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The topological crystalline insulator SnTe exhibits two types of surface Dirac cones: one located
at non-time-reversal-invariant momenta on the (001) and (110) surfaces, and the other at time-
reversal-invariant momenta on the (111) surface. Motivated by the recent experimental evidence of
Majorana vortex end modes (MVEMs) and their hybridization on the (001) surface [Nature 633,
71 (2024)], we present a comprehensive investigation of Majorana vortex phases in SnTe, including
topological classification, surface-state Hamiltonians analysis, and lattice model calculations. By
utilizing rotational and magnetic mirror symmetries, we present two equivalent methods to reveal
the topology of Majorana phases on different surfaces. We find that the MVEMs on the (001) and
(110) surfaces are protected by both magnetic group and rotational symmetries. In contrast, the
MVEMs on the (111) surface are protected by magnetic group or particle-hole symmetry. Due to
the different properties of Dirac fermions in the Γ̄ and M̄ valleys on the (111) surfaces, including
Fermi velocities and energy levels, we find that abundant vortex phase transitions can occur for
the [111]-direction vortex. As the chemical potential increases, the number of robust MVEMs can
change from 0 → 1 → 2. These vortex transitions are characterized by both Z winding number and
Z2 pfaffian topological invariants.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of time-reversal invariant topolog-
ical insulators [1–3], topological phases of matter have
emerged as one of the most exciting frontiers in con-
densed matter physics [4, 5]. In particular, topologi-
cal superconductors (TSCs), which host Majorana zero
modes (MZMs) satisfying non-Abelian statistics, have at-
tracted extensive research interest due to their potential
applications in topological quantum computation [6–8].
TSCs have been studied in various systems, including
superconducting-proximitized topological insulators [9–
13], superconductor-semiconductor heterostructure [14–
16], and superconducting vortex systems [9, 17–20]. In
these systems, zero-dimensional unpaired MZMs are typ-
ically protected by particle-hole symmetry and possess
a Z2 topological classification [7]. On the other hand,
crystalline symmetries can enrich the topological classi-
fication [21–23] and lead to the emergence of topological
crystalline insulators (TCIs) and superconductors [24–
39]. Unlike conventional TIs, gapless boundary states in
TCIs only appear at terminations that preserve specific
crystal symmetries, which endows them with boundary-
termination-dependent surface states.

A notable example of this phenomenon is the mirror-
protected TCI SnTe and related alloys PbxSn1−x (Te,Se),
which have been extensively studied in both theory and
experiment [40–53]. SnTe has band inversion at four
L points in the bulk [see Fig. 1(a)], which gives rise
to two types of surface Dirac cones. One is located at
non-time-reversal-invariant momenta on the (001) and
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(110) surfaces and the other is located at time-reversal-
invariant momenta on the (111) surface [54]. It was the-
oretically predicted that when introducing a supercon-
ducting vortex on the (001) surface, there are two ro-
bust MVEMs which are protected by magnetic mirror
symmetry [32]. Another work [31] demonstrated that
these two MVEMs are protected by rotational symme-
try. The two works [31, 32] confirm that the Majorana
phase for the [001]-direction vortex belongs to a topo-
logical crystalline superconductor. Recently, significant
progress has been made in this system, as experiments
have reported the signatures of MVEMs and moreover,
their hybridization when the magnetic mirror symme-
try is broken by in-plane magnetic fields [52, 55]. This
experiment not only provides strong evidence for the re-
alization of topological crystalline superconductors but
also introduces a field-tunable method to manipulate the
fusion of a pair of MZMs. However, the exploration of
Majorana phases for the [111]-direction vortex remains
limited. It is noted that the (001) and (111) surfaces re-
spect C4v and C3v point group symmetries, respectively.
These point groups lead to distinct topological classifica-
tions of MVEMs [56], and we summarize them in Table I.
On the (111) surface, there are four Dirac cones, with one
at Γ̄ valley and three at M̄ valleys, where the latter three
are related by a three-fold rotational symmetry but no
symmetry connects the Γ̄ and three M̄ valleys. In a low-
energy effective theory, the four Dirac cones can generate
four MZMs in a vortex, but we show that only two of the
four are symmetry protected, where one is contributed by
the Γ̄ valley and another is by the three M̄ valleys. On
the other hand, the energy levels of the Dirac points lo-
cated at Γ̄ and three M̄ points have an energy difference
around 170 meV informed by the angle-resolved photoe-
mission spectroscopy results on the (111) surface [42], as
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FIG. 1. (a) Bulk Brillouin zone of SnTe and its projection
onto the (001), (111), and (110) surfaces. The band inversion
at L points and their projection onto the surface Brillouin
zone are illustrated. (b) The surface Dirac cones on the (111)
surface. ∆ED denotes the energy differences between the Γ̄
and M̄ valleys. (c) The energy band of the four-band model
under the open boundary condition along the [111] direction.
The red lines highlight the surface Dirac cones.

