆t(sin

2 kx + sin2 ky)(sin kx + i sin ky)
with the size of the superconducting gap being proportional
to x2∆t. The superconducting gap function ∆̄↑k we obtained
here shows a f -wave-like pairing symmetry on a generic
anisotropic (non-circular) 2D Fermi surface. Nevertheless,
as we are taking the continuous limit of the conduction band
here, ∆̄↑k can be expressed as a product of s and p±ip′ pairing
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(a)

Γ X

M

(b)

FIG. 3. Figures (a) (red curves) and (b) show the bulk energy spec-
trum of the co-existing superconducting state near the Fermi level µ.
The Fermi level locates at E(k) = 0. The coupling constants are
JK = 0.3 and JH = 1.0. Inset of (a) displays the First Brillouin
zone of a square lattice with indications of high-symmetry points
Γ, X, M .

orders, i.e., ∆̄↑/↓∗k ∼ k2(kx±iky) with k2 ≡ k2x+k2y on a cir-
cular Fermi surface but only the p±ip′ component plays a role
here. Note that we find the co-existing superconducting state
persists for an arbitrary small value of JH/JK → 0+. This is
likely due to the overestimation of the co-existing phase at the
mean-field level. Upon including fluctuations of the Kondo
and t-RVB order parameters beyond the mean-field level, we
expect a narrower co-existing superconducting phase. A first-
order transition similar to the results found in Refs. [26, 32]
is observed at the transition of the t-RVB and the co-existing
superconducting phases (see Fig. 2). The bulk band structure
in the co-existing superconducting state is shown in Fig. 3.

B. Topological invariance

We now address the topological properties of the coexisting
superconducting state. Since this system is invariant under
time-reversal transformation, the bulk topological properties
of the coexisting Kondo-RVB superconducting state with p±
ip′ spin-triplet RVB pairing can be thus characterized by the
Z2 Chern number cT (or time-reversal polarization) [33–35],

kx

E
(k
x)

FIG. 4. The left figure displays the electronic band structure of the
coexisting superconductor state for a strip with Ny = 81 described
by HA at JK/t = 0.3 and JH/t = 1.0. Three pairs of edge states
with Dirac spectra are observed near kx = 0 (the pink curves). The
edge states at zero energy correspond to the Majorana zero modes.
Due to the time-reversal symmetry of the model, the band structure
for a strip for HB is identical to that of HA. The close-up band
structures near three pairs of edge states (pink curves) on the top,
middle and bottom bounded by the red squares are shown on the
right figures.

given by

cT =
cA − cB

2
(17)

with cI (I ∈ A,B) being the Thouless-Kohmoto-Nightingal-
den Nijs (TKNN) number [36] of HI , defined as

cI =
1

2π

∫
k∈FBZ

dSk ·
(
∇k ×AI

k

)
. (18)

The Berry’s connection AI
k for HI is given by AI

k ≡
i
∑
n∈I〈uInk|∇k|uInk〉 with |uInk〉 being the normalized

Bloch state of the n-th filled band for HI
k. We numerically

calculate the TKNN numbers [37], cA and cB , and find that
cA = −cB = 1 in the co-existing phase, indicating a topolog-
ically non-trivial Z2 Chern number cT = 1. By the bulk-edge
correspondence, we expect this co-existing superconducting
state to support a pair of counter-propagating Majorana zero
modes at the edges of a finite-sized strip. Further band struc-
ture calculations of our model on a strip in the following sub-
section confirm our expectation.

C. Edge states of the coexisting Kondo-RVB spin-triplet
p± ip′-wave superconducting state

We now check whether our model would support helical
Majorana zero modes at the edge of a finite-sized system.
We shall examine our model’s band structures and edge-state
wave functions on a finite-sized strip that extends infinitely
along the x direction but contains a finite number of lattice
sites in y. The results are shown in Figs. 4 to 6. As shown
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E

E

x

y

y i
 =

 1

y i
 =

 N
y

R
ib
b
on

γRA,k

γLB,kγRB,k

γLA,k

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g)

FIG. 5. Figures (a) and (d) show the Bogoliubov excitation spectra ofHA andHB , respectively, near the chemical potential on a nano-strip with
Ny = 81 chains. Figures (b), (c) and (e), (f) demonstrate the probability density of the Majorana edge state wave functions ofHA andHB as
a function of atom position yi,

∣∣γΓI,kx(yi)
∣∣2 with I = A,B and Γ = R,L (pink curves in (a) and (d)), at a fixed energyE ≡ E(kx = ±0.03).

