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Semiconducting nanowires with strong Rashba spin-orbit coupling in the proximity with a su-
perconductor and under a strong Zeeman field can potentially manifest Majorana zero modes at
their edges and are a topical candidate for topological superconductivity. However, protocols for
their detection based on the local and the non-local conductance spectroscopy have been subject to
intense scrutiny. In this work, by taking current experimental setups into account, we detail math-
ematical ideas related to the entanglement entropy and the fermion parity fluctuations to faithfully
distinguish between true Majorana zero modes and trivial quasi-Majorana zero modes. We demon-
strate that the disconnected entanglement entropy, derived from the von Neumann entanglement
entropy, provides a distinct and robust signature of the topological phase transition which is im-
mune to system parameters, size and disorders. In order to understand the entanglement entropy of
the Rashba nanowire system, we establish its connection to a model of interacting spinfull Kitaev
chains. Moreover, we relate the entanglement entropy to the fermionic parity fluctuation, and show
that it behaves concordantly with entanglement entropy, hence making it a suitable metric for the
detection of Majorana zero modes. In connection with the topological gap protocol that is based on
the conductance spectra, the aforesaid metrics can reliably point toward the topological transitions
even in realistic setups.

I. INTRODUCTION

Majorana zero modes (MZMs) [1–4] in condensed
matter systems have been a crucial talking point,
tending to their exotic attributes, such as non-
Abelian quantum statistics, which maybe leveraged
for futuristic quantum technologies like fault-tolerant
topological quantum computation [5]. Semiconductor-
superconductor heterostructures composed of Rashba
nanowires proximitised with superconductors are a
prime solid-state candidate for realizing MZMs [1–4, 6].
Howbeit, conclusive and unambiguous detection of
MZMs in these systems has been a matter of intense
scrutiny and open deliberation due to controversies in-
volving non-topological origins of MZM-like signatures.
Major experimental efforts for the detection MZMs
have been based on observing zero-bias conductance
peaks (ZBCPs) in the local differential conductance of
normal-topological superconductor (N-TS) setups [7–12].
However, disorder-induced near zero-energy Andreev
bound states (ABS), often known as quasi-MZMs,
imitate local conductance signatures of MZMs to a
great extent [13–21], rendering ZBCP based detection of
MZMs ambiguous.

Recent protocols have thus focused on exploiting
the non-locality of MZMs through non-local trans-
port spectroscopy using the normal metal-topological
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FIG. 1. Device schematics. (a) The N-TS-N system con-
sidered in this work. The semiconducting nanowire SM (in
blue) is proximitised with a superconductor SC (in purple)
which acts as a topological superconductor under a strong
spin-orbit coupling and magnetic field. Two normal contacts
(in pink) L and R are used to probe the TS system. (b) The
pristine setup, with no disorder potential and a homogeneous
on-site potential constant throughout the nanowire. (c) The
disordered system where the on-site potential varies along the
nanowire due to local inhomogeneities.

superconductor-normal metal (N-TS-N) hybrid setups
[6, 22–28]. The non-local differential conductance probes
the bulk-gap closing and reopening and is presumed to
be uninfluenced by the trivial modes [23]. Ideas propos-
ing measurements of the full conductance matrix, which
includes both local and non-local measurements, to iden-
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tify topological regimes have also been presented [29, 30].
Nonetheless, numerical [31, 32] and experimental [25]
studies have portrayed several issues with the non-local
conductance signatures as well, with the signals becom-
ing faint and sputtered [32] accompanied by a premature
gap closing [25, 31] in the presence of disorders. This mo-
tivates exploring other possibilities that exploit non-local
correlations to classify topological orders. One such at-
tribute which can be leveraged to ascertain non-locality
in topological phases [33–35] is the degree of entangle-
ment in the system, which may be quantified using met-
rics derived from the von Neumann entropy, such as the
disconnected entanglement entropy [31].

In this work, we provide an in-depth analysis of vari-
ous entanglement entropy signatures of MZMs in SM-SC
heterostructures. We illustrate that the disconnected en-
tanglement entropy (DEE) [36] distills out the topolog-
ical contributions of ln2 units to the entanglement en-
tropy [36–38] and is hence apt for identifying topological
phase transitions, unlike the bipartite entanglement en-
tropy (BEE), which is padded with volume and area con-
tributions [31, 39]. In the process, we develop a new ped-
agogical model, ‘the spinfull Kitaev chain’, to elucidate
the entropy signatures of ln2 units in Rashba nanowires
from a more first-principles perspective. We demonstrate
that the entanglement entropy remains robust and quan-
tized over a wide range of controllable parameters and
withstands the test of disorder and quasi-MZMs. Fur-
ther, we inquire into fermion parity noise, a physical ob-
servable closely related to entanglement entropy [40] that
maybe be potentially used for its measurement. We con-
clude by demonstrating the superiority of DEE over the
local and non-local conductance spectroscopy [31] for the
conclusive detection of MZMs.

