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Moiré dispersion of edge states in spin chains on superconductors
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Our calculations of ferromagnetic spin chains on s-wave superconductors show that the energy
oscillations of edge states with the chain’s length are due to a moiré pattern emerging from Friedel-
like oscillations and the discreteness of the spin-chain lattice. By modifying the spin lattice, the
moiré dispersion of edge states can be controlled. In particular, we can engineer non-dispersive edge
states that remain at fixed energy regardless of the size distribution of the spin chains. This is an
important step in the study of edge states of spin chains that can be fabricated with a certain size

dispersion.

Majorana bound states (MBS) have gained increasing
interest in recent years due to their non-Abelian statistics
and potential application to topological quantum com-
puting [I, 2]. The search for MBS in condensed matter
systems pays particular attention to 1D structures that
combine superconductivity, spin-orbit coupling (SOC)
and magnetic interactions [3H8]. Under the right condi-
tions, these structures are able to mimic a Kitaev chain
where MBS arise at the edges of finite systems [3]. Stud-
ies have focused on two main approaches: spin chains
on superconducting surfaces [8HI7], and semiconducting
nanowires with Rashba spin-orbit coupling and proxim-
itized superconductivity [I8H21I]. These edge states are
expected to appear at zero-energy, however, the spatial
overlap between MBS at both edges of finite systems re-
sults in non-zero-energy edge states [17, 22H25].

Due to the finite size of these systems, not only do
MBS interact with each other but also with non-zero-
energy states [26]. These interactions result on the mix-
ing of MBS with the resulting states appearing at fi-
nite energies that quasi-periodically evolve with the sys-
tem’s size [16] [I7, 27]. Edge-state energy oscillations
have also been found as a function of applied magnetic
field [21 28] [29]. Despite the mixing of states at the ori-
gin of the found oscillations, the new states maintain in-
teresting topological properties [30]. Unfortunately, the
oscillations in energy make the control of MBS challeng-
ing, and it would be desirable to find them at a fixed
energy. Particularly, in large-scale manufacturing of spin
chains, we expect to find a distribution of sizes. Having
all topological edge-states at a fixed energy regardless of
spin-chain size is an important step in their study and
reproducibility.

In this Letter, we make a theoretical study of edge
states on ferromagnetic (FM) spin chains on a BCS su-
perconductor. Using the model presented in Ref. [27],
we observe energy oscillations of the edge states as we
vary the number of atoms in the magnetic chain. Similar
results have been recently observed in experiments [I7].
Here, we show that the oscillations about zero can be
found for topological and trivial states of the chain. We

trace back the origin of the periodicity to a 1D moiré
pattern resulting from the discrete nature of the spin
chain reflected in its lattice parameter a., and the sub-
strate’s Friedel oscillations governed by the substrate’s
Fermi wavelength, Agp. As these two periods approach,
the resulting edge-state energies rapidly change, produc-
ing a rich variety of patterns akin to the many differ-
ent schemes of energy bands found in 2D moiré systems
[31,32]. The dependence of the edge-state energies on a,
and A allows us to control their dispersion. In this way,
we can engineer magnetic chains for which the topologi-
cal edge states remain fixed at a finite energy regardless
of the actual size of the spin chain beyond a minimal size.

To simulate the FM spin chain on an s-wave super-
conductor, we solve the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equa-
tions [33] for a superconducting surface modelled as a
2D array of points, spaced by the lattice parameter, a,
see Refs. [27, [34]. The superconductor is defined by the
order parameter, A, the Fermi vector of the material, kr
and the metallic electron density, Ny. These parameters
fix the BCS correlation length, &, that we use here. The
effect of the magnetic impurities is modelled by the local
Hamiltonian:

N
Himpurity = 3 _(K;l 650 + 1355 - 5(7)), (1)
7,0
where J is the magnetic exchange interaction of the im-
purities with the superconductor, §j is the spin of im-
purity j that is assumed to be classical, K; is the cor-
responding non-magnetic scattering potential and §’( j)is
the electron spin operator at the tight-binding orbital
localized at j corresponding to the creation and anni-
hilation operators é; and ¢j,. The exchange interac-
tion of the magnetic impurities with the Cooper pairs
in the superconductor results in the emergence of lo-
calized states inside the superconducting gap known as
Yu-Shiba-Rusinov (YSR) states [35H37]. By creating a
chain of such impurities, the localized states can hy-
bridize creating YSR bands which can go into the topo-
logical phase [38H40]. In case of FM chains, the system



can be in the topological phase when the Rashba spin-
orbit coupling, ag, is different from zero [41].