schematically illustrated in Fig. 1(b). This difference im-
plies that there are abundant vortex phase transitions for
the [111]-direction vortex by tuning chemical potential as
no symmetry connects the Γ̄ and M̄ valleys.

In this work, we present a comprehensive investigation
of the Majorana phases of different high-symmetry di-
rectional vortex in SnTe. Our study include topological
classification, bulk and surface state Hamiltonians anal-
ysis, and lattice model calculations. By fully utilizing ro-
tational and magnetic mirror symmetries, we provide two
equivalent methods to reveal the topology of Majorana
phases on different surfaces (the fourth and fifth rows in
Table. I). We find that the two robust MVEMs on (001)
and (110) surfaces are protected by both magnetic mir-
ror and rotational symmetries. Building on the surface
Hamiltonian analysis, we show that two robust MVEMs
can emerge on the (111) surface. One is contributed by
the Dirac cone centered at the Γ̄ point. Another is pro-
duced by a linear superposition of the three MZMs con-
tributed by the surface Dirac cones located at the M̄1,2,3

points. Both of them have zero angular momentum and
therefore, cannot be protected by the rotational symme-
try, but can be protected by the chiral symmetry gener-
ated by the magnetic mirror symmetry and particle-hole
symmetry. Furthermore, we use both bulk low-energy

effective Hamiltonian (Dirac model) at L points and lat-
tice models to investigate the vortex phase transitions for
the [111]-direction vortex. We find that abundant vortex
phase transitions can occur. As the chemical potential in-
creases, the number of robust MVEMs can change from
0 → 1 → 2. These phase transitions can be characterized
by both Z winding number and Z2 pfaffian topological
invariants.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
present a comprehensive overview of the topological clas-
sification of MVEMs on the (001), (111), and (110) sur-
faces of SnTe and present two equivalent methods to fully
reveal their topology. This classification is based on the
effective Hamiltonian of surface Dirac cones. In Sec. III,
we apply our theory to the Majorana phases on the (001)
and (110) surfaces. In Sec. IV, building on surface Hamil-
tonians analysis, we show that two robust MVEMs can
emerge on the (111) surface and reveal their topology. In
Sec. V, we use both bulk low-energy effective Hamilto-
nians and a four-band lattice model to study the vortex
phase transitions of the [111]-direction vortex induced
by the change of the chemical potential. In Sec. VI, we
present a brief discussion and summary. Appendices A-E
complement the main text.

II. VORTEX TOPOLOGY ON DIFFERENT
SURFACES

In a 3D Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) system, a su-
perconducting vortex along the z direction breaks the
in-plane translational symmetry. As a result, the en-
tire system can be effectively treated as a 1D system.

In the Nambu basis Ψ = {ckzα↑, ckzα↓, c
†
−kzα↑, c

†
−kzα↓}

T ,
the BdG Hamiltonian for this effective 1D system can be

TABLE I. Classification of MVEMs on the (001), (111), and
(110) surfaces of SnTe. The magnetic field is assumed to
be perpendicular to the surface in each case. The BdG
Hamiltonian HBdG respects the magnetic group symmetry
MT , rotational symmetry Cn, particle-hole symmetry P , and

chiral symmetry S = MT P . The winding number W
(p)
n

is calculated under the chiral symmetry S(p)
n = Cp

nS, with

0 ≤ p ≤ n − 1 and S(0)
n = S. The topological indices in the

fourth and fifth rows provide two equivalent ways to charac-
terize the topology of Majorana phases on different surfaces.
The classification in this table is based on surface Dirac cones,
assuming Fermi energy is within the bulk energy gap.

