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Topological superconductors are appealing building blocks for robust and reliable quantum infor-
mation processing. Most platforms for engineering topological superconductivity rely on a combina-
tion of superconductors, materials with intrinsic strong spin-orbit coupling, and external magnetic
fields, detrimental for superconductivity. We propose a setup where a conventional Josephson junc-
tion is linked via a magnetic-textured barrier. Antiferromagnetic and ferromagnetic insulators with
periodically arranged domains are compatible with our proposal which does not require intrinsic
spin-orbit or external magnetic fields. We find that the topological phase depends on the magni-
tude and period of the barrier magnetization. The superconducting phase controls the topological
transition, which could be detected as a sharp suppression of the supercurrent across the junction.

Introduction.— Majorana bound states (MBSs) are
charge neutral, zero-energy quasiparticle excitations
appearing at the boundaries of topological supercon-
ductors [1–6]. A pair of MBSs localized at the ends
of a one-dimensional topological superconductor en-
codes a nonlocal fermionic state [7]. These states are
robust against local perturbations and display non-
Abelian exchange properties [8, 9], making them at-
tractive for fault-tolerant quantum information pro-
cessing [10]. The experimental realization of topo-
logical MBSs requires the combination of supercon-
ductivity, helical electrons usually created from spin-
orbit coupling, and time-reversal breaking from mag-
netism [11]. Over the last decade [12], several material
platforms have been explored based on topological in-
sulators [13, 14], semiconductor nanowires [5, 15–17],
planar Josephson junctions [18–21], chains of mag-
netic adatoms [22–24], and, recently, ferromagnetic in-
sulators combined with other time-reversal symmetry
breaking effects [25–38].

An alternative strategy has been recently imple-
mented where the spin-orbit is synthetically engi-
neered using spatially-varying magnetic fields [39–
43]. In proximitized one-dimensional (1D) systems,
the spatial magnetic modulation can be achieved by
interactions [44–46], adatoms [47–55], or local mag-
nets [56–60]. Planar setups offer more sophisti-
cated magnetic textures in proximity to supercon-
ductors [61–75]. For example, skyrmion textures
on superconductors [76–79] have been recently mea-
sured [80, 81] and signatures consistent with MBSs
where found in proximitized magnetic monolayers [82–
84]. Proximitized structures need to be carefully engi-
neered so that the competing magnetic and supercon-

ducting orders coexist. This challenge could be cir-
cumvented if the magnetic texture featuring synthetic
spin-orbit interaction is coupled to superconducting
contacts in a Josephson setup [39]. Magnetic textures
with spatial variation across the junction, i.e., from
contact to contact [41], have been implemented [39].
However, for future braiding applications a higher
degree of control over the emerging MBSs could be
achieved with textures along the junction interface,
see Fig. 1.

Here, we explore such a configuration studying
the topological properties of a two-dimensional (2D)
Josephson junction (JJ) coupled through a magnetic-
textured barrier [Fig. 1(a)] with a spatial modula-
tion along the junction interface [Fig. 1(b)]. We find
that the system enters the topological phase when the
superconducting coherence length and the magneti-
zation periodicity are comparable. The topological

FIG. 1. Josephson junction mediated by a magnetic-
textured barrier. (a) Two superconductors are linked by a
magnetic-texture barrier with a local magnetization that
changes in space, schematically represented by arrows. (b)
Two possible magnetic texture profiles. (c) Localization of
the ground state wavefunction at the interface in the triv-
ial (red) and topological (blue) regimes.
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regime, characterized by MBSs localized at the edges
of the JJ [Fig. 1(c)], can extend up to rather large oc-
cupations and is very sensitive to the phase bias across
the junction. Moreover, we show that the formation
and localization of pairs of MBSs has an observable
effect on the junction current-phase relation. The su-
perconducting phase difference is a substitute of the
external magnetic field and helps reaching the topo-
logical regime [18, 19, 85]. Recent experiments have
already shown the possibility of tuning subgap states
varying the phase difference between planar Josephson
junctions [20, 21, 86–89]. Our proposal is thus highly
controllable, does not require external magnetic fields,
and bypasses the need for intrinsic spin-orbit coupling
and low-carrier densities.
Model and formalism.— We consider a JJ formed

by two conventional singlet s-wave superconductors
joined by a magnetic-textured barrier, see Fig. 1. We
model the system using a square-lattice tight-binding
Hamiltonian H = HL +HR +Ht, with

HL,R =
∑

σ=↑,↓

(−t
∑
⟨x,x′⟩

c†i′j′,σcij,σ −
∑
i,j

µijc
†
ij,σcij,σ)

+
∑
i,j

∆0e
iϕL,Rc†ij,↑c

†
ij,↓ + h.c. , (1)

being the Hamiltonian of the superconducting leads,
where ⟨x, x′⟩ stands for nearest-neighbors combina-
tions of the horizontal and vertical indices i, i′ and

j, j′. The operator ĉ†ij,σ (ĉij,σ) creates (annihilates)

an electron with spin σ on the lattice site (i, j). Here,
t is the nearest-neighbors hopping integral, µij ≡ µ
the uniform chemical potential of the lattice, ∆0 > 0
the superconducting pairing amplitude, and ϕL,R the
superconducting phases; we denote their phase differ-
ence as ϕ = ϕR − ϕL. We consider a finite size lattice
with Nx and Ny horizontal and vertical sites, respec-
tively, and only examine symmetric junctions where
both superconductors have the same gap, length L =
Nxa/2 (with a being the lattice distance constant),
and width Nya.