Figure (1| relates the energy behavior of edge states to
the topological phase of the chain. In the inset of Fig[l]
we reproduce the phase space from Ref. [27]. The wind-
ing number [41I], w, of an infinite FM chain is plotted as
a function of the magnetic coupling of the impurities, J,
and the Fermi vector, kp. In Ref. [27] we showed that
the winding number matches the behavior of the Pfaffian
topological invariant and its use can be extended to the
case of 2D-Rashba coupling. The winding number yields
more information than the Pfaffian because it comes in
three values for the present system [42] 43] with w = 0
the topologically trivial phase and w = +1 the non-trivial
phases. The green and magenta areas on the phase dia-
gram correspond to the topological phases of w = 1 and
w = —1, respectively. On this phase diagram, we select
four pairs of parameters and study the evolution of the
edge states as we change the length of the chain.

On Fig[1] (a)-(d) we plot the projected density of states
(PDOS) on the edge atom of the chain as a function of en-
ergy (z-axis) and chain length (y-axis). Figure[l] (a) cor-
responds to a non-topological case (square in the phase
diagram) where the in-gap states are still far from zero
energy and delocalized along the chain. As we increase
the number of atoms, the edge states remain at fixed en-
ergy. On Fig[l] (b) we plot the in-gap states for a case in
the topological region (w = 1), here the system has un-
dergone a topological phase transition (TPT) and a MBS
appears at the edge of the chain for chains as short as five
atoms. On Fig (c) the system has undergone through
a new TPT, and it is again on the trivial phase. At the
lower energies, states oscillate around zero as the num-
ber of atoms in the chain increases with a periodicity of
~ 5 atoms. These states are also localized at the edges,
however the winding number shows they are topologi-
cally trivial. Finally, Figll] (d) depicts the evolution of
edge states in the w = —1 topological phase. Here, the
oscillations have a higher periodicity of ~ 60 atoms as
well as two different branches that can be separated into
even and odd number of atoms. These results show that
the presence or absence of oscillating edge states around
zero cannot be linked to the topology of the spin-chain
phase.

Friedel oscillations arise from the presence of impu-
rities on different substrates with extended electronic
states such as on superconductors [37, 44l [45]. The oscil-
lation follows the relation cos (2kpr + §), where r is the
electronic coordinate, kr the Fermi wave vector and § a
phase shift [37]. However, if we try to apply this to un-
derstand the periodicity observed in Fig. [1] the resulting
oscillations should have a much shorter period than the
ones we observe for the chains. Another surprising fact
is that small changes of the inter-impurity distance or of
kp can lead to very large non-monotonic variations of the
period of the oscillations. To understand this behavior,
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FIG. 1. Topological phase diagram and evolution of edge
states with number of atoms. Inset: Winding number cal-
culated for infinite FM chains as a function of the magnetic
coupling, J and the Fermi vector, kr. The green and ma-
genta areas correspond to the topological phases w = 1 and
w = —1, respectively, and the white area is the trivial region.
The shapes indicate pairs of parameters for which we investi-
gate the evolution of edge states. (a)-(d) Projected density of
states (PDOS) as a function of the number of magnetic atoms
in the spin chain. The J and kr parameters are indicated by
the position of the corresponding shape. (a) J = 2.4 €V,
kr = 0.6 ay*', blue square. (b) J = 2.7eV, kr = 0.24 a5 ',
green star. (c) J = 4.5 eV, kr = 0.4 a7, yellow pentagon.
(d) J = 4.5 eV, kr = 0.75 a5 ', pink diamond. Other pa-
rameters are A = 0.75 meV, Ny = 0.037/eV, ar = 3.0 eV-A
K =5.5¢eV and a. = 3.36 A. In (d), the correlation length is
the BCS one, £ = 4852 A.

we solve a simpler case.