The probability density is described by
∣∣γΓI,kx(yi)

∣∣2 =
(∣∣uΓI,kx ∣∣2 , ∣∣ūΓI,kx ∣∣2 , ∣∣vΓI,kx ∣∣2 , ∣∣v̄ΓI,kx ∣∣2) (yi). The parameters are JK/t = 0.3,

JH/t = 1.0, and doping δ = −0.3. The edge states are of the helical type, as schematically represented in (g).

E

E

12

4 3

1

3

2

4

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

FIG. 6. The finite-energy (E(kx) > 0) Bogoliubov excitation spectra of (a)HA (shown on top right in Fig. 5) and (d)HB . A pair of “helical”
edge states is found to exist at finite energy [pink curve in (a) and (d)], and their probability densities are shown in (b) and (c), (e) and (f),
respectively, at a fixed energy E(kx = ±0.22).

in Fig. 4, gapless Dirac spectra of the Bogoliubov excitations
around kx = 0 near zero energy are observed, exhibiting one
of the typical features of topological edge states. The exci-
tations can be effectively described by the linear-dispersed
Hamiltonian H̃I =

∑
kx
vx|kx|

(
γR †I,kxγ

R
I,kx
− γL †I,kxγ

L
I,kx

)
with

γΓI,kx =
∑
yi

[
uΓI,kx(yi)ckx,yi,↑ + ūΓI,kx(yi)c

†
−kx,yi,↑

+vΓI,kx(yi)fkx,yi,↓ + v̄ΓI,kx(yi)f
†
−kx,yi,↓

]
(19)

with u, ū and v, v̄ being the coherent factors. In Eq. (19),
I ∈ A,B, Γ ∈ R,L, and γR/LA/B,kx

represents the right/left-

moving Bogoliubov quasiparticle of H̃A/B . Here, vx in H̃I

denotes the velocity. Due to time-reversal symmetry, HA

is the time-reversal partner of HB , and thus their spectra
are identical. The low-energy eigenstates with Dirac spectra
near kx = 0 for both HA and HB exhibit the typical prop-
erty of edge states, as their probability densities accumulate
mostly at the edges of strip, as shown in Fig. 5. Combin-
ing the directions of propagation inferred from the velocity
vx ∼ ∂E(kx)/∂kx, we can classify these edge states into two
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Tc

Tonset

Tc

FIG. 7. Plot of the temperature-dependent mean-field order pa-
rameters x(T )/t and ∆t(T )/t with kB = 1, JK/t = 0.3 and
JH/t = 1.0 fixed. Inset shows the enlarged plot of ∆t(T ).
The single-impurity Kondo temperature occurs at Tonset/t ≈ 0.16
while the transition of superconductivity takes places at temperature
Tc/t ≈ 0.015.

groups, each of them constitutes a pair of counter-propagating
edge states (see Fig. 5), revealing the nature of helical Ma-
jorana zero modes. The helical type of the Majorana zero
modes is the consequence of time-reversal symmetry of our
model, reminiscent of the well-known Kane-Mele model on a
single-layered graphene [38, 39]. Remarkably, in addition to
the Majorana fermions at zero energy, two pairs of counter-
propagating edge-states are observed at finite energy, see Fig.
6. The two pairs of edge states correspond to the edge states
of the topological Kondo insulator, where the spin-triplet RVB
order parameter is absent (∆t = 0) [6–8].

