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We study a long topological Josephson junction with a ferromagnetic strip between two supercon-
ductors. The low-energy theory exhibits a non-local in time and space interaction between chiral
Majorana fermions, mediated by the magnonic excitations in the ferromagnet. While short ranged
interactions turn out to be irrelevant by power counting, we show that sufficiently strong and long-
ranged interactions may induce a Zs-symmetry breaking. This spontaneous breaking leads to a
tilting of the magnetization perpendicular to the Majorana propagation direction and the opening
of a fermionic gap (Majorana mass). It is analogous to the Peierls instability in the commensurate
Frohlich model and reflects the nontrivial interplay between Majorana modes and magnetization
dynamics. Within a Gaussian fluctuation analysis, we estimate critical values for the temporal and
spatial non-locality of the interaction, beyond which the symmetry breaking is stable at zero temper-
ature — despite the effective one-dimensionality of the model. We conclude that non-locality, i.e., the
stiffness of the magnetization in space and time, stabilizes the symmetry breaking. In the stabilized
regime, we expect the current-phase relation to exhibit an experimentally accessible discontinuous
jump. At nonzero temperatures, as usual in the 1D Ising model, the long-range order is destroyed
by solitonic excitations, which in our case carry each a Majorana zero mode. In order to estimate

the correlation length, we investigate the solitons within a self-consistent mean-field approach.

I. INTRODUCTION

The surface of a three-dimensional strong topologi-
cal insulator (TI) has been predicted to host zero- and
one-dimensional Majorana modes when gapped by a su-
perconducting or magnetic coveringl®. A geometry of
particular significance in this context is the topologi-
cal Josephson junction, comprising two superconductor-
covered areas of the TI surface, separated by an uncov-
ered or ferromagnetic strip.

There exists a variety of works revolving around such
systems, examining for example the role of the Majorana
and other bound states concerning the current-phase re-
lation of the Josephson current®, In the case of a ferro-
magnet being deposited in the junction, possibilities to
manipulate the properties of the supercurrent and quasi-
particle states by means of the magnetization are of in-
terest as well2 T,

When studying the magnetization’s effect on these
electronic properties, one should keep in mind, however,
that the magnetization within a ferromagnet is not per-
fectly rigid but exhibits space and time dynamics, which
can be described by the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG)
equation2. In this context it was predicted that due
to the spin-orbit coupling a significant torque can be ex-
erted on the magnetization in both ordinary™ and topo-
logical Josephson junctions!®. This can lead to precession
and reorientation of the magnetization direction.

In particular, in Ref. [14] a strong dependence of the
Josephson coupling on the magnetization was obtained,
which leads to an additional effective field in the LLG
equations. This, in turn, allowed controlling the magne-
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FIG. 1: Considered geometry of a superconductor-
ferromagnet-superconductor (SMS) junction of width W and
length L on the surface of a 3D strong topological insulator
(TI) with a phase difference ¢ between the superconductors.

tization by the Josephson current in the voltage driven
regime.

Here, in contrast, we consider the zero-bias case and
focus on the coupling between the magnons and the one-
dimensional Majorana modes counter-propagating along
the junction. We consider both the fermionic picture,
in which the magnons are integrated out, and the com-
plementary bosonic picture, in which the fermions are
integrated out.

In particular, we obtain a low-energy effective action
describing the coupling between the Majorana fermionic
modes and the bosonic magnons, resembling a ‘Ma-
jorana variant’ of the Frohlich model and exhibiting
the characteristic Peierls instability in the mean-field



approximation®. In the present case, this corresponds

to a tilting of the magnetization and the opening of a
Majorana mass gap. An analogous broken symmetry
has recently been predicted for the relative phase in a
Josepshon junction comprised of 2D time-reversal invari-
ant superconductorsw.

Following the fluctuation analysis of the BCS
superconductivityl™8 we employ a similar technique
and determine a parameter regime in which, within a
Gaussian approximation for the fluctuations, the mean-
field result is stable at zero temperature. The relevant
parameter stabilizing the broken symmetry can be iden-
tified as the non-locality of the effective four-Majorana
interaction, or, equivalently, the time- or/and space rigid-
ity of the magnons. The long-range order in the system
at T' > 0 can then be expected to be destroyed by soli-
tonic excitations, for which the self-consistency problem
is examined.