The superconductors couple via a magnetic-
textured barrier mediating tunneling between them,

Ht = −1

2

∑
σ,σ′

∑
j

tj,σσ′ ĉ†L,j,σ ĉL+1,j,σ′ + h.c. . (2)

We consider that the magnetization of the barrier has
a spatial modulation, given by the matrix in spin space

t̂j = t0σ̂0 + tj · σ. (3)

The index j runs along the width of the junction
(Fig. 1) and σ is the vector of Pauli matrices σ̂0,1,2,3
in spin space. Here, t0 is the uniform amplitude for
the spin-conserving hopping term and tj the spatially-
varying spin-tunneling part.

Analytic 1D topological model.— To study the bulk
topological properties of the system, we consider a
perfect harmonic spatial variation along the spin yz-
plane with period ξm and constant magnitude tm,

tj = tm [0, sin (2πja/ξm), cos (2πja/ξm)] . (4)

We reach a solvable model setting Nx = 2, effectively
reducing the system to two superconducting linear
chains coupled along the y-direction by Eq. (4), and
assuming Ny → ∞, i.e., applying periodic boundary
conditions to go to the bulk limit. Then, we change
into a rotating-frame basis so that the magnetization
orientation always falls along the z-axis [56]. As a re-
sult, the two linear superconductors acquire an effec-
tive spin-orbit coupling [44, 56, 57], and are described
by the (left, right) Hamiltonians

ĥL,R =

(
−2t cos(kya)− µ− π2

ξ2m

)
σ̂0τ̂3

+ sin(kya)
2πi

ξm
σ̂2τ̂3 +∆0e

iϕL,R σ̂2τ̂2,

(5)

coupled by the tunnel Hamiltonian

ĥt = (t0σ̂0 + tmσ̂3)e
iϕ/2τ̂3, (6)

with τ̂1,2,3 acting in Nambu (particle-hole) space.

The Hamiltonian of each linear chain ĥL,R is

particle-hole and mirror symmetric, while ĥt breaks
time-reversal symmetry. Therefore, the system is in
BDI class [18, 90] and can be characterized by aW ∈ Z
invariant [91], whose parity M = (−1)W ∈ Z2 can be
determined after a change to the so-called Majorana

basis. Rewriting H(ky) = ĥL + ĥR + ĥt as a skew-
symmetric matrix A is possible by a unitary transfor-
mation, and we thus reach

M = sgn (Pf[A(0)]/Pf[A(π/a)]) , (7)

with Pf[A] referring to the Pfaffian of A. See Supple-
mental Material (SM) [92] for more details.

Topological superconductivity.— Using the analytic
model as a guide, we now focus on the finite size
system depicted in Fig. 1 and described by Eqs. (1)
and (2). We first consider a harmonic variation of the
magnetic texture with constant amplitude tm, Eq. (4),
although our findings remain qualitatively invariant
for other periodic magnetization profiles [92]. The
barrier locally polarizes the tunneling electrons induc-
ing an effective exchange field in the two superconduc-
tors. Additionally, we account for a local exchange
field close to the barrier [92].

In the absence of magnetism (tm = 0), the sys-
tem features a set of spin-degenerate Andreev bound
states inside the superconducting gap with an energy
that depends on the phase and the transmission of the
channel [93]. A uniform spin polarization along a fixed
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FIG. 2. Topological phase diagram. (a) Lowest 40 en-
ergy bands as a function of the chemical potential for
ξm ≈ 0.8ξs and tm/t = 0.75. The coloured background
represents the number of pairs of edge states W̄. Figures
(b-d) show maps of Q̄ at µ/t = −3.8; blue indicates the
topologically nontrivial phase. (b,c) Q̄ with ξm = ξs as a
function of t0 and tm for (b) ϕ = 0 and (c) 0.9π. (d) Q̄ as
a function of tm and ξm for t0/t = 1 and ϕ = 0. The topo-
logical phase boundary for 0.9π is highlighted as a yellow
line. In all cases, ∆0/t = 0.2 and Nx ×Ny = 16 × 128.

direction, tj = tm(0, 0, 1), splits these subgap states in
two different spin species, eventually closing the super-
conducting gap. The system, however, is still in the
trivial phase. We describe the magnetic texture by in-
troducing the spatial variation in Eq. (4), which mixes
the two spin components facilitating the formation of
equal-spin triplet pairing close to the junction [94], to
the second term of Eq. (3). We now describe the con-
ditions for the gap reopening indicating a transition
into the topological phase with localized MBSs at the
edges of the JJ.
To characterize the topological phase of the finite

system we define an approximate topological invariant
W̄, which we compute as the number of MBSs pairs
lying at E ≈ 0 separated from the subsequent bulk
modes by an effective gap δ ≤ ∆0 [92]. The system
features two Majorana states (W̄ = 1) when the chem-
ical potential of the 2D superconductors is µ ∼ −3.5t.
This regime is shown in Fig. 2(a) highlighted by a
blue background color. Other topological phases with
W̄ > 1 appear at higher fillings of the superconduc-
tors, shown as a yellow background in Fig. 2(a). We
thus focus below on fillings with only one MBS pair.
We compute Q̄ = (−1)W̄δ/∆0 in Fig. 2(b-d) to

characterize the topological phase and show that the
magnetic tunneling tm required to enter the topolog-
ical regime (blue regions) is minimal close to t ≈ t0,
where the junction’s normal transmission is maximal.
In the analytic 1D model, the boundary between topo-
logical phases for ϕ = 0 [white regions in Fig. 2(b-d)]
follows the simple condition [92]

t2m = [µeff(ξm)± t0]
2
+∆2

0, (8)

with µeff(ξm) = 2t − µ + π2/ξ2m [92]. The minimum
parameters to reach the topological phase are thus
tm = ∆0 and |µeff | = t0, which qualitatively coincides
with the minimum of the blue region of Fig. 2(b).
The phase difference ϕ between superconductors

