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In two-dimensional topological nodal superconductors, Majorana edge states have been conventionally be-
lieved to exhibit only spin-triplet pairing correlations. However, we reveal a substantial spin-singlet pairing
component in Majorana edge states of antiferromagnetic topological nodal-point superconductors. This unex-
pected phenomenon emerges from the interplay between antiferromagnetic order and symmetry, resulting in
Majorana edge states with a nearly flat band dispersion, deviating from the strictly flat band. Crucially, this
phenomenon is detectable through spin-selective Andreev reflection, where the zero-bias conductance peaks
are maximized when the spin of incident electrons is nearly antiparallel to that of Majorana edge excitations.
This discovery unveils a unique spin signature for Andreev reflection resonances, advancing our fundamental
understanding of spin-dependent mechanisms in topological superconductivity and representing a significant
step towards the experimental detection of Majorana fermions.

Introduction.—In recent years, topological superconduc-
tors have attracted significant attention as a canonical exam-
ple of topological phases of matter which host exotic Ma-
jorana quasiparticles. Majorana zero modes (MZMs), ex-
hibiting non-Abelian statistics, are predicted to exist in these
systems–either as end states in one-dimensional (1D) topo-
logical superconductors or as vortex bound states in two-
dimensional (2D) topological superconductors [1–4]. In ad-
dition to the fundamental physical interest, MZMs provide a
practical avenue for information processing in future fault-
tolerant quantum computers [5, 6] as well. Topological su-
perconductors also exhibit Majorana modes bound to their
1D or 2D boundaries, enforced by the bulk-boundary cor-
respondence. Moreover, beyond the gapped topological su-
perconductors, gapless nodal superconductors with nontriv-
ial topology are another class of topological phases accom-
modating Majorana boundary excitations which terminate at
the projection of bulk nodes [7]. Topological nodal supercon-
ductors have been proposed in various superconducting ma-
terials with the need for unconventional Cooper pairing [8–
11]. Meanwhile, artificial topological nodal superconductiv-
ity is predicted to be realized in hybrid systems with con-
ventional s-wave pairing symmetry [12, 13]. A recent focus
has centered on the realization of topological nodal supercon-
ductivity in hybrid systems by proximity-coupling antiferro-
magnetic (AFM) materials to s-wave superconductors [14–
16]. Notably, antiferromagnets, devoid of a net magnetic
moment, avoid significant exchange fields that could disrupt
Cooper pairs. Very recently, 2D topological nodal-point su-
perconductivity is experimentally reported in the AFM mag-
net/superconductor hybrid of Mn/Nb(110) by measuring low-
temperature tunneling spectroscopy [17].

Whether Majorana quasiparticles have been conclusively
detected is still an open and controversial question in exper-
imental investigations of topological superconductors. One

of the most prominent features pertained to MZMs proba-
bly is the zero-bias conductance peaks (ZBCPs), from experi-
ments of either scanning tunneling microscope measurements
or transport processes in tunneling junctions. Therefore, many
research works treat ZBCPs as the suggesting evidence for
the occurrence of MZMs [18–28]. But whether a feature as
ZBCPs adequately supports the existence of MZMs has not
yet gained its full certainty, because the appearance of ZBCPs,
can have other provenance, e.g., topologically trivial bound
states [29–37].

On the other hand, MZMs leave unique fingerprints in spin-
sensitive measurements [38–45], thus providing the means
to distinguish them from trivial zero-energy states. The ba-
sic standing ground is that MZMs have spin-triplet pairing
correlations [46, 47]. These pairing correlations can man-
ifest in transport behaviors when the quasiparticles partici-
pate in Andreev reflection processes. Remarkably, MZM-
induced spin-selective Andreev reflection was experimentally
evidenced in detecting vortex core states of topological super-
conductivity in the topological insulator/superconductor het-
erostructures [41]. In 2D topological nodal superconductors,
the Majorana edge modes with strictly flat bands are believed
to exhibit spin-triplet pairing correlations due to numerous
MZMs residing on the sample boundaries [48, 49]. There-
fore, the spin-selective Andreev reflection induced by MZMs
is also expected to appear in topological nodal superconduc-
tors. Considering that the topological nodal superconductiv-
ity with the AFM order is protected by the spatial-dependent
symmetry, the spectrum features of Majorana edge modes
would strongly depend on the edge geometry.

