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We study the energy levels and transport properties of an extended Kitaev chain with a phase
gradient. It is demonstrated that the hopping phase difference can effectively induce the generation
of Majorana bound states, which are located at the non-endpoint sites of the chain. The number
and positions of the non-endpoint Majorana bound states can be modulated by the hopping phase
difference and initial hopping phase, respectively. In addition, we propose a protocol to realize
topological braiding operation by exchanging the positions of two Majorana bound states in the
extended Kitaev ring. Furthermore, we also implement the braiding of any two of the multiple
Majorana bound states in the extended Kitaev double rings.

Introduction.— Majorana bound states (MBSs) are
zero-energy quasiparticles obeying non-Abelian statis-
tics [1–6], which means that exchanging two MBSs re-
sults in a transformation depending on the order of the
exchange. These properties make them as ideal candi-
dates for the realization of topological quantum compu-
tation [2, 7]. There have been many theoretical propos-
als suggesting that MBSs exist in the vortex core of p-
wave topological superconductors or at the ends of one-
dimensional topological superconductors [1, 4, 8–12]. De-
spite experiments show signatures expected for MBSs,
the various possibilities makes the interpretation chal-
lenging [13–17]. Therefore, detecting and braiding MBSs
still remains important and open challenge. In a rigorous
one-dimensional system, two MBSs cannot bypass each
other for braiding. Thus, some artificial two-dimensional
platforms have been proposed to avoid mixing MBSs,
such as introducing T/Y-junctions, quantum dots, and
so on [18–22]. All these schemes inevitably require the
aid of other chains or dots, as well as are difficult to ex-
tend to braiding multiple MBSs, since the positions of
the MBSs are in two endpoints of the one-dimensional
chains.

In this letter, we investigate the energy levels and
transport properties of an extended Kitaev chain with
a phase gradient. It is found that MBSs are bound at
non-endpoint sites of the extended Kitaev chain in the
presence of a hopping phase difference, and their num-
ber and positions can be adjusted by the hopping phase
difference and initial hopping phase. Furthermore, we
exchange the positions of MBSs to complete the quan-
tum braiding process in an extended Kitaev ring, which
is always topologically protected by an energy gap.

Model Hamiltonian.—We consider an extended Kitaev
chain, in which the hopping phases and p-wave supercon-
ducting phases are site-dependent and linearly increas-
ing, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The Hamiltonian of the ex-

tended Kitaev chain can be described as [1]:

HC =− µ

N∑
n=1

c†ncn − t

N−1∑
n=1

eiϕn(c†ncn+1 + h.c.)

+ ∆

N−1∑
n=1

eiθn(cncn+1 + h.c.), (1)

where c†n (cn) is fermionic creation (annihilation) opera-
tor at site n, and the total number of the site is chosen as
N . µ is the chemical potential, t is the nearest-neighbor
hopping strength amplitude, and ∆ is the p-wave pairing
amplitude. The phases of hopping and superconduct-
ing between site n and site n + 1 are ϕn = ϕ1 +

n−1
N−1δϕ

and θn = θ1 + n−1
N−1δθ, respectively. δϕ = ϕN−1 − ϕ1

(δθ = θN−1−θ1) is the phase difference between the first
and last hopping (superconducting) phases, and ϕ1 (θ1)
is the initial hopping (superconducting) phase.
Realization of the non-endpoint MBSs.—In Fig. 1(b),

