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In theory of topological classification, the 2D topological superconductors without time reversal
symmetry are characterized by Chern numbers. However, in reality, we find the Chern numbers
can not reveal the whole properties of the boundary states of the topological superconductors.
We figure out some particle-hole symmetry related Z2 invariants, which provide more additional
information of the topological superconductors than the Chern numbers provide. With the Z2

invariant, we define weak and strong topological superconductors in 2D systems. Moreover, we
explain the causes of mismatch between the Chern numbers and the numbers of boundary states
in topological superconductors, and claim that the robust Majorana zero modes are characterized
by the Z2 invariant rather than the Chern numbers. We also extend the Z2 invariants to 3D
non-time-reversal symmetry superconductor systems including gapful and gapless situations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over recent years, topological superconductors (TSCs)
have drawn much attention in condensed matters
for the novel properties of Majorana zero boundary
states[1–4] and the promising applications in quantum
computation[5–8]. People find a lot of ways to real-
ize and study the TSCs, including quantum dots[9–14],
dopping topological insulators[15–21], promxity effect be-
tween topological insulators and superconductors[22–27],
and arranging magnetic atomic on the surface of an s-
wave with hlical structures[28–36] or SOC effect[37–44].

It is well known that the topological systems can
be classified into ten classes with three global sym-
metries including time-reversal, particle-hole and chiral
symmetry[45, 46]. The classification tells us that the dif-
ferent symmetries and dimensions of the systems result
in different topological invariants. For example, in time-
reversal symmetric TSCs, the invariants are time-reversal
symmetry related Z2 invariants in 2D and 3D systems.
In non-time-reversal symmetric situations, the supercon-
ductors are characterized by Z invariants in 2D systems
and have no invariant in 3D systems. The invariants
are closely related to the boundary states when imposing
open boundary conditions, which provides the evidence
of the robustness of the topological boundary states.

As the research of topological materials is develop-
ing, people find the invariants in the ten fold classifi-
cation sometimes can not completely reflect all the as-
pects of the topological properties. It is observed that
there are topologically nontrivial robust boundary states
in the non-invariant classes, or there is no match be-
tween the invariants and the boundary states[47–58].
Lots of these anomalous phenomena appear in the spa-
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tial symmmetric systems, which can be explained by re-
vising the classification[59–61]. However, there still are
some situations that can not be included in the revised
classification[47, 53, 62, 63]. In the topological insulators,
these anomalous phenomena can be explained from the
perspective of non-zero 2D Zak phase[62] and nonzero
Berry curvature[63]. In the TSC systems, the anomalous
phenomenon may appear in the form of mismatchness of
the Chern numbers and Majorana zero modes (MZMs).
For instance, in the TSCs induced by proximity effect be-
tween topological insulators and superconductors[47, 53],
there are some pairs of non-zero energy boundary states
inheriting from the topological insulators, which affect
the Chern numbers and cause the mismatching. The
mismatchness of the Chern numbers and Majorana zero
modes still await comprehensive investigations.

In this work, we study the correspondence of the Z2 in-
variant and the MZMs in TSC without any other symme-
trys except the intrinsic particle-hole symmetry (PHS).
We figure out the Z2 invariants pertaining to the PHS
and corresponding to the Zak phases of the lines of the
Brillouin zone (BZ) boundaries. We investigate the class
D systems from point of view of the Z2 invariants in
2D and 3D situations. Through definition of strong and
weak TSCs in 2D systems with the Z2 invariants, we
reveal that the Z2 invariants are more appropriate to
characterize the properties of the MZMs than the Chern
numbers. Furthermore, the explanation of the mismatch-
ness between Chern number and MZMs is given, and the
locations of the MZMs are fixed. We extend the Z2 in-
variant to 3D gapful and gapless systems although there
is no topological invariant in the topological classifica-
tion, and find that the 3D Z2 invariant provides a simple
method to judge whether the gapless systems have non-
degenerate Weyl nodes or not.

The paper is organized as follows. In section II, we
show the relationships of the Kitaev Z2 invariant and
Zak phase in 2D system, and define a 2D Z2 invariant.
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In section III, we discuss the causes of the mismatchness
of the Chern numbers and the numbers of MZMs. In
section IV, we study a concrete model. In section V,
we extend the Z2 to 3D situations in gapful and gapless
systems, respectively. In section VI, we make a brief
summary.