provides another way of controlling the topological
phase transition. Tuning ϕ from 0 to π reduces the en-
ergy of the subgap states so that the phase transition
occurs for lower tm values, with a minimum located
at ϕ = π (mod 2π). Figure 2(c) shows the phase di-
agram for ϕ = 0.9π illustrating the reduction of the
minimal tm required to enter the topological phase
with respect to the ϕ = 0 case shown in Fig. 2(b).
However, we note that now the topological gaps are
smaller (lighter blue in the topological region) than
the ones found for ϕ = 0. From the 1D model, the
minimal required tm value is given by

tmin
m = ∆0

√
1 + cosϕ+∆2

0

sin2 ϕ

2µeff(ξm)
, (9)

with the limits tm(ϕ = 0) = ∆0 and tm(ϕ = π) =
0 [92]. Comparing the minima in Fig. 2(b) and
Fig. 2(c) shows that these results are in qualitative
agreement with the finite-size calculations.

The spatial periodicity of the magnetic texture, ξm,
is another important parameter for reaching the topo-
logical phases, see Fig. 2(d). The local magnetization
induced in the superconductors decays with a typical
length-scale given by the superconducting coherence
length ξs [95]. Therefore, for long magnetic periods,
ξs/ξm ≪ 1, electrons only feel the exchange field lo-
cally induced by the barrier and the gap collapses for
sufficiently strong tm values. In the opposite regime of
small magnetic periods, ξs/ξm ≫ 1, the barrier mag-
netization cannot close the superconducting gap and
the system remains in the trivial phase. Consequently,
a robust topological phase requires ξs/ξm ∼ 1 where
the topological gap is maximum while the tm required
for the phase transition is minimal [Fig. 2(d)].

Phase-controlled topological order.— We now dis-
cuss in more detail the effect of the phase difference
between superconductors. As shown in Fig. 2, the sys-
tem can transition from the trivial to the topological
regime when increasing the phase difference. There-
fore, a finite superconducting phase difference reduces
the energy of the subgap states, making it possible to
transition to the topological regime for smaller tm val-
ues. The superconducting phase is thus a convenient
parameter to control topology and, consequently, the
emergence and localization of MBSs. As an illustra-
tion, we compare in Fig. 3 three different configura-
tions: far into the trivial region (left column); close
to the boundary between topological phases from the
trivial region (center); and inside the nontrivial phase
(right). In the first case (left), the modulation of the
subgap states with the phase is insufficient to close
the gap. The center column shows a gap closure and
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FIG. 3. Phase-controllable topological order. (a-c) Phase
dependence of energy bands for tm/∆0 = 1.0, 2.0, and 2.5
in the barrier with harmonic texture. (d-f) Spatial distri-
bution of the lowest-energy wavefunction |ψ±

0 |2 evaluated
along the junction interface (i = L). (g-i) Current-phase
relation in the case of the clean (C), harmonic- (H) and
domain-textured (D) junctions. I0 is the current maxi-
mum for the clean junction with tm = 0 and t0 = t. Ar-
rows indicate the kink at the phase transition. In all cases,
µ/t = −3.8, ξm = 2ξs, and ∆0/t = 0.2.

reopening for a finite phase (ϕ ∼ π/2), so that a
pair of topological edge states appear when it reopens
(ϕ > π/2). Figures 3(d-f) display the ground state
wavefunctions, |ψ±

0 |2, showing the formation of local-
ized edge modes in the topological regime. In the non-
trivial case (right column), the superconducting phase
increases the topological gap in the region away from
ϕ = 0 and ϕ = π. At ϕ = π the gap collapses and
Majoranas delocalize across the full system.
The results presented thus far correspond to a har-

monically rotating magnetic texture along the junc-
tion interface [dashed line in Fig. 1(b)]. A more real-
istic texture is represented by the solid line in Fig. 1(b)
featuring anti-parallel domains with non-coplanar do-
main walls described by

tj = tmλ
−1
0 [0, tanh (λ sin yj) , tanh (λ cos yj)] , (10)

with yj = 2πja/ξm, λ0 = tanh(λ) and the parameter
λ controlling the length of the magnetic domains [92].
Using this domain magnetization model with the same
parameters of Fig. 2 we reproduce the positions of
the crossings in Fig. 3 and the overall structure of
the map is preserved, see Ref. [92]. Consequently, we
conclude that the details of the magnetic texture do
not qualitatively affect the topological phase, as long
as ξs/ξm ∼ 1.
Finally, we compute the Josephson current at zero

temperature, i.e., I ∝
∑

ϵi<0 ∂ϕϵi(ϕ), for the nega-

tive eigenvalues ϵi of the full Hamiltonian [92]. We

show the current-phase relation (CPR) for the three
cases commented above in Fig. 3(g-i). Interestingly,
the phase-induced topological transition as a function
of the phase appears as a kink on the CPR, see ar-
rows in Fig. 3(h). This kink is produced by an avoided
crossing of the remaining trivial Andreev bound states
resulting from the topological protection of the newly
formed gap, and it is more pronounced for the domain-
texture (red dashed lines) than for the harmonic case.

Role of the magnetization profile.— The domain-
texture model, Eq. (10), allows us to systematically in-
troduce disorder by randomizing the domain size (ξm),
domain magnetization (tm), or domain wall helicity.
Weak disorder in ξm and tm does not disrupt the topo-
logical phase because these quantities preserve the sys-
tem symmetry [92]. Indeed, disorder on ξm makes
the topological gap size variable along the interface,
since it is controlled by the magnitude of the effective
spin-orbit coupling; while random domain magneti-
zation values broaden the value of ϕ needed for the
phase transition, thus making the avoided crossing in
Fig. 3 wider and the kink less pronounced. Conversely,
changes in domain wall helicity alter the sign of the
effective spin-orbit coupling along the wire, leading to
topological phase boundaries where different highly
overlapping subgap modes can enter the topological
gap [92].