We solve the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations for a
dimer of local magnetic impurities on a homogeneous s-
wave superconductor. We create a two-site system with
two magnetic impurities, and we vary continuously the
inter-impurity distance, r. Figure [2| shows the compari-
son between chain and dimer for the chain of Fig.[1|(d) at
a fixed lattice parameter a. = 3.36 A. Figure 2] (a) shows
chains with an even number of atoms and (b) an odd
number. In contrast to the chain calculation, where the
distance between sites is fixed by multiples of the lat-
tice parameter of the superconductor, the calculation’s
distance between atoms in the dimer, r, is varied contin-
uously from 10 to 200 lattice parameters, Fig. 2] (d), (e)
and (f). The inset in Fig. [2| (d) shows a zoomed-in area
for dimer distances between 25 a. and 27.5 a., where the
spin-chain lattice parameter equals to lattice parameter
of the superconductor, a. = a. We find that the period



of the oscillation is 0.66a. = 2.2 A, matching the Friedel
period Ag/2 for kp = 0.75(151 as corresponds to the os-
cillations of superconductor-mediated interactions. The
amplitude of the oscillations decays as 1/r2, in excellent
agreement with the decay of superconductor-mediated
interactions between impurities on a 2D-Rashba s-wave
superconductor [46].

To retrieve the period found on the spin chains, we
need to probe the PDOS of the dimer at selected dis-
tances corresponding to an integer number of lattice pa-
rameters a. This is what we plot in Figl2] (d) and (e).
As we can observe, the resulting oscillation has the exact
same period as the one observed in Fig. |2| (a) and (b)
(a period of 60 atoms) with the same even- and odd-site
behavior. We have checked that we can understand the
behavior of all oscillations in the phase space of Fig. [1]in
the same way.

The observed oscillations can be rationalized by
the presence of two periodical structures: one is the
Friedel-like oscillation, with a wave vector of k1 = 2kp,
and the other one is the discrete spatial sampling by the
spin chain, controlled by the inter-impurity distance,
ac, giving a wave vector ky = 27m/a.. The resulting
periodic structure is a moiré pattern and the emerging
periodicity depends on the two parameters kr and a..
As corresponds to moiré patterns, small changes in
these two parameters can lead to large differences in the
observed periods. In 1D, the moiré pattern coincides
with the beat phenomenon of acoustics. Hence, the
resulting periodic structure can be approximated by
the product of two harmonic functions with different
frequencies: one with longer period and frequency %
that results in the envelope oscillation of the signal
encompassing tens of atoms in the above examples, and
another with high frequency % that is responsible
for the even-odd effect, Figs. [2| (a) and (b). Indeed, the
second frequency is too high to be visible in the discrete
lattice of the chain and thus, results in an alternating
signal when we add atoms to the chain.

The high dependence of the resulting pattern on kg
and a also allows for tuning the period of the oscilla-
tions. We plot two different types of chain in Fig. |3] us-
ing slightly different lattice parameters. For a, = 3.30 A,
we find again oscillating edge states that can be split
into lengths of even and odd number of atoms. The pe-
riod of the oscillations is found to be ~ 105 atoms. For
chains with a. = 3.322-A, we find two sets of in-gap
states that can be again divided into even and odd, but
the periods of these two oscillations are very large. If
we increase roughly by 1% the lattice parameter corre-
sponding to the previous distance-between-impurities of
ae = 3.36 A (same chains as in Fig. [2| (a) and (b)) the os-
cillations are found to have a much smaller period, ~ 60
atoms. As a result of the underlying moiré pattern, small
changes in a. lead to drastically different periods.
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FIG. 2. Projected density of states (PDOS) on the edge atom
of a spin chain as a function of the number of atoms in the
chain for (a) even and (b) odd number of atoms respectively.
When even and odd numbers of atoms are plotted in the same
graph, we recover Fig. [1] (d) (kr = 0.75 ag'). (c) Dimer
PDOS as the distance between the two atoms is varied in a
continuous way. Inset: Zoom-in area between distances 25-
27.5 ac. The PDOS from (c) is plotted at selected distance in
(d) and (e) corresponding to integer multiples of a., even and
odd integers, respectively. This clearly shows that the ob-
served oscillations are a consequence of the discrete sampling
of the continuous PDOS in (c) and they match the periodicity
of the oscillations in (a) and (b), revealing the moiré nature
of the latter (the parameters are the same as in Fig.[1|(d) and
the above (a) and (b)).