II. THE MODEL

Consider a topological superconductor-ferromagnet-
superconductor (SMS) junction as depicted in Fig.
The s-wave superconductors introduce superconducting
gaps in the TTI surface in the regions they cover due to
the proximity effect™ and we suppose that the gaps are
equal in magnitude Ag on both sides of the junction but
differ by a relative phase ¢. The ferromagnetic insula-
tor causes an effective exchange field Re in the under-
lying surface of the TT which couples to the electrons’
spin and is proportional to the ferromagnet’s magneti-
zation heg(r) = aM(r) with a proportionality constant
«. Here, 3D vectors are denoted by an arrow above the
symbol, 2D vectors are written in bold.

The Hamiltonian describing this setup is given by H =
1 [ dr WThW where W = (¢41,4, 9], —¢])T and the BAG
Hamiltonian reads

h = —ivpT,0 -V — ut, +a]\7[(r) o

| (2.1)
+ Ao (y)(cos (1) + sinp(r)ry) .

As described above Ag(y) = Ag O(ly| — W/2), ¢(r)
o(@)/200(y — W/2) — O(—(y + W/2))], M(r) =
Mg m(r)O(W/2 — |y|) with vr being the Fermi velocity
and p the chemical potential. The saturation magneti-
zation is denoted by Mg and |m| = 1.

The quasiparticle dispersion for the case of a ferro-
magnet with spatially homogeneous magnetization in
z-direction m(r) = €&, deposited on a 3D TI reads
errm(k) = \/vik? + a?M§ £ p, which is gapped when
aMg = M > p, i.e. when the Fermi level lies within the
mass gap of the Dirac spectrum induced by the exchange
field. As shown in Ref. 2| a chiral 1D Majorana mode
emerges at the interface between the regions with super-
conducting and magnetic gaps. In the geometry of Fig.

two counterpropagating chiral Majorana modes would
emerge near each interface. The latter hybridize with an
amplitude o cos(p/2) and, thus, decouple at ¢ = 7.

Here we mostly focus on the opposite regime of M < p.
In this case no gap is induced for |y| < W/2. For a narrow
junction, W < wvp/Ag, and with the phase difference
additionally fixed to be ¢ = 7, the situation considered
by Fu and Kane in their seminal paperl is obtained. The
junction becomes a non-chiral Majorana wire with two
counter-propagating Majorana modes spread across its
whole width. A deviation of the phase difference from a
value of 7, ¢ = m— ¢ hybridizes the two Majorana modes,
opening up a Majorana mass gap.

Allowing the magnetization direction to slightly devi-
ate from the z-axis, we find that the m,-component plays
the same role as € in hybridizing the two Majorana modes
with some coupling constant A\. In Appendix[A] the cor-
responding low-energy effective Hamiltonian is derived.
Since we are interested in the interplay between Majo-
rana modes and the magnetization, we fix from now on
€ = 0. Below we also consider what happens when we
allow for small deviations from ¢ = 7.

We note that for m = €,, there is a symmetry present
described by the symmetry operator F' = 0,1, K, where
I, denotes y-inversion and K complex conjugation. This
symmetry is broken as soon as m deviates from the z-
axis.

For the micromagnetic description of the magnetiza-
tion dynamics, we introduce a large easy axis anisotropy
B in z-direction, such that the z- and y-components of
the magnetization can reasonably assumed to be small
m = (mg,my,1—(m2+ mi)/Q)T Furthermore, we
take the junction’s width to be small compared to the
magnetic coherence length in order for the magnetization
direction to only depend on the x-coordinate. The mag-
netic energy shall also include an exchange coupling A,
such that the corresponding real-time Lagrangian reads

(2.2)

— Mmygity)

— A ((0ymy)? + (0:my)?) — B (m2 + mi) ;

where the first term corresponds to a Berry phase, en-
suring || = 1 at all times. The associated equation
of motion is the dissipationless LLG equation with gy-
romagnetic ratio y. Note that, due to the restriction
of m to the unit sphere, there is only one indepen-
dent degree of freedom in the dynamics of the magne-
tization, leading to the equal-time commutator of the
free quantized bosonic fields m, and m, being non-zero
[ma(z),mp(a)] = igl-capd(z — 2')#" In the absence of
coupling to the fermions, the dispersion of the magnonic
excitations is given by w, = %(AqQ + B).

