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We construct a protocol to adiabatically prepare the ground state of a widely discussed number-
conserving model Hamiltonian for ultracold atoms in optical lattices that supports Majorana edge
states. In particular, we introduce a symmetry breaking mass term that amounts to threading
a commensurate (artificial) magnetic flux through the plaquettes of the considered two-leg ladder
which opens a constant bulk gap. This enables the preparation of the topological Majorana phase
from a trivial Mott insulator state with optimal asymptotic scaling of the ramp time in system size,
which is linear owing to the critical nature of the target state. Using constructive bosonization
techniques that account for both finite size effects and global fermion number conservation, we are
able to fully explain with theory the somewhat counterintuitive necessity of the aforementioned
commensurate flux for a controlled bulk gap. Our analytical predictions are corroborated and
quantified by unbiased numerical matrix product state (MPS) simulations. Directly building up on
previous experimental work, the crucial flux-term of the proposed protocol is feasible with state-of-
the-art experimental techniques in atomic quantum simulators.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum simulators, e.g., based on ultracold atoms in
optical lattices [1–5], offer an impressive flexibility in en-
gineering many-body Hamiltonians, now rendering the
preparation of low-entropy states of complex quantum
matter a key remaining challenge in the field . In this con-
text, topological states inevitably separated from a trivial
product state by a topological quantum phase transition
are of primary interest [6–9]. A conceptually simple ex-
ample of this type is provided by topological supercon-
ductors hosting Majorana bound states [10–17]. These
exotic quasiparticles have been widely discussed for topo-
logical quantum computing architectures [18–24] and re-
lated settings [25–31] due to their non-Abelian braiding
statistics [32–35].

The paradigmatic example of a Majorana phase is
known as the Kitaev chain [36–40], a one-dimensional
(1D) (proximity induced [41–47]) superconductor with
global fermion parity conservation guaranteed by the
bulk superconducting gap, and a single zero-energy Ma-
jorana bound state at each end. Remarkably, a variant of
the Kitaev chain with global particle number conserva-
tion has been taylored for the toolbox of ultracold atoms
in optical lattices [48–58]. There, a 1D two-leg ladder
(or double wire) system (see Fig. 1), in which inter-
chain pair hopping provides the counterpart of proximity
induced Cooper pair tunneling, has been shown to also
stabilize a single Majorana end state. However, the ab-
sence of the bulk superconductor has two important con-
sequences. First, the resulting Majorana phase is symme-
try protected by a sub-wire fermion parity Pa = (−1)Na

with the particle number Na in wire a [56–58]. Since
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FIG. 1. Illustration of the protocol in Eq. (4). (a) Starting
from a Mott state stabilized at filling ν = 1/3 by a staggered
chemical potential µ, in (b) the pair hopping term W may be
adiabatically switched on thanks to an additional interchain
hopping r that threads a commensurate flux ϕ = ν through
each plaquette. Importantly, this flux-hopping breaks the Z2

wire-parity symmetry Pa = (−1)Na and induces a bulk gap
in combination with either of both µ and W . (c) Finally,
the target Hamiltonian hosting the atomic Majorana phase is
approached by turning off r. As the final state is critical, this
requires a specialized strategy to optimize preparation time
(see Sec. III B).

Pa may be broken by simple single particle inter-wire
tunneling, the atomic Majorana phase becomes a con-
ventional symmetry protected topological phase. Second,
the closed 1D nature of the double wire system limits the
counterpart of superconducting order to the emergence
of a power-law decaying pair-hopping induced gap [56–
61]. From a vantage point of state preparation, the first
point is good news while the second one represents an ex-
tra challenge. More specifically, symmetry protection can
be exploited by controlled intermediate symmetry break-
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ing and restoring during the protocol, while the smaller
gap of the target state requires an adiabatic time-scale
that grows with system size, even in the sophisticated
framework of critical state preparation [62–66]. Yet, the
simplest conceivable symmetry breaking term in the form
of a single-particle inter-chain hopping with real strength
r (cf. ϕ = 0 case below) has been found not to open a
bulk gap [55–57]. An efficient state preparation protocol
for the atomic Majorana phase from a trivial initial state
has so far remained elusive.

Here, by adding a Peierls phase that amounts to a
commensurate synthetic flux to the inter-chain hopping,
we identify a symmetry breaking mass term opening a
constant gap in system size. This allows us to extend
the notion of critical state preparation to a protocol for
preparing the number-conserving atomic Majorana phase
with an optimal scaling in system size (see Fig. 1 for
an illustration). Specifically, we provide clear evidence
that the target state can be prepared in a time that
asymptotically scales linear in system size, while a proto-
col using plain finite size effects would require quadratic
ramp times [67, 68]. Our in-depth theoretical analysis of
the crucial single-particle flux-hopping term is based on
analytical techniques in the framework of constructive
Bosonization [69–72] that take into account finite size
terms and resolve effects sensitive to the total fermion
parity. The resulting qualitative predictions are then cor-
roborated and quantified by numerical simulations using
MPS methods [73, 74].

We start by introducing the model Hamiltonian and
the considered perturbations in Sec. II, before we pro-
ceed to describe and investigate the ground state (GS)
preparation protocol in detail in Sec. III. Our bosoniza-
tion analysis is presented in Sec. IV, and a concluding
discussion in V.

II. MODEL

The starting point of our analysis is the model pro-
posed in Ref. [55], the ground state of which is the target
state of our present preparation protocol. It is given by
a free Hamiltonian H0 consisting of two quantum chains
with a nearest-neighbor hopping t and a pair hopping
term HW , which read

H0 = −t
∑

γ=a,b

L−1∑
j=1

[
(c†γ,jcγ,j+1 + c†γ,j+1cγ,j)

]
,

HW =W

L−1∑
j=1

[
c†a,jc

†
a,j+1cb,jcb,j+1 +H.c.

]
, (1)

where cγ,j annihilates a fermion at site j of wire γ = a,b.
An experimental implementation with ultracold atoms in
optical lattices is discussed in detail in the original pub-
lication [55]. Energy is measured in units of the hopping
amplitude such that t = 1. Unless stated otherwise, we
setW = −1.8, use open boundary conditions (OBC), and

work at a fixed (even) particle number Ntot = Na + Nb

such that the filling fraction is ν = 1
3 . For these pa-

rameters, a Majorana phase protected by the wire parity
Pa = (−1)Na emerges [55–58], see also Fig. 1c.
To facilitate the adiabatic transition between the Mott

state and the Majorana phase, we introduce two pertur-
bations in the form of an interchain tunneling Hϕ and a
staggered chemical potential Hµ, reading

Hϕ = r

L∑
j=1

[
e2πiϕjc†a,jcb,j + e−2πiϕjc†b,jca,j

]
, (2)

Hµ = µ
∑

γ=a,b

L∑
j=1

[nγ,3j−2 − nγ,3j ] , (3)

where all parameters are real. Hϕ threads an artificial
magnetic flux ϕ through each plaquette of the ladder
and breaks the protecting Z2 symmetry for any value of
ϕ. However, as we derive later on from the bosonization
picture (see Sec. IV), interchain backscattering (BS) is
necessary to drive the system away from the critical point
and induce a stable topologically trivial phase. This re-
quires a flux ϕ that is commensurate with the filling frac-
tion, hence we choose ϕ = ν = 1

3 in the following unless
stated otherwise. The role of the staggered chemical po-
tential Hµ will be to introduce a single particle gap at
filling ν = 1

3 and stabilize the Mott state (cf. Fig. 1a).
Both perturbation terms are well within reach of current
experimental techniques [1, 2, 5].