A practical application of our calculations is to repro-
duce the experimental results by Schneider et al. [I7].
These authors studied the in-gap states on Mn chains
built along the [110] direction of superconducting Nb
(110) surface. They observed energy oscillations about
zero as they increase the number of atoms in the chain
with an even-odd behavior similar to the behavior of
Fig. 2| (b) and (c). On Fig. [4] (a) we plot the calculated
PDOS on the edge atom obtained using parameters
extracted from Ref. [I7]. Our results are in overall
agreement with the experiment, in particular reproduc-
ing the even-odd behavior and the finite energy-range
of the in-gap states. However, if we compute the in-gap
electronic structure when the spin chains are oriented
along the [—1/2,1/2,5/2] direction, we obtain the results
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FIG. 3. PDOS on the edge atom of spin chains for slightly
different inter-impurity distances, a.. In the right panels a. =
3.30 A, the period of the resulting oscillations is ~ 107 atoms,
shown for even (a) and odd (c) number of atoms. In (b) and
(d) a. = 3.322 A, we do not observe any evolution of the edge
states as we vary the number of atoms. These plots can be
compared with Fig. 2] (a) and (b) a. = 3.36 A, where we find
the period of the oscillations to be 60 atoms. The parameters
other than a. are the same as in Fig. [1] (d).

of Fig. 4| (b). As we can observe, in this case the edge
states do not evolve for chains longer than ~ 20 atoms,
and they remain at a fixed finite energy. This behavior
is a consequence of the moiré pattern when k1 — ko = 0.
Here, we have shown that we can tailor the dispersion
of edge states with spin-chain length by choosing the
growth direction of the spin chain on the surface.

In summary, solving Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations
for a local model of classical magnetic impurities on an
s-wave superconductor predicts oscillations in the energy
of edge states as a function of the length of the impu-
rity chain. The origin of the period of the oscillation is a
moiré pattern resulting from the discrete sampling pro-
duced by the spin chain on the superconductor-mediated
impurity-impurity interaction. The sampling produces a
natural spatial frequency of 27/a. where a. is the inter-
impurity distance, and the substrate-induced interaction
has a Friedel-like oscillation with the substrate’s Fermi
vector, kp. The origin of the edge-state oscillation is thus
independent of its topological character. We have found
that by modifying the spin-chain geometry, it is possible
to tune the moiré pattern to display edge states at fixed
finite energy. We predict that these non-dispersive states
can be realized on Mn chains on Nb (110) crystal by as-
sembling a spin chain along the [—1/2,1/2,5/2] direction
of the Nb (110) surface. It is then possible to create edge
states with an important topological character [17] at
fixed finite energies that are independent of the distribu-

N
o
o

# of atoms
(-
o
o

N
o
o

# of atoms
[
o
o
EE_1pDOS (1/eV)

o

v
a
o

-0.5 0.0 0.5
Energy (meV)

FIG. 4. PDOS obtained on the edge atom of Mn chains of
increasing length on Nb (110). (a) The atomic chains are
oriented along the [110] direction, resulting in a distance be-
tween impurities of a. = 4.67 A. (b) The chains are ori-
ented along [%, %, %] direction, where the distance between
impurities is a. = 8.56 A. The parameters of the calcula-
tion are krp = 0.1886 ag', J = 0.125 eV, A = 1.5 meV,
No = 1.0 eV'', agr = 1.0 eV-A, K = 0.063 eV, and
a = 3.294 A. The BCS correlation length is &€ = 576 A. The
insets show schemes of the crystal surface and the chain ori-
entations.

tion of lengths in the creation of spin chains. The idea of
having topological states at finite energy opens the door
for a wider range of experiments involving MBS.

Financial support from the Spanish MICINN
(projects  RTI2018-097895-B-C44 and  Excelencia
EUR2020-112116) and Eusko Jaurlaritza (project

PIBA_2020.1.0017) is gratefully acknowledged.

* Inicolas.Jorente@ehu.eus

[1] C. Nayak, S. H. Simon, A. Stern, M. Freedman, and
S. Das Sarma, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 1083 (2008).

[2] B. Field and T. Simula, Quantum Science and Technol-
ogy 3, 045004 (2018)!

[3] A. Y. Kitaev, Physics-Uspekhi 44, 131 (2001).

[4] M. Z. Hasan and C. L. Kane, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 3045
(2010)!