V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

We now discuss the application of our results for heavy-
electron superconductors, particularly the Kondo lattice com-
pound UTe2. Experimental evidence indicates that this com-
pound does not show long-range magnetic order and is in
the vicinity of the ferromagnetic quantum critical point, ex-
hibiting both strong ferromagnetic fluctuations, possibly due
to magnetic frustrations induced by sub-leading antiferromag-
netic fluctuations [40, 41], and Kondo screening [14, 17, 42].
The DFT+U calculations indicate that the dynamics of elec-
tron bands and the physical properties of UTe2 are dominated
by the electrons near the quasi-two-dimensional (cylindrical)
Fermi surface with weak kz dependence despite its 3D crystal
structure [40]. Superconductivity is reached at Tc = 1.6K,
while the resistivity maximum observed at T ? ≈ 15 ∼ 75 K
reveals signature of coherent Kondo scattering [14, 43], indi-
cating T ?/Tc ≈ 10 ∼ 50. The superconductivity can, in gen-
eral, co-exist and compete with the Kondo effect [17]. When
a magnetic field is applied along the hard-magnetic axis b of
UTe2 and before entering the superconducting phase, a corre-
lated paramagnetic phase is observed below the temperature

at which the magnetic susceptibility shows a broad maximum
[44]. Similar spin-liquid behavior has been observed in the
magnetic susceptibility of another heavy fermion compound
CePdAl [45]. This similarity suggests this correlated para-
magnetic phase may feature short-range magnetic order. Our
theoretical framework based on competition and collaboration
between a Kondo-screened and a ferromagnetic t-RVB spin-
liquid states on a two-dimensional Kondo lattice is consistent
with the above observations in UTe2. It, therefore, consti-
tutes a promising approach to account for its exotic phenom-
ena. On the other hand, the chiral in-gap state, a signature of
chiral topological superconductor, has been observed by scan-
ning tunneling spectroscopy in the superconducting phase of
UTe2 [17]. Combining with the ferromagnetic fluctuations
that are known to induce spin-triplet pairing, people believe
UTe2 is a promising candidate for the spin-triplet chiral topo-
logical superconductor [14, 17]. Furthermore, the supercon-
ducting phase co-existing with Kondo coherence in this ma-
terial strongly suggests the role played by the Kondo effect
in this possible topological superconductor. The topologi-
cal Kondo superconducting state with equal-spin spin-triplet
p-wave pairings we proposed here bears striking similarities
to and strong relevance for the experimental observations on
UTe2: (i) the d- and f -orbitals electrons with their angular
momentum quantum number differing by 1 in the uranium
atoms of UTe2 likely give rise to the odd-parity Kondo effect
[6–8], (ii) the t-RVB state in our theory may be considered
as one possible realization of the short-ranged ferromagnetic
fluctuations in UTe2, (iii) the Kondo-t-RVB co-existing su-
perconducting state we find here qualitatively agrees with the
co-existence between superconductivity and Kondo effect ob-
served in UTe2, (iv) the high upper critical field exceeding the
Pauli limit [14, 46] implies that the superconducting state of
UTe2 may have equal-spin Cooper pairs, and (v) the effective
pairing ∆

σ

k formed in the conduction band mentioned in Sec-
tion IV A shows characteristics of spin-triplet point-node gap
structure [47]. Various characteristic temperature scales esti-
mated from our mean-field calculations with JH/t = 1.0 and
JK/t = 0.3 at finite temperatures agree reasonably well with
experimental observations (see Fig. 7): The superconducting
transition temperature Tc, theoretically determined from our
mean-field analysis Tc = Min[T (x = 0), T (∆t = 0)], shows
Tc ≈ 0.015t ≈ 2.3 K by taking estimated values of t = 150 K
and half-bandwidth D = 1.25t [42]. The Kondo coherent
scale can be obtained by T ? = x2(T = 0)/D ≈ 17.4 K
[48]. The ratio T ?/Tc ≈ 8 is in reasonable agreement with
experimental observations. The onset temperature Tonset of
Kondo hybridization, which occurs at x(T = Tonset) = 0,
displays Tonset ≈ 0.16t ≈ 24 K, within the theoretically es-
timated range 10K < Tonset < 100K by DMFT calculation
[42]. Meanwhile, there have been evidences of TRS breaking
in UTe2 from the observed two superconducting transitions
and a finite polar Kerr effect at T < Tc [49], likely due to
proximity to the ferromagnetic ordered phase. A number of
theoretical attempts were proposed based on these observa-
tions [50, 51]. However, the observed single superconducting
transition near ambient pressure and zero field [44, 52, 53] as
well as the theoretically proposed unitary triplet pairing [40]