A natural question arises whether the interplay of AFM or-
der and symmetry in topological nodal superconductors leads
to exotic spin-resolved transport phenomena. In this Letter,
we address this issue and uncover a previously overlooked
scenario. We show that spin-singlet pairing correlations play
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a significant role due to Majorana edge modes manifesting in
nearly flat bands instead of strictly flat bands. Remarkably,
the ZBCPs in Andreev reflection are now strongest when the
spin polarization of incident electrons is antiparallel to that of
Majorana edge modes. This challenges the widely-held belief
that ZBCPs are most prominent when the spin polarizations
of incident electrons and Majorana edge modes are (nearly)
parallel. Our findings not only unveil a novel spin signature
in topological superconductivity, but also further enhance the
understanding of the spin-dependent mechanism of Majorana
fermions with further theoretical and experimental implica-
tions.

Model and Basic Behavior in Andreev Reflection.—The
topological nodal-point superconductivity coexisting with an-
tiferromagnetism in a 2D rectangular bisublatticed system [as
shown in Fig. 1(a)] is captured by the model [17, 50, 51]

H = H0 + HRSOC + HAFM + HSC, (1)

H0 =

t∑
⟨i j⟩

+t′
∑
⟨⟨i j⟩⟩

+t′′
∑
⟨⟨⟨i j⟩⟩⟩

 c†i · c j − µ
∑

i

c†i · ci,

HRSOC = itR
∑
⟨i j⟩,⟨⟨i j⟩⟩

c†i · (s × n̂i j)z · c j,

HAFM = J
∑

i

c†i · (e
ixi·Q+iπ/2s3) · ci,

HSC = ∆
∑

i

c†i↑c
†

i↓ + H.c.,

where the first term H0 contains the chemical potential µ and
hoppings up to the 3rd nearest neighbors; the second term
HRSOC is the Rashba spin-orbit coupling (RSOC) measured
by the parameter tR between sites from the 1st to the 2nd near-
est neighbors, where n̂i j is the unit directional vector for the
hopping from site j to site i; the third term HAFM depicts the
antiferromagnetism with sublattice resolution with the vector
Q as either one of the reciprocal lattice vectors; and the last
term HSC is the conventional s-wave superconducting (SC)
pairing with the amplitude ∆ contributed from the substrate.
c†i = (c†i↑, c

†

i↓) is the electron creation operator including spin
at site i, and s = (s1, s2, s3) is the spin Pauli matrices. The
bulk Hamiltonian Eq. (1) obviously respects the particle-hole
(charge conjugation) symmetryP, i.e.,PH(k)P−1 = −H(−k).
The AFM order explicitly breaks the time-reversal symmetry
Θ; however, a combined symmetry (or termed as an effective
time-reversal symmetry) S = ΘT1/2 is preserved, and here
T1/2 = eik·(a1+a2)/2 denotes the half-translation operator con-
necting nearest spin-up and spin-down magnetic atoms [see
Fig. 1(a)]. This effective time-reversal symmetry S is an-
tiunitary with S2 = −eik·(a1+a2) and depends on the crystal
structure. Moreover, by combining the particle-hole symme-
try P and effective time-reversal symmetry S, we can define
an AFM chiral symmetry as C = SP, which constrains the
bulk Hamiltonian Eq. (1) as CH(k)C−1 = −H(k).

Since the AFM chiral symmetry C possesses the crystalline
nature, the Majorana edge modes in the AFM topological
nodal superconductor are sensitive to edge geometries. When

FIG. 1. Scenario of existence of the Majorana edge modes and their
corresponding Andreev reflection behaviors. (a) Lattice structure of
an AFM monolayer system on top of a conventional superconducting
substrate, with lattice constants along the two orthogonal directions
|a2| =

√
2|a1| =

√
2, if we chose |a1| = 1; the red and blue balls show

the two sets of sublattices with opposite magnetic polarizations and
connected by purple sticks are the 1st nearest neighbors; the three
types of edges are labeled, respectively, by light blue, purple, and red
background bands. (b) The existence of Majorana edge modes for
each type of edge by the spectral function. (c) The ZZ edge mode
gives rise to the most conspicuous peak signal in the process of An-
dreev reflection of a single-terminal tunneling junction.