II. METHODS

The three terminal N-TS-N setup [25, 29, 30] that we
consider is shown in Fig. 1(a). The setup comprises a
semiconducting nanowire (in blue) with strong Rashba
type spin-orbit coupling with an epitaxial layer of s-wave
superconductor (in purple), placed in contact with metal-
lic leads ‘L’ and ‘R’ (in pink). The Hamiltonian of the
nanowire system in the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG)
representation is

H =
1

2

∫
dxΨ†BdG(x)HBdGΨBdG(x) (1)

where ΨBdG(x) = (ψ↑(x), ψ↓(x), ψ†↑(x), ψ†↓(x))T repre-
sents the Nambu spinor, and HBdG represents the BdG
Hamiltonian [18] described by:

HBdG =

(
− ~2

2m
∂2x − µ+ V (x)

)
τzσ0 + iαRτzσy∂x

+ Vzτzσx + ∆τyσy,

(2)

FIG. 2. Partitions used for entanglement entropy calcula-
tions. (a) A partition in the middle of the wire used for com-
puting the bipartite entanglement entropy. (b) Two distinct
partitions, A (in green), and B (in orange), used for comput-
ing the disconnected entanglement entropy. The region A is
a continuous region formed by partitioning the wire in the
middle and B is a disconnected region formed by partitioning
the chain into two non-intersecting regions.

where, σi are the set of Pauli-matrices in the spin ba-
sis, with σ0 being the identity matrix and τi are the set
of Nambu-matrices in the particle-hole basis. µ is the
electrochemical potential, αR is the Rashba spin-orbit
coupling strength, Vz = gµBB

2 is the Zeeman field, B is
the magnetic field and ∆ is the proximity-induced super-
conducting gap. In this work, we elucidate two cases.
First, the pristine nanowire case with V (x) = 0, por-
trayed in Fig. 1(b). Here, both the superconducting
gap and the on-site potential are homogeneous and con-
stant throughout the nanowire. As stressed upon ear-
lier, accounting for disorder is crucial for studying con-
clusive MZM-identification techniques. In the second
case, we study the one with disorder where V (x) is non-
zero and inhomogeneous. Figure 1(c) shows the disor-
dered setup where the gap-parameter remains homoge-
neous but the on-site potential varies along the nanowire
due to disorder-induced local inhomogeneities.

We analyze smooth inhomogeneous potentials at the
ends of the nanowire [32, 41, 42]. In experiments, such
disorders occur as Schottky barrier formations due to
Fermi energy mismatches with the contacts [43] or due to
charge inhomogeneities in the environment or the leads
[44, 45]. For our numerical simulations, we model this
smooth disorder as a half-Gaussian at each end of the
nanowire with a peak value of Vmax and variance σ.
For our numerical calculations, we discretize [46, 47] the
Hamiltonian (1) which yields a tight-binding Hamilto-
nian:

H =
∑
i

C†i
[

(2t− µ+ Vi) τzσ0 + Vzτzσx + ∆τyσy

]
Ci

+
∑
〈ij〉

C†i
[
− tτzσ0 + itSOτzσy

]
Cj ,

(3)
where, Ci = (ci↑, ci↓, c

†
i↑, c

†
i↓) is the Nambu spinor at

site ‘i’, tSO = αR/2a, t = ~2/2ma2 and a is the lattice
spacing. A direct diagonalization of the tight-binding
Hamiltonian (3) is used to obtain the eigenspectra.

Entanglement Entropy: For calculating the entan-
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glement entropy, we leverage its intricate connection with
the correlation matrix [33, 48], which is defined as :

Cnm =

 〈c†c〉 〈c†c†〉
〈cc〉

〈
cc†
〉

nm

, (4)

The matrix elements are calculated using the expectation
values of fermionic operators in the BCS ground-state.
The truncated correlation matrix of any sub-region of
the system, say A, can be defined as:

C̃nm = C(nm)∈A (5)

With a comprehensive calculation [48], we can prove that
the von Neumann entropy of sub-region A can be ex-
pressed in terms of the eigenvalues of the truncated cor-
relation matrix as:

S = −
M∑
k=1

[ξk log ξk + (1− ξk) log (1− ξk)] (6)

When the system is partitioned into two subsystems, the
von Neumann entropy of one of the sub-systems is called
the bi-partite entanglement entropy (BEE). In this work,
we calculate the BEE by partitioning the system into two
equal halves, as shown in Fig. 2(a).