Conclusions.— In this work, we have shown the on-
set of topological superconductivity in a Josephson
junction mediated by a spin-textured barrier. Using
a two-dimensional tight-binding model, we identified
the conditions for the emergence of topological Majo-
rana zero modes at the edges of the system. The pres-
ence of the magnetic texture eliminates the need for
spin-orbit coupling or external magnetic fields, while
the phase bias across the junction provides control
over the topological phase. We support these results
computing the topological invariant in an analytical
1D model of the junction. Additionally, we investi-
gate the impact of disorder on the topological phase
transition, finding that only sign changes of the mag-
netic texture’s helicity introduce trivial states within
the topological gap.

Our work proposes a platform for topological super-
conductors that do not rely on intrinsic spin-orbit cou-
pling and external magnetic fields. Materials includ-
ing antiferromagnetic insulators with a small out-of-
plane magnetization or ferromagnetic insulators with
ordered domains are suitable candidates for magnetic-
textured barriers [95–101]. The possible detrimental
effect from stray fields could be reduced by choosing a
texture with fields pointing away from the supercon-
ductors.
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Supplemental material to “Topological superconductivity in a magnetic-texture
coupled Josephson junction”

This Supplementary Material is organized as follows. We introduce the one-dimensional model and study
its topology in Section I. In Section II we present the domain magnetic texture model and its generalization
to include disorder effects. Next, we define in Section III the approximate topological invariant valid for the
finite-size systems explored in the main text. Section IV is devoted to study disorder effects on all relevant
parameters of the domain magnetic texture. We then analyze the impact of the band filling on the topological
phase in Section V. Finally, we define the Josephson current in Section VII.

I. ANALYTIC 1D TOPOLOGICAL MODEL

We develop a 1D model that can be solved exactly to obtain analytic insights on our main results. The model
consists of two infinite 1D superconductors along the y direction, L and R, coupled via a harmonic spin-textured
barrier VLR(y). It is represented by the Hamiltonian

Ȟ =

(
HL VLR(y)

V †
LR(y) HR

)
, (S 1)

which spans in Nambu, spin, and L-R spaces. Each superconductor is described as

HL,R = − [µ+ 2t cos(kya)] σ̂0τ̂3 +∆L,Re
iϕL,R σ̂2τ̂2, (S 2)

where the Pauli matrices σ̂0,1,2,3 and τ̂0,1,2,3 respectively act in spin and Nambu spaces, µ is the uniform on-site
potential, t the nearest-neighbours hopping, and ∆L,Re

iϕL,R the superconducting pair potential. We impose
that the superconductors are equal, ∆L = ∆R ≡ ∆0 > 0, and denote ϕ = ϕR − ϕL their phase difference.
We consider the system to be translation invariant and, therefore, treat the problem in momentum space with
conserved wavenumber ky. The tunneling between the two superconductors is given by

VLR(y) =

(
−t0 − tm cos θ(y) −tm sin θ(y)

tm sin θ(y) −t0 + tm cos θ(y)

)
τ̂3, θ(y) =

2π

ξm
y, (S 3)

where tm and ξm are the amplitude and the spatial period of the magnetic texture, respectively, and t0 a
spin-independent hopping.
To simplify the Hamiltonian, we locally rotate the electron spin basis so that it always points in the z direction

using the unitary transformation

U = [cos(θ/2)σ̂0 − i sin(θ/2)σ̂2] τ̂0. (S 4)

The rotated Hamiltonian H̃ = U†HU acquires two extra terms coming from the transformation

U†∂2yU − ∂2y = U†U ′′∂2y + 2U†U ′∂y, (S 5)

with U ′ = ∂yU . Substituting ∂2y → −2t cos(kya) and ∂y → −2t sin(kya) we find

H̃L,R = HL,R − π2

2ξ2m
σ̂0τ̂3 −

2π

ξm
sin(kya)iσ̂2τ̂3, (S 6)

giving rise to an effective spin-orbit αeff ≡ π/(2ξm) and an effective chemical potential µeff ≡ µ + π2/(2ξ2m).
Now, the Zeeman term is aligned along the spin z axis and the tunneling term reads as

ṼLR(y) = U†VLRU = − (t0σ̂0 + tmσ̂3) τ̂3. (S 7)

A. Topological classification and topological invariant

We can now classify the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S 1) according to its symmetries. The superconducting terms
impose particle-hole symmetry (PHS) but the magnetic texture breaks time-reversal symmetry (TRS). There-
fore, one could in principle assume that the system has no chiral symmetry and would belong in symmetry class
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D [102]. However, aside from the three non-spatial symmetries (TRS, PHS, chiral), we can also consider a mir-

ror symmetry with respect to the interface. A combination of time-reversal and mirror symmetries, T̃ = T M,
together with PHS, realizes the chiral symmetry [90]. As a result, Eq. (S 1) belongs in the BDI class, explaining
the appearance of phases with more than one MBS per side (yellow regions of Fig. 2 in the main text).
Since the system is two-dimensional and belongs in class BDI, it is possible to take it to an off-diagonal form

in the chiral basis and use the winding number W as topological invariant [103]. To do this, we consider the
three symmetries that the system has, and how each term in the Hamiltonian transforms under each of them,
and write down a possible matrix representation for each symmetry. The global chiral symmetry can then be
written as