we calculate the energy levels of the extended Kitaev
chain as a function of hopping phase difference δϕ. One
can see that the twofold degenerate zero-energy states
emerge at δϕ = 0.25π. The degeneracy of the zero-energy
states increases in pairs with the increase of the hopping
phase difference. Furthermore, we plot the energy lev-
els with δϕ = π in Fig. 1(c). It is shown that there
are two zero-energy in-gap states (red dots), the proba-
bility distribution of which is highlighted in the inset of
Fig. 1(c). One can see that the zero-energy in-gap states
are not located at the endpoint positions of the super-
conducting chain. It is worth noting that the zero-energy
in-gap states are the MBSs because they are composed
of electrons and holes each contributing half probabil-
ity. While for the hopping phase difference δϕ = 2π and
δϕ = 3π, the four and six degeneracy MBSs appear, the
wave function of which is distributed at non-endpoint
position among the extended Kitaev chain, see Fig. S1
in Supplemental Material [29]. Our results demonstrate
that non-endpoint MBSs can be induced in the extended
Kitaev chain with the hopping phase difference. In addi-
tion, the number of non-endpoint MBSs can be adjusted
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of an extended Kitaev chain with site-
dependent hopping and superconducting phase. The STM
tip can scan along whole the chain. The red curves represent
MBSs. (b) Band structure for the Kitaev chain as a function
of hopping phase difference δϕ. The zero-energy in-gap states
are denoted by the red lines. (c) Energy levels of Kitaev chain
with δϕ = π. The red dots represent the zero-energy MBSs
whose probability distributions are plotted in the inset. (d)
Andreev reflection coefficient TAR as a function of STM tip
connected sites n with δϕ = π (blue solid line), 2π (black
dashed line) and 3π (red dotted-dashed line). The energy of
the incident electron is E = 0, and the other parameters are
set to be µ = 1, t = 1, ∆ = 1, ϕ1 = 0.5π, θ1 = 0, δθ = 0, and
N = 200.

by the magnitude of the hopping phase difference.

It is well known that a MBS can lead to a perfect An-
dreev reflection (TAR = 1), a process of converting an
incoming electron into an outgoing hole [23–26]. Thus
the scanning tunneling microscope (STM) spectroscopic
mapping can be taken as the single Majorana detector.
To detect the location of the MBSs, we employ an STM
tip to scan each lattice site n of the extended Kitaev chain
[see Fig. 1(a)]. We employ the nonequilibrium Green’s
function method [27, 28] to calculate the Andreev reflec-
tion coefficient of the extended Kitaev chain connected by
the STM tip. The Andreev reflection coefficient can be
described as TAR(E) = Tr[ΓeeG

r
ehΓhhG

a
he], where e and

h represent electron and hole, respectively [27, 28]. The
linewidth functions is Γ(E) = i[Σr − Σa]. Σr is the self-
energy due to the coupling between the STM tip and the
Kitaev chain. Gr(E) = [Ga(E)]† = [E −HBdG − Σr]−1
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FIG. 2. (a)-(c) Energy levels of Kitaev ring with different
initial hopping phases ϕ1 = 0.5π for (a), ϕ1 = 0.7π for (b) and
ϕ1 = π for (c). The red dots represent the in-gap MBSs, the
probability distribution of the MBSs is plotted in the inset.
(d) Band structure for the Kitaev ring as a function of the
initial hopping phase ϕ1. Red lines indicate the Majorana
zero-energy bands, which always remain separate from the
other bands (black lines). The other parameters are set to be
µ = 1.4, t = 1, ∆ = 1, δϕ = π, θ1 = 0, δθ = π and N = 200.

are the retarded and advanced Green’s functions.
In Fig. 1(d), we plot the Andreev reflection coefficient

TAR as a function of connection site n of the extended
Kitaev chain with different hopping phase differences
δϕ = π, 2π and 3π. Figure 1(d) shows that the per-
fect Andreev reflection coefficient TAR = 1 occurs when
the STM tip scans the non-endpoint sites of the chain,
while no Andreev reflection with TAR = 0 occurs when
scanning with STM tip to the end sites of the chain. The
number and position of the perfect reflection coefficient
platform TAR = 1 are consistent with the number and
distribution position of zero-energy non-endpoint bound
states in the insets of Fig. 1(c) and Fig. S1 in Ref. [29].
The above results provide lateral evidence that the zero-
energy non-endpoint bound states are MBSs whose num-
bers can be modulated by the hopping phase difference.
Braiding of the non-endpoint MBSs.—Naturally, we

connect the first and last sites of the one-dimensional
chain with non-endpoint MBSs into a superconducting
ring, as shown in Fig. S2 in Ref. [29]. The Hamiltonian
for the extended Kitaev ring can be written by adding
two terms to Eq. (1):