Altogether, the effective Euclidean action reads
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At A = 0 the action of the magnetization dynamics cor-
responds to a charged scalar with U(1) symmetry. This
U (1) invariance reflects the spin rotation invariance in the
x — y-plane in spin space and prevents spontaneous sym-
metry breaking. However, the coupling to the fermions,
which are governed by spin-orbit interaction, breaks this
symmetry down to Zg, where +m, describe degenerate
configurations. Hence, the coupling to fermions may give
rise to spontaneous symmetry breaking in the ground
state.

Note that although this action has been motivated by
a specific system, our considerations below are gener-
alizable to other instances of one-dimensional fermionic
modes coupled to a bosonic field, such as the behavior
discussed in Ref. [16]

III. ANALYSIS OF THE MAJORANA-MAGNON

INTERACTION
A. Fermionic picture

Since, in contrast to the free Majoranas, the spectrum
of the magnetic degrees of freedom is gapped, it seems
most natural to integrate out the bosons. The mag-
netic part of the action is diagonalized by introducing

5355 (@ + ¢7)
and my = —i, /ﬁ(d) — ¢*). One then straightforwardly

the complex scalar field ¢ with m, =

obtains the effective four-fermion interaction

. 22
int _ 7
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(3.1)

where X = (x,7) and G} ];4—567 — A9? + B. This
interaction is non-local in both space and time with cor-
relation lengths &, ¢ ~ \/A/B and &, ~ Mg/~B respec-
tively. For fixed B, the correlation length in space is
thus governed by the exchange coupling or ‘stiffness’ of
the magnetization, while the correlation length in time
is proportional to the inverse of the magnonic excitation
gap 1/wg=o. If the corresponding correlation lengths are
sufficiently small, a gradient expansion of G, in is
justified. There, it has to be noted that the zeroth or-
der term, involving no derivatives of the four Majorana
fields taken at the same point in space and time, vanishes
due to Fermi statistics. The lowest order non-vanishing
contributions to the interaction are therefore of the form
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FIG. 2: The double well potential arising for m, in mean-field
theory is shown in blue. The red arrows represent the two
corresponding symmetry-broken ground state configurations
of the magnetic field, tilted away from the z-axis with m,
acquiring a finite vacuum expectation value (m,) = tmq.

YR (Ox,7R)L(0x;7L) (i,j = 1,2) and can be shown to
be highly irrelevant in the RG sense?!, leaving the Majo-
rana modes gapless and the magnetic degrees of freedom
in a disordered phase with vanishingly small correlation
length. It is thus clear that in a parameter regime, where
A and Mg/~ are small enough for a gradient expansion
to be applicable, the interaction has no qualitative effects
on the system. Symmetry breaking is a strong-coupling
phenomenon, at least for any finite range interaction. In
order to see whether increasing the values of A and/or
Mg/~ leads to a cross-over to a non-trivial phase, it turns
out to be advantageous to work in the bosonic picture in-
stead.

B. Peierls instability of the effective bosonic action

Let us assume for the moment that the systems breaks
the Zo-symmetry. Then fermions are gapped and can
be integrated out. Integrating out the fermionic degrees
of freedom in leaves us with the effective bosonic
action

1
Seff = Sm — §tr logG~ 1, (3.2)
where
-1 87— - w@x ’L/\my
g = < —iAmy Oy + iv0, (3.3)



and Sy, is the purely magnetic part of . We as-
sume for the moment that it is permissible to perform
this mean field analysis. Below we will analyze fluctua-
tions that go beyond the mean-field approach and discuss
the stability of the assumption of long-range order. For
constant m,(z,7) = My and within mean field theory,
this action has a saddle point §S/ém, = 0 at £my # 0
satisfying the BCS-like gap equation

2B " dk tanh(\/v2k* + \*m3/2T)
22 0 2m /02 k2 +)\2m% ’
where we took the limit L — oo and introduced a UV

momentum cut-off A.
Thus, at low temperatures,

(3.4)