[5] X.-L. Qi and S.-C. Zhang, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1057
(2011).

[6] M. Sato and Y. Ando, Reports on Progress in Physics
80, 076501 (2017).

[7] R. Aguado, La Rivista del Nuovo Cimento 40, 523
(2017).

[8] D.-J. Choi, N. Lorente, J. Wiebe, K. von Bergmann,
A. F. Otte, and A. J. Heinrich, Reviews of Modern
Physics 91, 041001 (2019), publisher: American Phys-
ical Society.


mailto:nicolas.lorente@ehu.eus
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.80.1083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/aacad2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/aacad2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/1063-7869/44/10s/s29
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.3045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.3045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.83.1057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aa6ac7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aa6ac7
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.91.041001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.91.041001

[9] S. Nadj-Perge, I. K. Drozdov, J. Li, H. Chen, S. Jeon,
J. Seo, A. H. MacDonald, B. A. Bernevig, and A. Yaz-
dani, Science , 1259327 (2014).

[10] S. Nadj-Perge, I. K. Drozdov, B. A. Bernevig, and
A. Yazdani, Physical Review B 88 (2013), 10.1103/Phys-
RevB.88.020407.

[11] M. Ruby et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 087001 (2015).

[12] R. Pawlak, M. Kisiel, J. Klinovaja, T. Meier, S. Kawali,
T. Glatzel, D. Loss, and E. Meyer, Npj Quantum Infor-
mation 2, 16035 (2016).

[13] S. Jeon, Y. Xie, J. Li, Z. Wang, B. A. Bernevig, and
A. Yazdani, Science 358, 772 (2017).

[14] H. Kim, A. Palacio-Morales, T. Posske, L. Rdzsa,
K. Palotéas, L. Szunyogh, M. Thorwart, and R. Wiesen-
danger, Science Advances 4 (2018), 10.1126/sci-
adv.aarb5251.

[15] E. Liebhaber, L. M. Riitten, G. Reecht, J. F. Steiner,
S. Rohlf, K. Rossnagel, F. von Oppen, and K. J.
Franke, “Quantum spins and hybridization in artificially-
constructed chains of magnetic adatoms on a supercon-
ductor,” (2021), arXiv:2107.06361 [cond-mat.mes-hall|.

[16] L. Schneider, P. Beck, T. Posske, D. Crawford, E. Mas-
cot, S. Rachel, R. Wiesendanger, and J. Wiebe, Nature
Physics 17, 943 (2021), number: 8 Publisher: Nature
Publishing Group.

[17] L. Schneider, P. Beck, J. Neuhaus-Steinmetz, L. Rézsa,
T. Posske, J. Wiebe, and R. Wiesendanger, Nature
Nanotechnology , 1 (2022), publisher: Nature Publish-
ing Group.

[18] A. Das, Y. Ronen, Y. Most, Y. Oreg, M. Heiblum, and
H. Shtrikman, [Nature Physics 8, 837 (2012).

[19] L. P. Rokhinson, X. Liu, and J. K. Furdyna, Nature
Physics 8, 795 (2012).

[20] V. Mourik, K. Zuo, S.
Plissard,
Kouwenhoven,

M. Frolov, S. R.
E. P. A. M. Bakkers, and L. P.
Science 336, 1003 (2012),

https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126 /science.1222360.

[21] H. O. H. Churchill, V. Fatemi, K. Grove-Rasmussen,
M. T. Deng, P. Caroff, H. Q. Xu, and C. M. Marcus,
Phys. Rev. B 87, 241401 (2013).

[22] M. Cheng, R. M. Lutchyn, V. Galitski, and
S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 107001 (2009).

[23] S. Das Sarma, J. D. Sau, and T. D. Stanescu, Phys. Rev.
B 86, 220506 (2012).

[24] A. Das, Y. Ronen, Y. Most, Y. Oreg, M. Heiblum, and
H. Shtrikman, [Nature Physics 8, 837 (2012).

[25] J. Klinovaja and D. Loss, Phys. Rev. B 86, 085408
(2012)]

[26] A. Theiler, K. Bjornson, and A. M. Black-Schaffer, Phys.
Rev. B 100, 214504 (2019).

[27] C. Mier, D.-J. Choi, and N. Lorente, Phys. Rev. B 104,

245415 (2021).