The disconnected entanglement entropy (DEE) [31, 36]
is computed using linear combinations of von Neumann
entropy of disconnected regions of the system, an idea
similar to the topological entanglement entropy in 2D-
systems [49]. The disconnected regions used in this work
can be seen in Fig. 2(b), we call the green region A and
the orange region B. The DEE SD is then calculated as:

SD = SA + SB − SA∩B − SA∪B , (7)

where, SA, SB , SA∩B , SA∪B are the von Neumann en-
tropies of the corresponding regions. The DEE dissects
out area and volume contributions [31, 34, 36] to the en-
tanglement entropy hence distilling out only the topologi-
cal contributions to it. As we will see further, BEE signa-
tures are poised with the issue of volume and area terms
but DEE signatures are clean and quantized [31, 36].
Fermion Parity Noise: We also relate the entangle-
ment entropy to a well known conserved physical observ-
able of the system – Fermion parity [40]. The parity
operator is given by P = (−1)

∑
i c

†
i ci . The fermion par-

ity noise is the statistical measurement uncertainty in P
of the BCS ground-state, defined by:

〈P 〉2 = 〈P2〉 − 〈P〉2 (8)

where, the expectation value is calculated in the BCS
ground-state. It can be shown that the fermion parity
noise of any sub-region of a superconducting system can
be related to the eigenvalues of the truncated correlation
matrix [48] of that region by:

〈P 〉2 =

M∑
k=1

ξk(1− ξk) (9)

TABLE I. Parameters used in the analysis, unless otherwise
stated.

Parameter Value

Effective mass m∗ 0.015me

Induced order parameter ∆ 0.25meV

Tight-binding hopping parameter t0 10meV

Rashba spin-orbit coupling αR 20meVnm

Chemical potential µ 0.5meV

Magnetic g-factor g 40

Critical field Bc 0.58 T

We then define disconnected fermion parity noise δP
on the lines of the DEE, as a linear combination of
fermion parity noise of distinct disconnected regions of
the nanowire, given by:

δP = 〈PA〉2 + 〈PB〉2 − 〈PA∩B〉2 − 〈PA∪B〉2. (10)

Conductance: The local and non-local conductance sig-
natures are calculated using the Keldysh non-equilibrium
Green’s function (NEGF) formalism [31]. This re-
quires evaluating the retarded (advanced) Green’s func-
tion Gr(a) of the system by incorporating the contacts
as self energies ΣL/R along with the device Hamiltonian
HBdG. In this work, we use the wide-band approximation
to define the broadening matrices ΓL/R and subsequently
the self energies ΣL/R with coupling energy γ = 0.01∆.
The retarded (advanced) Green’s functions along with
the broadening matrices are then used to calculate the en-
ergy resolved Andreev transmission (TA(E)), the crossed-
Andreev transmission (TCA(E)), and the direct transmis-
sion (TD(E)) [48], which are consequently used to calcu-
late the local and non-local conductance in the low tem-
perature limit using the Landauer-Büttiker formalism as:

GLL(V )|T→0 ≡
e2

h [TA(E = eV ) + TA(E = −eV )+

TCAR(E = eV ) + TD(E = eV )]

(11)

GLR(V )|T→0 ≡
e2

h
[TD(E = eV )− TCAR(E = −eV )] ,

(12)
where V is the bias voltage applied at either contact in
the three terminal configuration [26].

III. RESULTS

We present the results obtained from numerical
simulations of the system described in Fig. 1 based on
the experimentally relevant system parameters presented
in Tab. I. We start by calculating the entanglement
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FIG. 3. Topological phase space and the entanglement en-
tropy. (a) The BEE (in units of ln 2) of a 4µm pristine
nanowire. (b) The BEE (in units of ln 2) of an 8µm pristine
nanowire. (c) The DEE (in units of ln 2) of a 4µm pristine
nanowire. (d) The DEE (in units of ln 2) of an 8µm nanowire.
TIn all the cases the entropies are plotted against the mag-
netic field B. The dashed red line is at the theoretically
predicted critical field Bc for topological phase transition.
The BEE shows no characteristic quantization with a min-
imal change in its value over the phase transition. The DEE,
however, stays close to zero in the trivial regime: B < Bc

and is quantized at a value of ln 2 in the topological regime:
B > Bc. (e) DEE phase diagram (in units of ln2) of a 4µm
nanowire. (f) DEE phase diagram (in units of ln2) of an 8µm
nanowire. In (e) and (f) the dashed black curve represents
the theoretical phase boundary. The DEE stays zero in the
trivial regime and attains ln2 value in the topological regime
for a good range of mu and B.

entropy signatures for the pristine nanowire. Figure 3
focuses on the entanglement entropy as a function of the
Zeeman field for short (4µm) and long (8µm) nanowires.

