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A bstract

It is argued that M ajprana zero modes in a system of quantum fem ions can
m ediate a teleportation-lke process w ith the actual transfer of electronic m aterial
between wellseparated points. The problem is form ulated In the context of a quasi-
realistic and exactly solvable m odel of a quantum w ire embedded In a buk p-wave
superconductor. An explicit com putation of the tunneling am plitude is given.

Teleportation by quantum tunne]jng@ In one form or another hasbeen the physi-
cist’s dream sihce the invention ofthe quantum theory. T he sin plest idea m akes use
ofthe fact that the quantum wave-function can have support in classically forbidden
regions and can thus reach across apparent barriers. W herever the wave-fiinction
has support, the ob ct whose probability am plitude it describbes can In principle be
found.

O foourse, the typical pro ke of a wave-fuinction inside a forbidden region decays
exponentially w ith distance, so its am plitude on the other side of that region should
be vanishingly am all, particularly if any appreciable distance is involved. A slightly
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W hat is usually referred to as teleportation is the transfer of the infom ation that is necessary to
reconstruct a quantum statefll]. H ere, by "teleportation’ we m ean the quantum m echanical tunneling ofan
ob Fct over a m acroscopic distance.
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m ore sophisticated idea would be to consider a system w here the wave-function could
have support that ispeaked in two spatially separated regions. In that case, one could
In agine populating the quantum state corresponding to that particular w ave-fuinction
wih an obct by Interacting with the system in the region of one of the peaks.
T hen, once the state is populated, the ob ct has non—zero probability of occupying
the second peak and, w ith som e e clency, which is govemed by the statistical rules
of quantum m echanics, could be extracted from the perhaps far away region of the
second peak. It would have been teleported.

T his idea could work, however, only ifthe state describbed by the wave-function is
well separated from otherquantum statesthat the ob fct could also take up and which
would interfere w ith this process. Separation is de ned, for exam ple, by considering
stationary states which are eigenstates of a Ham iltonian. Then it m eans that the
energy eigenvalie of the state is well separated from the energy eigenvalies of all of
the other states. In fact, it is this isolation of a two-peaked wave-function that is
di cul to achieve.

To understand the problem , consider a m echanical system of a quantum particle
m oving in a potential energy landscape w here the potential has two degenerate m in—
In a separated by an energy barrier. T hen, the ground state of the system w ill have
a wave-function w ith two peaks, one near each of them inin a, and at least approxi-
m ately sym m etric under exchange of the positions of them Inin a. So, w hat happens
w hen we attam pt to populate the ground state by Interacting w ith the system in the
region of one of the m Inima? Can we place an ob fct into that state and thersby
teleport it to the location of the other wave-function peak at the otherm ininum ?

The answer seam stobe \No.". In such a system , there should alwaysbe a second
quantum state, nearly degenerate in energy w ith the ground state, which is at least
approxin ately antisym m etric in the positions of the m inin a. T he larger the energy
barrier to regular tunnelling between the m nin a, the closer to degenerate are the
antisym m etric and symm etric states. W hen we attem pt to create a particke in the
ground state by Interacting w ith the system at the location of one of the m inim a,
Instead of populating the ground state, we place the particke into a superposition
of the sym m etric and antisym m etric states, the wave-function of which is localized
at the position where we Interacted w ith the system , and having practically zero
am plitude at the second location. It then proceeds to tunnel to sym m etrize its state
at the regular rate for quantum tunnelling, a very slow prooess in any system where
our sem classical reasoning is valid and we are no further ahead.

W hat we need to nd is a quantum system where a quantum state which iswell
isolated from other states In the spectrum can have peaks at di erent locations.
From the argum ent above, it willbe di cuk to nd states of this kind which cbey
the regular Schrodinger equation. It seem s to have a built—n protection against the
sort of non-locality that we are looking for.

Sihgleparticlke states that are in som e sense isolated are well known to occur for
D irac equations, particularly when interacting w ith various topologically non-trivial
background elds such as solitons, m onopoles and Instantons. T he consequences of
ferm jon zero m odes such as chiral anom alies 2] and fractional ferm ion number [3],
4] are well known. Consider, for exam ple, the sin ple one-din ensional m odel w ith
Diracequation i @ + )] &;t) = 0. This describbes a ferm ion m oving In one



din ension and interacting with a scalar eld (x) which we shall take to have a
soliton-antisoliton pro l,

0o X< 0;x>1L

&) = 0 0< x< L

@

Tt is easy to see that the equation for energy eigenvalues, which, choosing a basis for
D irac m atrices, we can w rite as
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has exactly two bound states w ith energies and wave-fiinctions
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where, su cient for our purposes, we give only the large L asym ptotics { corrections
to allquantities are of higherorders n e  °F . T hese states have energy well ssparated
from the rest of the spectrum , which is continuous and beghsat E = 0. E are
exponentially close to zero as L is large. E ach wave-function has two peaks, one near
x= 0and onenearx = L.

