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A bstract

It is argued that M ajorana zero m odes in a system of quantum ferm ions can

m ediate a teleportation-like process with the actualtransfer ofelectronic m aterial

between well-separated points.Theproblem isform ulated in the contextofa quasi-

realistic and exactly solvable m odelofa quantum wire em bedded in a bulk p-wave

superconductor.An explicitcom putation ofthe tunneling am plitudeisgiven.

Teleportation by quantum tunneling1 in oneform oranotherhasbeen thephysi-

cist’sdream sincetheinvention ofthequantum theory.Thesim plestidea m akesuse

ofthefactthatthequantum wave-function can havesupportin classically forbidden

regions and can thus reach across apparent barriers. W herever the wave-function

hassupport,the objectwhose probability am plitude itdescribescan in principle be

found.

O fcourse,the typicalpro�le ofa wave-function inside a forbidden region decays

exponentially with distance,so itsam plitude on the othersideofthatregion should

be vanishingly sm all,particularly ifany appreciable distance isinvolved. A slightly

�Dipartim ento diFisica e Sezione INFN,Universita degliStudidiPerugia,Via A.Pascoli,06123,

Perugia
1W hat is usually referred to as teleportation is the transfer ofthe inform ation that is necessary to

reconstructa quantum state[1].Here,by ’teleportation’wem ean thequantum m echanicaltunneling ofan

objectovera m acroscopicdistance.
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m oresophisticated idea would beto considera system wherethewave-function could

havesupportthatispeaked in twospatially separated regions.In thatcase,onecould

im aginepopulatingthequantum statecorrespondingtothatparticularwave-function

with an object by interacting with the system in the region ofone ofthe peaks.

Then,once the state ispopulated,the objecthasnon-zero probability ofoccupying

the second peak and,with som e e�ciency,which isgoverned by the statisticalrules

ofquantum m echanics,could be extracted from the perhapsfaraway region ofthe

second peak.Itwould have been teleported.

Thisidea could work,however,only ifthestatedescribed by thewave-function is

wellseparated from otherquantum statesthattheobjectcould alsotakeup and which

would interfere with thisprocess.Separation isde�ned,forexam ple,by considering

stationary states which are eigenstates ofa Ham iltonian. Then it m eans that the

energy eigenvalue ofthe state iswellseparated from the energy eigenvaluesofallof

the other states. In fact,it is this isolation ofa two-peaked wave-function that is

di�cultto achieve.

To understand the problem ,considera m echanicalsystem ofa quantum particle

m oving in a potentialenergy landscapewherethepotentialhastwo degenerate m in-

im a separated by an energy barrier.Then,the ground state ofthe system willhave

a wave-function with two peaks,one neareach ofthe m inim a,and atleastapproxi-

m ately sym m etricunderexchange ofthepositionsofthem inim a.So,whathappens

when weattem ptto populatetheground stateby interacting with thesystem in the

region ofone ofthe m inim a? Can we place an object into that state and thereby

teleportitto thelocation oftheotherwave-function peak attheotherm inim um ?

Theanswerseem sto be\No.".In such a system ,thereshould alwaysbea second

quantum state,nearly degenerate in energy with the ground state,which isatleast

approxim ately antisym m etric in the positionsofthe m inim a. The largerthe energy

barrier to regular tunnelling between the m inim a,the closer to degenerate are the

antisym m etric and sym m etric states. W hen we attem pt to create a particle in the

ground state by interacting with the system at the location ofone ofthe m inim a,

instead ofpopulating the ground state,we place the particle into a superposition

ofthe sym m etric and anti-sym m etric states,the wave-function ofwhich islocalized

at the position where we interacted with the system ,and having practically zero

am plitudeatthesecond location.Itthen proceedsto tunnelto sym m etrizeitsstate

atthe regularrate forquantum tunnelling,a very slow processin any system where

oursem i-classicalreasoning isvalid and we are no furtherahead.

W hatwe need to �nd isa 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 entabove,itwillbe di�cultto �nd states ofthiskind which obey

the regularSchr�odingerequation. Itseem sto have a built-in protection againstthe

sortofnon-locality thatwe are looking for.