8

suggest TRS may be preserved in UTe2. Though our results
shown above are obtained in the presence of TRS, the chi-
ral p-wave superconducting state with chiral Majorana zero
mode at edges is expected to occur here once a time-reversal
breaking magnetic field is applied [54]. Our distinct predic-
tions with and without fields serve as theoretical guidance for
future experiments to distinguish the time-reversal breaking
from time-reversal preserving triplet pairing states in UTe2.
Since the Kondo correlations stabilize the t-RVB spin liquid
in the co-existing superconducting phase, it is expected to be
robust against gauge-field fluctuations beyond the mean field.
Our approach and results are distinct from the spin-triplet non-
topological superconducting state recently proposed based on
the Hund’s-Kondo coupling and Sz = 0 t-RVB state to ac-
count for UTe2 [51].

In conclusion, we propose a first realization of the topo-
logical superconductivity in the Kondo lattice model, a dis-
tinct class of topological superconductors due to purely strong
electron correlations without employing spin-orbit coupling
or proximity effect. A topological Kondo superconductor
essentially constitutes of 1) itinerant c and localized f bands
with different orbital quantum numbers, 2) strong Hubbard in-
teraction of the f electrons, 3) odd-parity Kondo hybridization
of the c and f bands, and 4) the attractive exchange interac-
tion of the f electrons with spin-triplet correlations. Start-
ing from the odd-parity Anderson lattice model, we obtain
the unconventional type of Kondo hybridization and ferro-
magnetic RKKY-like interaction via perturbation theory, lead-
ing to spin-triplet resonating-valence-bond (RVB) pairing be-
tween f -electrons with time-reversal invariant p ± ip′-wave
gap symmetry. Via the mean-field approach, we find a Kondo
triplet-RVB coexisting phase in the intermediate range of the
Kondo to RKKY coupling ratio. This phase is shown as a
time-reversal invariant topological superconducting state with
a spin-triplet p ± ip′-wave RVB pairing gap. It exhibits non-
trivial topology in the bulk band structure, and supports heli-
cal Majorana zero modes at edges. Our prediction in the pres-
ence of a time-reversal breaking field leads to chiral p-wave
spin-triplet topological Kondo superconductor. Our results on
the superconducting transition temperature, Kondo coherent
scale, and onset temperature of Kondo hybridization not only
qualitatively but also quantitatively agree with the observa-
tions for UTe2. The theoretical framework we propose here
opens up the search for topological superconductors induced
by strongly electronic correlations on the Kondo lattice com-
pounds.
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Appendix A: The Schrieffer-Wolff transformation (SWT)

In this section, we provide derivations of the Kondo term
via using the SWT. We first perform the SWT on an odd-parity
single-impurity Anderson model where an impurity at an ar-
bitrary site i hybridizes with the conduction electrons on the
four nearest-neighbor sites of i. This result will be succes-
sively generalized to the lattice version.

The single-impurity Anderson model takes the following
form

H =
∑
kσ

εkc
†
kσckσ +

∑
σ

εff
†
iσfiσ + Unfi↑n

f
i↓

+
∑
σσ′

∑
α=x,y

[
iV να̂σ

σσ′

α c†i+α̂,σfiσ′ +H.c.
]
, (A1)

where α̂ ≡ ±x̂,±ŷ denotes the nearest-neighbor vectors of a
square lattice, and να̂ satisfies να̂ = −ν−α̂ and νx̂ = νŷ = 1.