Č = −τ̂2û1σ̂3, (S 8)

with Pauli matrices û0,1,2,3 acting in the left-right space. As a result, the Hamiltonian in this basis is

ČȞ(ky)Č
† =

(
0 A(ky)

AT (−ky) 0

)
, (S 9)

with

A(k) =


µeff + 2t cos ky −αeff sin ky t0 − tm −i∆0e

iϕ/2

αeff sin ky µeff + 2t cos ky −i∆0e
iϕ/2 t0 + tm

t0 − tm −i∆0e
−iϕ/2 µeff + 2t cos ky −αeff sin ky

−i∆0e
−iϕ/2 t0 + tm αeff sin ky µeff + 2t cos ky

 . (S 10)

The parity of the winding gives the onset of even or odd number of uncoupled MBSs at each edge of the
system. Therefore, the invariant we are interested in is given by [91, 104]

M = sgn

{
Pf

[
Ȟsk(ky = 0)

]
Pf

[
Ȟsk(ky = π/a)

]} = (−1)W , (S 11)

where Pf
[
Ȟsk(ky)

]
stands for the Pfaffian of Ȟsk, which is the Hamiltonian rotated into a skew-symmetric form

ȞT
sk = −Ȟsk; namely Ȟsk(ky) = UȞ(ky)U

†, with

U =
1√
2

(
1 1
−i i

)
σ̂0û0. (S 12)

The topological invariant can thus be recast as

M = sgn(c0/cπ) = sgn(c0cπ), (S 13)

with

c0,π = ∆4
0 + 2∆2

0(µ
0,π
eff )2 + (t0 − tm)(t0 + tm) cosϕ+

∏
s0=±1
sm=±1

(µ0,π
eff + s0t0 + smtm), (S 14)

and

µ0,π
eff = µ+ π2/ξ2m ± 2t.

B. Boundaries of the topological phase

Equation (S 13) has sign changes representing the system’s topological phase transitions every time the nu-
merator or the denominator go through a zero. Setting M = 0 we get eight solutions ±t0,π;±m with(

t0,π;±m

)2
= t20 + µ0,π

eff +∆2
0 cosϕ±

√
2µ0,π

eff [2t20 −∆2
0 (1− cosϕ)]−∆4

0 sin
2 ϕ. (S 15)

Equation (S 15) reduces to a very simple condition for ϕ = 0 indicating the transition into a topological phase:

t2m > [±2t− µeff ± t0]
2
+∆2

0. (S 16)
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Equation (S 16) describes two circles in the t − ∆0 plane each one with radius tm and centered around
2|t| = ±µeff − t0. The system is in the topological phase for parameters inside the two circles where tm
dominates and Eq. (S 16) is satisfied. Outside, the system is in the trivial regime. The two circles intersect
when tm > µeff , where there are topological phases with higher winding number hosting more than a Majorana
pair. The superconducting phase difference ϕ enters Eq. (S 14) in the term (t2m − t20) cos(ϕ). Therefore, a phase
ϕ = π exchanges the role of tm and t0 in Eq. (S 16), while for ϕ = π/2 they play the same role.

C. Role of the superconducting phase difference

From Eq. (S 15) we can deduce the minimal tm > 0 solution marking the transition to the topologically
nontrivial W = 1 phase in which we are interested. The critical values of t0 that minimize that solution are

tmin
0 =

√
µ2
eff +∆2

0 sin
2 ϕ

2
+

∆4
0

4µ2
eff

sin2 ϕ . (S 17)

Equation (S 17) indicates the horizontal position of the minimum of the parabolic nontrivial region (blue area)
in the left panels of Fig. S 1, which is in good correspondence with the full 2D calculation, see middle panels.
Substituting Eq. (S 17) into Eq. (S 15) we obtain the corresponding minimal magnetic tunneling:

tmin
m = ∆0

√
cos2

ϕ

2
+

(
∆0

2|µeff|

)2

sin2
ϕ

2
. (S 18)

The phase difference can thus reduce the minimum tm required to enter the topological phase for a given value
of t0. This effect explains the expansion of the topological phase between Fig. 2(b) for ϕ = 0 and Fig. 2(c) with
ϕ ≲ π in the main text. For tm/t ≳ 1 the superconducting phase does not significantly change the topological
boundary, see, e.g., in Fig. 2(d) of the main text the comparison between the numerical finite-size calculation
(color map) and the analytical result represented by a yellow line.
Consequently, the analytical model qualitatively reproduces the behavior at low band fillings of the finite-size

numerical calculation described in Fig. 2 of the main text, see also Fig. S 1 below. The finite-size effects only
introduce small variations in the minimal t0 and tm values where the topological transition occurs.

II. DOMAIN MAGNETIC TEXTURE MODEL

The domain model depicted in Fig. 1(b) of the main text consists of an alternating series of regions with
parallel magnetization (domains), like in an antiferromagnetic texture, separated by smaller regions where the
magnetization rotates from one orientation to its opposite (domain walls). We again assume a magnetization
with constant magnitude tm that rotates in the yz-plane with period ξm, like in Eq. (4) of the main text.
Each period is formed by two domains involving d sites each and two domain walls with w sites each, that is,
ξm = 2a(d+ w). The two domains in a period feature anti-parallel magnetization along the z spin axis, ±tmẑ,
and the magnetization in the domain walls rotates from +tmẑ to −tmẑ. The domain-model magnetic texture
can then be compactly described by [cf. Eq. (10) of the main text]

tj =
tm

tanhλ

(
0, tanh

[
λ sin

(
2πja

ξm

)]
, tanh

[
λ cos

(
2πja

ξm

)])
, (S 19)

with the parameter λ controlling the length of the magnetic domains d and domain walls w.
We further discretize the model in Eqs. (10) and (S 19) to gain more control over its parameters. To do

so, we divide all the indices along the junction into domains and domain walls. The domains are regions
where the magnetization is constant, and the domain walls as smaller regions (w ≤ d in what follows) where
the magnetization rotates speedily. The domain walls thus represent a region where the exchange interaction
between domains with opposite magnetization forces the spins to rotate between those orientations.
In a junction of width Nya there are n = ⌊Nya/ξm⌋ full periods, with ⌊x⌋ being the integer floor of the real

number x. There are thus at least 2n domains and domain walls on each width. For simplicity, we assume that
the first interface site (i, j) = (Nx/2, 1) always starts a domain so that sites belonging to the k-th domain are
in the interval