HR = HC − teiϕN c†Nc1 +∆eiθN cNc1 + h.c., (2)

where the adding two terms represent the hopping and
the pairing interaction between the first and last sites
of the chain. The hopping (superconducting) phase be-
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tween site n and site n+1 is rewritten as ϕn = ϕ1+
n−1
N δϕ

(θn = θ1+
n−1
N δθ), in which the phase difference between

the first and last hopping (superconducting) phases is
denoted by δϕ = ϕN − ϕ1 (δθ = θN − θ1). The other
parameters are consistent with those in Eq. (1).

In Figs. 2(a)- 2(c), we calculate the energy levels of the
Kitaev ring with different initial hopping phases ϕ1. Fig-
ure 2(a) shows that two zero-energy in-gap MBSs (red
dots) are still present in the extended Kitaev ring for
ϕ1 = 0.5. Since MBSs are at the non-endpoints of the
extended Kitaev chain, they do not coupled and disap-
pear when the chain is linked head-to-end. The two
zero-energy eigenvalues of the system are denoted as
ε1,2, with the corresponding eigenstates |ϕε1,2⟩. Theo-
retically, the isolated Majorana fermions γ1 and γ2 can
be obtained by combinations of these eigenstates, i.e.,
|ϕγ1,2⟩ = (1/

√
2)(|ϕε1⟩ ± |ϕε2⟩). At ϕ1 = 0.5, γ1 and γ2

arise at the upper and lower positions of the Kitaev ring,
respectively [see the inset of Fig. 2(a)]. These two MBSs
can be considered as our initial state in the topological
braiding processing. By increasing the initial phase to
ϕ1 = 0.7, the two zero-energy in-gap MBSs remain [see
Fig. 2(b)], but the positions of γ1 (γ2) move to the upper
right (lower left) sites of the Kitaev ring, as shown in
the inset of Fig. 2(b). It indicates that the positions of
the MBSs can be adjusted by changing the initial hop-
ping phase. Until ϕ1 = π, two MBSs γ1 and γ2 arise at
the lower and upper positions of the Kitaev ring, respec-
tively. The spatial positions of γ1 and γ2 are mutually
swapped as displayed in the inset of Fig. 2(c). The braid-
ing operation can be represented by the unitary opera-
tor U(γ1, γ2) = exp(−π

4 γ1γ2). The MBSs can be trans-
formed as γ1 → γ2 and γ2 → −γ1 [8]. To implement
an entire topological braiding process, we continue to in-
crease the initial hopping phase until ϕ1 = 1.5π and show
the entire braiding process in Fig. S3 in the Supplemen-
tal Material [29]. In the Video 1 in Ref. [29], we show the
animation of the entire braiding process with the increase
of ϕ1 from 0.5π to 1.5π. In this entire braiding process,
the spatial positions of γ1 and γ2 can be swapped twice
and the system returns to its initial state. After the ex-
change process, both MBSs γ1 and γ2 accumulate a π
Berry phase and experience a sign flip, with γ1 → −γ1
and γ2 → −γ2. It is worth noting that the positions of γ1
and γ2 are exchanged without spatial collision. In order
to observe whether the two MBSs are excited through-
out the entire braiding process, we plot the energy levels
of the extended Kitaev ring as a function of the initial
hopping phase ϕ1 [see Fig. 2(d)]. One can see that the
zero-energy MBSs (red lines) remain stable throughout
the variation of ϕ1. The isolated zero-energy MBSs can
completely prevent mixing with other states (black lines)
by an energy gap. Thus, our results validate the stabil-
ity of the braiding process in the extended Kitaev ring.
Moreover, the two MBSs can also be exchanged counter-
clockwise by setting ϕ1 from 1.5π to 0.5π.
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FIG. 3. (a) Initial hopping phase ϕ1,2
1 (black lines) and hop-