surfaces (001) (111) (110)

point group C4v C3v C2v

classification Z × Z Z Z × Z

wj′
w0 = 1
w2 = 1

w0 = 2
w0 = 1
w1 = 1

W
(p)
n

W
(0,2)
4 = 2

W
(1,3)
4 = 0

W
(0,1,2)
3 = 2

W
(0)
2 = 2

W
(1)
2 = 0
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FIG. 2. Schematic illustration of mirror planes on (a) (001),
(b) (111), and (c) (110) surfaces. In each panel, mirror planes
labeled by the same (different) color generate identical (dis-
tinct) winding numbers, as presented in Eq. (6).

expressed as,

HBdG(x, y, kz) =

(
h (x, y, kz)− µ ∆(r, θ)isy
−∆∗(r, θ)isy −hT (x, y,−kz) + µ

)
,

(1)

where Pauli matrix sy acts on the spin space, and the in-
dex α denotes the degrees of freedom associated with the
orbitals and in-plane lattice sites. h is the normal-state
Hamiltonian and µ is the chemical potential. Supercon-
ducting pairing potential is ∆(r, θ) = ∆0 tanh (r/ξ) e

−iθ

where r =
√
x2 + y2, θ is the polar angle, and ξ is the

coherence length. The particle-hole symmetry is given by
P = τxK, where τx denotes the Pauli matrix acting on
particle-hole space and K denotes complex conjugation.
HBdG belongs to the D symmetry class and has a Z2

topological classification without considering crystalline
symmetry [7].

The crystal symmetry can enhance the topological
classification of HBdG, leading to the emergence of topo-
logical crystalline superconductors [56, 57]. In Eq. (1),
when the z-axis is set to be the [001], [111], and [110]
directions, h of describing SnTe respects the C4v, C3v,
and C2v point group symmetry, respectively, and time-
reversal symmetry T = isyK. The Cnv (n = 2, 3, 4)
symmetries are generated by a rotation Cn and verti-
cal mirror operation My that flips y to −y. Throughout
this paper, we choose My as the mirror symmetry M11̄0,
which protects the topology of SnTe.

The superconducting vortex explicitly breaks both T
andMy symmetries, however, it preserves their combined
operation, denoted by MT , with (MT )

2 = 1. In this
case, HBdG respects the chiral symmetry S = MT P ,
where {S, HBdG} = 0. Therefore, HBdG belongs to the
BDI symmetry class and MT symmetry enhances the
topological classification of HBdG from Z2 to Z. By the
chiral symmetry S, we can define the winding number

W =
1

4πi

∫ 2π

0

dkzTr[SH−1
BdG∂kzHBdG], (2)

which is formulated for Hamiltonian with periodic
boundary condition along the z direction.
In the presence of superconducting vortex, the correct

form of rotational symmetry, denoted by Cn, is defined

as [31, 56]

Cnc†kzαs
C−1
n =

∑
α′s′ c

†
kzα′s′ [Cn]α′s′;αs e

iπ
n ,

CnckzαsC−1
n =

∑
α′s′ [Cn]

†
αs;α′s′ e

−iπ
n ckzα′s′ (3)

where (Cn)n = 1. The rotational symmetry Cn enhances
the topological classification of HBdG from Z to Z × Z
for both n = 4 and n = 2, but leaves the classification as
Z for n = 3 [56]. Because [Cn, HBdG] = 0, HBdG can be
block-diagonalized into sectors spanned by eigenvectors
of Cn, namely,

HBdG = H
(0)
BdG ⊕H

(2)
BdG ⊕ . . .⊕H

(n−1)
BdG , (4)

where H
(j)
BdG represents the Hamiltonian in the subsector

with eigenvalue ei2πj/n of Cn, for j = 0, · · · , n − 1. For

the jth block associated with real ei2πj/n, H
(j)
BdG respects

the particle-hole symmetry P and the chiral symmetry S
[56], which belongs to the BDI symmetry class and has a
Z topological classification. For n = 4, 3, and 2, respec-
tively, the subsectors j′ = 0, 2, j′ = 0, and j′ = 0, 1 are
associated with the real eigenvalue ei2πj

′/n, which leads
to the classification in the third row of Table. I. For each
block Hamiltonian H