III. GROUND STATE PREPARATION

As the excitation gap above the target state scales as
∝ 1/L with system size [55–58], it resembles a critical
state. Hence, we find it useful to look to the theory of
theory of critical ground state preparation for guidance,
where experimental control over a “mass” term that gaps
out the critical target system is a crucial ingredient [62–
66]. For the present model, this role is assumed by the
flux-hopping with amplitude r. In Sec. (III A), we in-
troduce a protocol that exploits this term to optimize
GS preparation time by considering the total Hamilto-
nian H0(τ) +HW (τ) +Hϕ(τ) +Hµ(τ) as per Eqs. (1-3)
with parameters varying as a function of the dimension-
less parameter τ , and a second, simpler protocol that
never breaks the symmetry and requires a ramp along a
critical region in parameter space. To demonstrate the
expected advantage of the symmetry-breaking protocol
over the symmetry-respecting protocol, we conduct ma-
trix product state time evolution (MPSTE) simulations
in Sec. III B.

A. Symmetry breaking versus symmetric protocol

Using the indicator function 1I(τ) for the interval I
and the auxiliary functions f(τ) = 3τ2 − 2τ3, g(τ) =
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FIG. 2. (a) The upper panel shows the gaps ∆M = E1 − E0

and ∆B = E2−E0 as a function of τ . We present data for sys-
tem size L = 24 and L = 48 at filling ν = 1/3, corresponding
to Ntot = 16 and Ntot = 32 particles, both with OBC. The
interchain hopping phase is set to ϕ = 1/3 while the other
parameters follow the function Eq. (4), which is illustrated in
the lower panel. (b) Similar to (a), but with the parameters
determined by Eq. (5) as illustrated in the lower panel.

11τ2−7τ3, and h(τ) = 2τ2−τ3, the parameter functions
for the symmetry-breaking protocol can be written as

t1(τ) = t
[
f(τ)1(0,1](τ) + 1(1,3](τ)

]
,

W1(τ) =W
[
f(τ − 1)1(1,2](τ) + 1(2,3](τ)

]
,

r1(τ) = r
[
5f(τ)1(0,1](τ) + [1− g(τ − 1)]1(1,2](τ)

+ (3− τ)1(2,3](τ)
]
,

µ1(τ) = µ
[
1[0,1](τ) + [1− f(τ − 1)]1(1,2](τ)

]
, (4)

where t = 1, W = −1.8, r = 0.1 and µ = 1. The protocol
is divided into three stages corresponding to τ ∈ [0, 1],
τ ∈ (1, 2], and τ ∈ (2, 3]; an illustration of the parameter
evolution can be found in Fig. 2c. At τ = 0, only a
staggered chemical potential is present, which stabilizes
a Mott state at filling ν = 1/3 (cf. Fig. 1a). During the
first stage, the Mott state is deformed adiabatically into
a non-interacting double-leg flux ladder state, with the
staggered chemical potential µ always sustaining a large
gap. Stage two exchanges the chemical potential with
the pair-hopping W and ramps down the flux-hopping
amplitude to r = 0.1, ending in the target Hamiltonian
plus the residual flux hopping (cf. Fig. 1b). The final step
consists of turning the flux hopping off entirely, thereby
arriving at the target Hamiltonian hosting the Majorana
phase (cf. Fig. 1c).

Fig. 2a shows the evolution of the gaps ∆M = E1−E0

and ∆B = E2−E0 to the first and second excited state as
a function of τ for two system sizes L = 24 and L = 48
in an open geometry. The data is obtained from den-

sity matrix renormalization group (DMRG) simulations
[73, 74]. Here, ∆M and ∆B can be interpreted as the
gap to the Majorana mode and the excited bulk states,
respectively. In agreement with the theoretical expec-
tation, the Majorana gap ∆M of the target Hamiltonian
decays exponentially with system size, while the bulk gap
∆B closes ∝ 1/L [55–58]. This poses a challenge for the
third stage: while stage one and two can be completed
in a finite time regardless of system size due to the finite
gap, the criticality of the target state requires a special-
ized strategy to optimize preparation time, which will be
subject of the following section.
We contrast the protocol in Eq. (4) with a symmetry-

respecting path in parameter space designated by the
parameter functions

t2(τ) = t1(τ),

W2(τ) = 0.5W
[
h(τ − 1)1(1,2](τ) + (−1 + τ)1(1,2](τ)

]
,

r2(τ) = 0,

µ2(τ) = 0.5µ
[
21[0,1](τ) + [2− h(τ − 1)]1(1,2](τ)

+ (3− τ)1(2,3](τ)
]
. (5)

Again, we illustrate the parameter evolution in Fig. 2d
and provide DMRG data on the evolution of the energy
gaps in Fig. 2b. Similar to the first protocol Eq. (4),
stages one and two are gapped and thus completable in
finite time. The third stage not only ends in a critical
state, but requires ramping along a critical line in param-
eter space, which is a generic problem of any parameter
path that respects the protecting Z2 symmetry. As we
demonstrate in the following section, this will severely
increase the necessary preparation time.

We stress that due to the Z2 symmetry breaking, the
protocol Eq. (4) will prepare a superposition of the two
degenerate Pa eigenstates for OBC, while the symmetry-
respecting protocol Eq. (5) prepares the state that corre-
sponds to the parity of the initial Mott state. To prepare
a definite-parity eigenstate with the first protocol, one
can proceed with periodic boundary conditions (PBC)
first and then adiabatically cut the chain in one place
[75].

B. Critical state preparation

The time ttot to adiabatically prepare a critical state is
generally bounded from below by the inverse excitation
gap ∆−1

c above the target state [62, 63], which implies
a minimal asymptotic scaling with system size of ttot ∝
1/L for the model at hand. To achieve an optimal fidelity
for a given preparation time, we approach the critical
point by ramping down the flux hopping as

rp(t) = r0|1− t/ttot|p. (6)

At r0 = 0.1, this completes stage three of the protocol
Fig. 2a, with the power p controlling the transition rate
close to the critical point. Based on estimates deriving
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from the Kibble-Zurek mechanism [64, 66], this ramp can

be expected to be adiabatic if ttot ≫ Lzc+
1

pνc , where
L is the system size and zc, νc are the dynamical and
correlation length exponents characterizing the critical
point. The critical behavior of Eq. (10) stems from the
symmetric sector, which is simply a free Luttinger liquid
exhibiting a linear dispersion and thus zc = 1 and νc = 1,
suggesting a quadratic scaling of preparation time for
p = 1 and a linear scaling in the limit p→ ∞. However,
this limit is not directly viable while keeping the initial
value r0 fixed, since the rate |ṙp(t = 0)| = r0p/ttot is not
bounded. Nevertheless, virtually linear scaling may still
be achieved if we consider increasing the power p(L) as a
function of system size together with a linear scaling of
the total ramp time ttot(L) ∝ L such that p(L)/ttot(L) <
const is bounded by a constant while limL→∞ p(L) =

∞. Then, the bound ttot(L) ≫ Lzc+
1

p(L)νc ≈ L can be
satisfied while keeping the rate of change bounded.

To validate this hypothesis, we consider the Hamilto-
nian H1(t) at fixed parameters t = 1, W = −1.8, µ = 0,
ϕ = 1/3, and the only time-dependence r(t) = rp(t) given
by Eq. (6) with r0 = 0.1, such that H1(0) is precisely the
Hamiltonian at the beginning of stage three and H1(ttot)
is the target Hamiltonian. We time-evolve the initial
ground state |ψprep(t = 0)⟩ of H1(t = 0) under H1(t)
using MPSTE and measure the overlap of the prepared
state with the two degenerate GS |GS1,2⟩ of H1(ttot)
as F = | ⟨GS1|ψprep(ttot)⟩ |2 + | ⟨GS2|ψprep(ttot)⟩ |2. The
MPSTE results for four system sizes ranging from L = 24
to L = 96 are depicted in Fig. 3a over a time axis linearly
rescaled with system size for power p = 1, corresponding
to a linear ramp, and a higher power p(L) that we opti-
mized to find the best possible fidelity. While the fidelity
lines for the optimized power law do not collapse exactly
at large ttot, the general result is compatible with our hy-
pothesis: increasing the power p sublinearly with system
size allows us to prepare a ground state with high fidelity
in a time that roughly scales linearly with system size.