We start by evaluating the BEE signatures for the
4µm and 8µm nanowires. The BEE shows no signs
of quantization and exhibits a minimal change in its
value over the phase transition for both 4µm and 8µm
nanowires, as shown in Figs. 3(a), and 3(b), respectively,
where the red dashed lines mark the critical magnetic
field for the topological phase transition. The critical
magnetic field Bc is evaluated using the well-known

FIG. 4. Decomposition of the spinfull Kitaev chain into
four interacting Majorana chains. The blue and pink spheres
represent A type and B type Majoranas respectively of the ±
chains. (a) the green bonds represent couplings due to µ+ and
µ−, (b) the orange bonds represent couplings due to (t+−∆+)
and (t− −∆−), (c) the violet bonds represent couplings due
to (t++∆+) and (t−+∆−) and (d) the black bonds represent
couplings due to ∆s

relation: Bc = 1/g
√

(µ2 + ∆2). The non-zero values of
the BEE in the trivial phase and lack of quantization can
be attributed to the area and volume contributions that
arise from the bulk of the nanowire over the topological
contributions from the ends. These contributions render
it ineffective for the identification of the topological
phase transition.

Figures 3(c) and 3(d) present the DEE signatures
for the 4µm and 8µm nanowires respectively. The
red dashed line, as earlier, represents Bc/∆. Unlike
the BEE, the DEE remains zero in the trivial regime
B < Bc. At the critical point, the DEE shows a sudden
jump and attains a non-zero quantized value of ln2 in
the topological regime B > Bc. The DEE signature is
robust to the system size and shows similar behavior for
both short and long nanowires.

The quantization towards the value of ln2 becomes
more prominent for larger system size, as is clear from
Fig. 3(d). We also observe other prominent features of
the SM-SC hybrid system in the DEE signatures. The
oscillations in the DEE, as seen in Fig. 3(c), correspond
to the well-known parity crossings of the MZMs near
zero energy. The amplitude of the parity crossings
reduces as the system size increases. This aligns with
the reduced oscillatory behavior of the longer nanowire
in Fig. 3(d) than the shorter nanowire in Fig. 3(c). The
near-zero value of the DEE in the trivial regime and
a quantized non-zero value in the topological regime,
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irrespective of system size, indicates its capability to
faithfully detect the topological phase transition in the
nanowire and distinguish the topological phase from the
trivial phase.

In Fig. 3(e) and Fig. 3(f), we highlight the robust-
ness of DEE as a metric to distinguish between the
topological and trivial phases and detect a topological
phase transition by presenting the topological phase
diagram for the system. Figure 3(e) depicts the value
of DEE versus an experimentally relevant range of the
electrochemical potential and the Zeeman field for a
pristine wire of length 4 µm. The dashed black curve
denotes the theoretically evaluated topological phase
boundary for a fixed value of ∆ and is defined by
the relation Bc = 1

g

√
(µ2 + ∆2). The region to the

right of the curve represents the theoretically expected
topological phase. On calculating DEE for each value of
µ and B in this range, we observe that DEE attains a
non-zero quantized value of ln 2 in the region to the right
of the dashed curve, whereas it stays close to zero to the
left of the dashed curve. This shows that the transition
in the value of DEE exactly matches the theoretically
expected topological phase boundary, and the value of
DEE shows a quantization in the topological regime for
a wide range of experimentally relevant parameters. A
precisely similar feature is observed for a longer nanowire
of length 8µm, as shown in Fig. 3(f), highlighting the
robustness of DEE as a metric to the system size.

In order to explain the entanglement entropy signa-
tures for the Rashba nanowire from a much more elemen-
tary and first-principles perspective, we we highlight the
parallels between the Rashba nanowire and a toy model
consisting two distinct p-wave superconductors interact-
ing through an s-wave pairing potential. Starting with
the normal part of the Rashba nanowire Hamiltonian,
without proximity-induced superconductivity, in the con-
tinuous momentum space:

H0 =

∫
dkΨ†(k)

[
−~2k2

2m
− µ+ iαRkσy + Vzσx

]
Ψ(k),

(13)
where, αR is the Rashba spin-orbit coupling strength,
Vz = gµBB

2 is the Zeeman field, k is the momentum and
Ψ(k) = (ψ↑(k), ψ↓(k))T is the fermionic spinor at k. The
eigenvalues ε± of this Hamiltonian are given by εk,± =
~2k2

