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The relation between band topology and Majorana zero energy modes (MZMs) in topological
superconductors had been well studied in the past decades. However, the relation between the
quantum metric and MZMs has yet to be understood. In this work, we first introduce a three band
Lieb-like lattice model with an isolated flat band and tunable quantum metric. By introducing
nearest neighbor equal spin pairing, we obtain the Lieb-Kitaev model which supports MZMs. When
the Fermi energy is set within the flat band, the MZMs are supposed to be well-localized at the
ends of the 1D superconductor due to the flatness of the band. On the contrary, we show both
numerically and analytically that the localization length of the MZMs is controlled by a length scale
defined by the quantum metric of the flat band, which we call the quantum metric length (QML).
The QML can be several orders of magnitude longer than the conventional BCS superconducting
coherence length. When the QML is comparable to the length of the superconductor, the two MZMs
from the two ends of the superconductor can hybridize. When two metallic leads are coupled to the
two MZMs, crossed Andreev reflection probability can nearly reach the maximal theoretical value.
This work unveils how the quantum metric can greatly influence the properties of MZMs through
the QML and the results can be generalized to other topological bound states.

Introduction.— Majorana zero energy modes (MZMs)
are non-Abelian excitations in topological superconduc-
tors [1–21], which have potential applications in fault-
tolerant quantum computation [22–24]. Due to the non-
Abelian nature of MZMs and their ability to store quan-
tum information which are immune to local perturba-
tions, the study of MZMs has been one of the most impor-
tant topics in condensed matter physics in the past few
decades [25–28]. As first pointed out by Read and Green
[1], two-dimensional p + ip superconductors which are
characterized by nontrivial Chern numbers support chiral
Majorana edge modes. The Chern number is defined as
the sum of the Berry curvature of occupied quasiparticle
states of the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian.
Using a single band model with spinless p-wave pair-
ing (Fig. 1(a)), Kitaev pointed out that one-dimensional
topological superconductors support MZMs which are lo-
calized at the two ends of the superconducting wires [2].

After the above seminal works [1, 2], a large number
of studies had contributed to the experimental realiza-
tion and detection of MZMs [29–38]. However, previ-
ous works were mostly focused on the topological as-
pects of MZMs, which are essentially connected to the
Berry curvatures of the quasiparticle states. Interest-
ingly, the Berry curvature is only one of the two aspects
of the so-called quantum geometry of the quantum states
[39–41]. Given a Bloch state labeled by crystal momen-
tum k, we can construct the quantum geometry tensor
G(k) = G(k) − iF(k)/2 [41]. Here, the real part G is
the quantum metric of the Bloch states and the imagi-
nary part F is the Berry curvature . The study of quan-
tum metric effects has attracted much attention in recent
years [42–61]. While the effect of Berry curvature on the
topological superconductors had been intensively studied
in the past decades, the relation between the quantum
metric and the properties of the topological bound states

has yet to be understood. This work is devoted to un-
derstanding the connection between the quantum metric
and the properties of the MZMs.
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FIG. 1. (a) and (c): Schematic illustrations of the real space
single band Kitaev model (a) and the three band Lieb-Kitaev
model (c). In (a), t denotes the nearest neighbor hopping
and ∆ is the nearest neighbor pairing. In (c): Each unit cell
contains three lattice sites A,B and C, respectively. J , t and
∆ are the nearest neighbor hopping, the next nearest neigh-
bor hopping, and the nearest neighbor pairing, respectively.
(b) and (d): Illustrations of the band structure of the Kitaev
model (b) and the Lieb-Kitaev model (d). (e) and (f): Il-
lustrations of the Majorana wavefunctions ψL and ψR of the
Kitaev model (e) and the Lieb-Kitaev model (f). The spread
of ψL/R is controlled by ξBCS ≈ at/∆ in the Kitaev model,
and by the QML ξQM in the Lieb-Kitaev model, respectively.