T he ground state ofthem any fermm ion system has the negative energy states lled
and the positive energy states em pty. A femm ion or antiferm ion are then excited
by populating a positive energy state or depopulating a negative energy state, re—
spectively. Iff we create a ferm ion by populating the positive energy bound state, it
has the wavefiinction . given in egn.[3) which indeed has peaks at both locations,
x = 0 and x = L. Sin ilarly, the anti-ferm ion has wave-function in eqn.[d). Note,
how ever, that the positive and negative energy states are not isolated from each other.
T hey are practically degenerate. T his degeneracy w ill prove fatal to our attem pt to
use these states for tekeportation, for interesting reasons which we shallnow relate.
W hen (L is large, the energy of the electron and positron states are aln ost zero.
In this case, one can consider a second set of alm ost stationary states which are the
superpositions
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which hasm ost of its support near x = L. By interacting w ith the system at x= 0,
we could as well be dropping the ferm ion into the state ¢, which is localized there



and w hich has exponentially vanishing probability ofoccurringat x = L (untilsinE gt
becom es appreciable, which is just the usual estin ate of tunnelling tin e through a
barrier ofheight § and width L).

It m ight seem bizarre that the relevant state would be anything but the ground
state that has %) populated and ; xX) em pty. T hasbeen shown thatasL ! 1 ,
this ‘ground state’ is an entangled state of (appropriately de ned) ferm ion num ber [5,
0]. If the system is prepared In this state, subsequent m easurem ent of the ferm ion
num berofone ofthe solitonsw illcollapse the w ave-fiinction to one w here the ferm ion,
rather than occupying the negative energy state , occupies either the state ¢ or
the state 1 whith are Iocalized at x = 0 and x = L, regpectively. In these states,
the \fractional ferm ion num ber" of the solitons is a sharp quantum cbservable. As
seen from the viciniy ofeach soliton, they are identicalto the Jackiw R ebbistates [3]
of the ferm ion in a single soliton badckground eld, which have ferm ion number % .
T his issue has recently been reexam ined [/] In conjunction w ith som e ideas about
entangled electron states in Helium bubbles [B].

W e would now In agine that our dum ping the ferm ion into the bound state, if
perform ed near x = 0 would populate the state (, rather than 4, as this is the
state w ith sharp local ferm ion num ber and it would have appreciable probability of
appearing at x = L only after a tin e over order ioe oL O urquest ora teleportation
device hasbeen foiled again by the existence ofdegenerate states, thistim e the slightly
m ore subtle case of a ferm ion and antiferm ion state.

T he situation is som ew hat better if we consider a di erent type of ferm ion, called
aM aprana ferm ion. The Ham ittonian ofa M aprana ferm ion hasa sym m etry which
m aps positive energy states onto negative energy states. In the case of [2), we have

g X)= g ®).Then, a form ion and an anti-ferm ion have the sam e spectrum , and
we sin ply dentify them as the sam e particle, a M aprana fermm ion. T he ferm ion no
longer has a conserved total ferm ion num ber. However, it still has fermm ion parity:
ferm ion num ber conservation m od 2. In any process, M aprana ferm ions must be
created or annihilated In pairs. This m eans that we should be ablk to classify all
quantum states by eigenvalues of an operator ( 1), such that a state w ith an even
num ber of ferm ionshas ( 1)f = 1 whereas a state w ith an odd numberhas ( 1)F =

1. This classi cation of states has been argued to be of fiindam ental in portance
In three-dim ensional quantum physics [9,110]. Even though our present exam ple is
one-din ensional, we can in agine that it is an e ective theory which is embedded in
the three dim ensionalworld. T he exam pl we w ill discuss later is of this sort.