2m − µ ±
√
V 2
z + α2

Rk
2. The eigen-spinors in terms of

the original spinor are given by: ψ+(k)

ψ−(k)

 =

 (−iαRk+Vz)√
V 2
z +α2

Rk
2

1

(iαRk−Vz)√
V 2
z +α2

Rk
2

1


 ψ↑(k)

ψ↓(k)

 . (14)

The spinor basis, defined by Φ
′

= (ψ+(k), ψ−(k))T is
often called the helical basis. Now we express the full
Hamiltonian of the nanowire, including the proximity-
induced superconducting pairing terms, in the helical ba-
sis. The Hamiltonian in the helical basis [50] is given by

FIG. 5. Three different cases considered for the spinfull Ki-
taev chain. (a) The initial case with µ+ = 0. In this case
the unpaired Majoranas at the end of both the chains (yel-
low spheres) hybridise through the inter-chain bonding (black
bonds) due to the s-wave like pairing between the chains. (b)
The intermediate case with 0 < µ+ <∞. In this case, intra-
chain pairing (green bonds) between Majoranas of the + chain
(top chain) has been seeded. (c) The final case with µ+ =∞.
In this case bonds due to µ+ dominate the + chain making
it trivial and isolating it from any other intra-chain or inter-
chain bonds. The bottom chain, however, remains topological
with unpaired Majoranas at the ends. Overall the system has
two MZMs at the ends.

:

H =
1

2

∫
dk[ε+(k)ψ†+(k)ψ+(k) + ε−(k)ψ†−(k)ψ−(k)]

+ [
∆++(k)

2
ψ†+(k)ψ†+(−k) +

∆−−(k)

2
ψ†−(k)ψ†−(−k)

+ ∆+−ψ
†
+(k)ψ†−(−k) + h.c.]

(15)
where,

ε±(k) =
~2k2

2m
− µ±

√
V 2
z + α2

Rk
2

∆−−,++(k) =
±iαRk∆√
V 2
z + α2

Rk
2

∆+−(k) =
Vz∆√

V 2
z + α2

Rk
2

(16)

The Hamiltonian in (3) can be interpreted as follows:
there are two bands + and − with their normal parts
being described by ε+(k) and ε+(k) respectively. Within
each band, there exists an intra-band superconducting
pairing given by ∆−−,++(k). These pairings are an odd
function of k and hence manifest as intra-band p-wave
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FIG. 6. Distillation of the size effects in the spinfull Kitaev
model. (a) The BEE (in units of ln 2) and (b) the DEE (in
units of ln 2) of a 100 site spinfull Kitaev chain plotted against
the chemical potential of the + chain µ+. The spinfull Kitaev
chain, a pedagogical model of the nanowire system, develops
similar entropy signatures to the nanowire system explaining
the characteristics of the BEE and DEE plots of the nanowire
from elementary principles.

pairings. There also exists an inter-band superconduct-
ing pairing between the two bands given by ∆+−(k).
This pairing is an even function of k and manifests as an
inter-band s-wave pairing. Thus, the helical basis allows
us to decompose the nanowire into two p-wave supercon-
ductors + and − interacting via an s-wave coupling. We
notice two things here. First, the effective onsite poten-
tial µeff = µ ∓

√
V 2
z + α2

Rk
2 depends on a controllable

parameter Vz and therefore the magnetic field B. It de-
creases with B for the + chain while increases with B for
the − chain. Second, the p-wave pairings ∆−−,++ are of
opposite parity for both bands.

This motivates introducing a new pedagogical model,
which we call the "spinfull Kitaev chain" based on a
topical p-wave superconductor – The Kitaev chain. We
consider two distinct Kitaev chains, labelled with + and
−, interacting via an s-wave pairing potential ∆s. The
chemical potentials, hopping terms, and p-wave pairings
are represented by µσ, tσ, ∆σ, where σ = + or −. The
Hamiltonian, describing this pedagogical model, in the
position space (with open boundary conditions) is given
by:

H =

N∑
i=1

∑
σ=±

µσc
†
i,σ ci,σ

+

N−1∑
i=1

∑
σ=±

tσc
†
i+1,σ ci,σ + h.c.

+

N−1∑
i=1

∑
σ=±

∆σc
†
i+1,σ c

†
i,σ + h.c.