II. THE DEDUCTION OF THE Z2 INVARIANTS

In 1D non-time-reversal symmetric TSC systems, the
1D Zak phase and Kitaev Z2 invariant are equivalent[64].
In 2D systems with the same symmetries, the systems are
characterized by the Chern numbers which are Z invari-
ants. However, it is reasonable to predict that there are
Z2 invariants in 2D systems, but the forms of the Z2 in-
variants and the roles of the Zak phases are yet unknown.
In a superconductor system, the Berry connection of the
nth band is defined as An(k) = i < un(k)|∂k|un(k) >,
where |un(k) > is the bloch wave function of the nth
band. By taking advantage of the PHS, the Berry connec-
tion has the form An(−k) = i < un(−k)|∂−k|un(−k) >=
A−n(k) − ∂kχn(k). In the superconductor system, the
−nth band is particle-hole symmetric with the nth band.
We have Ao(−k) = Ae(k)−

∑
n ∂kχn(k) for all the bands

with o the energies below zero energy and e the energies
above the zero energy.

The Chern number of the 2D TSC is related to the
Berry phase of the bands below zero energy. In the square
lattice model, the Berry phase of the bands below zero
energy can be written as

ψ =

∮
L

Ao(k)dk =

4∑
i=1

∮
Li

Ao(k)dk, (1)

where the integral loop L is the boundary of the first BZ.
The loops Li are the boundaries of the 1/4 areas of the
first BZ from the first quadrant to the fourth quadrant
as shown in Fig. 1(a). The second equality in Eq. (1)
is the sum of 1D Zak phase around four lines. In 1D
TSC, the Zak phase becomes ψZak =

∫ π
−π A

o(k)dk =∫ π
0
Ao(k)dk+

∫ 0

−π A
o(k)dk =

∫ π
0
A(k)−

∑
n χn(k)dk with

A(k) = Ao(k) + Ae(k). In the system with PHS, we can
choose the gauge which makes χn(k) = 0, and then the
Berry phase (or 1D boundary Zak phase) becomes

ψ =

∮
L1

A(k)dk +

∮
L3

A(k)dk, (2)

with routes L1, L3 being the boundaries of the 1/4 BZ in
first quadrant and third quadrant, respectively.

In a SC system, the Hamitonian can be written in the
Majorana picture as

H =
i

2
γ†Bmγ, (3)

where Bm is a real anti-symmertric matrix. There is a
real-valued orthogonal transformation matrix W which

can block diagonalize the Bm as Bd = W †BmW =
diagλiελσy. With Fourier transformation, Bd(k) =
W (k)†Bm(k)W (k) = diagλiελ(k)σy. And with a k-
independent unitary transformation matrix U , Bd(k) can
be diagonalized as U†Bd(k)U = diag(iε1(k), ..., iεn(k)).
So we have U†W (k)†iBm(k)W (k)U = diagn(εn(k)), and
the transformation matrix W (k)U is composed of bloch
functions |un(k) >. Since the k-independent unitary
transformation does not change the trace of a matrix,
the Berry phase can be calculated as

ψ = i

∮
L1+L3

Tr[W (k)†∂kW (k)]dk

= i

∮
L1+L3

∂klndet[W (k)]dk. (4)

The phase χn(k) is zero in this choosing of gauge in that
the PHS requires CW (k)C−1 = W (−k).

The block diagonalized Hamitonian matrix Bd in
Majorana picture is also anti-symmetryic, and we ob-
serve that the Pfaffian of Bd is positive forever, which
can be calculated as Pf [Bd] = Pf [W †BmW ] =
Pf [Bm]det(W ) >1 and gives Pf [Bm] = det(W ) =
±1. The fact that Fourier transformation does not
change the Pfaffian of a system guarantees Pf [Bm] =∏

k Pf [Bm(k)] =
∏

k det[W (k)] to hold. W (k) is
unitary, so det[W (k)] = eiΦk . Because the ma-
trix W is real, we have W (k)∗ = W (−k) and
det[W (k)]∗ = det[W (−k)], and we get eiΦk = e−iΦ−k ,
which results in Φk = −Φ−k mod 2π. As any
det[W (k)] in k is identical to that in −k, we have∏

k det[W (k)] =
∏

K det[W (K)] with K the particle-hole
symmetric points, and Pf [Bm] = exp(i

∑
εKj

ΦKj
) with

εKj = ±1. In 2D system, we take K1,K2,K3,K4 =
(0, 0), (0, π), (π, π),(π, 0), or take K1,K2,K3,K4 =
(−π,−π), (−π, 0), (0, 0),(0,−π) because of the transla-
tion invariance, thus leading to