We perform similar simulations for the third stage
of Eq. (5) by considering the Hamiltonian H2(t) with
fixed parameters t = 1, r = 0, and the time-dependence
W (t) =W2(2+t/ttot), µ(t) = µ2(2+t/ttot) (cf. Eq. (5)).
This is simply a linear ramp towards the critical tar-
get state, similar to Eq. (6) with p = 1. Contrary to
the symmetry-breaking protocol, this approach follows a
critical line in parameter space, hence there is nothing
to gain by a larger power as the finite-size gap persists
along a finite interval in time. The adiabatic theorem
implies a scaling of preparation time as ttot ∝ ∆−2

c ∝ L2

[67, 68], suggesting that this approach severely underper-
forms the symmetry-breaking protocol. These expecta-
tions are confirmed by the MPSTE results we present in
Fig. 3b for system sizes L = 24, L = 48, and L = 72.
For L = 24, the time to reach 99.9% fidelity is roughly
twice as much as for the symmetry-breaking protocol,
but for larger system sizes this worsens rapidly. We also
note that while the p = 1 case presented in Fig. 3a still
greatly outperforms the protocol in Fig. 3b on a quan-

titative level, the shape of the curves is very similar in
consistency with the expected quadratic scaling of prepa-
ration time in both cases.
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FIG. 3. Ground state fidelity F after completing stage three of
the protocol for different system sizes at filling ν = 1/3. The
horizontal axis indicates the total preparation time ttot and
is rescaled proportional to system size by a factor of 12/(5L).
(a) Result for stage three of the symmetry-breaking protocol
Eq. (4) with r(t) following Eq. (6) for different powers p. Sys-
tem sizes are L = 24, 48, 72, 96. (b) Result for stage three
of the symmetry-preserving protocol Eq. (5), here with the
parameters simply following a linear ramp over a time ttot.
System sizes are L = 24, 48, 72.

For completeness, we note that there exist proposals to
achieve a linear scaling of critical state preparation time
by a spatially inhomogeneous ramp of the “mass” term,
where the critical region spreads through the system as
a front that propagates at a well-chosen speed [64, 65].
We implement such a protocol numerically and provide
MPSTE data in Appendix B, demonstrating that this
approach is clearly outperformed by the power law opti-
mization strategy we presented above. Furthermore, for
an experimental implementation the precise manipula-
tion of the transverse hopping amplitude in space would
rise as another significant challenge.

IV. BOSONIZATION

We now investigate the flux-induced GS splitting in
a bosonization framework taylored to OBC [69]. To this
end, we interpret the lattice model as the discretization of
a continuous theory defined on the interval [0, L̃], where

L̃ = (L+ 1)a0 with the lattice constant a0. The contin-

uum fields obey OBC ψγ(0) = ψγ(L̃) = 0 and the lattice
operators are taken to be field operators evaluated at
discrete positions cγ,j =

√
a0ψγ(ja0) [72]. The field op-

erators can be decomposed into a left- and right-moving
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part as

ψγ(x) = eikFxψγ,R(x) + e−ikFxψγ,L(x), (7)

where kF denotes the Fermi vector. Due to OBC, the
left-movers are related to the right movers by ψγ,L(x) =
−ψγ,R(−x), with the field ψγ,R(x) being defined on the

interval [−L̃, L̃] with PBC [69]. It is thus sufficient to em-
ploy a regular bosonization identity for the right movers
alone. In doing so, we follow a constructive bosonization
approach [58, 70, 71] that yields the identity

ψa,R(x) =
1√
2πα

eik̂aei
π
L̃
∆Naxei[θa(x)+ϕa(x)],

ψb,R(x) =
(−1)Na

√
2πα

eik̂bei
π
L̃
∆Nbxei[θb(x)+ϕb(x)]. (8)

In the above equation, α plays the role of a regulariza-
tion parameter, ∆Nγ = Nγ − L̃kF/π counts the number
of γ = a,b particles relative to the Fermi surface, and the

Hermitian operator k̂γ is conjugate to the particle num-

ber in the sense that [Nγ , e
±ik̂γ′ ] = ∓e±ik̂γ δγ,γ′ . Thus,

the terms e±ik̂γ will decrease / increase the number of γ
particles by one and act as Klein factors together with
the parity (−1)Na . The fields θγ , ϕγ are the usual phase
fields constructed from the Fourier components of the
electron density.

Using this identity, we will proceed to bosonize Eq. (1)
and Eq. (2), which is in principle straightforward albeit
a bit tedious. Consequently, we only present the result-
ing bosonized theory here and compare its predictions to
DMRG results. A detailed derivation can be found in
Appendix A.

A. Bosonization of Majorana Hamiltonian

After performing a canonical transformation to anti-
symmetric/symmetric combinations of the fields

θ̂±(x) =
1√
2
[k̂a ± k̂b + θa(x)± θb(x)],

ϕ±(x) =
1√
2
[ϕa(x)± ϕb(x)], (9)

where the operators k̂γ are absorbed by the fields θ̂±, the
bosonization of Eq. (1) can be expressed as

H0 ∼ vF
2π

∑
s=±

∫ L̃

0

:
{
[∂xθ̂s(x)]

2 + [∂xϕs(x)]
2
}
: dx,

(10)

HW ∼ 4[cos(2kFa0)− 1]Wa0
(2πα)2

∫ L̃

0

cos(
√
8θ̂−)dx. (11)

The Fermi velocity vF = 2ta0 sin(kFa0) and the Fermi
vector kF = νπ

a0
depend on the filling fraction ν.

Since the + and − fields commute, the Hamiltonian
H0+HW decouples into a Sine-Gordon model and a free
gapless bosonic theory. The free theory in the symmetric
sector leads to a closing of the excitation gap ∝ 1/L̃. For
sufficiently large values of W , spontaneous breaking of
the wire parity symmetry Pa = (−1)Na occurs in the an-

tisymmetric sector, pinning the value of θ̂− to one of the
two minima of the cosine [56–58]. The location of these
minima depends on the sign of W , the two degenerate

GS are thus characterized by θ̂− ≈ ±π/
√
8 for W < 0

and θ̂− ≈ 0, π/
√
2 for W > 0. More accurately, one

should think of the two GS being distinguished by the

order parameter sin(
√
2θ̂−) for W < 0 and cos(

√
2θ̂−)

for W > 0.

The parity operator Pa anticommutes with eik̂a and

thus roughly speaking shifts k̂a by π, which corresponds

to a shift of θ̂− by π/
√
2. Therefore, Pa exchanges the the

two symmetry broken GS characterized by θ̂− ≈ θ1, θ2,
rendering their symmetric and anti-symmetric superpo-
sition parity eigenstates [57]:

|Pa = ±1⟩ = 1√
2

[
|θ̂− ≈ θ1⟩ ± |θ̂− ≈ θ2⟩

]
. (12)

These states correspond to the Majorana zero modes.
Note that the above analysis is valid for OBC, in the
case of PBC only one of the two parity eigenstates is
compatible with the boundary conditions on the fields

ϕ−, θ̂− [57].

B. Bosonization of flux tunneling

To investigate how and under which circumstances Hϕ

may split the GS degeneracy, we start by expressing it
through the chiral fermionic fields in the continuum limit

Hϕ ∼ r

∫ L̃

0

{
e2πiϕx/a0

[
ψ†
R,aψR,b + ψ†

L,aψL,b

+ e−2ikFxψ†
R,aψL,b + e2ikFxψ†

L,aψR,b

]
+H.c.