+

N∑
i=1

∆sc
†
i,+ c

†
i,− + h.c.,

(17)

where c†i,σ creates a fermion at site ‘i’ in the σ = ± chain.
For further analysis of the model, we express our Hamil-

FIG. 7. Energy spectra, the DEE and the topological phase
space. (a) The energy dispersion (in units of ∆) of a 4µm dis-
ordered nanowire, (b) the energy dispersion (in units of ∆)
of an 8µm disordered nanowire, (c) DEE of the 4µm disor-
dered nanowire and (d) DEE of the 8µm disordered nanowire
plotted against the magnetic field. (e) The DEE phase dia-
gram (in units of ln2) for the 4µm disordered nanowire and
(f) The DEE phase diagram (in units of ln2) for the 8µm dis-
ordered nanowire. Near zero-energy states before the topo-
logical phase transition (red dashed line) are visible in (a) and
(b). Neverthless, DEE remains faithfull, rising to ln2 units
only in the topological regime for both short (c) and long (d)
nanowires. DEE also remains robust to varying system pa-
rameters, even in the presence of disorder, as seen through
the phase diagram (e) and (f)

tonian in the Majorana basis defined by:

ci,σ = γi,σ,A + iγi,σ,B

c†i,σ = γi,σ,A − iγi,σ,B
γ†i,σ,τ = γi,σ,τ

{γi,σi,τi , γj,σj ,τj} = 2 δi,j δσi,σj
δτi,τj

(18)

where i represents the site index, σ = + or − and
τ = A or B, where A and B represent two distinct types
of Majoranas that constitute a single fermion. In the Ma-
jorana basis, our model comprises four interacting Majo-
rana chains. The Hamiltonian in this basis is given by:
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FIG. 8. The disconnected fermion parity noise of the
nanowire plotted against the magnetic field B for (a) a 4µm
pristine nanowire, (b) an 8µm pristine nanowire, (c) a 4µm
disordered nanowire and (d) an 8µm disordered nanowire.
The fermion parity noise of disconnected regions behaves sim-
ilar to the DEE, with zero value in the trivial regime and 0.5
quantization in the topological regime both in pristine as well
as disordered setups.

FIG. 9. Phase diagram of fermion parity noise of discon-
nected regions of the nanowire plotted against the magnetic
field B for (a) a 4µm pristine nanowire, (b) an 8µm pristine
nanowire, (c) a 4µm disordered nanowire and (d) an 8µm dis-
ordered nanowire. The fermion parity noise of disconnected
regions faithfully detects topological phase transitions for a
good range of B and µ

H =

N∑
i=1

∑
σ=±

µσ + µσ γi,σ,A γi,σ,B

+

N−1∑
i=1

∑
σ=±

(tσ + ∆σ) γi+1,σ,A γi,σ,B

+

N−1∑
i=1

∑
σ=±

(tσ −∆σ) γi,σ,A γi+1,σ,B

+

N∑
i=1

∆s γi,−,A γi,+,B + ∆s γi,−,B γi,+,A.

(19)

In Fig. 4, we show the decomposition of the spinfull
Kitaev chain into four Majorana chains and show the
various pairings of Majoranas caused by different terms
of the Hamiltonian as solid bonds. In all the figures,
the blue spheres with + represent γi,+,A, the pink
spheres with + represent γi,+,B , the blue spheres with
− represent γi,−,A, the pink spheres with − represent
γi,−,B . The green bonds in Fig. 4(a) represent the terms
µ+ and µ−, the orange bonds in Fig. 4(b) represent the
terms (t+−∆+) and (t−−∆−), the violet bonds in Fig.
4(c) represent the terms (t+ + ∆+) and (t− + ∆−), the
black bonds in Fig. 4(d) represent the term ∆s.

Next, we study the spinfull Kitaev chain by setting
µ− = 0, ∆+ = −∆− = 1, t+ = t− = 1, ∆s = 0.2 and we
keep µ+ as the varying parameter. The motivation of
varying µ+ comes from the nanowire model where the +
band’s effective potential is varied through B. Similarly,
we set ∆+ = −∆− to maintain the opposite parity of
the p-wave couplings, just as in the nanowire case. The
reason for keeping µ− = 0 shall be made clear soon. At
µ+ = 0 both chains are in the topological regime and
have two unpaired Majoranas at their ends. However,
due to the presence of an s-wave inter-chain coupling
∆s, the Majoranas at each end pair up to form a normal
fermion, rendering the spinfull Kitaev chain into a trivial
phase. This can be seen in Fig. 5(a), where the yellow
unpaired Majoranas hybridize through the solid black
bonds caused by ∆s.