Single-particle statesthatare in som e sense isolated are wellknown to occurfor

Dirac equations,particularly when interacting with varioustopologically non-trivial

background �eldssuch assolitons,m onopoles and instantons. The consequences of

ferm ion zero m odes such as chiralanom alies [2]and fractionalferm ion num ber [3],

[4]are wellknown. Consider,for exam ple,the sim ple one-dim ensionalm odelwith

Dirac equation [i
�@� + �(x)] (x;t) = 0. This describes a ferm ion m oving in one



dim ension and interacting with a scalar �eld �(x) which we shalltake to have a

soliton-antisoliton pro�le,

�(x)=

�
�0 x < 0 ; x > L

� �0 0< x < L
(1)

Itiseasy to seethattheequation forenergy eigenvalues,which,choosing a basisfor

Dirac m atrices,we can write as

i

�
0 d

dx
+ �(x)

d

dx
� �(x) 0

� �
uE (x)

vE (x)

�

= E

�
uE (x)

vE (x)

�

(2)

hasexactly two bound stateswith energiesand wave-functions

E + � �0e
� �0L  + �

p
�0

�
e� �0jxj

� ie� �0jL� xj

�

+ O (e� �0L) (3)

E � � � �0e
� �0L  � �

p
�0

�
e� �0jxj

ie� �0jL� xj

�

+ O (e� �0L) (4)

where,su�cientforourpurposes,wegiveonly thelargeL asym ptotics{ corrections

toallquantitiesareofhigherordersin e� �0L.Thesestateshaveenergy wellseparated

from the restofthe spectrum ,which iscontinuousand beginsatE = � �0. E � are

exponentially closeto zero asL islarge.Each wave-function hastwo peaks,onenear

x = 0 and one nearx = L.

Theground stateofthem any ferm ion system hasthenegativeenergy states�lled

and the positive energy states em pty. A ferm ion or anti-ferm ion are then excited

by populating a positive energy state or de-populating a negative energy state,re-

spectively. Ifwe create a ferm ion by populating the positive energy bound state,it

hasthewave-function  + given in eqn.(3)which indeed haspeaksatboth locations,

x = 0 and x = L.Sim ilarly,theanti-ferm ion haswave-function  � in eqn.(4).Note,

however,thatthepositiveand negativeenergy statesarenotisolated from each other.

They are practically degenerate. Thisdegeneracy willprove fatalto ourattem ptto

use these states forteleportation,forinteresting reasonswhich we shallnow relate.

W hen �0L is large,the energy ofthe electron and positron states are alm ost zero.

In thiscase,one can considera second setofalm oststationary stateswhich are the

superpositions

 0 =
1
p
2

�
e
iE 0t + + e

� iE 0t �
�
�
p
2�0

�
e� �0jxjcosE 0t

e� �0jL� xjsinE 0t

�

+ O (e� �0L) (5)

which,fort< < 1

E 0

,hasm ostofitssupportnearx = 0 and

 L =
1
p
2i

�
e
iE 0t + � e

� iE 0t �
�
�
p
2�0

�
e� �0jxjsinE 0t

� e� �0jL� xjcosE 0t

�

+ O (e� �0L) (6)

which hasm ostofitssupportnearx = L.By interacting with the system atx = 0,

we could aswellbe dropping the ferm ion into the state  0,which islocalized there



and which hasexponentially vanishingprobability ofoccurringatx = L (untilsinE 0t

becom es appreciable,which is justthe usualestim ate oftunnelling tim e through a

barrierofheight�0 and width L).