The SWT aims at projecting out the empty and doubly oc-
cupied states to generate the effective Hamiltonian Heff in
the Kondo (singly-occupied) limit. Following Ref. [20], we
first use the states of impurity occupation as the basis set,
{|f0〉, |f1〉, |f2〉} with the superscripts being denoted as the
occupation of the localized electrons, to expand the Hamilto-
nian of Eq. (A1) in the following matrix form,

H =

 H00 H01 H02

H10 H11 H12

H20 H21 H22

 . (A2)

The matrix elements of Eq. (A2), denoted as Hij ≡
〈f i|H|f j〉 with i, j = 0, 1, 2, are

H10 =
∑
σσ′

∑
α=±x,±y

iV να̂σ
σσ′

α f†iσci−α̂,σ′ = H21,

H01 = H†10 =
∑
σσ′

∑
α=±x,±y

iV να̂σ
σσ′

α c†i+α̂,σfiσ′ = H12,

H11 =
∑
kσ

εkc
†
kσckσ +

∑
σ

εff
†
iσfiσ, H00 =

∑
kσ

εkc
†
kσckσ,

H22 =
∑
kσ

εkc
†
kσckσ +

∑
σ

εff
†
jσfjσ + Unfi↑n

f
i↓. (A3)

We then project out |f0〉 and |f2〉 from the Hilbert space to
obtain the effective Hamiltonian Heff at the Kondo limit sat-
isfyingHeff |f1〉 = E|f1〉 withE being the eigenenergy. Via
Eq. (A2), Heff can be expressed as Heff = H11 +H ′ with
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H ′ =H10(E −H00)−1H01 +H12(E −H22)−1H21

=
∑

α,α′=x,y

∑
σσ′

∑
σ′′σ′′′

[
V 2

εF − εf − U

(
iνα̂σ

σσ′

α c†i+α̂,σfiσ′
)(

iνα̂′σ
σ′′σ′′′

α′ f†iσ′′ci−α̂′,σ′′′
)

(A4)

+
V 2

εf − εF

(
iνα̂σ

σσ′

α f†iσci−α̂,σ′
)(

iνα̂′σ
σ′′σ′′′

α′ c†i+α̂′,σ′′fiσ′′′
)]

(A5)

Here, we skip the derivations of H10(E − H00)−1H01 and
H12(E − H22)−1H21 in Eq. (A5) as those are standard and
can be found in a number of references. See, for example,
Refs. [19, 20]. H ′ can be further cast into the form simi-
lar to the conventional single-impurity Kondo term, with the
following antiferromagnetic Kondo coupling

JK =
V 2

U + εf − εF
+

V 2

εF − εf
> 0, (A6)

plus a potential scattering term. Eq. (A5) can be generalized
to the lattice version by summing over all lattice sites, as de-
scribed by Eq. (5).

Appendix B: Derivation of the effective ferromagnetic
RKKY-like interaction

In the section, we derive the RKKY-like interaction by per-
turbatively expanding HK of Eq. (5) to second order.

The unperturbed state is described as

|0, f〉 = |k1m1, k2m2, · · · , kNmN 〉 |f〉 , (B1)

where conduction electrons do not interact with the impuri-
ties. In Eq. (B1), |k1m1, k2m2, · · · , kNmN 〉 represents the
Fermi sea with all wave vectors lying below the Fermi wave
vector, namely ki < kF . After imposing perturbation, the un-
perturbed state acquires correction and the corrected eigenen-
ergy is expressed in powers of JK , E = E0 + ∆E(1) +

∆E(2) + O(J3
K) with E0 being the eigenenergy of the un-

perturbed state.
The first and second order energy corrections take the form

∆E(1) = 〈0, f |HK |0, f〉 ,

∆E(2) =
∑

(0,f)6=(A,f ′)

|〈0, f |HK |A, f ′〉|2

E0 − EA
, (B2)

where |A, f ′〉 denotes the excited state which can be expressed
as a direct product of the building blocks |k′′i ,m′′i 〉, with part
of wave vectors lying above the Fermi surface, i.e. k′′i > kF .