ping phase difference δϕ1,2 (red lines) vs time τ in the Kitaev
double rings. The solid and dashed lines show the variation
of the parameters in rings R1 and R2, respectively. (b)-(e)
Energy levels of the Kitaev double rings with different time
τ = 0 for (b), τ = T/3 for (c), τ = 2T/3 for (d) and τ = T for
(e). The red dots represent the in-gap MBSs, the probability
distribution of the MBSs is plotted in the inset. (f) Band
structure for the Kitaev double rings as a function of time
τ . Red lines indicate the zero-energy MBSs, which always
remain separate from the other states (black lines). The pa-
rameters of the rings R1 and R2 are set to be µ1 = 1.4, θ11 = 0,
δθ1 = 1.5π, N1 = 200, µ2 = 0.6, θ21 = 1.5π, δθ2 = 0.5π, and
N2 = 200. The other parameters of the double rings are the
same as t = 1, t1 = 1 and ∆ = 1.

By using the above extended Kitaev ring, we can also
realize the braiding process of multiple MBSs. For exam-
ple, in order to obtain an efficient braiding process of four
MBSs, we set the phase differences δϕ = δθ = 2π. By
increasing the initial hopping phase ϕ1, the four MBSs
rotate in the ring. For ϕ1 ∈ [0, 2π], the spatial positions
of γ1 (γ4) and γ3 (γ2) are swapped twice and the system
returns to its initial state, see Figs. S4(a-e) in the Supple-
mental Materials [29]. The combination of the electron
tunneling and rotation can identify a novel braiding oper-
ator [30]. Furthermore, it is validated that the stabilized
braiding process of four MBSs was obtained by tuning
the initial hopping phase [see Fig. S4(f) in Ref. [29]].

To enable more elementary gate operations, we design
the Kitaev double rings composed of Kitaev rings R1
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and R2. The Hamiltonian of the extended Kitaev double
rings can be written as HD = HR1 +HR2 +Ht. HR1 and
HR2 are the Hamiltonian of the Kitaev rings R1 and R2,
which are described by Eq. (2). The coupling Hamilto-
nian Ht between the two Kitaev rings is given by

Ht = −t1c
†
n1
cn′

N2
− t1c

†
nN1

cn′
1
+ h.c., (3)

where c†nξ
and cn′

ξ′
are creation operator for ring R1 and

annihilation operator for ring R2, respectively. ξ = 1, N1

(ξ′ = 1, N2) are the two coupling sites for the Kitaev ring
R1 (R2). t1 is the coupling strength.

To implement topological braiding, we tune the time-
dependent intensities of initial hopping phase ϕ1,2

1 and
hopping phase difference δϕ1,2, as displayed in Fig. 3(a).
In Figs. 3(b)- 3(f), we calculate the energy levels of the
Kitaev double rings with different time τ . The braid-
ing protocol takes four steps in T time to spatially swap
two neighboring MBSs γ3 and γ4: (i) At τ = 0, we set
ϕ1
1 = 0.5π, ϕ2

1 = 0.7π, δϕ1 = 2π and δϕ2 = 0.5π. Fig-
ure 3(b) shows that four zero-energy in-gap MBSs (red
dots) are present in the extended Kitaev double rings.
γ1, γ2, γ3 and γ4 arise at four positions of the upper ring
R1 [see the inset of Fig. 3(b)]. These four MBSs can be
considered as our initial state in the topological braiding
processing. (ii) At τ = T/3, the initial hopping phase and
hopping phase difference change to ϕ1

1 = π, ϕ2
1 = 0.5π,

δϕ1 = 1.5π and δϕ2 = 0.7π. The four zero-energy MBSs
remain [see Fig. 2(c)], but the position of γ4 move to
ring R2. The remaining three MBSs γ1, γ2 and γ3 are
located in the lower left, upper, and lower right sites of
the ring R1, respectively [see the inset of Fig. 2(c)]. (iii)
For τ ∈ [T/3, 2T/3], we only increase ϕ1