Pf [Bm] = exp(iφj), (5)

with j = 1, 2, 3, 4, φ1 =
∫ π

0
∂kxΦ(kx, π)dkx +∫ 0

π
∂kxΦ(kx, 0)dkx, φ2 =

∫ π
0
∂kyΦ(0, ky)dky +∫ 0

π
∂kyΦ(π, ky)dky, φ3 =

∫ 0

−π ∂kxΦ(kx, 0)dkx +∫ −π
0

∂kxΦ(kx,−π)dkx, φ4 =
∫ 0

−π ∂kyΦ(−π, ky)dky +∫ −π
0

∂kyΦ(0, ky)dky . Here φ1(mod 2π)=φ2(mod
2π)=φ3(mod 2π)=φ4(mod 2π). According to the
determinant of the transformation matrix W (k), we
have

φ1 = i

∫
l1+l3

∂klndet[W (k)]dk,

φ2 = i

∫
l2+l4

∂klndet[W (k)]dk,

φ3 = i

∫
l′1+l′3

∂klndet[W (k)]dk,

φ4 = i

∫
l′2+l′4

∂klndet[W (k)]dk, (6)



3

with li(l
′
i)(i = 1, 2, 3, 4) being the four sides of L1(L3) as

shown in Fig. 1(a). In combination with Eq. (2) and
Eq. (4), we obtain φj =

∫
ls
A(k)dk with ls being the

two counter lines, and the Berry phase ψ =
∑4
j=1 φj . It

follows that

exp(iψ) = Pf4[Bm] (7)

is definitely +1. Therefore, the Berry phase can’t be di-
rectly used to characterize the Z2 invariant in the 2D
systems. However, the discussion above provides an al-
ternative way to define a Z2 invariant. For φj = 0, π
mod 2π, which are the same in loops L1 and L3, we can
define the Z2 invariant as

M2D = (−1)φj/π, (8)

which is equivalent to the Pfaffian of Bm. There are
M2D = Pf(Bm) = Sgn{

∏
Ki
Pf [Bm(Ki)]} with Ki the

particle-hole symmetric invariant points in the first BZ.
Furthermore, each φj consists of two parts, which

both are equal to 0 or π mod 2π. Tak-
ing φ1 for example, the two parts are given by∫
l1
∂kΦ(k)dk = i

∫
l1
∂klndet[W (k)]dk=0 or π mod 2π

and
∫
l3
∂kΦ(k)dk = i

∫
l3
∂klndet[W (k)]dk=0 or π mod

2π. Therefore, we can define the sub-Z2 invariants un-
der M2D as

Mj = (−1)
i
∫
lj
∂kΦ(k)dk

= (−1)
i
∫
lj
A(k)dk

, (9)

with j = 1, 2, 3, 4. It is not hard to see Mj =

Sgn{
∏j
i=j−1 Pf [Bm(Ki)]}, which are just the 1D Kitaev

Z2 invariants in the lines lj . Actually, we can know all
the four Mj as long as we know any neighboring two of
them. Therefore, the whole Z2 invariant of a 2D TSC
can be denoted as (M2D;M1,M2) with M1,M2 associ-
ated with any two neighbor lines. In this paper, we shall
take the two neighbor lines around the coordinate origin
(i.e., line l1, l2 in Fig. 1(a)) as the integral lines of M1

and M2, respectively.

III. THE MISMATCH OF THE CHERN
NUMBER, Z2 TOPOLOGICAL INVARIANT AND

THE EDGE STATES

In general, the class A (the system without any symme-
try) and the class D systems are characterized by Chern
numbers in 2D situation, and the numbers of boundary
states are related to the Chern numbers. However, the
additional PHS in class D (not in class A) provides more
information about the topological properties which can
not be obtained from the Chern numbers but only from
the Z2 topological invariant we propose here. For in-
stance, one can not find the locations of the MZMs from
the Chern numbers, but can find them from the Z2 in-
variant. The signs of Mi suggest the locations of the PHS
protected MZMs as shown in Fig. 1(b)(c).

In addition, the Chern numbers sometimes mismatch
with the numbers of MZMs. There are three distinct

( c )

( b )( a )

0 0

( 1 ; 1 , 1 )

π

π
k x

L 4L 3

L 1L 2

l ' 3
l ' 2

l ' 1
l ' 4

l 2
l 1

l 4

l 3

π

−π

−π

π

π

π

k x
0

( 1 ; - 1 , 1 )

( d )

π

π

k x

( - 1 ; 1 , 1 )

FIG. 1: The BZ of 2D systems and the Z2 invariants.
(a) shows the 2D BZ with the integral loops in Eq. (1)
from L1 to L4, and all the directions of line integrals
are clockwise. (b)-(d) show the situations with Chern

number C = 0, 1 and 2, respectively. The Z2 invariants
are denoted in the form of (M2D;M1,M2) in (b)-(d).