Here, we first derive the effective interaction of the f
fermions for a simpler two-impurity model and generalize the
results to the lattice version.
∆E(1) can be evaluated by summing over the subspace of

the conduction electron, yielding

∆E(1) = 〈0, f |HK |0, f〉

=
4nfJK
Ns

∑
k<kF

(
sin2 kx + sin2 ky

)
+ C, (B3)

where nf =
∑
i=1,2,σ 〈f | f

†
iσfiσ |f〉 and C is a constant. HK

in Eq. (B3) denotes the two-impurity Kondo term. It turns
out that ∆E(1) only introduces a constant energy shift for the
bare energy level of the f fermions.
∆E(2) is given by

∆E(2) =
1

N 4
s

∑
f ′′

∑
k′′1

∑
m′′1

· · ·
∑
k′′N

∑
m′′N

(
J2
K

E0 − EA

) 2∑
i=1

∑
σσ′

∑
σ′′σ′′′

∑
α,α′

∑
k,k′

 2∑
j=1

∑
ττ ′

∑
τ ′′τ ′′′

∑
β,β′

∑
q,q′


×
[
eik·(ri+α̂)−ik

′·(ri−α̂′)iνα̂iνα̂′
] [
eiq·(rj+β̂)−iq

′·(rj−β̂′)iνβ̂iνβ̂′
]

× σσσ
′

α σσ
′′σ′′′

α′ 〈f | fiσ′f†iσ′′ |f
′′〉 〈k1m1, k2m2, · · · , kNmN |

(
c†kσck′σ′′′

)
|k′′1m′′1 , k′′2m′′2 , · · · , k′′Nm′′N 〉

× σττ
′

β στ
′′τ ′′′

β′ 〈f ′′| fjτ ′f†jτ ′′ |f〉 〈k
′′
1m
′′
1 , k

′′
2m
′′
2 , · · · , k′′Nm′′N |

(
c†qτ cq′τ ′′′

)
|k1m1, k2m2, · · · , kNmN 〉 . (B4)

An annihilation operator acts on |A, f ′〉 can be obtained as

cqσ′ |k′′1m′′1 , k′′2m′′2 , · · · , k′′Nm′′N 〉

=

N∑
α=1

(−1)pαδq,k′′αcσ′

∣∣∣∣∣
(
α−1∏
l=1

k′′l m
′′
l

)
m′′α

(
N∏

l=α+1

k′′l m
′′
l

)〉
,

(B5)
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we can thus obtain

〈k1m1, k2m2, · · · , kNmN |
(
c†kσck′σ′′′

)
|k′′1m′′1 , k′′2m′′2 , · · · , k′′Nm′′N 〉

=

N∑
α=1

N∑
β=1

(−1)pα(−1)pβδk,kαδk′,k′′β 〈mα| c†σcσ′′′
∣∣m′′β〉

〈(
α−1∏
l=1

klml

)(
N∏

l=α+1

klml

)∣∣∣∣∣
(
β−1∏
l=1

k′′l m
′′
l

) N∏
l=β+1

k′′l m
′′
l

〉.
(B6)

The above matrix element is nonzero only if the momentum
is restricted by certain constraints and (ki,mi) = (k′′i ,m

′′
i ),

signifying pα = pβ :

〈k1m1, · · · , kNmN |
(
c†kσck′σ′′′

)
|k′′1m′′1 , · · · , k′′Nm′′N 〉

=Θ(kF − |k|)Θ (|k′| − kF )

×
N∑
α=1

δk,kαδk′,k′′α 〈mα| c†σcσ′′′ |m′′α〉
∏
l 6=α

δklk′′l δmlm′′l


(B7)

Plugging this into ∆E(2), we have

∆E(2) =
1

N 4
s

∑
f ′′

N∑
a=1

∑
k′′a

∑
m′′a

(
J2
K

E0 − EA

) 2∑
i=1

∑
σσ′

∑
σ′′σ′′′

∑
α,α′

 2∑
j=1

∑
ττ ′

∑
τ ′′τ ′′′

∑
β,β′

∑
q,q′


×Θ(kF − |ka|)Θ (|k′′a | − kF )

[
eika·(ri+α̂)−ik

′′
a ·(ri−α̂

′)iνα̂iνα̂′
] [
eiq·(rj+β̂)−iq

′·(rj−β̂′)iνβ̂iνβ̂′
]