Dk = [1 + (k − 1)(d+ w), d+ (k − 1)(d+ w)] , (S 20)
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and those in the k-th domain wall belong to

Wk = [1 + d+ (k − 1)(d+ w), k(d+ w)] . (S 21)

The magnetization of the domain model is thus given by

tj =

{
(−1)k−1tm(0, 0, 1), j ∈ Dk

tm [0, sin (xk + jw) , cos (xk + jw)] , j ∈Wk
, (S 22)

with

xk =
1 + (−1)k

2
π, and jw =

j − kd+ (k − 1)w

w + 1
π. (S 23)

We use the discretized model in Eq. (S 22) to compute the supercurrent in Fig. 3(g-i) of the main text and
the phase diagram in Fig. S 1 below.

A. Generalized domain model for disorder effects.

To introduce disorder effects we can further generalize the domain model in Eq. (S 22) by allowing each
domain and domain wall to have a different size. Sites belonging to the k-th domain of length dk are then in
the interval

Dk = [1 +

k−1∑
l=1

(dl + wl), dk +

k−1∑
l=1

(dl + wl)], (S 24)

and those in the k-th domain wall of length wk are inside

Wk = [1 + dk +

k−1∑
l=1

(dl + wl),

k∑
l=1

(dl + wl)]. (S 25)

In the following, we do not randomize the length of domain walls, wk, assuming that in physical setups the
exchange interaction that rotates the spins between neighboring domains is fixed as long as the domains are
sufficiently large.
The magnitude of the magnetization in each domain can also be different and we, therefore, write

tj =

{
tkm(0, 0, 1), j ∈ Dk

tkm,W (j), j ∈Wk
, (S 26)

where tkm is the magnetic tunnelling through the k-th domain. The magnitude of the k-th domain wall tunneling,
tkm,W , must now vary spatially to adjust to the different magnitudes of the neighboring domains k and k + 1.
We thus have

tkm,W (j) =

(
tkm
jke − j + 1/2

jke − js + 1
+ tk+1

m

j − jks + 1/2

jke − jks + 1

)[
0, skr sin(xk), cos(xk)

]
. (S 27)

Here, jks = 1+dk+
∑k−1

l=1 (dl+wl) is the index of the starting site in the k-th domain wall and jke =
∑k

l=1(dl+wl)
is that of the ending site. We introduced the parameter skr to control the “sign of the rotation”. For example,
in the harmonic model it is set to 1.
According to these expressions:

• A perfectly antiferromagnetic order of domains is imposed by sgn(tkm) = −sgn(tk−1
m ).

• A “domain flip” disorder is introduced using sgn(tkm) = nkdfsgn(t
k−1
m ) − (1 − nkdf)sgn(t

k−1
m ), where at the

k-th domain there is a chance σdf that n
k
df = 1 (otherwise 0), in which case the domains k and k + 1 are

ferromagnetically aligned.
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FIG. S 1. Topological phase diagram as a function of t0 and tm for ϕ = 0 (top panels) and ϕ = 0.9π (bottom panels).
The left column shows the winding number W for the 1D model with µeff/t = −1.85. In the central column we compute
the parity Q̄ of the approximate topological invariant for a finite size system with a harmonic texture and parameters
Nx = 16, Ny = 256, and µ/t = −3.85. In the right column we show the domain texture with Nx = 32, Ny = 512, w = 1,
d = 2, and µ/t = −3.35.

• “Domain wall flip” disorder is set by choosing skr from a uniform random distribution in the interval
(−σdwf , 1− σdwf). Therefore, at the k-th domain wall the “sign of the rotation” is allowed to change with
probability σdwf .

• Disorder in the magnetic amplitude, the domain size, or the electrostatic potential are introduced by
randomly choosing the values of |tkm|, dk, or µi,j from a Gaussian distribution of mean t̄m, d̄, or µ̄ and
standard deviation σtm , σξm , or σµ, respectively.

III. APPROXIMATE TOPOLOGICAL INVARIANT

The topological invariant, Eq. (S 11), is only well defined for infinite systems. By analogy with the analytical
model, Fig. S 1, we now define an approximate topological invariant to help us distinguish the presence of
zero-energy edge modes in the finite-size system.
We first compute the eigenvalues ϵn satisfyingH |ψ±⟩ = ±ϵn |ψ±⟩ for the eigenvectors |ψ±⟩ of the Hamiltonian

H = HL +Ht +HR in the main text (see Eqs. (1) and (2) in the main text). In our description, W̄ quantifies
the number of localized MBSs pairs, {±ϵ1,±ϵ2, ...,±ϵW̄}, lying at E ≈ 0 well separated from the bulk of states.
Consequently, W̄ resembles the winding number characterizing the topological phase for an infinite size system.
The parity of this pseudo-winding number, M̄ = (−1)W̄ , determines the even or odd number of pairs of MBSs

at the edges of the system, while the size of the topological gap is simply ϵW̄+1. In the simplest scenario, with
a single eigenstate close to zero energy, we have