1 of ring R1 from
π to 2π, and keep the rest of the parameters unchanged.
It can be seen that four MBSs remain at τ = 2T/3 as
shown in Fig. 3(d). The inset of Fig. 3(d) shows that
the position of γ4 remains unchanged in ring R2, while
the positions of γ1, γ2 and γ3 are turned counterclock-
wise in ring R1 to the upper, lower right, and lower left
sites, respectively. (iv) For τ ∈ [2T/3, T ], we leave the
initial hopping phase of ring R1 unchanged at ϕ1

1 = 2π
and change the remaining three parameters to ϕ2

1 = 0.7π,
δϕ1 = 2π and δϕ2 = 0.5π. One can see from Fig. 3(e)
that the four MBSs still emerge, as shown by red dots.
The inset of Fig. 3(e) shows that four MBSs γ1, γ2, γ3
and γ4 are bounded at the upper left, upper right, lower
left and lower right sites of the ring R1, respectively. The
spatial positions of γ3 and γ4 are mutually swapped, and
the spatial positions of γ1 and γ2 remain unchanged [see
the inset of Figs. 3(b) and 3(e)]. In Video 2 in the Sup-
plementary Material [29], we show the animation of the
braiding process when the time τ increases from 0 to T
as shown in Fig. 3(a).

In order to observe whether the four MBSs are ex-
cited throughout the entire braiding process, we plot the
energy levels of the extended Kitaev double rings as a

function of the time τ [see Fig. 3(f)]. One can see that
the zero-energy MBSs (red lines) remain stable through-
out the variation of τ . The isolated zero-energy MBSs
can completely prevent mixing with other states (black
lines) by an energy gap. Thus, our results validate the
stability of the braiding process in the extended Kitaev
double rings. Furthermore, any two adjacent MBSs of
the four MBSs can be swapped in the extended Kitaev
double rings. Thus, a variety of braiding schemes can be
designed in a multiple-ring system.

Finally, we present the possibility of an experimental
realization of the proposed setup. The phases in Eq. (1)
are determined by two initial phases ϕ1, θ1 and two phase
differences δϕ, δθ. The value of the initial superconduct-
ing phase θ1 does not affect the appearance and posi-
tions of non-endpoint MBSs. The gauge transformation
cn → cne

iθn/2 eliminates the phase from the supercon-
ducting terms, in exchange for adding the complex am-
plitude ei(θn−θn+1)/2 to the hopping term from the site
n to site n + 1 [31]. The superconducting phase gradi-
ent and the initial hopping phase can be converted into
each other. The superconducting phase difference δθ and
initial hopping phase ϕ1 can be tuned by persistent spin
current and magnetic flux [26, 32–34]. Experimentally,
a constant force can be introduced around the smaller
perimeter of the hopping torus to adiabatically realize
the gradient of ϕn, F ∝ ∂tϕn [35, 36]. It gives rise to a
quantized Hall current perpendicular to the introduced
force. Hence, phase gradient can be introduced experi-
mentally to realize phase settings. A lattice-dependent
gradient current induces the emergence and movement of
non-endpoints MBSs.

Conclusions.—In this work, we investigate the energy
levels and transport properties of an extended Kitaev
chain with a site-dependent linearly increasing hopping
phase and p-wave superconducting phase. It is demon-
strated that the controlled number of non-endpoint
MBSs can be induced in the chain with the hopping phase
difference. Furthermore, we propose a protocol to imple-
ment the pairwise exchange of MBSs in an extended Ki-
taev ring and the swap of any two MBSs of the multiple
MBSs in the extended Kitaev double rings. Importantly,
MBSs remain stable throughout the braiding process, as
evidenced by the fact that the MBSs can be completely
protected from mixing with other states by an energy
gap.
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