To study the quantum metric effects on MZMs, we
introduce the Lieb-Kitaev model which supports MZMs
and with tunable quantum metric. In the normal state,
the model is a spinless Lieb-like lattice which has three
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orbitals per unit cell (Fig. 1(c)) and this results in a
(nearly) flat band between two dispersive bands in the
energy spectrum (Fig. 2(a)). In this work, to demon-
strate the importance of quantum metric effects, we fo-
cus on the regime where the Fermi energy lies within
the flat band. Subsequently, we add nearest neighbor
intra-orbital pairings to the Lieb-like lattice to create a
p-wave superconductor which supports MZMs. The re-
sulting Bogoliubov quasiparticle bands are schematically
illustrated in Fig. 1(d). The Majorana wavefunctions are
illustrated in Fig. 1(f).

There are three important results in this work. First,
the quantum metric, which measures the quantum dis-
tance between two states [39, 41], can set a length scale
which we call the quantum metric length (QML) ξQM

as defined in Eq. (3) [60, 62]. The QML, defined as the
average of the quantum metric over the Brillouin zone,
governs the localization length as well as the quadratic
spread of the Majorana wavefunctions for superconduc-
tors with (nearly) flat bands. Importantly, the QML is
tunable and it can be several orders of magnitude longer
than the lattice length scale as illustrated in Fig. 2(b).
Second, in flat band topological superconductors with
long QML, the two MZMs from the two ends of the topo-
logical superconductor can hybridize with each other over
a long distance even though the conventional BCS super-
conducting coherence length ξBCS of the flat band super-
conductor is short. Here, ξBCS ≈ at/∆ where 2t is the
bandwidth, ∆ is the pairing amplitude of the flat band
and a is the lattice constant. Third, the hybridization of
MZMs can result in long range nonlocal transport pro-
cesses such as crossed Andreev reflections (CARs) when
two metallic leads are connected to the two MZMs sep-
arately [7, 12, 63]. Remarkably, the CAR amplitudes
can be comparable to the maximal theoretical value even
when the separation of leads is several orders of magni-
tude longer than the ξBCS of the flat band.

Lieb-Kitaev model.— In this section, we introduce the
Lieb-Kitaev model for the realization of topological su-
perconductors with tunable quantum metric. In the nor-
mal state of the Lieb-like lattice, the on-site energies of
the (A,B,C) orbitals are (−V, 0, V ) respectively, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 1(c). The nearest neighbor hopping
amplitude is J . Additionally, a much smaller intra-
orbital hopping t is introduced (black dashed lines in
Fig. 1(c)). Accordingly, the Hamiltonian in the Bloch

basis ĉ(k) = (ĉA(k), ĉB(k), ĉC(k))
T
is written as

h(k) = (−2t cos (ka)− µ)I3 +

−V ak 0
a∗k 0 a∗k
0 ak V

 . (1)

Here, µ is the chemical potential, ak = −J(1 + eika)
where a is the lattice constant, and I3 is the identity ma-
trix. Fig. 2(a) depicts the band structure of the model
as defined in Eq. (1). We focus on the (nearly) flat band

with dispersion ϵ0 = −2t cos (ka) − µ, where 2t is the
bandwidth of the flat band. When t = 0, the band is
exactly flat (blue line in Fig 2(a)). The flat band is
separated from two dispersive bands by an energy gap
Eg = |V |. The eigenstates of the flat band are

u0(k) = (ak, V,−ak)T /
√
4J2(1 + cos (ka)) + V 2, (2)

which is essential for computing the quantum metric
as well as constructing the Majorana wavefunctions as
shown below.
The quantum metric of a state with momen-

tum k of the flat band is defined as G(k) =
⟨∂ku0(k)| [I− |u0(k)⟩ ⟨u0(k)|] |∂ku0(k)⟩ which has the di-
mension of length-squared. The QML ξQM is defined as
the Brillouin zone averaged quantum metric:

ξQM ≡
∫ 2π/a

0

G(k)dk
2π

V
J →0
−→

√
2

4

J

V
a. (3)

The length scale ξQM is particularly important for ex-
actly flat bands with t = 0 and vanishing Fermi velocity.
In this case, the conventional length scales such as the
Fermi wavelength is not well-defined and the BCS co-
herence length ξBCS ≈ at/∆ is zero for flat bands. As
we show below, the QML ξQM is still a dominant length
scale which governs the spread of the Majorana wavefunc-
tions in topological superconductors when ξQM is longer
than ξBCS. Moreover, for the Lieb-like lattice, the ξQM

is tunable by changing V/J . Fig. 2(b) shows that ξQM

is divergent when V/J approaches 0. With the tunable
QML, the Lieb-like lattice is an ideal model for studying
the interplay between the topology and quantum metric.
To realize MZMs, we introduce intra-orbital pairing

with amplitude ∆ between sites from adjacent unit cells,
indicated by the red dashed line in Fig. 1(c). The result-
ing BdG Hamiltonian of the Lieb-Kitaev model is