M̄ = (−1)W̄ =

{
1, ϵ2/2 < ϵ1 (trivial)

−1, ϵ2/2 > ϵ1 (nontrivial)
, (S 28)

while the gap is given by

δ =

{
ϵ1, ϵ2/2 < ϵ1 (trivial gap)

ϵ2, ϵ2/2 > ϵ1 (nontrivial gap)
. (S 29)

We can now study the topology of a junction with finite-size superconductors and compare it to the analytical
one-dimensional model in Fig. S 1. In the left column we show M = (−1)W according to Eq. (S 13) for the
analytical model. For the finite-size system we compute the parity of the approximate topological invariant M̄
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FIG. S 2. (a) Lowest energy bands as a function of ξm for the yellow line in panel (b). The map in panel (b) is repeated
from Fig. 2(d) of the main text.

in Eq. (S 28) re-scaled by the topological gap in Eq. (S 29), i.e., Q̄ = M̄ (δ/∆0). The blue regions in the central
and right columns of Fig. S 1 thus represent the topologically nontrivial phases, with the boundary where the
gap closes appearing in white. It is clear that the phase diagram for the analytical model is qualitatively the
same as for the the finite-size junction with a harmonic texture (central column of Fig. S 1) or a domain one
(right column on Fig. S 1). The latter features extra low-energy trivial states that can lead to non-topological
gap closings for some parameters. That is the case for the white lines in the right column of Fig. S 1 that
separate two trivial red regions.
We corroborate the predictions of the approximate topological invariant studying the energy spectrum. In

our calculations for finite-size junctions we can vary ξm from 2a (purely antiferromagnetic order at the interface)
to ξm → ∞ (pure ferromagnetic order). We show a representative result in Fig. S 2(a) illustrating the onset of
lowest-energy edge states and the emergence of zero energy states for ξm ∼ ξs. This calculation corresponds to
a fixed value of tm in Fig. 2(d) of the main text, see yellow line of Fig. S 2(b).
By contrast, the system is in the trivial regime when these two length scales are very different. For ξm ≫ ξs

the superconductor feels a constant exchange field locally that can close the superconducting gap for sufficiently
large tm values. On the other hand, for ξm ≪ ξs the superconductor averages out the barrier magnetization
recovering the conventional superconducting spectrum.

IV. ROLE OF DISORDER

The minimal model in Section I has helped us connect the magnetic spatial variation along the interface with
the emergence of a synthetic spin-orbit coupling responsible for the nontrivial topology. We have then shown
that the topological phase transition is robust when this idealized model is extended to a finite-size sequence of
domain regions, see Fig. S 1. We now study the effect of disorder in the domain model to test the stability of
the topological phase, see Section II.
Starting with a perfectly ordered sequence of domains connecting finite-size superconductors, see Fig. S 3(a),

we first consider the possibility of having spatial irregularities in the period and the magnitude of the magnetic
texture. Disorder effects are thus included by modifying the value of a specific parameter p using a Gaussian
distribution with a standard deviation σp, e.g., p = tm in Fig. S 3(b). Each map point in the bottom panels
of Fig. S 3 then represents a random realization with the indicated σp. On the top panels we show the lowest
energy eigenvalues for 20 random realizations using the parameters indicated by black dots on the corresponding
maps.
The boundary of the topological phase is sensitive to the amplitude of the magnetization, tm, as discussed

above and shown in Fig. S 1 and Fig. 2 of the main text. Therefore, a disorder on the magnitude of tm blurs the
critical boundary of the topological phase and also reduces the topological gap inside it, see the white region in
the bottom panel of Fig. S 3(b). The topological gap reduction can be seen in the eigenvalue distribution on the
top panel; for this case, the topological gap is still open. In order to fully close the gap we need to introduce a
disorder strength comparable to the minimal magnetic amplitude required to enter the topological phase. For
example, Fig. S 4 indicates that the topological gap for tm/t ∼ 1 is closed when the variations in amplitude
reach 50% of the amplitude without disorder. Note, however, that the system is still in the nontrivial phase
with zero energy modes indicated by the colored lines in Fig. S 4.
One of our main results is that the topological phase is easier to achieve when the magnetic and the supercon-

ducting coherence lengths are comparable, i.e., ξm ∼ ξs. By introducing disorder on the domains forming each
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period ξm, while keeping the domain wall size fixed, we can analyze the effect of having domains with different
sizes. The phase diagram in Fig. S 3(c) indicates that the topological region is barely affected by this type of
disorder.

We can also study non-magnetic disorder effects introducing a random variation on the chemical potential
µ. We consider in Fig. S 5(a) a disorder strength in µ that can, in principle, reach values that would take the
system out of the topological region, see Fig. 2(a) in the main text. However, the phase diagram is almost
unaffected and the topological gap barely reduced. The topological phase is thus robust to small changes in the
band filling.

Finally, we consider effects that would directly affect the emerging synthetic spin-orbit coupling at the inter-
face. First, in Fig. S 5(b) we introduce a random flip in the orientation of each domain, that is, in the sign of tm
for each group of parallel spins in a domain, see Eqs. (S 22) and (S 26). This disorder, however, does not affect
the sign of tm in the domain walls. As a result, the topological gap is reduced a bit, but the nontrivial phase is
maintained.