× σσσ
′

α σσ
′′σ′′′

α′ σττ
′

β στ
′′τ ′′′

β′ 〈f | fiσ′f†iσ′′ |f
′′〉 〈f ′′| fjτ ′f†jτ ′′ |f〉 〈ma| c†σcσ′′′ |m′′a〉

×

〈(
a−1∏
l=1

klml

)
k′′am

′′
a

(
N∏

l=a+1

klml

)∣∣∣∣∣ (c†qτ cq′τ ′′′) |k1m1, k2m2, · · · , kNmN 〉 (B8)

The matrix element of c†qτ cq′τ ′′′ in the fourth line of Eq. (B8) can be evaluated as

〈(
a−1∏
l=1

klml

)
k′′am

′′
a

(
N∏

l=a+1

klml

)∣∣∣∣∣ (c†qτ cq′τ ′′′) |k1m1, k2m2, · · · , kNmN 〉 = δq,k′′a δq′,kα〈m
′′
a|c†τ cτ ′′′ |ma〉. (B9)

Hence, the energy correction ∆E(2) can be further simplified as (sum over f ′′,m′′a, q, q
′ and suppress the subscript a below)

∆E(2) =
1

N 4
s

2∑
i,j=1

∑
α,α′

∑
εk<µ

∑
εk′′>µ

∑
m,τ=±

∑
β,β′

(
J2
K

εk − εk′′

)(
iνα̂iνα̂′iνβ̂iνβ̂′

)
× eik·(ri+α̂)−ik

′′·(ri−α̂′)eik
′′·(rj+β̂)−ik·(rj−β̂′)σm,−mα σ−τ,τα′ στ,−τβ σ−m,mβ′ 〈f | fi,−mf†i,−τfj,−τf

†
j,−m |f〉 (B10)
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The effective interacting term among the f fermions can be
obtained by removing the bracket 〈f | · · · |f〉. This result can
be simply generalized to the lattice version by extending the
summation of i and j over the entire lattice, as shown in Eqs.
(6) and (7).

Appendix C: The mean-field Kondo-Heisenberg Hamiltonian on
a strip

In this section, we provide the details of the matrix elements
of the Kondo-Heisenberg Hamiltonian on a nano-strip with
Ny chains along y-axis. We choose the basis of the Kondo-
Heisenberg strip as

φA,k =
(
ck1↑, ck2↑, · · · , ckNy↑, c

†
−k1↑, c

†
−k2↑, · · · , c

†
−kNy↑, fk1↓, fk2↓, · · · , fkNy↓, f

†
−k1↓, f

†
−k2↓, · · · , f

†
−kNy↓

)T
,

φB,k =
(
ck1↓, ck2↓, · · · , ckNy↓, c

†
−k1↓, c

†
−k2↓, · · · , c

†
−kNy↓, fk1↑, fk2↑, · · · , fkNy↑, f

†
−k1↑, f

†
−k2↑, · · · , f

†
−kNy↑

)T
, (C1)

where we take kx → k. The total Hamiltonian H is repre-
sented as a summation of two decoupled Hamiltonians, HA

and HB , each of which is 4Ny × 4Ny in size, given by

H =
∑
k

φ†A,kHA(k)φA,k +
∑
k

φ†B,kHB(k)φB,k. (C2)

Below, we provides the matrix elements of HA(k) and HB ,
respectively:

1. HA

The matrix elements of the hopping term forHA are

HA(yi, yi) = −t cos k − µ

2
,

HA(yi +Ny, yi +Ny) = t cos k +
µ

2
(C3)

for yi = 1, 2, · · · , Ny while

HA(yi, yi + 1) = − t
2
,

HA(yi + 1, yi) = − t
2
,

HA(Ny + yi + 1, Ny + yi) =
t

2
,

HA(Ny + yi, Ny + yi + 1) =
t

2
(C4)

for yi = 1, 2, · · · , Ny − 1.
For Hf , we have for yi = 1, 2, · · · , Ny

HA(2Ny + yi, 2Ny + yi) = λ/2,

HA(3Ny + yi, 3Ny + yi) = −λ/2. (C5)

The Kondo term HK for HA describes the Kondo interaction
with the following matrix form: the Kondo hybridization of c
and f with the same y chain are