HBdG =
∑
k

Ψ̂†(k)

(
h(k) −i2∆ sin (ka)I3

i2∆ sin (ka)I3 −h∗(−k)

)
Ψ̂(k),

(4)
where Ψ̂(k) = (ĉ(k), ĉ†(−k))T. Fig. 2(c) shows the en-
ergy levels of a finite size system with open boundary
conditions within the energy window E ∈ [−t, t]. We ob-
serve that zero energy modes exist when the chemical po-
tential lies in the region |µ| < 2t. The topological phase
is characterized by the Z2 number Q = sign(Pf[iH̃(k =
0)]Pf[iH̃(k = π

a )] [2, 64]. As shown in the Supplemental
Material [65], in cases of |µ| < 2t, we have Q = −1, which
corresponds to the topologically nontrivial regime.
Fig. 2(d) depicts the Majorana wavefunctions of the

models with two different values of V/J and ∆ = 0.6t
such that the band is extremely flat. With a larger quan-
tum metric (smaller V/J), the Majorana wavefunctions
can penetrate deeper into the bulk of the flat band su-
perconductor. The localization length of the Majorana
wavefunctions is indeed much longer than t/∆ which is
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FIG. 2. (a) The normal state energy spectrum with t = 0 (blue line) and t = 0.1J (orange line), respectively. J = 1 and
V = 0.2J are assumed in Eq. (1). (b) QML as a function of V/J . (c) Energy levels of a lattice model of HBDG as a function
of µ/2t with open boundary conditions. The parameters are µ = 0, t = 3 × 10−4J , ∆ = 0.6t and V = 0.2J . The zero energy
modes appear in the topological regime |µ| < 2t. (d) The wavefunction amplitudes of MZMs with different V/J . The length of
the superconductor L = 100a. The parameters are the same as in (c) except V/J . (e) ln |ψ(x)| is plotted for |ψ(x)| in (d) with
V/J = 0.2. The short distance localization length is controlled by ξBCS (dotted purple line) and the long distance localization
length (dotted black line) is controlled by 4ξQM. The numerical results are in perfect agreement with Eq. (7).

different from the single band Kitaev model. The asym-
metry of the Majorana wavefunctions from the two ends
of the superconductor originates from the inversion sym-
metry breaking of the underlying lattice. To quantify the
spread of the Majorana wavefunctions, we plot ln |ψ(x)|
versus position x in Fig. 2(e). Here, ψ(x) is the wavefunc-
tion of the fermionic mode which includes the Majorana
wavefunctions from the left and the right boundaries. For
the Majorana modes of the left boundary, for example,
there are two different decay modes in short and long dis-
tances as shown in Fig. 2(e). At a relative short distance
away from the left boundary, the Majorana wavefunc-
tion decays as e−x/ξBCS (purple dashed line in Fig. 2(e)),

where ξBCS = −2a/ ln
(

t−∆
t+∆

)
[66]. For t ≫ ∆, we have

ξBCS ≈ at/∆ and we call this length the BCS coherence
length. However, at larger x, a different decay behav-
ior takes over and the wavefunction decays as e−x/4ξQM

(black dashed line in Fig. 2(e)), where ξQM is the QML
defined in Eq. (3). In the next section, we will show an-
alytically how the QML emerges in the Majorana wave-
functions.