By contrast, the opposite situation where the disorder randomly changes the rotation in the domain walls
has a stronger effect on the topological phase. The map in Fig. S 5(c) is computed imposing domain-wall-flips
around 80% of the times and features many white regions inside the nontrivial area where the topological gap
has closed. This type of disorder is affecting the rotation direction of the magnetic texture and, therefore, the
effective spin-orbit coupling. When the direction of the magnetization rotation changes the average spin-orbit
is zero locally at one point, setting a topological phase boundary and leading therefore to additional Andreev
bound states inside the gap. If this happens randomly along the sample with enough frequency many trivial
low-energy states will localize at the junction, leading to a dense density of states around zero energy that could
be a false positive in experimental setups [105].

In summary, variations in the magnetization magnitude or period and fluctuations on the exchange field
are not enough to drive the system from the topological to the trivial phase; although they can reduce the
topological gap. By contrast, it is important to maintain the magnetization rotation to avoid the appearance
of undesired low-energy states inside the system.

FIG. S 3. Topological phase diagram for the domain model showing the energy distribution of eigenvalues (top panels)
and the approximate invariant Q̄ (bottom panels). We show the case without disorder in (a) to compare it with the
effect of disorder in the magnitude tm (b) and the period ξm (c) of the magnetic texture. Parameters are d = 6, w = 2,
µ/t = 4, ∆0/t = 0.2, t0/t = 1, Nx = 8, and Ny = 100.
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FIG. S 4. Lowest energy bands (gray lines) and zero energy mode (blue line) in the topological phase as a function of the
disorder strength in the magnitude of the magnetization tm. Parameters are the same as in Fig. S 3(b) with t̄m/t = 1.2.

V. BAND FILLING

In the main text we focused on chemical potentials in the region µ ∼ −3.5t, which maintain electron-hole
symmetry in the two dimensional bands and feature only one pair of MBS in the topological phase. However,
as we show in Fig. 2(a) of the main text, different topological phases emerge as a function of µ. We now show
in Fig. S 6(a) the full range of phases for a setup with the same parameters as Fig. 2 of the main text. The
lowest energy states are showcased as red and blue lines for ϵ1 and −ϵ1, respectively.
Similarly, the analytical 1D model can be approximated to a finite length chain setting Nx = 2 and a finite

Ny. With two edges in the y direction, we can explore the emergence of topological zero-energy states in the
1D model. Figure S 6(b) shows that the topological phase is more robust than in the bulk case, extending
for almost every value of µ for a sufficiently large tm/t value. For chemical potentials around µ ∼ 0 we find
topological phases characterized by more than one Majorana state at each edge in both models (see yellow
regions in Fig. S 6).

FIG. S 5. Topological phase diagram for the domain model and lowest energy eigenvalues showcasing disorder effects on
(a) the electrostatic potential, (b) the magnetic orientation of the domains, and (c) the orientation of the domain walls.
Parameters are d = 6, w = 2, µ/t = 4, ∆0/t = 0.2, t0/t = 1, Nx = 8, and Ny = 100.
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FIG. S 6. Energy bands as a function of µ (in units of the bandwidth W ) for (a) the finite size system with the same
parameters as in Fig. 2 of the main text and (b) the analytic 1D model, corresponding to Nx = 2.

VI. EXTENDED MAGNETIC TEXTURE

To represent a Josephson junction mediated by a finite-size magnetic texture we couple the superconducting
leads, Eq. (1) in the main text, to a central region described by

HC = −
∑

σ=↑,↓

(t0
∑
⟨x,x′⟩

c†i′j′,σcij,σ +
∑
i,j

µijc
†
ij,σcij,σ) +

∑
i,j
αβ

c†ij,α (mj · σ)α,β c
†
ij,β , (S 30)

where the index i runs from 1 to NW , the number of barrier sites in the transport direction. Note that we now
model the magnetic texture as a local magnetization with constant magnitude, |mj | = m, as

mj = m [sin (2πja/ξm), 0, cos (2πja/ξm)] . (S 31)

The Hamiltonian of the coupled system is

H =

HL VLC 0

V †
LC HC V †

RC
0 VRC HR

 , (S 32)

where

VXC = − t0
2

∑
j,σ

ĉ†x,j,σ ĉx+1,j,σ + h.c. , (S 33)

with x = Nx/2, the width of the left superconductor region, when X = L in VLC , and x = Nx/2 + NW + 1
when X = R in VRC .
In Fig. S 7 we show the topological phase diagram as a function of m and ξm for different widths of the

central region, NW = 1, . . . , 4. As the barrier width is increased, the topological gap is reduced due to the lower
transmission. However, the minimum tm to achieve the topological phase is also minimised, approaching the
same value ∆0 as the one predicted for the bulk minimal model.

VII. CURRENT-PHASE RELATION

Finally, we describe here the calculation of the Josephson current for a phase-biased junction shown in Fig. 3
of the main text.
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FIG. S 7. Topological phase diagram of a long Josephson junction including NW central magnetic-textured sites between
superconductors. The rest of parameters are ∆0/t = 0.2, t0/t = 1 and µ = −3.85t.

From diagonalization of the full Hamiltonian, Eqs. (1) and (2) in the main text, we obtain a set of eigenvalues
Ei(ϕ). The corresponding free energy at a temperature T can be computed as

F = −T log(Z) = −8kBT
∑
i

log

[
cosh

(
Ei

2kBT

)]
, (S 34)

where Z =
∑

i e
−Ei/kBT is the partition function of the system and kB the Boltzmann constant.

We define the Josephson current [106] as the derivative with respect to the superconducting phase difference
ϕ, namely,

I(ϕ) = 2e
dF

dϕ
= −8e

∑
i

tanh

(
Ei

2kBT

)
dEi

dϕ
. (S 35)

In the limit of zero temperature the supercurrent simply reduces to

I(ϕ) = −8e
∑
Ei<0

∂Ei

∂ϕ
. (S 36)
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