}
dx,

(13)

where we have suppressed the x-dependence of the fields
for brevity. All rapidly oscillating terms can be dropped
from the effective low-energy theory [72], therefore we are
left with interchain forward scattering (FS) for ϕ = 0 and
one of the two interchain BS terms in the second line for
ϕ = ±ν.
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1. Regular tunneling at ϕ = 0

The application of Eq. (8) yields for the case without
flux

Hϕ=0 ∼ r(−1)Na

2πα

∫ L̃

0

[
ei

π
L̃
(Nb−Na+1)xei

√
2[θ̂−(x)+ϕ−(x)]

+ e−i π
L̃
(Nb−Na+1)xei

√
2[θ̂−(x)−ϕ−(x)] −H.c.

]
dx.

(14)

We retain the finite-size terms ∝ 1
L̃

because they will

provide insight into the edge physics. As a consequence
of θ− being pinned to a fixed value, the field ϕ− is totally
disordered in the bulk of the GS. The GS expectation
value of the associated Hamiltonian density Hϕ=0(x) is
thus zero far away from the ends, therefore it cannot split
the degeneracy [56, 58]. Close to the ends however, OBC
enforce ϕ− = 0 [69] and we may write

Hϕ=0(x ≈ 0) = r
2i

πα
(−1)Na sin[

√
2θ̂−(x)],

Hϕ=0(x ≈ L̃) = −r 2i

πα
(−1)Nb sin[

√
2θ̂−(x)], (15)

where the finite size term generates a relative minus sign
between the contributions of the two ends if the total
particle number Ntot = Na +Nb is even. In conclusion,
single-particle tunneling near the ends can only split the
GS degeneracy for W < 0, but even then the contribu-
tions from both ends will cancel for even Ntot. We give
an argument that this cancellation happens on an ex-
act level based on inversion symmetry in Appendix A.
Finally, we stress that while Hϕ=0 may split the expo-
nential degeneracy between the ground states in some
cases, it cannot lift the finite size gap as it does not cou-
ple to the symmetric sector of the bosonized theory, cf.
Eq. (10).

The subtle effects of the total fermion parity and the
sign ofW predicted by our constructive bosonization ap-
proach can be readily observed in DMRG simulations as
we demonstrate in Fig. 4 for a system of L = 24 sites
with parameters W = −1.8, t = 1, µ = 0, and ϕ = 0.
Fig. 4a shows the gaps ∆M and ∆B as a function of the
interchain hopping amplitude r for even particle num-
ber Ntot = 16. Neither the degeneracy of the Majorana
modes nor the bulk gap are affected by moderate values
of r. This is contrasted by the data in Fig. 4b, where odd
total fermion parity at a similar filling fraction ν ≈ 1/3
is achieved by taking Ntot = 15 particles. Then, the GS
degeneracy is immediately split by interchain hopping,
but without lifting the finite-size gap to the bulk states.
As predicted by the bosonization analysis, we observe no
GS splitting for either odd or even total parity if W > 0
(not shown in Fig. 4).

(a) (b)

0 0.05 0.1
0

0.1

0.2
(a) Ntot = 16

r

E

∆M

∆B

0 0.05 0.1

(b) Ntot = 15

r

FIG. 4. The gaps ∆M = E1 − E0 and ∆B = E2 − E0 as a
function of r for a system size of L = 24 with OBC. Other
parameters are t = 1, W = −1.8, µ = 0, and ϕ = 0. (a) Result
for Ntot = 16 particles, corresponding to exactly ν = 1/3
and even total parity. (b) Result for Ntot = 15 particles,
corresponding to ν ≈ 1/3 and odd total parity.

2. Tunneling with commensurate flux at ϕ = ν

At commensurate flux ϕ = ν, Eq. (13) effectively re-
duces to interchain BS, which bosonizes to

Hϕ=ν ∼ −ir(−1)Na

πα

∫ L̃

0

{
cos

[√
2θ̂−(x)

]
× sin

[
π

L̃
(∆Ntot + 1− 2ν)x+

√
2ϕ+(x)

]
+ sin

[√
2θ̂−(x)

]
× cos

[
π

L̃
(∆Ntot + 1− 2ν)x+

√
2ϕ+(x)

]}
dx,

(16)

where ∆Ntot = Na + Nb − 2νL is the deviation from
filling fraction exactly ν of the underlying lattice model.
Depending on the sign of W , either the term in the first
or second line will distinguish the two symmetry-broken
GS, which is why a splitting of the degeneracy is expected
in either case. Furthermore, the finite-size terms will
generally not conspire to an integer multiple of π at x ≈
L̃, meaning that there will be no exact cancellation of
the contributions to GS splitting from the two ends in
contrast to the case ϕ = 0, even though the result is
still sensitive to the total fermion parity. To explain the
effect of Eq. (16) on the bulk properties of the system, the

finite-size terms can be neglected and the θ̂− term can be
replaced by a mean-field value due to the large gap in the
antisymmetric sector (see appendix A for more details).
Then, a Sine-Gordon theory remains in the symmetric
sector, which subsequently flows to a massive phase under
RG [72] and implies the formation of a finite gap in the
bulk.
Again, we compare the field-theoretical prediction with

DMRG data in Fig. 5 for a system of size L = 24 with
OBC and t = 1, W = −1.8, µ = 0, and ϕ = ν = 1/3.
Fig. 5a shows the gaps ∆M and ∆B as a function of
r for the even parity case Ntot = 16 and ∆Ntot = 0,
clearly indicating the splitting of the GS degeneracy and
the formation of a bulk gap. Comparing this to the
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(a) (b)

0 0.05 0.1
0

0.2

0.4 (a) Ntot = 16

r

E

∆M
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0 0.05 0.1

(b) Ntot = 15

r

FIG. 5. The gaps ∆M = E1 − E0 and ∆B = E2 − E0 as a
function of r for a system size of L = 24 with OBC. Other
parameters are t = 1, W = −1.8, µ = 0, and ϕ = 1/3.
(a) Result for Ntot = 16 particles, corresponding to exactly
ν = 1/3 and even total parity. (b) Result for Ntot = 15
particles, corresponding to ν ≈ 1/3 and odd total parity.

case of odd parity at similar filling fraction Ntot = 15,
∆Ntot = 1, and ν ≈ 1/3 in Fig. 5b shows a similar be-
havior of the bulk gap but a smaller GS splitting. These
numerical results precisely reflect Eq. (16): the bulk gap
should not depend on slowly varying finite-size terms,
the GS splitting however is expected to be carried by the
two ends of the chain [56, 58] and is thus sensitive to
the relative sign between their respective contributions.
For negative W , only the second term of Eq. (16) con-
tributes to the splitting; after taking into account the
boundary conditions on the field in the symmeric sec-
tor ϕ+(0) = ϕ+(L̃) = 0, we find that the right end is
weighted by a factor cos[π(∆Ntot + 1/3)] relative to the
left end, amounting to an amplification or cancellation
for ∆Ntot even and odd, respectively.
We close this section by emphasizing that while Hϕ

breaks the protecting Z2 symmetry for any value of ϕ,
the simple case of Hϕ=0 only splits the topological GS
degeneracy under certain circumstances and never takes
the system away from the critical point. Thus, tunnel-
ing with commensurate flux Hϕ=ν provides the necessary
“mass” term for the efficient preparation of the critical
state [62–66]. To further exemplify this fundamental dif-
ference between the cases of ϕ = 0 and ϕ = ν, we calcu-

late the superconducting correlator ca,1ca,2c
†
a,jc

†
a,j+1 for

both in Fig. 6a. There, we set r = 0.05 and choose a sys-
tem size of L = 96 at filling exactly ν = 1/3. At zero flux,
the algebraic superconducting (SC) order clearly persists,
hallmarking the criticality of the state. By contrast, the
commensurate flux ϕ = ν leads to the expected break-
down of criticality, resulting in an exponential decay of
the SC correlator. This is complemented by data on the
associated Schmidt spectrum arising from a spatial bi-
partition plotted as a function of r in Fig. 6b. Here, we
resort to PBC to avoid complications resulting from GS
degeneracy. The two-fold degeneracy expected from a
Z2 protected topological phase in 1D [78–80] is clearly
split for ϕ = ν while it remains intact at ϕ = 0, even
though both cases break the protecting symmetry. This
behavior is consistent with our analysis of the GS de-
generacy splitting for the case of even parity presented
earlier, since the GS degeneracy for OBC is closely re-

lated to the degeneracy of the entanglement spectrum
across a spatial cut.