Figure 5(b) represents an intermediate stage where
µ+ is finite and can be seen as the green bonds in the
top two chains. Fig. 5(c) depicts the µ+ = ∞ case.
Here, µ+ acts as the only dominating bond in the +
chain and decouples the chain + chain from the − chain.
The + chain goes into a trivial regime while the −
chain stays in the topological regime, allowing there to
be effectively two Majoranas at the ends of the wire.
This is what precisely happens in the nanowire system,
where the effective onsite potential being controlled by
the magnetic field B of one band tunes it towards the
topological regimes while tunes the other band towards
the trivial regime. Before the transition, there are two
p-wave superconductors hosting Majoranas. However,
their interaction effectively leads to none at the edges.
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FIG. 10. Conductance spectroscopy and the DEE. A comparison of (a) the local conductance, (b) the non-local conductance
and (c) DEE of an 6µm intermediate length nanowire. The chemical potential is kept at 3.2∆ and maximum value of disorder
is kept at 1∆. Even under a relatively minimal value of disorder, the local conductance closes before the critical field (black
dashed line in (a)). The non-local conductance becomes faint and signature becomes obscure. Nonethless, the DEE remains
faithful – signaling the transition with pinpoint accuracy.

At the topological transition, one band becomes trivial,
leading to two unpaired Majoranas at the ends.

Figure 6 shows the entanglement entropy plots for
the spinfull Kitaev chain under the settings described
above. Figure 5 (a) shows the BEE plot for a 100-site
chain while Fig. 6 (b) shows the DEE plot for the same
chain. Comparing Fig. 3 (a) and Fig. 6 (a) we see
very similar features for both the spinfull Kitaev chain
and the nanowire with no quantization and negligible
change in the entanglement entropy value over the phase
transition. Similarly, comparing Fig. 3 (b) and Fig. 6
(b) we see that the DEE is zero in the trivial regime and
quantized to ln2 in the topological regime in both the
spinfull Kitaev chain and the nanowire. A DEE value of
ln2 in the topological regime is logically expected in the
spinfull Kitaev chain since chains are now independent
of any inter-chain interaction, the + Kitaev chain, being
in its trivial regime, contributes 0 units to the DEE
while the − Kitaev chain, being topological, contributes
ln2 units to the DEE.

Next, we focus on the effects of disorder in the
nanowire system and its entanglement entropy. As
mentioned earlier, the disorder that we study in this
work, i.e., smooth inhomogeneous potentials at the
ends of the nanowire, causes the appearance of near
zero-energy sub-gap states called Andreev bound state
(ABS) or quasi-MZMs. These states are trivial in nature
and the near zero-energy behavior of these trivial states
over wide ranges of B and µ hinders the conclusive
detection of MZMs through present protocols.

First, in Fig. 7, we show the energy eigenspectrum
of the nanowire in the presence of smooth potentials
V (x) at the ends. Figure 7(a) and Fig. 7(b) show the

energy eigenspectrum for a 4µm and an 8µm wire, re-
spectively. As shown in in Fig. 7(a), the system hosts
zero-energy modes before the topological phase transi-
tion (highlighted by the dashed red line), depicting the
presence of disorder-induced trivial zero-energy modes.
These states become more prominent and appear earlier
as the system length increases, as is visible in the longer
nanowire case (Fig. 7(b)).

In Fig. 7(c) and Fig. 7(d), we show the DEE of the
4µm and an 8µm disordered nanowires corresponding to
the energy spectra in Figs. 7(a) and 7(b). For both the
nanowire lengths, the DEE is zero in the trivial phase and
rises to a quantized value of ln2 in the topological phase
only, similar to the pristine nanowire case. The presence
of near-zero energy trivial states has only a very subtle
effect on DEE. It causes it to slightly overshoot at the
phase transition, which may be related to a very generic
peaking behavior of entanglement entropy at quantum
critical points in one-dimensional systems. Nevertheless,
the DEE remains faithful in signalling MZMs and the
topological phase transition with clarity in cases where
near-zero energy states are present. We also plot the
phase diagram of DEE in the disordered case. Figures
7(e) and 7(f) depict the phase diagram of DEE for a
4µm and an 8µm wire, respectively, and highlight that
the transition in DEE exactly matches the theoretically
estimated topological phase boundary. Thus, the DEE
conclusively detects topological phase transitions, even
in the presence of disorder, for a wide range of parame-
ters B and µ.

The disconnected fermion parity noise δP , a physical
observable closely related to the DEE, is a possible can-
didate to effectively gauge DEE in experiments. Figure
8 depicts the variation of δP as a function of the Zee-
man field for the nanowire. In Fig. 8(a) and 8(b), we
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plot the disconnected fermion parity noise of a pristine
4µm nanowire and a pristine 8µm nanowire against the
magnetic field. For both nanowire lengths, we observe
that the signatures closely match the DEE signature,
thus pointing out the connection between DEE and the
fermion parity noise.