Itm ightseem bizarre thatthe relevantstate would be anything butthe ground

statethathas � (x)populated and  + (x)em pty.Ithasbeen shown thatasL ! 1 ,

this’ground state’isan entangled stateof(appropriately de�ned)ferm ion num ber[5,

6]. Ifthe system is prepared in this state,subsequentm easurem ent ofthe ferm ion

num berofoneofthesolitonswillcollapsethewave-function toonewheretheferm ion,

ratherthan occupying the negative energy state  � ,occupieseitherthe state  0 or

the state  L which are localized atx = 0 and x = L,respectively. In these states,

the \fractionalferm ion num ber" ofthe solitons is a sharp quantum observable. As

seen from thevicinity ofeach soliton,they areidenticalto theJackiw-Rebbistates[3]

ofthe ferm ion in a single soliton background �eld,which have ferm ion num ber� 1

2
.

This issue has recently been re-exam ined [7]in conjunction with som e ideas about

entangled electron statesin Helium bubbles[8].

W e would now im agine that our dum ping the ferm ion into the bound state,if

perform ed near x = 0 would populate the state  0,rather than  + ,as this is the

state with sharp localferm ion num berand itwould have appreciable probability of

appearingatx = L only afteratim eoverorder 1

�0
e�0L.O urquestfora teleportation

devicehasbeen foiled again bytheexistenceofdegeneratestates,thistim etheslightly

m oresubtlecase ofa ferm ion and anti-ferm ion state.

Thesituation issom ewhatbetterifweconsidera di�erenttypeofferm ion,called

a M ajorana ferm ion.TheHam iltonian ofa M ajorana ferm ion hasa sym m etry which

m apspositive energy statesonto negative energy states. In the case of(2),we have

 � E (x)=  �E (x).Then,a ferm ion and an anti-ferm ion havethesam espectrum ,and

we sim ply identify them asthe sam e particle,a M ajorana ferm ion. The ferm ion no

longer has a conserved totalferm ion num ber. However,it stillhas ferm ion parity:

ferm ion num ber conservation m od 2. In any process,M ajorana ferm ions m ust be

created or annihilated in pairs. This m eans that we should be able to classify all

quantum statesby eigenvaluesofan operator(� 1)F ,such thata state with an even

num berofferm ionshas(� 1)F = 1 whereasa statewith an odd num berhas(� 1)F =

� 1. This classi�cation ofstates has been argued to be offundam entalim portance

in three-dim ensionalquantum physics [9,10]. Even though our present exam ple is

one-dim ensional,we can im agine thatitisan e�ective theory which isem bedded in

thethree dim ensionalworld.Theexam ple we willdiscusslaterisofthissort.

Now,fortheM ajorana ferm ion,thereisonly onebound state,thewave-function

ofwhich is  + (the com plex conjugate ofwhich is  � ),and that bound state can

be either occupied or em pty. W e can assign (� 1)F = 1 for the em pty state and

(� 1)F = � 1 forthe occupied state. The states corresponding to  0 and  L do not

haveade�niteferm ion parity.Ifwebegin with thesystem wherethequantum stateis

an eigenstateofferm ion parityand webysom eprocessdum paferm ion intothebound

state nearx = 0,itswave-function autom atically hasa second peak atx = L and it

could in principle beextracted there.Thisiswhatwe m ean by \teleportation". W e

willarguelaterthat,locally,ifwelivenearx = 0 and areunawareoftheregion near

x = L,a vestige ofthisphenom enon willappearas eitherviolation ofconservation

offerm ion parity or the existence ofa hidden variable in the localtheory. Sim ilar



peculiarphenom ena involving M ajorana zero m odeshave previously been discussed

in thecontextofsupersym m etric�eld theorieswith solitons[11,12].

Unfortunately,M ajoranaferm ionsarenoteasy tocom ebyin nature.Theelectron

isacom plex ferm ion.O rdinarily,ifwedecom poseitintoitsrealand im aginary parts,

which would be M ajorana ferm ions,they are rapidly re-m ixed by electrom agnetic

interactions. O ne 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 quasi-ferm ions behave as ifthey are neutralexcitations. These quasi-

particlescan be M ajorana ferm ionswhen the super-conducting condensate isparity

odd,P-wave being the sim plest exam ple [13]. In these m aterials,another com m on

occurrence are m id-gap bound states,the analog ofour ferm ion zero m odes,called