(a) (b)
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+
1
〉
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100.2
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−
2
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j

FIG. 6. In (a), the Cooper pair correlator ca,1ca,2c
†
a,jc

†
a,j+1

on the a-wire with and without flux ϕ close to the end of the
protocol for r = 0.1 and a system size of L = 96 with OBC
and Ntot = 64 particles corresponding to ν = 1/3 is shown.
Other parameters are t = 1, W = −1.8, and µ = 0. While
the correlation function decays algebraically without flux, this
order is destroyed with flux. This is complemented by the
Schmidt spectrum for a state with PBC in (b) indicating a
breaking of the topological phase as the Schmidt weights split.

V. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the preparation of a critical Ma-
jorana phase in a two-leg ladder with total particle num-
ber conservation, where the wire parity Pa = (−1)Na

acts as the protecting Z2 symmetry. The key ingredient
of our protocol is a symmetry-breaking perturbation in
the form of an inter-wire tunneling that threads an ar-
tificial magnetic flux commensurate with the filling frac-
tion through each plaquette of the ladder, thereby acting
as a “mass” term that immediately gaps out the criti-
cal phase. This additional term is feasible with exist-
ing experimental techniques. We argue how our protocol
achieves an asymptotically optimal scaling of preparation
time linear with system size, and provide MPSTE data
to substantiate our findings. For comparison, we also
study a symmetry-respecting preparation approach that
is found to require quadratic ramp times.
The theoretical backbone of this work is a construc-

tive bosonization analysis of the Majorana Hamiltonian
and the flux hopping term, taking into account particle-
number dependent finite-size terms and carefully con-
structed Klein factors. On this basis, we demonstrate
why previously discussed symmetry-breaking terms, e.g.,
a regular inter-wire tunneling without flux, are not help-
ful for state preparation, by contrast to the commensu-
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rate flux term. Moreover, the bosonized theory is able
to resolve subtle effects such as qualitative differences
between systems with odd and even total fermion par-
ity. The field-theoretical predictions are fully confirmed
through DMRG simulations.

Finally, we would like to discuss the relation to some
previous work on topological state preparation. First, we
note that the dissipative preparation as the steady state
of a quantum master equation of a 1D Majorana phase
in a number-conserving setting has also been discussed in
Ref. [76]. There, the typical preparation time is expected
to scale with system size as ttot ∝ L2. Second, a detailed
proposal for the preparation of an integer Chern insu-
lator state through the augmentation with the inverted
topological phase has been put forward in Ref. [77]. As
topological superconductors at mean field level, includ-
ing the Kitaev chain, formally fall into the class of in-
vertible topological phases, one may consider extending
these ideas to the state preparation of Majorana phases.

However, we note that our present system operates at a
critical point in a strongly interacting regime, which at
least challenges any mean field picture of topological su-
perconductivity, such that the results of Ref. [77] cannot
be adapted directly.
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1. Fermionic continuum fields for OBC

We consider fermionic fields defined on the interval [0, L̃] with OBC following Ref. [69], which obey the boundary
conditions

ψγ(0) = ψγ(L̃) = 0, γ = a,b. (A1)

The fields can be expanded in Fourier modes

ψγ(x) =

√
2

L̃

∞∑
n=1

sin(knx)cγ,n (A2)

where cn annihilates a particle with momentum kn = nπ/L̃. Note that there are only positive momenta and accord-
ingly only a single Fermi point at some kF > 0. Now, slowly varying chiral fields can be defined

ψγ,R(x) = − i√
2L̃

∞∑
n=1

ei(kn−kF )xcγ,n, ψγ,L(x) =
i√
2L̃

∞∑
n=1

e−i(kn−kF )xcγ,n, (A3)

Later on, the approximation of letting the sums run to −∞ will be made. This is the usual approximation taken in
bosonization schemes, justified by the assumption that all the relevant physics take place close to the Fermi surface
where n ≈ L̃kF/π. The L/R fields are composed of the same set of momentum operators and related by

ψγ,L(x) = −ψγ,R(−x). (A4)

The fermionic field can be written in terms of L/R fields as

ψγ(x) = eikFxψγ,R(x) + e−ikFxψγ,L(x) = eikFxψγ,R(x)− e−ikFxψγ,R(−x). (A5)
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2. Bosonization identity and commutators

The R fields have periodicity L̃′ = 2L̃ and are therefore bosonized by a constructive bosonization approach for
periodic fermion fields following Schönhammer [71]

ψa,R(x) =
1√
2πα

eik̂aei
2π
L̃′ ∆Naxeiϑa(x) =

1√
2πα

eik̂aei
π
L̃
∆Naxeiϑa(x) =

1√
2πα

ei
π
L̃
[∆Na+1]xei[k̂a+ϑa(x)],

ψb,R(x) =
(−1)Na

√
2πα

eik̂bei
2π
L̃′ ∆Nbxeiϑb(x) =

(−1)Na

√
2πα

eik̂bei
π
L̃
∆Nbxeiϑb(x) =

(−1)Na

√
2πα

ei
π
L̃
[∆Nb+1]xei[k̂b+ϑb(x)], (A6)

for which we formally extend the summation in Eq. (A3) to −∞. In the above equation, α plays the role of a

regularization parameter, ∆Nγ = Nγ − L̃kF/π counts the number of γ = a,b particles relative to the Fermi surface,

and the Hermitian operators k̂γ are conjugate to the particle number in the sense that

[Nγ , e
±ik̂γ′ ] = ∓e±ik̂γ δγ,γ′ ⇔ (Nγ ± δγ,γ′)e±ik̂′

γ = e±ik̂′
γNγ , (A7)

while they commute among themselves and with the fields ϑγ . The operator e±ik̂γ represents the particle-number
changing property of ψγ,R(x) and anticommutes with the associated parity (−1)Nγ . This ensures the anticommutation
of different fermion species in Eq. (A6) and provides an explicit construction of Klein factors. As a side remark,

some parts of the literature claim the stronger relation [Nγ , k̂γ′ ] = iδγ,γ′ , however, corrections arise on the level
of constructive bosonization that only permit the weaker statement (see again [71]). All results presented here are
derived using the correct commutator.

To construct the phase fields, bosonic operators are defined from the Fourier components of the electron density as

bγ,n =
−i√
|n|

∑
m

c†γ,ncγ,n+m, b†γ,n =
i√
|n|

∑
m

c†γ,n+mcγ,n, for n > 0. (A8)

whose bosonic commutation relations

[bγ,n, bγ′,n′ ] = [b†γ,n, b
†
γ′,n′ ] = 0, [bγ,n, b

†
γ′,n′ ] = δγ,γ′δn,n′ (A9)

follow immediately from the properties of the fermionic operators cγ,n. The fields from Eq. (A6) are then

ϑγ(x) =
∑
n>0

e−αqn/2

√
n

[
eiqnxbγ,n + e−iqnxb†γ,n

]
(A10)

and the commutator has been derived in [70]

[ϑγ(x), ϑγ′(y)] = δγ,γ′i[2 arctan[(x− y)/α]− π(x− y)/L̃],

α→0
= δγ,γ′iπ[sign(x− y)− (x− y)/L̃] for x, y ∈ [−L̃, L̃]. (A11)

It is convenient to define the fields

θγ(x) =
ϑγ(x) + ϑγ(−x)

2
=

∑
n>0

e−αqn/2 cos(qnx)√
n

[
bγ,n + b†γ,n

]
,

ϕγ(x) =
ϑγ(x)− ϑγ(−x)