To study the robustness of this physically observable
metric to disorder, we show the corresponding plots for
the disordered nanowire case in Figs. 8(c) and 8(d).
As expected, we observe that the signatures stay robust
to the presence of trivial zero-energy modes and closely
match the DEE signatures. We also plot the phase dia-
grams of the disconnected fermion parity noise for Fig.
9(a) a 4µm pristine nanowire, Fig. 9(b) an 8µm pristine
nanowire, Fig. 9(c) a 4µm disordered nanowire, Fig. 9(d)
an 8µm disordered nanowire and show that the fermion
parity noise signature remains clean and robust over a
good range of controllable parameters µ and B hence
acting as a faithful detector of topological phase transi-
tions.

Lastly, we find it worthwhile to demonstrate the supe-
riority of entanglement entropy (and hence observables
such as the fermion parity) over techniques with current
experimental attention, such as local and non-local dif-
ferential conductance. In Fig. 10, we depict the local
conductance (GLL), non-local conductance (GLR), and
the DEE (SD) of a three-terminal N-TS-N setup involv-
ing an intermediate length 6µm nanowire with minimal
to modest disorder. Even under low disorder, the local
conductance fails to detect the phase transition with a
premature closure, as shown in Fig. 10(a). The non-
local conductance signatures, on the other hand, become
obscure and faint under experimentally relevant measure-
ment precision, unable to pinpoint the critical field, as de-
picted in Fig. 10(b). The DEE, however, remains faithful
and accurately signals the phase transition, as shown in
Fig. 10(c).

IV. CONCLUSION

We proposed and analyzed in depth the use of en-
tanglement entropy and its close relation with topologi-
cal order for a fool-proof signalling of MZMs in Rashba
nanowires. We showed that although the BEE is inca-
pable of determining topological phase transitions, owing
to volume and area contributions, the DEE reliably pin-
points topological phase transitions following the distil-
lation of the size contributions. The DEE signatures stay
robust to system size and controllable parameters such as
chemical potential and magnetic field, even in the pres-
ence of disorders such as smooth inhomogeneous poten-
tials at the ends of the nanowire relevant to experimental
setups. We explained the quantization of the entangle-
ment entropy in a bottom-up fashion by deconstructing
Rashba nanowires as interacting Kitaev Chains. Fur-
ther, we connected the entanglement entropy signatures
to a conserved observable of the system, the fermion par-
ity noise, and illustrated that it displays signatures sim-
ilar to the entanglement entropy. Finally, we concluded
by elucidating a simple case with minimal disorder and
moderate nanowire lengths where the local conductance
signature closes prematurely, and the non-local conduc-
tance signature is obscure, but the DEE signature is con-
clusive and faithfully signals the topological transition.
The theoretical methods developed here are of signifi-
cant relevance toward making experimental progress for
the conclusive detection of MZMs, and looking beyond
conductance spectroscopy measurements.
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[45] M. T. Deng, S. Vaitiekėnas, E. B. Hansen, J. Danon,
M. Leijnse, K. Flensberg, J. Nygård, P. Krogstrup,
and C. M. Marcus, Science 354, 1557 (2016),
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.aaf3961.

[46] C. Duse, P. Sriram, K. Gharavi, J. Baugh, and B. Mu-
ralidharan, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 33,
365301 (2021).

[47] J. Cayao, Hybrid superconductor-semiconductor
nanowire junctions as useful platforms to study majo-
rana bound states (2017).

[48] See supplemental material for the expanded discussion
of the entanglement entropy calculation as well as the
quantum transport calculations of the local and nonlocal
conductances.

[49] A. Kitaev and J. Preskill, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 110404
(2006).

[50] P. San-Jose, J. Cayao, E. Prada, and R. Aguado, New
Journal of Physics 15, 075019 (2013).

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17162
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.5.061
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.100503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.100503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.155425
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.075161
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.024514
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.024514
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep21427
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep21427
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.075405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.075405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.214502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.214502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.195418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.180507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.180507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.045421
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.235201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.036802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.036802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.036801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.036801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.014513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.014513
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2103.12217
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2103.12217
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2207.02472
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2207.02472
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L161403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.L161403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.014513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.014513
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.73.245115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.227902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.227902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.267203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.267203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.085136
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-9084-9_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-9084-9_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-9084-9_1
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCore.3.2.012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.030201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.023200
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.023200
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.054507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.165302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.165302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.107703
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaf3961
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.aaf3961
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ac0d16
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ac0d16
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1703.07630
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1703.07630
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.1703.07630
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.110404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.110404
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/7/075019
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/7/075019

	On the conclusive detection of Majorana zero modes: conductance spectroscopy, disconnected entanglement entropy and the fermion parity noise 
	Abstract
	I  Introduction
	II  Methods
	III  Results
	IV Conclusion
	 References