Mg = A = 2pAe 4™ B/N (3.5)
and the corresponding ground state energy in terms of
m,, exhibits the characteristic double-well shape Eg /L =
[B—l—%(log | ;ZX’ |—%)]mZ+EO/L (see Fig., where Ejy is
the contribution from m, = 0. This spontaneous symme-
try breaking at the mean-field level, signifying an insta-
bility of the easy axis with m, acquiring a finite ground
state expectation value, can be understood as follows: a
positive energy cost, o Bmz, of magnetization deviat-
ing from the easy axis direction is balanced by the en-
ergy gain, o %(log | /;ZX’ -1) mf/, emerging due to the
opening of the fermionic gap. It is the Majorana fermion
analog to the Peierls instability of the one-dimensional
Frohlich modell®22 in the commensurate regime, where
the order parameter is real. A real order parameter fur-
thermore means that the broken symmetry is discrete,
such that the Mermin-Wagner theorem does not apply.
Nevertheless, even if the mean-field solution turns out
to be stable, with the system being one-dimensional any
emerging long range order has to be expected to be pro-
hibited by the formation of domain walls at 7' > 0 in the
thermodynamic limit of large L. This is due to the fact
that the energetic cost of creating domain walls, with m,,
switching sign along the junction and interpolating be-
tween the two minima, is in 1D always outweighed by
the ensuing gain in entropy, as is well-known from the
Ising model and Peierls’ argument?*2%, However, draw-
ing the analogy between the Ising model and our system
further, at any finite size L the coherence length £, given
by the average distance between two domain walls, can
be expected to be exponentially large at low tempera-
tures & ~ befoW/T here b is the characteristic width
of a domain wall and Epw its energy, suggesting signifi-
cantly large stretches of an ordered magnetic phase with
hybridization between g and 71, to be realized. This
is in contrast to the results we obtained in the gradient
expansion of the fermionic picture.

From this, one can suspect the existence of a cross-
over or a phase transition from a phase with small A
and Mg/, where the gradient expansion is valid and
any mean-field considerations in the bosonic picture are

rendered unusable due to large fluctuations, to a phase
with large A or large Mg/v, where the fluctuations are
suppressed and the mean-field solution is stabilized such
that domain walls are a meaningful concept with the in-
teraction in the fermionic picture being very long-ranged.

Qualitative arguments for analogous mechanisms have
already been given in earlier publications. In Refs.[25/and
26/ devoted to the Peierls instability, the validity of mean-
field theory is assumed based on slow response times of
the phononic modes. In Ref. 27, the authors expect a
large temporal stiffness of the bosons mediating the in-
teraction in a Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid to stabilize the
symmetry-broken phase (they call this regime ”adiabatic
limit”). In the following, we aim to verify and quantify
these qualitative considerations on the level of a Gaussian
approximation for the fluctuations around the mean-field
solution.

C. Fluctuation analysis

Next, we examine the conjectured transition when
varying A and Mg/~ by analyzing the way in which
Gaussian fluctuations around a mean-field solution at
zero temperature affect the gap equation, as was done
for the BCS theory in Refs. [I7 and [I8. Our reason-
ing is motivated by the following logic: Since symme-
try breaking in the Ising universality class is allowed in
principle at T = 0, we assume a finite value of the or-
der parameter. Then, we study Gaussian fluctuations. If
they are small, the assumption of order is justified and
consistent. If fluctuations are large, they likely destroy
long-range order. Then, the above mean-field approach
is not justified. While formally this is an uncontrolled
approximation to a strong-coupling problem, it gives in-
sights into the parameter regime where canted Ising or-
der is allowed. It gives the order of magnitude of the
more microscopic parameters where this order prevails.
We should add that performing a numerical density ma-
trix renormalization group calculation for a model in the
same universality class does indeed yield the discussed
symmetry breaking “®

To this end, we expand the action around some
assumed minimum m, = mg, which is not necessarily
the mean-field minimum mq from above, up to second or-
der in the fluctuations (6my, dm,) around it, my(z, 7) =
mg + dmy (z, 7) and my(z, 7) = dmy(z, 7), to find

T oMy r 1 [omy
St = L q%:m <5my) P (5my)

(3.6)

L 1
+ TBm?J - itrloggo_l,

where

—1 _ (Aq2 + B ];/Iiiwm

w - 5 37
wem A0, Aq2+B+H(q,wm)> (37)
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FIG. 3: a) Regions of order (II) with broken Ising symmetry and magnetization canting, perpendicular to the propagation
direction, and disorder (I), where fluctuations destroy the ordered state. Shown by color are the solutions A/ A to the gap
equation for 4mvB/A\* = 10. A = 0 corresponds to no solution existing. If A = 0, a solution A/A # 0 is obtained for
M 2> 222 and conversely a value of A 2> 22 is needed for a nonzero solution if M =o. b) The excitation gap for fluctuations,

i.e. the ‘Higgs gap’,
deep in the ordered phase.