Andreev states[14],which typically live atsurfaceofthe superconductor.M ajorana

zero m odesofthetypethatwearediscussing arealso known to bebound to vortices

in p-wave superconductorswhere they have the rem arkable e�ect ofgiving vortices

non-Abelian fractionalstatistics[15]-[18].Forconcretenesswewillconsidera slightly

sim plersystem thatwasoriginally discussed by K itaev [19].W e considera quantum

wireem bedded in a bulk P-wave superconductor,depicted in Fig.1.W eassum ethat

�
�

�
�

�
�

1 L

p�wavesc

Figure1:A quantum wireon a bulk P-wavesuperconductor.

the wire has a single channeland that the electrons are adequately described by a

tight-bindingm odel.W ealso assum eaweak couplingtothesuperconductorwhereby

theelectronscan enterand leave the wireasCooperpairs.TheHam iltonian is

H =

LX

n= 1

�
t

2
a
y

n+ 1an +
t�

2
a
y
nan+ 1 +

�

2
a
y

n+ 1a
y
n +

� �

2
anan+ 1 + �a

y
nan

�

(7)

The �rstterm sin the Ham iltonian are the contribution ofhopping ofelectrons be-

tween sites,labelled n = 1;2;:::;L, on the quantum wire,where t is the hopping

am plitudeand

n

am ;a
y
n

o

= �m n areannihilation and creation operatorsforelectrons.

The second pair ofterm s arise from the presence ofthe super-conducting environ-

m ent. The last term is the energy ofan electron sitting on a site ofthe wire. W e

shallassum ethatj�j< jtjand j�j< jtj.

For sim plicity, we shallconsider spinless ferm ions. This is possible when the

electron spectrum is strongly polarized so that the energy spectra ofspin up and

spin down electronsare wellseparated. Thisisa com m on occurrence in anisotropic

superconductors [13]. In particular,the Cooper pair can be a bound state ofspin

up electronsonly:in thatcase theterm swith � in (7)which take into accountthat

electron on the quantum wire can form Cooperpairswould only couple to the spin

up electron. The other spin state would behave as a spectator and to the extent

that it would be coupled to the spin up state, it could be taken into account by

an e�ective Ham iltonian. W e have not con�rm ed that this would not destroy the



unpaired M ajorana zero m ode that we shall�nd,but it is quite plausible that,at

leastforsom e range ofparam eters,the zero m odeand teleportation willpersist.

Ift= jtjei� and � = j�je 2i�,by rede�ning an ! ei(�+ �)an forn odd and an !

ei(�� �)an forn even,werem ovethecom plex phasesoftand �,which wehenceforth

assum eto bepositive realnum bers.Theequation ofm otion forthe ferm ion is

i
d

dt
an =

t

2
(an+ 1 + an� 1)�

�

2

�

a
y

n+ 1 � a
y

n� 1

�

+ �an

W edecom posetheferm ion into realand im aginary parts,an = bn+ icn,and assem ble

them into aspinor n =

�
bn

cn

�

forwhich wem aketheansatz n(t)= ei!t n.Itobeys

thedi�erence equation

 n+ 2 = � N  n+ 1 � M  n (8)

where

M =

�
t+ �

t� �
0

0 t� �

t+ �

�

; N =

"
2�

t� �

2i!

t� �
� 2i!

t+ �

2�

t+ �

#

To solve(8)wede�nea generating function from which wecan recoverthewave-

function by doing a contourintegral

 (�)=

LX

n= 1

�
n
 n ;  n =

I

C

d�

2�i

1

�n+ 1
 (�) (9)

whereC isa contourofin�nitesim alradiusencircling the origin.W e willconsidera

sem i-in�nite wire by putting L ! 1 . In this case,the problem isexactly solvable.