(b) and (c) are also capable of describing the situations
with Chern numbers being 2n and 2n+ 1 respectively.

Here n = 0,±1,±2, ....

situations for the mismatches which are listed as fol-
lows. First, there are MZMs in the systems, but there is
no connection between the MZMs and the Chern num-
bers. The phenomenon can be seen in Fig. 1(b), where
we exhibit schematic representation of 1/4 area of a
2D BZ of a class D system including four particle-hole
symmetric points. In this case, the Chern number is
zero and the Z2 invariants are (1;−1, 1) as indicated in
the figure. There exist robust topological MZMs locat-
ing at ky = 0 and ky = π when the open boundary
conditions are applied for x direction. These unique
properties can be explained from perspective of one-
dimensional systems. At the lines kx = 0(ky = 0) and
kx = π(ky = π), the system still have PHS which makes
it being 1D class D SC at the particle-hole symmetric
lines. Here the Kitaev Z2 invariants are still valid, which
are just the invariants defined as Mj in Eq. (9). Due
to M1(ky = 0) = Sgn{Pf [Bm(0, 0)]Pf [Bm(π, 0)]} = −1
and M3(ky = π) = Sgn{Pf [Bm(0, π)]Pf [Bm(π, π)]} =
−1, the lines ky = 0 and ky = π are topologically non-
trivial. However, at lines kx = 0 and kx = π, we have
M2 = M4 = +1 and thus the two lines are trivial, having
no robust topological MZMs when the open boundary
conditions in y direction are applied. In such situations,
the MZMs are protected by PHS rather than the Chern
numbers. The same description can be applied in the sys-
tems, where the Chern numbers are 2n, and nevertheless,
the topological edge states are 2n+2 with two of them
being MZMs by imposing open boundary conditions. In
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these systems, there are odd number (i.e., 2m+1) of edge
states locating at the ends of line ky = 0 and odd number
(i.e., 2l + 1) locating at the ends of line ky = π as well.
The other left edge states (i.e., 2(n−m− l)) locate at ky
and −ky in pairs. However, it should be noted that not
all the edge states are symmetry protected MZMs. The
edge states locating at the ky and −ky (ky 6= 0, π) may
feature zero energy, but they are not robust. Even at
the particle-hole symmetric positions ky = 0, π, pairs of
MZMs may annihilate when the numbers of edge states at
the same place are more than 1. So, in the square lattice
systems, there are at most two PHS protected MZMs lo-
cating at the two particle-hole symmetric positions when
we open the boundaries of one direction. The other zero
modes are not protected by any symmetry, and are fragile
to perturbations.

The second situation is that the Chern numbers are
nonzero but are partially related to the MZMs. The par-
tial connection is not so obvious in the simple case where
Chern number and the number of MZMs are both equal
to one as shown in Fig. 1(c). But it is obvious in the
high Chern number situations. When the Chern number
is 2n + 1, there is only one robust MZM locating at the
particle-hole symmetric position which can be fixed by
the Z2 invariantsMj . The other edge states behave in the
same way as discussed above: pairs of them locate at the
ki and −ki, and some other pairs locate at the particle-
hole symmetric positions. Among these edge states, the
MZMs corresponding to zero energies are nonetheless vul-
nerable. One of the proper explanations is given by the
inheriting theory[53]. Let us start with the normal states
Hamitonian of the TSC. If the Chern number of the nor-
mal states Hamitonian is non-zero, the Chern number
will be doubled when adding the SC pairing term in the
Hamiltonian within BdG mean field approximation. The
reason is that the order of the normal Hamitonian ma-
trix is doubled in the process. If the pairing terms don’t
totally destroy the topological structures of the normal
bands, there will exist pairs of edge states which are not
necessarily robust MZMs. These edge states are inher-
ited from the normal Hamitonian. However, due to the
SC pairing, another non-zero Chern number may come
in, which is related to the robust MZMs. In such situa-
tion, given the existence of different origins of the Chern
number, we can not acquire the detailed properties of the
MZMs through the Chern numbers.