and

gal = g71|my(w,7)=mo ' (38)
Further

T
(g wm) = -7 2 traxz|Go(k,en)7y

k,en (39)
g()(k + q,€n + wm)f_y:|

with w,, and &, being the bosonic and fermionic Mat-
subara frequencies respectively. The linear terms in dm,,
only contain dmy (¢ = 0,w,, = 0)-contributions and can
therefore safely be omitted when determining my.

From the partition function Z = [ D(dmy,dmy)e
one obtains the ground state energy

E )\2 )\mo 1 2
T {B+4 (l S 90h 2)}’”0

T
5T Z log detoxs (2Dq izm)

q,Wm

—Seft

(3.10)

Ey
+ 7

T—0

(i3

in units of 2A depending on M, where for illustrative purposes we set A = A and thus suppose we are

and the corresponding gap equation reads

(3.11)

where A = Amg and x denotes the contribution due to
the fluctuations

d —1
1 [dod —detg oD,
- 5/ g d@eh) TR e (3.12)

(271') det2><21Dq w 0
Obviously, without fluctuations, the mean-field solution

A = A is recovered. In order to take the fluctuations
into account, eq. (3.12) and, thus, II(g,w) need to be

[

with the dimensionless parameters A = %A and M =

evaluated. Following Ref. 29] it can be seen that
A2 A V1472
Mlg,w) = £ |log 5=+ :TArsinh(r)] . (3.13)
with r = y/v2¢? + w?/2A being the radial coordinate in
the (—g 3% )-plane. It follows
) Arsinh(r)
Vitr2
r2 cos? ¢ + 1) (4”3 A 222082 p + log + ¥ 1;"’"2 Arsinh(r)) + M 2; sin? o
(3.14)

(
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47;\322 % The solution to the gap equation relative to




the mean-field solution A/A, which corresponds to the
minimum of the ground state energy, thus depends on

the values of A, M and the ‘BCS parameter’ 4’;\23. If
no solution to eq. exists, i.e. if x, which is always
positive, is too large to be compensated by the logarithm
in , the minimum of the ground state energy is
shifted back to A = 0 due to the fluctuations.

Note that for A = Mg/ = 0 the integral (3.14) is log-
arithmically UV-divergent, complying with the results in
BCS theory in Ref. 17 This divergence is remedied as
soon as either A or Mg/~ take on a finite value, in accor-
dance with our conjecture that either of these parameters
allow the fluctuations to be controlled. The numerical so-
lutions to the gap equation for different combinations of
the dimensionless parameters can be seen in Fig. Bal We
find that indeed for small values of A and M the fluctua-
tions do not allow for any notion of spontaneous symme-
try breaking and mean-field theory fails completely, while
above a certain threshold (even if either of the parame-
ters vanishes), the minima of the ground state energy
persist and the only effect is a lowering of the Majorana
mass gap A to values as low as A/A ~ 0.6.

This threshold can be interpreted as the transition re-
gion, separating the two regimes (I) without broken sym-
metry, with short magnetic coherence length and free
massless Majorana modes and (II) with broken magnetic
symmetry and spin canting, leading to a finite ground
state expectation value (Am,) = A, establishing a fi-
nite Majorana mass gap and a magnetic coherence length
which is exponentially large at low temperatures.

In Fig. the quantum phase transition between (I)
and (II) seems to be of first order with the order param-
eter discontinuously jumping to zero at the boundary. In
Ref. 21l an apparently related phase transition in Ma-
jorana chains with minimally nonlocal interactions has
been found to be described by the tricritial Ising con-
formal field theory with central charge ¢ = 7/10. Most
likely, the Gaussian approximation employed here can-
not be trusted in the vicinity of the phase transition, but
only provides evidence for the existence of the two dis-
tinct phases. In addition, it offers an estimate on the
parameter regime where the transition takes place.