Now , for the M ajprana fem ion, there is only one bound state, the wave-fiinction
ofwhich is ; (the com plex conjigate of which is ), and that bound state can
be either occupied or empty. W e can assign ( 1)¥ = 1 fr the em pty state and
( 1) = 1 Porthe occupied state. T he states corresponding to ¢ and ; do not
have a de nie ferm ion parity. Ifwebegin w ith the system where the quantum state is
an eigenstate of ferm ion parity and we by som e processdum p a ferm ion into the bound
state near x = 0, is wave-function autom atically has a second peak at x = L and it
ocould In principle be extracted there. This iswhat we m ean by \tekportation". W e
w il argue Jater that, locally, if we live near x = 0 and are unaw are of the region near
x = L, a vestige of this phenom enon w ill appear as either violation of conservation
of ferm ion parity or the existence of a hidden variablk in the local theory. Sim ilar



peculiar phenom ena involving M a prana zero m odes have previously been discussed
In the context of supersym m etric eld theories w ith solitons [11),112].
Unfortunately, M a prana ferm ionsare not easy to com eby in nature. T he electron
isa com plx ferm ion. O rdiarily, ifwe decom pose it Into isrealand in aghary parts,
whith would be M aprana femm ions, they are rapidly rem ixed by electrom agnetic
Interactions. One place where this decom position is done for us m ore e ciently
is in a superconductor where, because electric charges are e ciently screened, the
Bogoliubov quasiferm ions behave as if they are neutral excitations. These quasi-
particles can be M aprana ferm ions when the superconducting condensate is parity
odd, P-wave being the sin plest exam ple [L3]. In these m aterials, another com m on
occurrence are m id-gap bound states, the analog of our fermm ion zero m odes, called
A ndreev states [14], which typically live at surface of the superconductor. M a prana
zero m odes of the type that we are discussing are also know n to be bound to vortices
In p-wave superconductors w here they have the rem arkabl e ect of giving vortices
non-Abelian fractional statistics [LYHL18]]. For concreteness we w ill consider a slightly
sin pler system that was originally discussed by K iaev [19]. W e consider a quantum
w ire em bedded In a bulk P -wave superconductor, depicted n Figl. W e assum e that
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Figure 1: A quantum wire on a buk P-wave superconductor.

the w ire has a single channel and that the electrons are adequately described by a
tightbindingm odel. W e also assum e a weak coupling to the superconductor w hereby
the electrons can enter and leave the w ire as C ooper pairs. T he H am iltonian is

L
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The st tem s in the Ham itonian are the contribution of hopping of electrons be-
tween sites, khelled n = 1;2; 3L, on the quantum wire, where t is the hopping
amplituide and ap jai = mn are annhilation and creation operators for electrons.
T he second pair of temm s arise from the presence of the super-conducting environ-—
ment. The last tem is the energy of an electron sitting on a site of the wire. W e
shall assum e that j j< xjand j j< %j

For sim plicity, we shall consider spinless ferm ions. This is possbl when the
electron spectrum is strongly polarized so that the energy spectra of soin up and
soIn down electrons are well separated. This is a comm on occurrence In anisotropic
superconductors [L3]. In particular, the Cooper pair can be a bound state of spin
up electrons only: in that casethetem swih in ([7) which take into account that
electron on the quantum wire can form C ooper pairs would only couple to the spin
up electron. The other spin state would behave as a spectator and to the extent
that i would be coupled to the spin up state, it could be taken into acocount by
an e ective Ham iltonian. W e have not con m ed that this would not destroy the



unpaired M aprana zero m ode that we shall nd, but it is quite plausbl that, at
least or som e range of param eters, the zero m ode and telportation w ill persist.
Ift= %" and = j# % ,by rede nhga, ! €' Ja, orn odd and a, !
el )a, forn even, we rem ove the com plex phases oft and , which we henceforth
assum e to be positive real num bers. T he equation ofm otion for the ferm ion is
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W e decom pose the ferm ion into realand In aginary parts, a, = b, + ig,, and assemble

them into a spinor , = Eﬂn forwhich wem ake theansatz , () = ettt n - It obeys

the di erence equation
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To solve [8) we de ne a generating fiinction from which we can recover the wave—
function by doing a contour integral