The last situation is that the Chern numbers are
nonzero but the number of MZMs is zero. Here, the
Chern numbers merely give the numbers of the edge
states which are not robust MZMs at all. In Fig. 1(d), we
show the situation where the Chern number is two, while
the number of robust MZMs is zero. The general cases
with even Chern numbers but without robust MZMs can
also be represented by the same schematic as Fig. 1(d).
In such systems, M2D and all the Mj are +1. The triv-
ial Z2 invariant and vanishing robust MZMs indicate that
the systems are not TSCs. The cause of the phenomenon
can be also explained by the inheriting theory. The only

difference from the second situation is that the SC pair-
ing terms don’t bring odd Chern numbers.

We conclude that the M2D is equivalent to the parity
of the Chern number. Specifically, there are two scenar-
ios. Case 1: The Chern number is odd. In this case,
according to the PHS, there must be odd numbers of
edge states locating at the particle-hole symmetric points
when opening boundaries along one direction. Likewise,
when we open boundaries along x direction, there must
be odd numbers of zero modes locating at ky = 0 or
π. Therefore, we derive φj = π mod 2π. Case 2: The
Chern number is even. The PHS ensures even numbers
(possibly zero) of the edge states locating at the particle-
hole symmetric points with open boundaries along one
direction. In both cases, φj = 0 mod 2π, such that

M2D = (−1)ψ/2π = (−1)C , (10)

with C being the Chern number of the system.
The discussion above tell us that the MZMs in TSCs

are protected by the PHS and characterized by the Z2

invariants rather than the Chern numbers. The Chern
numbers only tell the numbers of boundary states, while
the Z2 invariants tell the numbers and locations of the
MZMs. We study TSC here in the similar manner as
people conventionally treat the boundary states in the
time-reversal symmetric topological insulators[65] which
are also characterized by Z2 invariants. We classify the
systems as strong and weak TSCs in the same fashion.
In (M2D;M1,M2), the strong index is given by M2D and
the weak indices are Mj . When M2D = −1, there must
be one robust edge MZM when open boundary conditions
in any one direction is applied. The other even numbers
of edge states locate at arbitrary k and −k positions in
pairs. We call such systems strong topological supercon-
ductors (STSCs). When M2D = +1, and either of Mi or
both of Mi are -1, we call the systems weak topological
superconductors (WTSCs). In such cases, there must be
two robust edge MZMs at any open boundary direction
when both M1 and M2 are -1, or two robust edge MZMs
at only one open boundary direction when only one of
M1 and M2 is -1. The two MZMs will annihilate each
other when they adiabatically move to the same place.
In summary, the MZMs in both STSCs and WTSCs are
robust to particle-hole symmetric perturbations, whereas
the MZMs in the WTSCs are fragile when they move to
the same place.

IV. THE MODEL HAMITONIANS

We start from a trilayer spinless p-wave 2D supercon-
ductor. The Hamitonian in k space is

Hkx,ky = εkσz + V τzΓz + tzΓxσz

+ ∆ sin kxΓzσx + ∆ sin kyΓzσy, (11)

where εk = µ + 2tx cos kx + 2ty cos ky, ∆, µ, V, tx, ty, tz
are the order parameter, chemical potential, on site en-
ergy, hoping amplitude at x, y and interlayer directions,
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respectively. The Pauli matrices σi act on the particle-

hole space, and Γz = diag{1,−1, 1}, Γx =
(

1
1 1

1

)
, Γy =( −i

0
i

)
act on sublayer space. The signs of the p-wave

pairings as well as the on-site energies in the middle layer
are different from those in the first and third layers. The
PHS operator is C = iσxK with K the conjugate opera-
tor.

We show the topological phase diagrams of the model
in Fig. 2(a), where the colors refer to different Chern
numbers, and the numbers in brackets refer to the Z2

invariants of the corresponding areas. It is obvious that
the invariant M2D is in coincidence with the parity of
the Chern numbers. We also show dispersions of dif-
ferent topological phases in Fig. 2(b)-(f) with the open
boundary coditions in x direction. In Fig. 2(b) and (c)
with the parameters denoted as dots b and c in Fig. 2(a),
we witness MZMs that are STSCs with identical Chern
numbers. But Fig. 2(b) and (c) showcase different M1

and M2, which indicate different locations of the robust
MZMs. In Fig. 2(b), the robust MZM locates at kx = π
and in (c), the robust MZM locates at kx = 0. As shown
in Fig. 2(c), it seems that there exist another two MZMs
locating at kx = π, which actually are not robust because
a particle-hole symmetric perturbation may destroy them
(see the lower inset of Fig. 2(c)). So, the Chern num-
bers and M2D do not completely provide the whole infor-
mation of the boundary states. Next, we will show the
mismatching of Chern numbers and MZMs.