[28] E. Prada, P. San-Jose, and R. Aguado, Phys. Rev. B 86,
180503 (2012).

[29] J. Cayao, P. San-Jose, A. M. Black-Schaffer, R. Aguado,
and E. Prada, Phys. Rev. B 96, 205425 (2017).

[30] N. Leumer, M. Marganska, B. Muralidharan, and
M. Grifoni, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 32,
445502 (2020).

[31] R. Bistritzer and A. H. MacDonald, Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences 108, 12233 (2011),
https://www.pnas.org/content/108/30/12233.full.pdf.

[32] S. Lisi, X. Lu, T. Benschop, T. A. de Jong, P. Stepanov,
J. R. Duran, F. Margot, I. Cucchi, E. Cappelli,
A. Hunter, A. Tamai, V. Kandyba, A. Giampietri,
A. Barinov, J. Jobst, V. Stalman, M. Leeuwenhoek,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, L. Rademaker, S. J. van der
Molen, M. P. Allan, D. K. Efetov, and F. Baumberger,
Nature Physics 17 (2021), 10.1038/s41567-020-01041-x,
number: 2 Publisher: Nature Publishing Group.

[33] J.-X. Zhu, Bogoliubov-de Gennes Method and its applica-
tions (Springer Heidelberg, 2016).

[34] C. Mier, J. Hwang, J. Kim, Y. Bae, F. Nabeshima,
Y. Imai, A. Maeda, N. Lorente, A. Heinrich, and D.-
J. Choi, Phys. Rev. B 104, 045406 (2021).

[35] L. Yu, Acta Phys. Sin 21, 75 (1965).

[36] H. Shiba, |[Progress of Theoretical Physics 40,
435  (1968),  https://academic.oup.com/ptp/article-
pdf/40/3/435 /5185550 /40-3-435.pdf.

[37] A. L. Rusinov, Soviet Journal of Experimental and The-
oretical Physics Letters 9, 85 (1969).

[38] F. Pientka, L. I. Glazman, and F. von Oppen, Physical
Review B 88, 155420 (2013).

[39] K. Poyhonen, A. Weststrom, J. Rontynen, and T. Oja-
nen, [Phys. Rev. B 89, 115109 (2014).

[40] G. M. Andolina and P. Simon, Phys. Rev. B 96, 235411
(2017)!

[41] S. Tewari and J. D. Sau, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 150408
(2012).

[42] A. Heimes, D. Mendler, and P. Kotetes, New Journal of
Physics 17, 023051 (2015).

[43] J. Li, S. Jeon, Y. Xie, A. Yazdani, and B. A.
Bernevig, Physical Review B 97 (2018), 10.1103/Phys-
RevB.97.125119.

[44] C. Bena, Comptes Rendus Physique 17, 302 (2016),
physique de la matiére condensée au XXle siecle:
I’héritage de Jacques Friedel.

[45] G. C. Ménard, S. Guissart, C. Brun, S. Pons, V. S.
Stolyarov, F. Debontridder, M. V. Leclerc, E. Janod,
L. Cario, D. Roditchev, P. Simon, and T. Cren, Nature
Physics 11, 1013 (2015).

[46] A. G. Mal’shukov, Phys. Rev. B 98, 054504 (2018).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1259327
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.020407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.020407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.087001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aan3670
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/sciadv.aar5251
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/sciadv.aar5251
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.06361
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01234-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01234-y
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41565-022-01078-4
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41565-022-01078-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys2479
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys2429
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys2429
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1222360
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.1222360
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.87.241401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.107001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.220506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.220506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys2479
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.085408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.085408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.214504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.214504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.245415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.245415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.180503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.180503
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.96.205425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ab8bf9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ab8bf9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1108174108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1108174108
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.pnas.org/content/108/30/12233.full.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-01041-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.045406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.40.435
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.40.435
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/ptp/article-pdf/40/3/435/5185550/40-3-435.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://academic.oup.com/ptp/article-pdf/40/3/435/5185550/40-3-435.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.155420
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.155420
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.115109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.235411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.235411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.150408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.150408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/2/023051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/2/023051
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.97.125119
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.97.125119
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crhy.2015.11.006
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nphys3508
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nphys3508
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.054504

	Moiré dispersion of edge states in spin chains on superconductors 
	Abstract
	 References