Thegenerating function iseasily obtained from (8)as

 (�)=
�

1+ N � + M �2
 1 =


(�)

[tcosh� + �]
2
� [�sinh�]

2
� !2

~ 1 (10)

where � = e�, 
(�) =

�
tcosh� + � � �sinh� � i!

i! tcosh� + � + �sinh�

�

and ~ 1 =

�
t� �

2
0

0 t+ �

2

�

 1 . W e willdo the integralin (9)by inverting the contour,using the

factthatthe integrand vanishesatin�nity so thatthe contourcan be closed on the

polesof (�). Forgeneric realvaluesofthe frequency !, (�)hasfourpoleswhich

solveaquarticequation [tcosh�i+ �]
2
� [�sinh� i]

2
= !2,which isalsothedispersion

relation.Theintegralisthen given by thesum offourresidues

 n = �

4X

i= 1

e
� n�i

(

4e�i

t2 � � 2

1
Q

j6= i

�
e�i � e�j

�

)


(�i)~ 1 (11)

For allowed values of!,these are the (un-norm alized) wave-function ofthe quasi-

particles. The physically allowed valuesof! are determ ined by requiring norm aliz-

ability ofthe wave-function.

Thereisa region ofcontinuum spectrum where�i are im aginary and

!(k)= �

q

[tcosk + �]
2
+ [�sink]

2
; k 2 (� �;�]



For! in thisrange,the fourrootsare �i= (ik+ ;� ik+ ;ik� ;� ik� )which satisfy

k� = arccos

2

4�
�t

t2 � � 2
�

s
�

�t

t2 � � 2

� 2

�

�
�2 + � 2 � !2

t2 � � 2

�
3

5

They m ustbeused in (11)to getthecontinuum wave-function with energy !.

W hen ! isnotin the range ofcontinuum spectrum ,the rootsobey

cosh� =
� �t� i

p
� 2(t2 � � 2 � �2)� !2(t2 � � 2)

t2 � � 2

and two of them , say e� and e�
�

, m ust have m oduliless than one, leading to a

potentialdiverging partin thewave-function.Thedivergence can only beavoided if

thespinor ~ 1 ischosen asasim ultaneouszeroeigenvectorofthetwom atrices
(�)and


(� �).Recallthatthedispersion relation ensuresthatthesem atriceshavevanishing

determ inant, so each has a vanishing eigenvalue. They can have a sim ultaneous

vanishing eigenvalue only ifthey com m ute,

[
(�);
(� �)]= i! (sinh� � sinh��)

�
0 1

1 0

�

Since in the range offrequenciesofinterest,sinh� cannotbe real,the only possible

bound statesare zero m odes,! = 0.By appropriatechoice ofthespinor, ~ 1 we�nd

thezero m odewave-function is b0n = 0

c
0
n =

i

h�

� � + i
p
t2 � � 2 � �2

�n
�

�

� � � i
p
t2 � � 2 � �2

�ni

q

2
t(t2� � 2� �2)

� (t2� �2)
(t+ �)n

(12)

There is exactly one bound state ofone ofthe realcom ponents ofthe electron liv-

ing at the edge ofthe quantum wire. Its energy is separated from the rest ofthe

quasiparticleswhich are in the continuum spectrum .

Notethattheexistenceofa m id-gap statefora M ajorana ferm ion isquiterobust.

Since,in orderto havea M ajorana ferm ion in the�rstplace,therem ustexista one-

to-one m apping between positive and negative energy states ofthe single-ferm ion

Ham iltonian,sm ooth perturbationsofitcan only change the num berofzero m odes

by an even integer.G enerically,such perturbationswould liftthezero m odes,leaving

theone thatwe have found.

Let us assum e that the wire is e�ectively sem i-in�nite in the sense that we are

only aware oftheedge atn = 1.W e would second quantize the ferm ionsas

bn(t)=

Z
�

� �

dk

2�

�

bn(k)e
i!kt�k + b

�
n(k)e

� i!kt�
y

k

�

(13)

cn(t)= c
0
n�

0 +

Z �

� �

dk

2�

�

cn(k)e
i!kt�k + c

�
n(k)e

� i!kt�
y

k

�

(14)

where we now assum e that allwave-functions are norm alized and the creation and

annihilation operatorsforquasiparticlesobey the usualanti-com m utatoralgebra
n

�k;�
y

k0

o

= �(k � k
0) ;

n

�k;�
y

k0

o

= �(k � k
0) ; f�k;�k0g= 0 :



Thezero m odeoperatorobeys(�0)2 = 1 and anti-com m uteswith allotheroperators.