We first show the situations that Chern numbers are
zero but there exist robust MZMs. In the white ar-
eas of Fig. 2(a), the Chern numbers are zero, and the
strong TSC invariants are M2D = +1. It seems like the
white areas are topologically trivial. However, there ex-
ist topologically nontrivial boundary states in the sys-
tems as shown in Fig. 2(d) when imposing open bound-
ary conditions. From the values of invariants denoted
in the diagrams, we know that the white areas are in
WTSCs phase. For example, in the white area where
the dot d locates, we see M1 = M2=-1, which means
the line kx = 0(ky = 0) and kx = π(ky = π) are topo-
logically nontrivial. There are two MZMs locating at
kx = 0(ky = 0) and kx = π(ky = π) when we open y(x)
direction, respectively. The same phenomena can hap-
pen in other white areas, where the MZMs are found to
be completely disconnected with the Chern numbers.

We can also find the situations that the robust MZMs
are partially connecting with the Chern numbers. In the
areas with Chern number being ±3 in Fig. 2(a), there
are three topologically nontrivial boundary states. How-
ever, we see that the M2D equals -1 in such areas, which
indicates that only one of the three is robust MZM. The
boundary states of the situation with Chern number be-
ing −3 are shown in Fig. 2(e), where we observe one
MZM and two topological-insulator-like boundary states
locating at kx(ky) = 0 as M1 = M2 = −1 implies. In
such situations, there may be many zero modes and the
numbers of zero modes are determined by the absolute

value of Chern numbers, but only one of them is robust
to particle-hole symmetric perturbation.

Finally, there are situations that the Chern numbers
are nonzero while the numbers of robust MZMs are zero.
We denote them with blue (Chern number is -2) and red
colors (Chern number is 2) in Fig. 2(a). In these two
areas, M2D, M1 and M2 are all positive, which indicates
that there is no PHS protected MZMs in open boundary
systems. The edge states of dot f are shown in Fig. 2(f),
where two edge states locate at kx = 0, but neither of
them are robust MZMs. A particle-hole symmetric per-
turbation may destroy them as we show in the low inset
in Fig. 2(f). Such situation can be viewed as the adi-
abatic evolution from the WTSC situation with Chern
number being -2 and one of M1,M2 being -1. By mov-
ing the MZM from kx = π to kx = 0, the two MZMs
annihilate each other. That is why we call the TSC with
M2D = +1 as WTSC.

It is not hard to extend the discussion above to the
high Chern number situations. When the Chern num-
bers are even (including zero), all of the boundary states
are not robust MZMs, or only two of them are robust
MZMs which nevertheless become fragile when moving
them to the same place (WTSC). When Chern num-
bers are odd, only one of boundary states is robust MZM
(STSC), which are immune to any particle-hole symmet-
ric perturbations.

V. TOPOLOGICAL PHENOMENA IN 3D
SUPERCONDUCTORS WITHOUT TIME

REVERSAL SYMMETRY

A. Gapful systems

In 3D SC non-time reversal symmetric systems, there
is no topological invariant in the topological classifica-
tion table without additional symmetries[45, 46]. But
there exist many topological phenomena in the 3D sys-
tems. It is still reasonable to identify the 3D SCs with
the Z2 invariant. In a certain k plane of the 3D gapful
system, the Hamitonian becomes two dimensional, while
in k = 0 or π plane, the system remains particle-hole
symmetric. We can use the invariant (M2D;M1,M2) as
in the 2D situations. As the system is gapful, the topo-
logical phase of plane k = 0 must be the same as plane
k = π. It comes from the fact that if the two planes are
not topologically equivalent, there must be topological
phase transition accompanied with band closing between
the two planes. Therefore, if we know the Z2 invariant
of such one plane, we naturally know the whole system’s
topological properties. For example, if the plane kz = 0
is weak 2D TSC, we can find two numbers of flat bands
linking the symmetry protected zero modes in the kz = 0
and kz = π when we open the boundary at x or y direc-
tion. If plane kz = 0 is a strong 2D TSC, the number of
the flat bands is only one. In the following, we refer to
one concrete mode which differs from the one discussed
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FIG. 2: The phase diagrams and open boundary spectrums of model (11). (a) shows the phase diagrams of
Hamitonian (11). The colors represent different Chern numbers. Numbers in the brackets denote the strong and
weak indices of the Z2 invariants. (c)-(f) show the spectrums when the parameters are taken as the letters c-h

denoted in (a) with open boundary conditions. The insets in (c), (e) and (f) are the enlarged views of the cycles.
The lower insets in (c) and (f) shows the open boundary spectrums with perturbations (0.1Γy) obeying PHS, and

they indicate that the zero modes are distroyed. Here tx = ty = t, V = 1.3t, ∆ = 0.6t.