2
=

∑
n>0

e−αqn/2i sin(qnx)√
n

[
bγ,n − b†γ,n

]
. (A12)

which are used to express the bosonization identity in the main text. The above equation makes clear that these fields
have a periodicity of 2L̃ as well as the properties θγ(−x) = θγ(x), ϕγ(−x) = −ϕγ(x), and crucially ϕγ(0) = ϕγ(L̃) = 0.
Their commutators are readily derived from Eq. (A9) and Eq. (A11):

[θγ(x), θγ′(y)] = [ϕγ(x), ϕγ′(y)] = 0 (A13)

and

[θγ(x), ϕγ′(y)] = δγ,γ′
i

2

{
2 arctan[(x− y)/α]− 2 arctan[(x+ y)/α] + 2πy/L̃

}
] for x, y ∈ [0, L̃]. (A14)

Assuming that x and y differ by a sufficiently large amount, we can approximate 2 arctan[(x+ y)/α] ≈ π and write

[θγ(x), ϕγ′(y)] ≈ δγ,γ′
iπ

2

{
[sign(x− y)− 1] +

2

L̃
y

}
for x, y ∈ [0, L̃]. (A15)
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a. Symmetric and antisymmetric fields

Later on, we will find it useful to work with the symmetric / antisymmetric superpositions of the phase fields

ϑ±(x) =
1√
2
[ϑa(x)± ϑb(x)] (A16)

Using Eq. (A11), it is straightforward to show that they satisfy the similar relations to ϑa/b, i.e.,

[ϑs(x), ϑs′(y)] = δs,s′i[2 arctan[(x− y)/α]− π(x− y)/L̃]

α→0
= δs,s′iπ[sign(x− y)− (x− y)/L̃] for x, y ∈ [−L̃, L̃], (A17)

where s, s′ = ±. We also introduce symmetric and antisymmetric combinations of the fields θγ , ϕγ

θ̂±(x) =
1√
2
[k̂a ± k̂b + θa(x)± θb(x)],

ϕ±(x) =
1√
2
[ϕa(x)± ϕb(x)], (A18)

where the operators k̂γ are absorbed by the fields θ̂±. The final bosonized version of our theory will be expressed
in terms of these fields. Importantly, the fields from the + and − sector commute as is evident from the previously
discussed relations.

3. Bosonization of the Majorana Hamiltonian

a. Free part

The free part is given by the lattice model

H0 =− t
∑

γ=a,b

L−1∑
j=1

[
(c†γ,jcγ,j+1 + c†γ,j+1cγ,j)

]
, (A19)

which exhibits a dispersion 2t cos(ka0) for both species γ = a,b of fermions, where we introduced the lattice constant
a0. Assuming a filling fraction ν such that kF = νπ

a0
, this can be seen as a lattice approximation to the continuum

theory

H0 ∼ vF
∑

γ=a.b

∫ L̃

0

:
[
ψ†
γ,R(x)(−i∂x)ψγ,R(x) + ψ†

γ,L(x)(i∂x)ψγ,L(x)
]
: dx

= vF
∑

γ=a.b

∫ L̃

−L̃

:
[
ψ†
γ,R(x)(−i∂x)ψγ,R(x)

]
: dx, (A20)

where : ... : denotes normal-ordering w.r.t. the Fermi surface and vF = 2ta0 sin(kFa0). We assume that the continuum

fields obey OBC in the sense of Eq. (A1) and set L̃ = (L+1)a0, which can be thought of as adding an additional site
at each end of the lattice where the wave functions are zero. OBC justify the second line as an immediate consequence
of Eq. (A4). Applying the standard bosonization procedure [70] to the 2L̃ periodic fields ψγ,R(x) yields

H0 ∼ vF
∑

γ=a.b

[∫ L̃

−L̃

1

2
: (∂xϑγ(x))

2 :
dx

2π
+
π

L̃

1

2
∆Nγ(∆Nγ + 1)

]

= vF
∑

γ=a.b

[∑
n>0

knb
†
γ,nbγ,n +

π

L̃

1

2
∆Nγ(∆Nγ + 1)

]
, (A21)
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where kn = n π
L̃
. The finite-size terms do not affect the physics in any relevant way and will vanish in the limit

L̃→ ∞, so we neglect them in the following. The remaining part can be expressed through the fields from Eq. (A12)
or Eq. (A18) as

H0
L̃→∞∼ vF

2π

∑
γ=a,b

∫ L̃

0

:
[
(∂xθγ(x))

2 + (∂xϕγ(x))
2
]
: dx

=
vF
2π

∑
s=±

∫ L̃

0

:
{
[∂xθ̂s(x)]

2 + [∂xϕs(x)]
2
}
: dx. (A22)

b. Pair hopping

The pair hopping Hamiltonian is

HW =W

L−1∑
j=1

[
c†a,jc

†
a,j+1cb,jcb,j+1 +H.c.

]
(A23)

and we start by deriving the associated fermionic continuum theory. To this end, we take the operators on the lattice
to be continuum fields evaluated at discrete positions: cγ,j =

√
a0ψγ(ja0). The resulting expression is

HW =Wa20

L−1∑
j=1

[
ψ†
a[ja0]ψ

†
a[(j + 1)a0]ψb[ja0]ψb[(j + 1)a0] + H.c.

]
, (A24)

which we may write in terms of the L/R fields by using Eq. (A5). Then, terms with oscillating prefactors ∝ e±2ikFja0

and e±4ikFja0 appear, whose contributions will integrate out from the long-wavelength effective theory, allowing us to
neglect them [72]. At filling fraction ν = 1

2 corresponding to kF = π
2a0

, terms with the prefactor e±4ikFja0 = 1 such

as ψ†
a,R[ja0]ψb,L[ja0]ψ

†
a,R[(j + 1)a0]ψb,L[(j + 1)a0] should be retained. Based on the bosonization analysis presented

later on, we expect these interchain backscattering terms to prevent the formation of a Majorana phase at ν = 1
2 in

consistency with the numerical results of [55].
Keeping this in mind, we find

ψ†
a[ja0]ψ

†
a[(j + 1)a0]ψb[ja0]ψb[(j + 1)a0]

∼
[
ψ†
a,R[ja0]ψ

†
a,R[(j + 1)a0]ψb,R[ja0]ψb,R[(j + 1)a0]

+ ψ†
a,R[ja0]ψ

†
a,L[(j + 1)a0]ψb,R[ja0]ψb,L[(j + 1)a0]

+ e2ikFa0ψ†
a,R[ja0]ψ

†
a,L[(j + 1)a0]ψb,L[ja0]ψb,R[(j + 1)a0]

+ e−2ikFa0ψ†
a,L[ja0]ψ

†
a,R[(j + 1)a0]ψb,R[ja0]ψb,L[(j + 1)a0]

+ ψ†
a,L[ja0]ψ

†
a,R[(j + 1)a0]ψb,L[ja0]ψb,R[(j + 1)a0]

+ψ†
a,L[ja0]ψ

†
a,L[(j + 1)a0]ψb,L[ja0]ψb,L[(j + 1)a0]

]
. (A25)

This expression contains hopping terms such as ψ†
a,R[ja0]ψ

†
a,R[(j + 1)a0]ψb,R[ja0]ψb,R[(j + 1)a0], which will be

suppressed by the Pauli principle in the continuum limit. We thus neglect the first and last term of the
previous expression. Moving forward, we note that all the fields appearing in the remaining terms such as

ψ†
a,R[ja0]ψ

†
a,L[(j + 1)a0]ψb,R[ja0]ψb,L[(j + 1)a0] simply anticommute with one another, so the whole expression is

already normal-ordered and there is no need for regularization / point splitting later on. Hence, we may neglect the
differences of a0 in the spatial arguments of the fields and arrive at the fermionic continuum theory corresponding to
Eq. (A24):

HW ∼ 2Wa0 [1− cos(kFa0)]

∫ L̃

0

[
ψ†
a,R(x)ψ

†
a,L(x)ψb,R(x)ψb,L(x) + H.c.