A representation ofthe anticom m utatoralgebra beginswith an eigenstate of�0,

�
0
j+ > = j+ > (15)

which is annihilated by allother operators �kj+ > = 0 = �kj+ > . Q uasi-particle

statesarethen given bycreation operatorsactingon thisgroundstate,�
y

k1
:::�

y

k1
0:::j+ > .

This is an irreducible representation ofthe creation and annihilation operator

algebra and is whatwe would use ifwe were unaware ofthe other end ofthe wire.

Theground statej+ > isnotan eigenstateofferm ion parity,so ferm ion num berm od

2 isnotconserved in thissystem . W e could then im agine a processwhere we probe

thesystem with a sourcewhich couplesto electric charge density,forexam ple

H int=
X

n

V (n;t)ayn(t)an(t):

Recalling thatan(t)=
1p
2
(bn + icn)and using(13)and (14),seethatthereisa �nite

am plitudeforthe annihilation ofa single ferm ionic quasi-particle.

< + jH int �
y

k
j+ > = ie

i!kt�
X

n

�
V (n;t)bn(k)c

0
n

�
(16)

Itliterally lookslike the ferm ion vanished while traversing the region nearthe edge

ofthewire.Theinverse processofm aking a quasi-ferm ion appearhasan am plitude

which isthe com plex conjugate ofthe above.

O f course, the totalsystem that we are considering does have ferm ion parity

sym m etry. The Ham iltonian isquadratic in ferm ion operators,asisthe probe that

we are using. The sym m etry is being broken by our insistence on the choice ofan

irreducible representation of the anti-com m utator algebra. It can be restored by

using a reducible representation instead.Them inim alsuch restoration isequivalent

to introducing a single hidden variable.

Ifthe system has another boundary at large but �nite L,the m ost signi�cant

e�ectisthatthebound stateisnotlongeran exactzero m ode.Now therearea pair

ofstateswith positiveand negativeenergiesoforder� �e � � L.W eshallassum ethat

L islarge enough thatthese energiesare negligibly sm all. Sim ilarto the relativistic

case that we studied earlier (3) and (4),the wave-functions ofeach ofthese bound

states has support at both ends ofthe wire and is vanishingly sm allin between.

W hen L islarge,the restofthe spectrum resem blesthe continuum spectrum ofthe

sem i-in�nitewire.Now,second quantization introducestwo operatorscorresponding

to the(alm ost)zero m odes,ratherthan theonewhich wasfound forthesem i-in�nite

wire:we can think ofitasproducing thehidden variable which wediscussed above.

The zero m ode localized nearx = L willbe a m ode ofbn(t)with wave-function

b0n = c0
L+ 1� n

.To second quantize theM ajorana ferm ions,we m odify (13)as

bn(t)= c
0
L+ 1� n�

0 +

Z �

� �

dk

2�

�

bn(k)e
i!kt�k + b

�
n(k)e

� i!kt�
y

k

�

(17)

cn(t)= c
0
n�

0 +

Z
�

� �

dk

2�

�

cn(k)e
i!kt�k + c

�
n(k)e

� i!kt�
y

k

�

(18)



To representthe anti-com m utatoralgebra we now need the second eigenstate of�0,

�0j� > = � j� > . Since �0 m ust obey
�
�0;�0

	
= 0 and

�
�0
�2

= 1,its action on

thesestatesm ustbe(up to choice ofphase)

�
0j+ > = j� > ; �

0j� > = j+ >

Now,we have two degenerate ground states j+ > and j� > . W e can in fact �nd

stateswhich are eigenstatesofferm ion parity by taking superpositions

j"> =
1
p
2
(j+ > + ij� > ) ; j#> =

1
p
2
(j+ > � ij� > )

In thisspace �0j"> = j#> ,and �0j#> = j"> ,�0j"> = ij#> and �0j#> = � ij"> .