An additional insight into the problem is provided by
analyzing the relation between the Higgs frequency of the
order parameter and the fermionic gap. It is well known
that in the case of phonon-induced superconductivity, the
Higgs mass, which is the frequency of the Higgs mode at
g =0, is given by w(q = 0) = 2A and thus lies exactly on
the edge of the quasiparticle continuum®®#. In contrast,
in Peierls systems, w(q = 0) < A. This result has been
obtained in Refs. 25l and 26l and was also discussed in de-
tail in Ref 27l In our case, the Higgs mass is determined
by det Dq 0w = 0. For A = A, Mg/y =0, it follows

to be w(g = 0) = 2A. A non-zero value of Mg/ now
reduces the Higgs mass, as illustrated in Fig. in ac-
cordance with the above cited works on Peierls systems.
This departure from the continuum leads to the Higgs
mode being underdamped. Increasing the value of A ad-

ditionally shifts the spectral weight of the fluctuations to
lower energies.

IV. DISCONTINUITY IN THE
CURRENT-PHASE RELATION

Until now we have assumed the phase difference be-
tween the superconductors to be fixed to ¢ = 7. In Ap-
pendix [A] it is shown that allowing € = m— ¢ to take on a
small, non-zero value leads to the following hybridization
between the Majorana modes:

. VF
thbr. = _1)\/dx (m + mﬁ) YLYR- (41)
The ground state energy then is given by
Ec Ep
—=—+8 4.2
7 i + m + (4.2)
AQ )\ (my + LE) 1 VR 2
2 o |2y T oMW S | 2 ( ) _
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As sketched in Fig. [da] a deviation of ¢ from  thus lifts
the degeneracy of the ground state and, in the mean-field
approximation, m, takes on a value my(e > 0) > 0 and
vice versa. The transition at € = 0 is of first order.

The Josephson current is given by Iy = 2edF/0yp,
where F' is the free energy. At zero temperature, the
current carried by the Majorana modes near ¢ = 7 con-
sequently reads

o™ 2e9Eq

I :—37—468'"10( )

(4.3)

In particular, it exhibits a discontinuity at e = 0. In
the parameter regime (IT), this discontinuous jump per-
sists when taking Gaussian fluctuations of m, around
the mean-field value into account. As it is an IR effect,
the discontinuity will furthermore not be compensated
by considering the higher-energy scattering states in ad-
dition to the Majorana modes. A sketch of the expected
current-phase relation is provided in Fig.

Measuring the Josephson current in the phase-biased
junction and examining it for a discontinuous jump thus
provides a possibility to experimentally confirm the Ising-
like properties we predict.

In order to estimate the magnitude of the jump com-
pared to the critical Josephson current, let us for sim-
plicity assume that K =~ 1, where K is the parameter
defined in Appendix [A] This is the case if for example
V2 —M2W/vp =~ n-2m,n € N. The ratio between
the jump AI; = 8eBLmg(e = 0) and the characteristic
current scale Iy = eLAZ/v (as defined in Ref. ) is then
given by

ALy _ 4 A 4moB

_ —4mvB/ 2
IO s Ao )\2 ’

(4.4)
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FIG. 4: a) Allowing for the phase difference ¢ between the superconductors to deviate from 7 by € = m — ¢ lifts the ground
state degeneracy. The mean-field value of m, is positive (negative) for positive (negative) e with a first order transition at
e = 0. b) At mean-field level, this leads to a discontinuity of magnitude AI; = 8eBLo in the current-phase relation, which

could be probed experimentally.

where A/Ag = MW/vp and we took the cut-off to be
vA = Ag. Now, suppose 4mvB/\? = 10, as we did above.
The Fermi velocity of the topological insulator BisSes has
been experimentally determined to be Avp =~ 0.3eV nm
with a Fermi energy of u ~ 0.3eV5%3d Assuming the
junction to have a width of W ~ 1 um, it follows that a
value of ATy/Iy ~ 0.1 could be achieved with a magneti-
zation energy of M = 0.1 eV, which seems experimentally
feasible.