]
dx. (A26)
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Using Eq. (A4) and the bosonization identity Eq. (A6) yields

ψ†
a,R(x)ψ

†
a,L(x)ψb,R(x)ψb,L(x) = −ψ†

a,R(x)ψb,R(x)ψ
†
a,R(−x)ψb,R(−x)

= − 1

(2πα)2
e−iϑa(x)e−i π

L̃
∆Naxe−ik̂a(−1)Naeik̂bei

π
L̃
∆Nbxeiϑb(x)

× e−iϑa(−x)ei
π
L̃
∆Naxe−ik̂a(−1)Naeik̂be−i π

L̃
∆Nbxeiϑb(−x)

= e−i π
L̃
∆Naxei

π
L̃
(∆Nb+1)xei

π
L̃
(∆Na−1)xe−i π

L̃
(∆Nb+2)x 1

(2πα)2
e−iϑa(x)e−ik̂aeik̂beiϑb(x)

× e−iϑa(−x)e−ik̂aeik̂beiϑb(−x)

= e−i2πx/L̃ 1

(2πα)2
e−i[k̂a+ϑa(x)−k̂b−ϑb(x)]e−i[k̂a+ϑa(−x)−k̂b−ϑb(−x)]

= e−i2πx/L̃ 1

(2πα)2
e−i[k̂a−k̂b+

√
2ϑ−(x)]e−i[k̂a−k̂b+

√
2ϑ−(−x)]. (A27)

Remember that the operators k̂γ commute with the fields ϑ. If [X, [X,Y ]] = 0 and [Y, [X,Y ]] = 0, the Baker-

Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) identity eXeY = eX+Y e[X,Y ]/2 holds, and we may use the commutator Eq. (A17) to
write

e−i
√
2ϑ−(x)e−i

√
2ϑ−(−x) = e−i

√
2[ϑ−(x)+ϑ−(−x)]e−[ϑ−(x),ϑ−(−x)]

= e−i
√
2[ϑ−(x)+ϑ−(−x)]e−iπ[1−2x/L̃ = −e−i

√
2[ϑ−(x)+ϑ−(−x)]ei2πx/L̃ (A28)

The phase factor ei2πx/L̃ precisely cancels the one from the penultimate equation. We arrive at

ψ†
a,R(x)ψ

†
a,L(x)ψb,R(x)ψb,L(x) = − 1

(2πα)2
e−i

√
2[
√
2(k̂a−k̂b)+ϑ−(x)+ϑ−(−x)] (A29)

Using Eq. (A12), Eq. (A16), and Eq. (A18) leads to the final expression

HW ∼ 4[cos(2kFa0)− 1]Wa0
(2πα)2

∫ L̃

0

cos(
√
8θ̂−)dx. (A30)

4. Bosonization of flux hopping

The lattice Hamiltonian

Hϕ = r

L∑
j=1

[
e2πiϕjc†a,jcb,j + e−2πiϕjc†b,jca,j

]
, (A31)

is mapped to a continuum fermionic theory in the same way as before:

Hϕ ∼ r

∫ L̃

0

{
e2πiϕx/a0

[
ψ†
R,a(x)ψR,b(x) + ψ†

L,a(x)ψL,b(x) + e−2ikFxψ†
R,a(x)ψL,b[x] + e2ikFxψ†

L,a(x)ψR,b(x)
]
+H.c.

}
dx.

(A32)

In general, the oscillating prefactors will suppress this term from the effective low-energy theory. At ϕ = 0, the FS
terms survive, while at ϕ = ±ν, one of the BS terms will make an impact because 2πϕ exactly cancels 2kF = 2πν

a0
.

a. Bosonization for ϕ = 0

At ϕ = 0, Eq. (A32) reduces to regular FS. We apply the bosonization identity Eq. (A6) to find[
ψ†
R,a(x)ψR,b(x) + H.c.

]
=

1

2πα

[
e−iϑa(x)e−i π

L̃
∆Naxe−ik̂a(−1)Naei

π
L̃
(∆Nb+1)xeik̂beiϑb(x)

+ e−iϑb(x)e−i π
L̃
∆Nbxe−ik̂b(−1)Naei

π
L̃
(∆Na+1)xeik̂aeiϑa(x)

]
=

1

2πα
(−1)Na

[
ei

π
L̃
(Nb−Na+1)xei[k̂a−k̂b+

√
2ϑ−(x)] −H.c.

]
(A33)
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and similarly[
ψ†
L,a(x)ψL,b(x) + H.c.

]
=

[
ψ†
R,a(−x)ψR,b(−x) + H.c.

]
=

1

2πα
(−1)Na

[
e−i π

L̃
(Nb−Na+1)xei[k̂a−k̂b+

√
2ϑ−(−x)] −H.c.

]
.

(A34)

Given the relations between the various fields, it is readily seen that

k̂a − k̂b +
√
2ϑ−(±x) =

√
2θ̂−(x)±

√
2ϕ−(x), (A35)

which leads to the bosonized expression stated in the main text

Hϕ=0 ∼ r
(−1)Na

2πα

∫ L̃

0

[
ei

π
L̃
(Nb−Na+1)xei

√
2[θ̂−(x)+ϕ−(x)] + e−i π

L̃
(Nb−Na+1)xei

√
2[θ̂−(x)−ϕ−(x)] −H.c.

]
dx. (A36)

In the main text, we argue that the relative minus sign arising from the finite size term π(Nb −Na + 1)x/(L̃) will
cancel contributions to the GS splitting from the left and right end. While this is more of a qualitative argument,
the cancellation can be shown on an exact level by considering that in addition to parity symmetry, the Hamiltonian
H0 +HW is also invariant under the action of the unitary inversion symmetry UI defined by

UIcγ,jU
†
I = cγ,N−j+1, UIc

†
γ,jU

†
I = c†γ,N−j+1. (A37)

This is nothing but a mirroring at the center of the chain. UI squares to one, which restricts the possible eigenvalues to
±1, and commutes with Pa, so the two GS |Pa = ±1⟩ are also eigenstates of UI. To determine the relative contribution
of fluxless hoppings to the GS splitting from the left and right end, we consider a collection of hoppings located on
the left side of the chain and denote it by HL

ϕ=0. Inversion symmetry maps this to the mirrored set of hoppings on

the opposite side: UIH
L
ϕ=0U

†
I = HR

ϕ=0. At small enough hopping amplitude r, it is sufficient to take into account the
matrix elements between the two GS to determine the splitting as the antisymmetric sector exhibits a large excitation
gap. Since the operators will change the parity, we only need to look at the matrix element

⟨Pa = 1|HR
ϕ=0 |Pa = −1⟩ = ⟨Pa = 1|UIH

L
ϕ=0U

†
I |Pa = −1⟩ = uI,+uI,− ⟨Pa = 1|HL

ϕ=0 |Pa = −1⟩ . (A38)

Here, uI,± denotes the eigenvalue of UI associated with the positive or negative parity eigenstate UI |Pa = ±1⟩ =
uI,± |Pa = ±1⟩. Depending on whether these eigenvalues have the same or opposite signs, the contributions from the
left and right end will either amplify or cancel exactly. The relative sign that we derive from the field-theoretical
analysis suggests that uI,± will have opposite sign for even Ntot and same sign for odd Ntot in consistency with
numerical data.

b. Bosonization for ϕ = ν

We derive the bosonization of Eq. (A31) for ϕ = ν here, the case of ϕ = −ν can be treated on similar footing.
Applying Eq. (A6) to the BS term appearing in Eq. (A32) yields

[ψ†
R,a(x)ψL,b(x) + ψ†

L,b(x)ψR,a(x) + H.c.] = −[ψ†
R,a(x)ψR,b(−x) + ψ†

R,b(−x)ψR,a(x) + H.c.]