the system terminates with a ribbon geometry along an ap-
propriate crystallographic orientation, as shown in Fig. 1(a),
three kinds of edges, i.e., the ferromagnetic (FM), AFM, and
zigzag (ZZ) edges, can be formed. The FM and ZZ edges lo-
cally break C, which is in contrast to the AFM edge with the
C protection. To reveal topological and transport properties of
different edge geometries, we carried out the calculations of
local density of states and the Andreev reflection. The values
of all parameters in Eq. (1) are chosen to be the same as in
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Ref. [17], and the technical details are included in the Sup-
plemental Material (SM) [52]. The topological nodal-point
superconducting phase and its Majorana edge modes related
to different edges are reproduced as shown in Fig. S1 [52]
and Fig. 1(b), respectively. It is found that these three edges
host different Majorana edge modes in terms of degree of dis-
persiveness and the length spanned in the momentum space.
The edge modes on the AFM edge are exactly flat [see the
middle inset of Fig. 1(b)] and pinned to zero energy due to
the preserved C. However, the projections of bulk nodes on
the AFM edge are very close to each other due to the intrinsic
structural features, so these flat-band Majorana edge modes
only exist in a rather narrow wave vector window and do not
give a ZBCP, as shown in Fig. 1(c). In contrast, the breaking
of AFM chiral symmetry C leads to the emergence of disper-
sive Majorana edge modes appearing between the projections
of bulk nodes. Remarkably, even with the breaking of C, the
ZZ edge surprisingly hosts Majorana edge modes associated
with a nearly flat band and a sizable width of wave vector win-
dow, indicating that a balance between a high density of states
and finite group velocities can be achieved. When subjected
to a weak coupling to a lead providing incident electrons, the
nearly flat-band Majorana edge modes can develop an obvious
ZBCP [colored red in Fig. 1(c)].

Pairing Correlation and Spin Polarization of Majorana
Edge Modes.—As depicted above, the dispersion of Majorana
edge modes strongly depends on edge geometries in the AFM
topological nodal-point superconductor. Specifically, we no-
tice that the nearly flat-band Majorana edge modes on the
ZZ edge with breaking the AFM chiral symmetry C is actu-
ally dispersive, which corresponds to finite group velocities
though at small magnitudes. Previously related researches all
reported that the exactly flat-band Majorana edge modes are
dominated by spin-triplet pairing correlations [48, 49]. Con-
sidering that the exactly flat band hosts the entirely zero group
velocity but the nearly flat band exhibits a finite group veloc-
ity, it is expected that the Majorana edge modes associated
with the nearly flat band can give rise to exotic effects. To
further reveal this, we examine the pairing correlation of the
Majorana edge modes in the present system. In this work, the
spin (correlation and polarization) information is encoded in
the linear combination coefficients ds of spin Pauli matrices,
extracted from the electron-hole block of the Green’s func-
tion as Geh = (d0s0 + d · s)(is2) [53, 54] of a sheet system
with a finite width along a2 but a semi-infinite length along
a1. Then the scalar and vector coefficients d0 and d represent,
respectively, the amplitudes of spin-singlet and spin-triplet
pairing correlations. The calculated results are displayed in
Fig. 2. Panels (a)-(c) show the local magnitudes of both the
spin-singlet (|d0|) and triplet (|d|) components for three typ-
ical energies (E = 0 meV, 0.03 meV, and 0.05 meV). One
can see that among all the three cases, the spin-singlet com-
ponent |d0| takes finite values all over the central region, but
those near the edges are obviously larger than those in the
bulk. Meanwhile, the two (ZZ and FM) edges yield mostly
the same |d0| in magnitudes. On the other hand, the total spin-

FIG. 2. Spin information for the Majorana edge modes. Pairing
correlations of the ZZ and the FM Majorana edge modes: (a)-(c) Lo-
cal spin-singlet |d0| (left) and total spin-triplet |d| (right) correlations
for three typical energy values (E = 0, 0.03, and 0.05 meV) of the
central region; dramatic difference between them does not exist. (d)
Components of spin polarization for the pristine ZZ edge modes.

triplet component |d| shows a similar trend, except that now
the bulk barely contribute and the values on the ZZ edge is
much higher than those on the FM edge. More importantly,
though smaller, |d0| is always of the same order of magnitude
as |d|, which is in sharp contrast to the situation of its exactly
flat-band counterpart with the negligible spin-singlet pairing
amplitude (see Sec. SII of the SM [52]). Moreover, as the
energy increases, the spin-singlet pairing amplitude |d0| show
slight increase and simultaneously the spin-triplet pairing am-
plitude |d| decreases obviously. That is to say, the spin-singlet
component can show more prominent manifestations with the
increase of energy. Additionally, as shown in Fig. 2(d), the
left-upper branch of ZZ edge mode (indicated by the black ar-
row) bears a spin polarization of finite negative and positive
components, respectively, in the x- and z-direction; but a van-
ishing one for sy. Namely, around the zero energy this ZZ
edge mode has a spin polarization with an acute polar angle
and an azimuthal angle of the largest magnitude. Specifically,
when the self energy modification of a probe lead is included,
this ZZ edge mode would possess a spin polarization with the
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orientation (θs, ϕs) ≈ (π/3,±π) (see the details in Sec. SIII of
the SM [52]).