V. MAGNETIC SOLITONS

In the parameter regime (II) of Fig. [3| we argued, in
analogy with the Ising model, the magnetic coherence
length to be given by & ~ bePPW/T with Epw and b the
energy and width of a domain wall between regions with
(my) = £myg respectively. Such domain walls, which are
responsible for the lack of long-range order at T° > 0,
correspond in mean-field theory to saddle points of the
effective action with non-constant m,. For static
but spatially varying configurations m, = mg(z) which
extremize the effective action, it holds

(—Ad + B) mo(x)

_ A ()" _ (5.1)
= ; u;(2)v}(x) tanh(E; /2T)

with (u;(z),v;(z)) being the solutions to the BAG equa-
tion in (yr,71)-space with eigenenergies E;

=0y iAmo(x)\ (ui(x)\ _ . (u;(x)
(—i)\mo(a:) w0, vi(z) ) — E; vi(z) )" (5.2)
A single domain wall, or soliton, in the system is then
given by the configuration mq(z) self-consistently solv-

ing these two equations and asymptotically approach-
ing the mean-field solutions mo(x — +o00) = +mg or
mo(x — +00) = Frng with a single switch of the sign at
some value of z, which we take to be 0 without loss of
generality.

In this case the BAG solutions generally consist of a
continuous spectrum for energies |E;| > Ay, one zero-
energy Majorana bound state (MBS) as well as other
Andreev bound states (ABS) with discrete non-zero in-
gap energies localized near x = 0, where the number of
ABS is dependent on the width of the soliton, while the
MBS is always present at a zero-crossing=439,

For the case A = 0, in the present model with the fluc-
tuations thus dampened by a sufficiently large M, there
is an extensive literature294Y on the exact one-soliton
and multi-soliton solutions to this and generalized prob-
lems. The solutions are obtained by employing methods
of inverse scattering theory. The one-soliton solution is
shown to read

mo(x) = £mg tanh(z/b) (5.3)

v

with the width of the domain wall given by b = TR
This soliton only carries a single bound state, namely a
MBS. The energy Epw is given by the difference between
the mean-field energy in presence of a soliton Eyg[mo(z)]
and the ground-state energy Fg = Enr[mo] and follows
to bes®

A
o’

wherein the zero-energy state also contributes by lower-
ing the continuum density of states through its appear-
ance.

It is to be expected that a small, non-zero value of A
will in a first approximation only alter the length scale of

EDW = EMF[mo(ac)] - EMF [TNTL()} = (54)



the transition, making it wider and at some point lead-
ing to additional bound states to arise, while the overall
shape of the soliton is preserved.

Finding a uniformly moving soliton-solution is non-
trivial and cannot be achieved by a simple ‘boost’ of
the stationary solution, as only the fermionic part of the
action is Lorentz invariant, while the magnetic action
possesses Galilean invariance in the following sense: if
(my(z,t),my(z,t))T is a solution to the (real-time) equa-
tions of motion of the free magnetization field, so is

(cos¢u($,t) —sin¢u(w7t)> <mm($ —ut)), (5.5)

sin ¢, (z,t)  cos ¢y (x,t) my(x — ut)

where ¢, (z,t) = Z%S (z — %t) (this is analogous to the
Galilean invariance of the 1D nonlinear Schrodinger equa-
tion). The coupling between m, and m,, present due to
Mg/~ if either of the magnetization field components is
time dependent, therefore necessitates a moving soliton
to include rotation of the magnetization around the z-
axis.

However, as is the case deep in the ordered phase of
the transverse-field Ising model, the dynamical soliton
mass can be expected to be very large and the inclusion
of only stationary solutions to the statistical argument
thus to provide a good approximation.

We leave further analysis of the cases with non-zero A
and non-stationary solitons for possible future work.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have studied the coupling of the dy-
namic magnetization of a ferromagnet deposited in a
topological Josephson junction to the low-energy Ma-
jorana modes in the surface states of such a structure.
We saw that the component of the magnetization field
perpendicular to the junction acts as a Majorana mass
term, hybridizing the right- and left-moving modes. In a
mean-field treatment, this component of the magnetiza-
tion field takes on a finite ground state value, signifying
an instability of the magnetic easy axis and an ensuing

opening of a Majorana mass gap. This is the Majorana
analog to the commensurate case of the Peierls instabil-
ity in the 1D Frohlich model. A fluctuation analysis of
the associated gap equation at zero temperature provides
evidence for the existence of a cross-over from a param-
eter regime where the instability does not persist and
the interaction between magnetic and fermionic degrees
of freedom is irrelevant, to a regime where the mean-
field value is diminished but stabilized due to either a
large spatial or temporal stiffness of the magnetization
dynamics. A possible experimental signature of this bro-
ken symmetry is a discontinuous jump in the correspond-
ing current-phase relation. In analogy to the Ising model
at low but finite temperatures, we argued that there are
exponentially large stretches of ordered phase, which are
separated by domain walls, each carrying a MBS. The
energy and width of these domain walls allow an esti-
mate of the magnetic coherence length. We furthermore
provided the corresponding self-consistency problem in
the case of stationary solitons, for which the solution is
known if the exchange coupling can be neglected.