Wavefunctions, localization length and quadratic
spread of MZMs.— To begin with, we consider the multi-
band Hamiltonian H = H0 + H1, where H0 is the lat-
tice representation of Eq. (4) with N sites and a peri-
odic boundary condition. The perturbation H1 removes
the hopping and pairing between the first site 1 and
the last site N of H0 and the addition of H1 results
in a Hamiltonian with an open boundary condition [67].
For V ≫ t ≃ ∆ and |µ| < 2t, the two isolated quasi-
particle bands labeled by n = ± respectively are close to
the Fermi energy and far away from other bands. The
eigenstates of the n = ± bands are denoted by gn(k)
where HBdG(k)gn(k) = εn(k)gn(k). The eigenstate ψ(x)
which contains the two Majorana wavefunctions can be

expressed in a self-consistent way as:

ψ(x) = −Gp(x,Na;E)U01ψ(a)−Gp(x, a;E)U†
01ψ(Na),

(5)
where

Gp(xj , xj′ ;E) =
1

N

∑
n=±

∑
k

gn(k)g
†
n(k)

E − εn(k)
eik(xj−xj′ ) (6)

is defined by the projected Green function where j/j′ is
the site index and E = 0 for the MZMs. The operator U01

defines H1. The details of the calculations for the Ma-
jorana wavefunctions are presented in the Supplemental
Material [65].
Away from the left boundary (the first site) and by

setting µ = 0 for simplicity, the Majorana wavefunction
can be written as

ψL(xj) = AQM
L e

− (j−1)a
4ξQM +ABCS

L e
− (j−1)a

ξBCS . (7)

Here, AQM
L andABCS

L are the amplitudes of two parts of
the wavefunction with different localization lengths 4ξQM

and ξBCS respectively. The localization lengths are deter-
mined by the poles of gn(k)g

†
n(k)/εn(k) in the complex

plane. Physically, ξBCS = −2a/ ln
(

t−∆
t+∆

)
originates from

the dispersion of quasi-particle bands ε±(k). This decay
length is the same as the one in the single band Kitaev
model with bandwidth 2t and pairing potential ∆ [66].
Importantly, an extra pole of the Bloch wavefunctions
gives rise to a decay length of 4ξQM for the AQM

L compo-
nent of the wavefunction. When 4ξQM ≫ ξBCS, the QML
ξQM dominates the long range behavior of the Majorana
wavefunction. The ABCS

L component has different ampli-
tudes for the even or odd lattice sites, which explains the
oscillation of MZMs’ wavefunction. A similar expression
for the wavefunction localized near the right boundary
(the Nth-site) ψR(xj) is shown the Supplemental Mate-
rial [65]. To compare the analytical results with the nu-
merical results, the long distance localization length of
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MZMs ξ is extracted numerically (orange squared line)
and it matches the analytical values of 4ξQM (blue stared
line) perfectly, as shown in Fig. 3(a).
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FIG. 3. (a) A comparison between the localization length of a
MZM extracted numerically ξ, and 4ξQM. (b) The quadratic
spread QS of MZMs as a function of QML ξQM. The results
are in agreement with Eq. (8). The parameters of the lattice
model for both figures are µ = 0, t = 5× 10−4J , ∆ = 4.95×
10−4J and V/J ∈ [0.01, 0.1].

Besides the localization length, the spread of a wave-
function can also be characterized by the quadratic
spread which was used to measure the size of Wannier
states [68]. The quadratic spread of the Majorana wave-
functions can be evaluated as QS = QSL + QSR =∫
(x−xL)2|ψL(x)|2dx+

∫
(x−xR)2|ψR(x)|2dx, and xL(R)

is the position of the left (right) boundary. In the limit
of small V/J , t ≈ ∆ and µ = 0, to order O(V/J), we
have

QS =
a

2π

∫ 2π/a

0

G(k)dk = aξQM. (8)

The analytical results are also in agreement with the nu-
merical results as shown in Fig. 3(b). This is one of the
key result of this work as it connects the quantum met-
ric with the spread of the Majorana wavefunctions. The
details of the derivation for Eq. (8) are given in the Sup-
plemental Material [65].

Long range crossed Andreev reflection.— In this sec-
tion, we show that a long quantum metric length can
induce long range nonlocal transport when two leads are
coupled to the two MZMs separately. In particular, the
CAR probability can nearly reach the maximal theoret-
ical value even though the separation of the two leads is
several orders of magnitude longer than the conventional
localization length of the Majorana modes ξBCS in the
one band Kitaev model.