X d 1
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where C is a contour of In niesim al radius encircling the origin. W e w ill consider a
sam Hn nte wire by putting L ! 1 . In this case, the problem is exactly solvable.
T he generating fiinction is easily obtained from [8) as
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2
fact that the integrand vanishes at in nity so that the contour can be closed on the
polsof ( ). For generic real values of the frequency !, ( ) has four poleswhich

solve a quartic equation ftcosh ;+ ]2 [ sinh i]2= !2,whid1jsalsotl'1edispersion

relation. T he integral is then given by the sum of four residues
( )
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For allowed values of !, these are the (un-nom alized) wave-function of the quasi-
particles. T he physically allowed values of ! are determ ined by requiring nomm aliz—
ability of the wave-function.
T here is a region of continuum spectrum where ; are in aghary and
q
' K) = foosk+ F+ [ sk
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For ! in this range, the four roots are ;= (ik;; ik; ;ik ; ik ) which satisfy
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They must be used .n [11]) to get the continuum wave-finction w ith energy ! .
W hen ! isnot in the range of continuum spectrum , the roots cbey

t ip 2 (t2 2 2) !2 (t2 2)
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and two of them , say e and e , must have m oduli lss than one, kading to a
potential diverging part in the wave-function. T he divergence can only be avoided if
the soinor ™7 ischosen asa sin ultaneous zero eigenvector ofthetwom atrices ( ) and

(). Recallthat the dispersion relation ensures that these m atrices have vanishing
determm inant, so each has a vanishing eigenvalue. They can have a sin ultaneous
vanishing eigenvalue only if they com m ute,

[ () ( )]= 1! (s SJ'Ilh)Ol

! ’ 10

Since In the range of frequencies of Interest, sinh cannot be real, the only possible
bound states are zerom odes, ! = 0. By appropriate choice of the spinor, ™; we nd
the zero m ode wave-function is b = 0

i +1i £ 2 2 i £ 2 2
0 _ =
e+ )"

2t(

G2

T here is exactly one bound state of one of the real com ponents of the electron 1iv—
Ing at the edge of the quantum wire. Its energy is separated from the rest of the
quasiparticles which are in the continuum spectrum .

N ote that the existence ofa m id-gap state fora M aprana ferm ion is quite robust.
Since, n order to have a M a prana femm ion In the st place, there m ust exist a one-
to-one m apping between positive and negative energy states of the single—ferm ion
H am iltonian, sm ooth perturbations of it can only change the num ber of zero m odes
by an even integer. G enerically, such perturbationswould lift the zero m odes, leaving
the one that we have found.

Let us assum e that the w ire is e ectively sem in nite In the sense that we are

only aware oftheedge at n = 1. W e would second quantize the ferm ions as
Z
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where we now assum e that all wave-flinctions are nom alized and the creation and

anniilation operators for quasiparticles obey the usualanticom m utator algebra
n o n o

kite = & Ky wil= & K £y wg=0:



T he zero m ode operator cbeys ( °)? = 1 and anticom m utes w ith all other operators.
A representation of the anticom m utator algebra begins w ith an eigenstate of ©,

%% >= 3 > (15)

which is annihilated by all other operators (3 >= 0= (3 > . Quasiparticke
states are then given by creation operatorsacting on thisground state, il HH 1{1 ot > .

This is an irreducble representation of the creation and annihilation operator
algebra and is what we would use if we were unaw are of the other end of the w ire.
T he ground state # > isnot an eigenstate of ferm ion parity, so ferm ion num berm od
2 isnot conserved In this system . W e could then In agine a process w here we probe
the system w ith a source which couples to electric charge density, for exam ple

X
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Recalling that a, (t) = pl—é (o, + ic,) and using [I3) and [14), see that there isa nite
am plitude for the annihilation of a sihgle ferm ionic quasiparticle.

) X
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It literally looks lke the fermm ion vanished whilke traversing the region near the edge
of the w ire. T he Inverse process of m aking a quasi-ferm ion appear has an am plitude
which is the com plex conjugate of the above.

O f course, the total system that we are considering does have fermm ion pariy
symm etry. The Ham iltonian is quadratic in ferm ion operators, as is the probe that
we are using. The symm etry is being broken by our insistence on the choice of an
irreduchble representation of the anticom m utator algebra. It can be restored by
using a reducble representation instead. Them inin al such restoration is equivalent
to ntroducing a singke hidden variable.

If the system has another boundary at large but nie L, the m ost signi cant
e ect is that the bound state is not longer an exact zero m ode. Now there are a pair
of states w ith positive and negative energies oforder e Y .W e shallassum e that
L is Jarge enough that these energies are negligbly an all. Sin ilar to the relativistic
case that we studied earlier [3) and [), the wave-fiinctions of each of these bound
states has support at both ends of the wire and is vanishingly sm all in between.
W hen L is lJarge, the rest of the spectrum resam bles the continuum spectrum of the
sam = nite wire. N ow , second quantization introduces tw o operators corresponding
to the (@In ost) zero m odes, rather than the one which was found for the sem i-n nite
w ire: we can think of it as producing the hidden variable which we discussed above.