HA(2Ny + yi, yi) = x sin k,

HA(Ny + yi, 3Ny + yi) = x sin k,

HA(yi, yi + 2Ny) = x sin k,

HA(3Ny + yi, Ny + yi) = x sin k (C6)

for yi = 1, · · · , Ny . The matrix elements of the Kondo term
for yi = 1, · · · , Ny − 1 are

HA(2Ny + yi + 1, yi) = −x
2
,

HA(Ny + yi, 3Ny + yi + 1) =
x

2
,

HA(2Ny + yi, yi + 1) =
x

2
,

HA(Ny + yi + 1, 3Ny + yi) = −x
2
,

HA(yi, 2Ny + yi + 1) = −x
2
,

HA(3Ny + yi + 1, Ny + yi) =
x

2
,

HA(yi + 1, 2Ny + yi) =
x

2
,

HA(3Ny + yi, Ny + yi + 1) = −x
2
, (C7)

which corresponds to the hybridization of c and f with the
nearest-neighboring y chains.

The RVB pairing term HJ on a nano-strip is described by
the following matrix elements: for yi = 1, · · · , Ny ,

HA∆(2Ny + i, 3Ny + i) = −i∆t sin k,

HA∆(3Ny + i, 2Ny + i) = i∆t sin k (C8)

are the matrix elements for the pairing of spinons with the
same yi. For yi = 1, · · · , Ny − 1, we have

HA(2Ny + yi, 3Ny + yi + 1) = − i
2
∆t,

HA(2Ny + yi + 1, 3Ny + yi) =
i

2
∆t.

HA(3Ny + yi + 1, 2Ny + yi) =
i

2
∆t,

HA(3Ny + yi, 2Ny + yi + 1) = − i
2
∆t. (C9)
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2. HB

The matrix elements for the hopping term in HB are

HB(yi, yi) = −t cos k − µ

2
,

HB(yi +Ny, yi +Ny) = t cos k +
µ

2
(C10)

for yi = 1, 2, · · · , Ny . While, for for yi = 1, 2, · · · , Ny − 1,
we obtain

HB(yi, yi + 1) = − t
2
,

HB(yi + 1, yi) = − t
2
,

HB(Ny + yi + 1, Ny + yi) =
t

2
,

HB(Ny + yi, Ny + yi + 1) =
t

2
. (C11)

The matrix elements for Hf are

HB(2Ny + yi, 2Ny + yi) = λ/2,

HB(3Ny + yi, 3Ny + yi) = −λ/2 (C12)

with yi = 1, 2, · · · , Ny .
The matrix elements of the Kondo term for c and f lying

on the same chain yi are

HB(2Ny + yi, yi) = x sin k,

HB(Ny + yi, 3Ny + yi) = x sin k,

HB(yi, 2Ny + yi) = x sin k,

HB(3Ny + yi, Ny + yi) = x sin k, (C13)

where yi = 1, · · · , Ny . For Kondo term where the hybridiza-
tion is happening between nearest-neighboring chains, we
have

HB(2Ny + yi + 1, yi) =
x

2
,

HB(Ny + yi, 3Ny + yi + 1) = −x
2

HB(2Ny + yi, yi + 1) = −x
2
,

HB(Ny + yi + 1, 3Ny + yi) =
x

2
,

HB(yi, 2Ny + yi + 1) =
x

2

HB(3Ny + yi + 1, Ny + yi) = −x
2
,

HB(yi + 1, 2Ny + yi) = −x
2
,

HB(3Ny + yi, Ny + yi + 1) =
x

2
(C14)

for yi = 1, · · · , Ny − 1.
The matrix elements for the RVB spinon-pairing term are

HB(2Ny + yi, 3Ny + yi) = −i∆t sin k,

HB(3Ny + yi, 2Ny + yi) = i∆t sin k (C15)
for yi = 1, · · · , Ny , and

HB(2Ny + yi, 3Ny + yi + 1) =
i

2
∆t,

HB(2Ny + yi + 1, 3Ny + yi) = − i
2
∆t,

HB(3Ny + yi + 1, 2Ny + yi) = − i
2
∆t,

HB(3Ny + yi, 2Ny + yi + 1) =
i

2
∆t (C16)

for yi = 1, · · · , Ny − 1.
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