These considerations are not exclusive to the sug-
gested system but generalizable to other models of cou-
pled fermions and bosons in one spatial dimension. For
a more thorough picture on the existence and nature of
the phase transition, however, more sophisticated meth-
ods than the here employed fluctuation analysis will be
needed.
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Appendix A: Deriving the low-energy BdG Hamiltonian for the SMS junction

Starting from the Hamiltonian given in , by adopting a semi-classical description of the magnetization and
labeling the fermionic states by their momentum —id, — ¢, which is valid if 7 and ¢ only vary slowly with x, a
low-energy effective Hamiltonian for the fermionic degrees of freedom in the considered SMS junction can be derived
analogously to what was done in Ref. [Il To this end, we consider the limit where the width of the junction is
much smaller than the superconducting coherence length W < vp/Ag, such that there exist only two branches
of in-gap bound states (related by particle-hole symmetry). Splitting into two parts, h = h(® + (D with
RO = h|g=m,=m,=0,0=r and treating h(Y) as a small perturbation, one then finds zero-energy solutions h(o)(a:u =0,
onto which h can be projected to define the effective BAG Hamiltonian. It is convenient to choose them such that
they obey C(, = (, with the charge conjugation operator C = 7,0,K, where K denotes complex conjugation. They
can be written as

— coS ufgy) sin uﬁy)
si ex(y) cos Bx(y)
C£(y) =G +iGa(y) o< |—Vp+M sin iy | TV —M o8 i)
VR VR
COS wi()(Fy) _sin M)f),(Fy) (A1)

X exp

[yl
i/ p? — M2(y — x(y))/vr —/0 dﬂAo(zJ)/vF] :

The normalization is chosen such that ((4|¢a) = [*o dy|¢a(y)|?* = 1/L holds, from which |Cy o] ~ %m

follows. Additionally we defined x(y) = (y —sgn(y)%) © (Jy| — %). Small values of g, m,, m, and 7 — ¢ are now
included by calculating the matrix elements

[ 2 — M2 Ag(r —
(CalDo(m — @)O(y — W/2)7[Cp) = 5_ M2K?2 O(;TL W)%;b’

vg
(Calvraraom|G) = 7ab,

=+ my
(Gl MOW/2 = [ymaoalG) = Gl MOW/2 = [y) "L |G) = 0

/ MQ — ]\42 A()MW ~ab
A2

where the Pauli matrices 7, . act on ((1,(2), the effective velocity reads v = ,/% A2+ > Kvp and the dimen-
sionless constant K = cos (\/,u2 - M2W/UF) + ﬁ sin (\//L2 - MQW/UF) has been defined. With that, the
L

low-energy effective BAG Hamiltonian

0 sa u? — M? T—9 MW a
hef = (Calh|Gy) = —ivd, 78% /L + \ 12 — M2K2 Bo ( 5 T T W 70 /L (A3)

is obtained. We find the component of the magnetization perpendicular to the junction m, to play a similar role as
the deviation of the phase difference from 7. In contrast to m,, the z-component of the magnetization m, does not
directly couple to the fermionic degrees of freedom.

Finally, by ﬁxing ¢ = 7 and introducing the right- and left-moving Majorana fields yg1,(x) = \f >4 ’YR/L ar —

'y;;/L(x) with yq = [dr (& R/L NI (r) = (WRQL)T, where §§/L(r) = %(Cl (y) £ Ca(y))e'®, we obtain

X .
Heg = / dz [— 5(7R3WR = LO:L) — IAMy LR (A4)

with the coupling constant A = M,/ WJZ[;{? AgFW.



	I Introduction
	II The Model
	III Analysis of the Majorana-magnon interaction
	A Fermionic picture
	B Peierls instability of the effective bosonic action
	C Fluctuation analysis

	IV Discontinuity in the current-phase relation
	V Magnetic solitons 
	VI Summary and Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	 References
	A Deriving the low-energy BdG Hamiltonian for the SMS junction 