= −
[
e−iϑa(x)e−i π

L̃
∆Naxe−ik̂a

(−1)Na

2πα
e−i π

L̃
(∆Nb+1)xeik̂beiϑb(−x) +H.c.

]
=

(−1)Na

2πα

[
e−i π

L̃
(∆Na+∆Nb+1)xe−i[k̂a−k̂b+ϑa(x)−ϑb(−x)] −H.c.

]
(A39)

We have ϑa(x)− ϑb(−x) = [ϕa(x) + ϕb(x) + θa(x)− θb(x)]. Keeping in mind that the fields from the symmetric and
antisymmetric sector commute and that all operators without hat commute with the particle numbers, we write

[ψ†
R,a(x)ψL,b(x) + ψ†

L,b(x)ψR,a(x) + H.c.] =
(−1)Na

2πα

[
e−i[ π

L̃
(∆Na+∆Nb+1)x+

√
2ϕ+(x)]e−i

√
2θ̂−(x) −H.c.

]
. (A40)
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Because e±i(ka−kb) does not change the total particle number, ∆Na +∆Nb commutes with e±i
√
2θ̂−(x), allowing us to

write

Hϕ=ν ∼ −ir(−1)Na

πα

∫ L̃

0

{
sin

[
π

L̃
(∆Na +∆Nb + 1)x+

√
2ϕ+(x)

]
cos

[√
2θ̂−(x)

]
+ cos

[
π

L̃
(∆Na +∆Nb + 1)x+

√
2ϕ+(x)

]
sin

[√
2θ̂−(x)

]}
dx. (A41)

We have kF = νπ
a0

and L̃ = (L+1)a0, so the finite-size term is ∆Na +∆Nb = Na +Nb − 2kF L̃/π = Ntot − 2ν(L+1),
which yields the expression stated in the main text.

To conclude this section, we argue whyHϕ=ν will always lift the finite-size gap based on a mean-field treatment. The
bosonized version of the base model decouples into a symmetric and an antisymmetric sector, i.e., H0 +HW ∼ H+ ⊗
I−+I+⊗H−, such that the eigenstates can be thought of as tensor products |ψ⟩+⊗|ψ′⟩− of H+ and H− eigenstates. In
the antisymmetric sector, there are two degenerate GS |θ1⟩− and |θ2⟩− separated from the rest by a large gap, allowing
us to restrict the antisymmetric sector to these two states in the spirit of degenerate perturbation theory. At negative

W , the (Hermitian!) term i(−1)Na cos
[√

2θ̂−(x)
]
is zero in this restricted subspace, while i(−1)Na sin

[√
2θ̂−(x)

]
has

some non-trivial action (sin
[√

2θ̂−(x)
]
yields ±1 when applied to the states |θ1⟩−, |θ2⟩−, while (−1)Na exchanges

them). After diagonalizing this operator in the two-state space, the Hilbert space further decouples into states of

the form |ψ⟩+ ⊗ |Γ+⟩− and |ψ⟩+ ⊗ |Γ−⟩−, where Γ± denotes the eigenvalue of i(−1)Na cos
[√

2θ̂−(x)
]
. In these two

subspaces, we are left with the Sine-Gordon theory

vF
2π

∫ L̃

0

{
[∂xθ̂+(x)]

2 + [∂xϕ+(x)]
2
}
dx− rΓ±

πα

∫ L̃

0

cos
[√

2ϕ+(x)
]
dx, (A42)

for which standard RG-flow equations indicate the formation of a massive phase for any value of r [72], in consistency
with numerical data. The same line of reasoning applies to the case W > 0.

Appendix B: Critical state preparation with a spatially inhomogeneous ramp

Spatially inhomogeneous ramps of the mass term have also been proposed in the literature as a way to achieve
optimal (i.e., ∝ 1/L) scaling of the preparation time ttot [64, 65]. However, in the present case, we find that
the homogeneous ramp with a power p adjusted to system size significantly outperforms the inhomogeneous ramp
approach. Concretely, we implement a procedure oriented on Ref. [65], but with the generalization to multiple critical
fronts that propagate in space with a velocity vr. For this, we introduce the ramp function

ϵ(u) = 1(−∞,π/2](u) + 0.5[1− sin(u)]1(−π/2,π/2](u), (B1)

and the auxiliary function

u(x, t) = min
l=1,...,nr

α [vt− |x− xl| − d/2] , (B2)

where xl = 1+∆nr
(2l− 1) is the starting position of the lth front, the spacing is ∆nr

= (L− 1)/(2nr), and the offset
is d = π/α. The composition ϵ(u(x, t)) describes nr fronts starting at evenly spaced points on the interval [1, L] and
propagating at velocity v through the system. The parameter α controls the smoothness of the ramp by smearing
out each front over the distance d.
We then consider the flux-hopping Hamiltonian with spatially varying and time-dependent amplitudes

Hϕ(t) =

L∑
j=1

rj(t)
[
e2πiϕjc†a,jcb,j + e−2πiϕjc†b,jca,j

]
(B3)

and set their time-dependence to rj(t) = r(j, t) by introducing the function

r(x, t) = r0ϵ(u(x, t)). (B4)
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Other than that, we still work at an exact filling fraction of ν = 1/3 and set ϕ = ν = 1/3. At t = 0, all couplings are
set to rj = r0, which we put to r0 = 0.1, thereby starting at the beginning of stage three of Eq. (4). We illustrate the
ramp function at two different times in Fig. 7a for nr = 2 fronts, velocity vnr=2 = 0.1, smoothness parameter α = 1/4,
and a system size of L = 48. The relation between the time ttot to complete the protocol in the sense of arriving at
rj(ttot = 0) ∀j and the ramp velocity vr is

ttot =

[
d+

L− 1

2nr

]
1

vnr

⇔ vnr =

[
d+

L− 1

2nr

]
1

ttot
, (B5)

where the constant offset is due to the finite width d = π/α of the critical front.
We conduct MPSTE simulations to compare this approach against the strategy of a global ramp with a power law

p(L) adjusted to system size that we present in the main text. In general, we find that a smoothness α ≲ 1/4 is
sufficient for adiabatic preparation. However, contrary to the claims of [64], the ramp speed vr has to be adapted to
system size to keep the time evolution adiabatic when starting only a single front, corresponding to nr = 1. While we
find that this can be countered to some degree by starting multiple fronts for larger systems, the strategies presented
in the main text outperform this procedure in either case for the investigated system sizes, with a clear trend of the
advantage to increase with system size. Concretely, we present data for system sizes L = 24, L = 48, and L = 72 in
Fig. 7b to Fig. 7d for the case of nr = 1 (similar to the study in [64]) and an increasing value of nr.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 7. (a) Illustration of the ramp function r(x, t) as per Eq. (B4) for a system size of L = 48, with r0 = 0.1, vnr=2 = 0.1,
α = 1/4, and nr = 2 at times t = 50 and t = 100. (b) GS fidelity F after adiabatic evolution with the inhomogeneous ramp for
nr = 1, α = 1/4 as a function of preparation time ttot for a system of size L = 24 at filling ν = 1/3 with the time axis rescaled
proportional to system size by 12/(5L). Other Parameters are t = 1, W = −1.8, and ϕ = 1/3. Additionally, the reciprocal
[vnr=1]

−1 of the corresponding ramp velocity as per Eq. (B5) is indicated on the upper axis. For comparison, the fidelity curves
of the global ramp protocol discussed in the main text (cf. Fig. (3)) are also shown in black. (c) Similar data for a system size
of L = 48 at filling ν = 1/3. We present data for a single front nr = 1 (red line) and two fronts nr = 2 (blue line) in comparison
to the data from the global ramp. The reciprocal velocity associated to the nr = 1 case is again indicated on the upper axis.
(d) Similar to (c), but for L = 72 at filling ν = 1/3 and with the blue line representing the fidelity for nr = 3 critical fronts.
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