in Sec. IV by only stacking bilayer 2D SC (with layer de-
pendent SC pairings and on-site energies) in z direction
and imposing periodic boundary conditions in z direc-
tion. Thus, the Hamitonian becomes

H(k) = ∆ sin kxτzσx + ∆ sin kyτzσy + V τzσz

+ εkσz + tzσz[(1 + cos kz)τx + sin kzτy], (12)

with Pauli matrices τi acting on sublayer space. For sim-
plicity, we choose tx = ty = 1, then the Pfaffian of the
four high symmetric points in kz = 0 plane read

Pf [Bm(0, 0)] = (µ+ 2)2 − V 2 − 4t2z,

Pf [Bm(0, π)] = Pf [Bm(π, 0)] = µ2 − V 2 − 4t2z,

Pf [Bm(π, π)] = (µ− 2)2 − V 2 − 4t2z. (13)

In the pariticle-hole symmetric invariant points, the Pfaf-
fian of point (0, π) is identical with (π, 0). In gapful sys-
tem, plane kz = 0 and kz = π must be in the same topo-
logical phase, so here we only need to list the situation of
plane kz = 0. If the kz = 0(kz = π) plane is topologically
nontrivial, the system is topologically nontrivial, and the
topological flat bands link the zero modes in plane kz = 0
and kz = π when we open x or y direction. We show the
STSC situation in Fig. 3(a) where we observe one flat
band linking MZMs in planes kz = 0 and kz = π. When
the counter two planes kz = 0 and kz = π are in the
same WTSC phase, the system can still be gapful, and
there will be two flat bands linking the MZMs in the two
planes when we open any one direction of x/y directions.
When the Chern numbers are even and any plane is not

TSC, the Hamitonians with planes kz = 0 and kz = π are
more like Hamitonians for topological insulators, and the
two modes linked by the flat bands seem more like topo-
logical insulators’ boundary states in the counter planes.

B. The Gapless systems

The most interesting achievements we obtain in 3D
systems in this work are that we can easily find whether a
SC is gapless or not, and we can provide a simple method
to search for Weyl superconductors by the Z2 invariant.
We define the 3D Z2 invariant

M3D =
∏

ki=0,π

M2D(ki) = Sgn{
8∏
i=1

Pf [Bm(Ki)]},(14)

where M2D(ki) refer to the Z2 invariant of counter plane
ki = 0 and ki = π, and Ki are particle-hole symmet-
ric invariant points. In the gapful systems, M3D = +1.
However, when M3D = +1, the systems do not must be
gupful. There are three cases with M3D = +1. Case 1:
the two counter planes (ki = 0, ki = π) are in different Z2

TSC phases; Case 2: the two counter planes are in the
same Z2 TSC phase with Chern numbers also being the
same; Case 3: the two counter planes are in the same Z2

TSC phase, but Chern numbers of the two planes differ
by even numbers. For case 1 and 3, the systems must be
gapless, and while for case 2, the systems can be gapful
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TABLE I: The classification of topological gapless nodes in 3D systems. The first two rows denote the topological
properties of the kz=0 and kz = π plane. T, W and S mean trivial, WTSC and STSC, respectively. The third row
denotes the values of M3D, and the fourth row denotes the topological properties of the nodes in the 3D system. T,
Dn and Wn mean trivial, Dirac and Weyl nodes, respectively. “A/B” means that there is A or B, “A (&B)” means
that there is A, or maybe there are both A and B. When M3D = −1, there must be Weyl nodes in the 3D systems.

kz = 0 T W S
kz = π T W S T W S T W S
M3D +1 +1 -1 +1 +1 -1 -1 -1 +1

The properties
Dn/Wn Dn/Wn Wn(& Dn) Dn/Wn Dn/Wn Wn(& Dn) Wn(& Dn) Wn(& Dn) Dn/Wnof the

Gapless nodes

k x

k z

0

0
k x

k z

( d ) ( f )( e )

( c )( b )

0
k x

k z

k x

k z

0

k x

k z

0
k x

k z

0

( a )

FIG. 3: The 3D BZ of cubic lattice model and zero
modes and Weyl nodes in 3D superconductors. (a)

shows the 3D BZ of gapful system and the red line is for
zero mode with the open boundary condition in y

direction. The nodes and the boundary states of gapless
system are shown in (b)-(f). In (b) and (c), the planes
kz = 0 are both STSCs, and the planes kz = π are

STSC and trivial, respectively; In (d)-(f), the planes
kz = 0 are WTSCs and the planes kz = π are STSCs.
The black points denote the positions where the gaps

close or open. The points in (d) are Dirac points, and in
(f), there exist Dirac points and Weyl points. All the

points in (b), (c) and (e) are Weyl points.

or gapless because it is unclear whether the Chern num-
ber changes or not between the two planes. So, we can
not determine whether the systems are gapful or gapless
only by knowing M3D = +1.