W e can choose j"> and j#> to be eigenstates offerm ion parity,(� 1)F j"> = j"> ,

(� 1)F j#> = � j#> .

Theprocessanalagousto theone in (16)hasthe non-zero m atrix elem ent

< " jH int �
y

k
j#> = ie

i!kt�
X

n

�
V (n;t)bn(k)c

0
n

�
(19)

and thedestruction ofa singlequasi-ferm ion isaccom panied by a 
ip in thevacuum

state,thetotalprocessconserving (� 1)F .

W hataboutteleportation? Letusim agine thatwe begin with the system in one

ofitsground statesand injectan electron atsite # 1,to create thestate a
y

1
j"> .W e

then ask whatisthequantum transition am plitudeforthetransition,aftera tim eT,

ofthisstateto onewith theelectron located atposition # L,a
y

L
j"> .Theam plitude

isgiven by

A 1L =
< " jaL eiH T a

y

1
j">

ja
y

L
j"> jja

y

1
j"> j

= 2jc01j
2 + (T and L� dependent) (20)

Theright-hand-sideofthisequation hastwo kindsofterm s.TheT-and L-dependent

partsofthism atrixelem entrepresenttheusualpropagation viaexcited quasi-particles

which m usttravelacrossthe wire. The �rstterm ,on the otherhand,isunusualin

that it is T and L-independent. By ‘teleportation’,we are referring to this part of

the am plitude. The probability that the electron,after being injected at site # 1 is

teleported to any site # n within the supportofthezero m odeatn = L is

P =
X

n

jA 1nj
2 = 4

�

t

t2 � �2

(t+ �)2
(21)

which can besigni�cant.

Note that this tunneling process does not violate causality. There is a �nite

probablility foran electron to appearatsite# L spontaneously accom panied by a 
ip

between theground states,

< "jaLe
iH Tj#> 6= 0

In order for an observer at site # L to know that the electron arriving there was

not produced by this spontaneous 
ip, the inform ation about the state in which



the system wasinitially prepared would have to be sentto her/him by independent

m eans.

W enotethat,iftheferm ion parity superselection ruleisrespected,thedegenerate

ground states behave like a classicalswitch. The switch can be in either of two

positionsj"> orj#> buta quantum superposition ofthe two statesisnotallowed.

Thequantum coherence ofthissystem leadsto thissurprising classicalbehavior.

Thishasa furtherinteresting e�ect when one considerstwo such system s. This

consideration isin factnaturalifthereisspin degeneracy.Forsim plicity,weconsider

two spin states that are su�ciently weakly coupled to each other that they satisfy

independentsingle-ferm ion Schroedingerequationsand thequantum statesaredirect

productsofthestatesofthetwo system s.Then,thequantum statesthatareallowed

by the ferm ion parity superselection rule cover two Bloch spheres,for the separate

caseswhereferm ion parity isodd oreven,respectively

j�� > = cos
�

2
j"#> + ei� sin

�

2
j#"> ; j�0�0> = cos

�0

2
j""> + ei�

0

sin
�0

2
j##>

The expectation value ofthe spin vanishesin both ofthese states,independently of

theangles.Thism eansthattheground statedegeneracy isnotsplitby a su�ciently

weak Zeem an interaction,in linewith thefactthattheexistenceoftheM ajoranazero

m odesisindependentoftheinteractions{ theHam iltoniansforthetwo spin species

need notbeidentical,they only need to each havetheconditionsforexistenceofthe

M ajorana zero m odein the�rstplace.In thepresentcase,theenergy splitting ofthe

spin statesdueto a Zeem an interaction with an externalm agnetic�eld would sim ply

be carried by a relative shift ofchem icalpotential� for each spin which,ifsm all

enough,leaves the zero m ode sector intact. The am plitude thatwe have com puted

for tunneling into zero m odes in this case is just a sum ofthe am plitudes for each

spin state. The states ofa given ferm ion parity form a qubit whose properties are

very stable and which could beofuseforquantum com putation.
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