T he zero m ode localized near x = L willbe a m ode of b, (t) w ith wave-function
bg = CE+1 o - To second quantize the M aprana femm ions, we m odify [13) as
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To represent the anticom m utator algebra we now need the seoond eigenstate of 0,
03 >= 3§ >. Shce "mustobey % ° = 0and ©°°= 1, isaction on
these states m ust be (up to choice of phase)

% >=9 > ; %9 >=3%>
Now, we have two degenerate ground states #+ > and j > . We can n fact nd
states which are eigenstates of ferm ion parity by taking superpositions

1 1
"> = p—z G >+ij >) ; J#¥>= p—i G > i >)
In this space %3">= j#>,and %9#>= ">, %9">= ij#> and O9#>= ij">.
W e can choose "> and j#> to be elgenstates of form ion party, ( 1)F 3">= ">,
( DF 38>= 8> .
T he process analagous to the one in [16) has the non-zero m atrix elem ent
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and the destruction ofa single quasiferm ion is acoom panied by a I in the vacuum
state, the total process conserving ( 1)F .

W hat about tekportation? Let us in agihe that we begin w ith the system in one
of its ground states and Inect an electron at site # 1, to create the state ail’j"> .We
then ask what isthe quantum transition am plitude for the transition, aftera tine T,
of this state to one w ith the electron located at position # L, ai 3"> . The am plitude
is given by

"w o3 lH T y = "
A= 22E BJ7 _ 5054 andL dependent) ©0)
23" JEi™ 3

T he right-hand-side ofthis equation hastwo kindsoftem s. The T —and L dependent
partsofthism atrix elem ent represent the usualpropagation via excited quasiparticles
which must travel across the wire. The st temm , on the other hand, is unusual In
that it is T and L-independent. By teleportation’, we are referring to this part of
the am plitude. T he probability that the electron, after being Incted at site # 1 is
teleported to any site # n w ithin the support ofthe zeromodeatn = L is

X 2 2

P = nd=d—-—— 21
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which can be signi cant.

N ote that this tunneling process does not violate causality. There is a nie
probablility for an electron to appear at site # L goontaneously accom panied by a I
between the ground states,

<" e Ty4>6 0

In order for an observer at site # L to know that the electron arriving there was
not produced by this spontaneous 1Ip, the inform ation about the state In which



the systam was mnitially prepared would have to be sent to her/hin by independent
m eans.

W e note that, ifthe ferm ion parity superselection rule is regpected, the degenerate
ground states behave lke a classical swich. The swich can be in either of two
positions j"> or j#> but a quantum superposition of the two states is not allowed.
T he quantum ooherence of this system Jleads to this surprising classical behavior.

This has a further interesting e ect when one considers two such systam s. This
consideration is in fact natural if there is soin degeneracy. For sin plicity, we consider
two spin states that are su ciently weakly coupled to each other that they satisfy
Independent single-ferm ion Schroedinger equations and the quantum states are direct
products of the states of the two system s. T hen, the quantum states that are allowed
by the fermm jon parity superselection rule cover two B loch spheres, for the separate
cases w here ferm ion parity is odd or even, respectively

0 0
j > = CDSEj"#> +el Sjl’lgj#">; jo 0>= CDSEj""> +elOSjr1§j##>

T he expectation value of the soin vanishes in both of these states, independently of
the angls. T hism eans that the ground state degeneracy isnot split by a su ciently
weak Zeam an Interaction, n linew ith the fact that the existence oftheM a prana zero
m odes is independent of the Interactions { the H am iltonians for the two soin species
need not be identical, they only need to each have the conditions for existence of the
M aprana zerom ode in the rstplace. In the present case, the energy splitting of the
soin states due to a Zeam an Interaction w ith an extemalm agnetic eld would sin ply
be carried by a relhtive shift of chem ical potential for each spin which, if anall
enough, leaves the zero m ode sector Intact. T he am plitude that we have com puted
for tunneling into zero m odes In this case is just a sum of the am plitudes for each
sodn state. The states of a given ferm ion parity form a qubit whose properties are
very stable and which could be of use for quantum com putation.
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