It is evident that the spin-singlet component of pairing cor-
relation remains largely unsuppressed for the nearly flat-band
Majorana edge modes on the ZZ edge. This contrasts signifi-
cantly with previously studied systems with exactly flat-band
Majorana edge modes, where the spin-singlet contribution is
negligible compared with the spin-triplet component [48, 49].
The key to understanding this discrepancy lies in the AFM
chiral symmetry of the system [17, 55]. While the 2D bulk
model respects this symmetry, it is spatially dependent, mean-
ing that introducing edges can disrupt it. The AFM chiral
symmetry is conserved by the AFM edges, but is broken by
the the ZZ edges. The same information is embodied in Ma-
jorana edges modes that those for the AFM edge are flat but
those for the latter become dispersive [Fig. 1(b)]. To verify
this issue, we also change the parameters in Eq. (1) to enlarge
the wave vector window of flat-band Majorana edge modes
on the AFM edge. As expected, the results show that the spin-
singlet pairing amplitude is also negligible (see Fig. S2 in the
SM [52]).

Manifestation in Spin-Selective Andreev Reflection.—In the
following, we show that the nearly flat-band Majorana edge
modes have unique Andreev reflection features when the in-
cident electrons are spin polarized, facilitating its experimen-
tal detection. To start with, we first let the electrons from a
FM probe lead inject onto the ZZ edge of a central rectangu-
lar region, because the Majorana edge modes on the ZZ edge
contribute to the most prominent ZBCP as shown in Fig. 1(c).
The polarization of the incident electrons are characterized by
the polar angle θJ and the azimuthal angle ϕJ , defined with
respect to the directions of (a1×a2) and a1, respectively. The
corresponding results are shown in Fig. 3(a). It is found that
for a completely out-of-plane polarized spin, i.e., θJ = 0 (col-
ored in red) or θJ = π (colored in black), the change of ϕJ

makes no difference. And they can serve as the eye-guiders.
Starting from the ϕJ = 0 case, one can see that the curve of
θJ = 2π/3 (colored in blue) is above the one of θJ = π (colored
in black) and the one of θJ = π/3 (colored in green) lies be-
low. The increase of the azimuthal angle pushes the blue and
the green curves close to the lowest red one. The difference is
that although both of them are decreasing overall, the height
of the blue peak largely maintains, but the green peak reduces.
More importantly, no matter how the azimuthal angle changes
(ϕJ ∈ [0, π/2]), the highest and widest ZBCP always comes
from some obtuse polar angles (θJ = 2π/3, π). Combining
all the above messages with the spin polarization displayed
in the previous section [see Fig. 2(d)], we find that when the
spin polarization of the injecting electron in the probe lead is
(approximately) opposite to that of the Majorana edge mode
in the central scattering region, the heights and widths of the
ZBCPs are maximized. Moreover, consistent behaviors from
a half-metal probe lead are shown in Fig. 3(b), where the in-
jection electrons are entirely spin polarized [56] (see Sec. SIII
of the SM for adding magnetism into the probe lead [52]).
Now although the maximal heights of the ZBCPs are slightly

smaller, the peaks are overall thinner in width, making them
display more visual prominence. To summarize, our findings
demonstrate that while the nearly flat-band Majorana edge
modes on the ZZ edge lead to a wide ZBCP, the coexistence
of spin-singlet and triplet components of the pairing correla-
tion results in a spin-dependent Andreev reflection that devi-
ates from that induced by the exactly flat-band Majorana edge
modes protected by the AFM chiral symmetry C.

(a) (b)

E (meV)

FM lead half-metal lead

ϕJ = π/6

ϕJ = 0

ϕJ = π/4

ϕJ = π/3

ϕJ = π/2

d
I/

d
V
 (

e2
/h

)

FIG. 3. Spin-dependent ZBCPs from the ZZ Majorana edge modes
for (a) FM and (b) Half-metal probe lead. (θJ , ϕJ) specify the orien-
tation of the spin polarization of the incident electron.

Summary and Discussion.—We investigated the spin char-
acteristics of Majorana edge modes in a topological nodal-
point superconductor with antiferromagnetism, where edge
geometry and symmetry breaking significantly influence the
spectrum features of Majorana edge modes. We discovered
that breaking the antiferromagnetic chiral symmetry leads to
non-negligible spin-singlet pairing correlations in nearly flat-
band Majorana edge modes. This challenges the previous as-
sumption that exactly flat-band Majorana edge modes in 2D
topological nodal superconductors are solely dominated by
spin-triplet pairing. Our finding hinges on the ability of nearly
flat-band Majorana edge modes to balance high density of
states with finite group velocities. Furthermore, we demon-
strated unique spin-selective Andreev reflection behaviors in
these Majorana edge modes.

Our results emphasize the importance of considering the
potential manifestation of spin-singlet pairing correlations in
transport processes like Andreev reflection, especially when
the dispersion of Majorana edge states connecting bulk node
projections deviates from strict flatness. This work contributes
to a deeper understanding of the spin-dependent mechanisms
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governing Majorana fermions.
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