Considering a device shown in Fig. 4(a), two normal
metal leads are attached to two sides of the topologi-
cal superconductor. A CAR process happens when an
incoming electron from one lead is reflected as a hole
in the other lead, leading to the formation of a Cooper
pair in the grounded superconductor [7, 12, 63]. Due
to the quantum metric induced spread of the Majorana

modes as discussed above, the coupling between Majo-
rana modes can be significant in a long topological super-
conducting wire. We expect that the coupled Majorana
modes can mediate long range CARs as shown below.
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FIG. 4. (a) A schematic plot of a normal lead/topological
superconductor (TSC)/normal lead device. Two leads couple
to the two MZMs separately. In a CAR process, an electron
from the left lead is reflected as a hole in the other lead. (b)
The CAR probability versus bias voltage E = eV for the sin-
gle band Kitaev model (blue line) and the Lieb-Kitaev model
(yellow line). Parameters J = 1, t = 1 × 10−4J , ∆ = 0.8t,
µ = 0.2t and L = 100a. V/J = 0.01 is set for Lieb-Kitaev
model. The same µ, t and ∆ are set for the single band Ki-
taev model. (c) The CAR probability at zero bias E = 0
versus device length L = Na for the Kitaev model (blue
line) and the Lieb-Kitaev model with V/J = 0.005 (red line)
and V/J = 0.01 (yellow line), respectively. (d) The long dis-
tance behavior of the hybridization energy EM of the MZMs
and the CAR probability TCAR as a function of the length of
the superconductor can be written as EM ∝ e−Na/ξEM and
TCAR ∝ e−Na/ξTCAR . Here, we show that ξEM = 4ξQM and
ξTCAR = 2ξQM. The parameters in (c) and (d) are the same
as in (b) except L.

To be more specific, we perform recursive Green func-
tion calculations [69] to study the CAR probability TCAR

for both the single band Kitaev model and the Lieb-
Kitaev model. The blue line in Fig. 4(c) shows that
the CAR signal only survives in a short wire with a
few tens of lattice sites for the single band Kitaev model
(Fig. 1(a)). The TCAR diminishes quickly once the length
of the superconductor increases as the MZMs cannot cou-
ple to each other due to the short localization lengths of
the MZMs in the single band Kitaev model ξBCS.
In sharp contrast, as indicated by the red and yellow

lines in Fig. 4(b)-(c), the CAR probability is significantly
enhanced in the Lieb-Kitaev model with large quantum
metric. The TCAR is most significant at low bias, as
shown in Fig. 4(b). When the energy of the incoming
electron is close to the energy of the fermionic mode
formed by the hybrization of the MZMs, a large CAR
probability, which is near the maximal theoretical value
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of 0.5, is possible [7] . Fig. 4(c) depicts TCAR versus the
length of the superconductor at zero bias (red and yel-
low lines). We find that TCAR can be large when the
separation of the leads is comparable to the QML even
when the QML is several orders of magnitude longer than
at/∆. It is striking that the CAR amplitude remains fi-
nite up to thousands of sites in cases of larger QML (red
line in Fig. 4(c)) when t/∆ ≈ 1.

A more careful analysis shows that at low voltage bias,
the CAR probability is closely related to the coupling
between the two MZMs. The strength of coupling be-
tween the MZMs is characterized by the hydridization
energy EM. As shown in Fig. 4(d), we found that the
hydridization energy is proportional to the length of the
topological superconductor such that EM ∝ e−Na/4ξQM .
Accordingly, the CAR probability can be expressed as
TCAR ∝ e−Na/2ξQM (yellow line in Fig. 4(d)).

Discussion.— In this work, we construct the Lieb-
Kitaev model to study the effect of quantum metric on
MZMs. It is shown that the localization length as well
as the quadratic spread of the Majorana wavefunctions
are controlled by the QML in a flat band topological su-
perconductor. Importantly, the Majorana wavefunctions
can spread far away from the boundaries when the QML
is long. The two MZMs can couple to each other when
the QML is comparable to the length of the flat band
topological superconductor. The coupling of MZMs can
induce long range CARs when two leads are coupled to
the two ends of the topological superconductors. It is
important to note that the Lieb-Kitaev model proposed
only involves the nearest neighbor hopping and pairing.
Therefore, quasi-one-dimensional moiré materials, which
can be described by Lieb-like lattice [70] in the normal
state, can possibly be used to realize the Lieb-Kitaev
model. Importantly, the QML is defined by the wave-
functions of the normal state. Therefore, the conclusions
of this work can be generalized to describe topological
bound states in other topological materials.
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