However, we do know that the systems must be gap-
less when M3D = −1. In such systems, there must
be gap closing between the two counter planes and the
nodes are protected by the topological invariant M3D.
Assuming that the two counter planes are gapful, when
M3D = −1, the M2D of two counter planes must be dif-
ferent, and thus the two planes are in different topologi-
cal phases. The phase changing between the two planes
must accompany with gap closing. We can also explain
the nodes from the changing of Chern numbers. In the
situation where the two counter planes are gapful, when
M3D = −1, the Chern numbers of the two counter planes
must be different, and then the Chern number changes

between the two planes, which is accompanied with gap
closing. Note that the two counter planes may be not
simultaneously gapful. If the plane is gapless, the defini-
tion of Chern number is invalid while the Z2 invariant is
still valid. When one plane is trivial and gapful, its M2D

equals +1. On the other hand, when the plane is topolog-
ically trivial and the invariant M2D is -1, the plane must
be gapless. So the existence of M3D = −1 also indicates
that the system is gapless. We can conclude that, no
matter whether the counter planes are gapful or gapless,
M3D = −1 can always be the proof of gap closing in the
system.

We present the possible gapless situations in table I.
The table shows that when one of the two planes is
STSC, no matter whether the other one plane is trivial
or WTSC, M3D = −1 holds and Weyl nodes exist in the
system. In such situations, the two counter planes are in
different Z2 phases, and thus odd numbers of times of gap
closing occur between the two planes. No matter whether
the nodes are degenerate or not, there must be one non-
degeneracy Weyl node. When one of the counter planes is
WTSC and the other is trivial, we can not judge whether
the nodes are Weyl or Dirac ones only by the Chern num-
bers or invariant M2D of the two planes, as we show in
table I. When both planes are WTSC, the Chern num-
bers of them are even, and the nodes between the two
planes are either even numbers of non-degenerate Weyl
nodes or any numbers of Dirac nodes. However, we con-
firm that when M3D=-1, the 3D system must have Weyl
node and the system is Weyl superconductor. Taking the
model (12) for example, we write down the pfaffians of
kz = π plane as

Pf [Bm(0, 0)] = (µ+ 2)2 − V 2,

Pf [Bm(0, π)] = Pf [Bm(π, 0)] = µ2 − V 2,

Pf [Bm(π, π)] = (µ− 2)2 − V 2. (15)

Combining them with Eq. (13), we get various gapless
states by tuning tz and µ, some of which are shown in Fig.
(3)(b)-(f). We observe M3D = +1 in Fig. (3)(b),(d)-(f)
and M3D = −1 in Fig. (3)(c).

VI. SUMMARY

In 1D TSCs, the Zak phase is equivalent to the Ki-
taev Z2 invariant. In 2D system without time reversal
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symmetry, the TSCs are suggested to characterized by Z
invariant. We find the Z invariant can not tell us where
the MZMs locate at and sometimes mismatch with the
number of topological boundary states. We extend the
Zak phase related Z2 invariant to 2D situation, and prove
that it is identical to the parity of Chern number. The
TSCs are distinguished as strong TSCs and weak TSCs
with Z2 invariant (M2D;M1,M2). When M2D = −1,
there are strong TSCs; when M2D = +1, and either of
Mi is -1 or both of Mi are -1, there are weak TSCs. We
find that the Z2 invariants account for the mismatchness
of the Chern numbers and Majorana zero modes and fix
the location of the Majorana zero modes. We extend the
Z2 invariant to 3D systems in which there have been no
topological invariant by traditional topological classifica-
tion. In gapful system, the 2D Z2 invariant of any one of
the six boundary planes of the cubic BZ reflects the whole
properties of the system. There are flat bands penetrat-

ing the 2D BZ to link the zero modes when the system
is subject to the open boundary. The 3D Z2 invariant
can be also used in gapless systems. When the 3D Z2

invariant is -1, the systems must be gapless and there
must be Weyl nodes in the systems. One can take the
3D Z2 invariant as a simple criterion to identify whether
a SC system is Weyl TSC or not.
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