(j′)
BdG, we can define a winding num-

ber wj′ by the chiral symmetry S. By bulk-boundary cor-
respondence, wj′ = nj′,+−nj′,−, where nj′,± is the num-
ber MVEMs in open boundary condition with ± eigen-
value under the chiral symmetry S in the j′th sector.
The number of robust MVEMs of the whole system is∑

j′ |wj′ |.
Because of {S, HBdG} = 0 and [Cn, HBdG] = 0, the

MVEMs can always be chosen as the eigenstates of S
and Cn. It is noted that CnMT = MT C−1

n [56] and
[Cn, P ] = 0 [58]. Therefore, in the j′th block associated

with real eigenvalue ei2πj
′/n, we have [Cn,S] = 0, which

implies that the MVEMs contributed by these blocks can
be chosen as the common eigenstates of S and Cn. As
{S, HBdG} = 0 and [Cn, HBdG] = 0, S and Cn symme-
tries protect the MVEMs that have the identical and
different eigenvalues under S and Cn, respectively. In
Sec. III, we show that two MVEMs on the (001) and
(110) surface have the identical eigenvalue under S while
have different eigenvalues under Cn, and therefore they
are protected by both S and Cn symmetries. In Sec. IV,
we show that two MVEMs on the (111) surface have the
identical eigenvalue under both S and Cn, and therefore
they are protected by only S symmetry. We summarize
our results for wj′ in the fourth row of Table. I.

By utilizing the rotational Cn and magnetic mirror
MT symmetries, the topology of HBdG can be alterna-
tively revealed by a seris of winding numbers. Because
[HBdG, Cn] = 0, we have

{Cp
nS, HBdG} = {Cp

nMT P,HBdG} = 0, (5)

where 0 ≤ p ≤ n − 1. This implies that we can define

four, three, and two chiral symmetries S(p)
n = Cp

nS for

n = 4, n = 3, and n = 2, respectively, with S(0)
n = S.



4

By replacing S with S(p)
n in Eq. (2), we obtain n winding

numbers W
(0,··· ,n−1)
n which act as another way to fully

characterize the topology of HBdG.

However, not all the winding numbers W
(p)
n are in-

dependent since some of the chiral symmetries can be
related by unitary transformation. We can demonstrate
that

W
(0)
4 =W

(2)
4 ,W

(1)
4 =W

(3)
4 ,

W
(0)
3 =W

(1)
3 =W

(2)
3 .

(6)

Because of CnMT = MT C−1
n and [Cn, P ] = 0, we have

S(i+2)
4 = C2

4S
(i)
4 = Ci+2

4 MT P = C4S(i)
4 C−1

4 , (7)

with i = 0, 1. Thus, the chiral symmetry S
(i+2)
4 and S

(i)
4

are related by a unitary transformation C4. For n = 4,

since [C4, HBdG(kz)] = 0 at arbitrary kz, we have W
(i)
4 =

W
(i+2)
4 according to Eq. (2). For n = 3, because C3

3 = 1,
we have C3 = (C−1

3 )2, which leads to

S(i+1)
3 = C3S(i)

3 = C−1
3 S(i)

3 C3, (8)

with i = 0, 1. Therefore, we have W
(0)
3 = W

(1)
3 = W

(2)
3 .

For n = 2, W
(0)
2 and W

(1)
2 are independent as no sym-

metry operator in the C2v point group relates the two.
We provide a schematic illustration of Eq. (6) in Fig. 2.

The two sets of winding numbers given respectively

by wj′ and W
(p)
n are related to each other. By using the

definition of the winding number in Eq. (2) and the block-
diagonalized Hamiltonian in Eq. (4), it can be proved
that (see Appendix A for the proof),

W (0)
n =

∑
j′

wj′ ,

W
(1)
4 = w0 − w2,

W
(1)
2 = w0 − w1.

(9)

Thus, the two sets of winding numbers provide an equiv-
alent characterization. We emphasize that the numerical

calculation ofW
(p)
n , without the need to extract the sub-

sector Hamiltonian H
(j′)
BdG, is more convenient than that

of wj′ . In the fifth row of Table. I, we list the results on

W
(p)
n associated with different surfaces, which can be de-

rived from both surface-state Hamiltonian (Sec. IV) and
numerical calculations in the lattice model (Sec. V). The
fourth and fifth rows in Table. I provide two equivalent
ways to characterize the topology of different directional
vortex by using both rotational Cn and magnetic group
MT symmetries.

III. MAJORANA PHASES ON THE (001) AND
(110) SURFACES

We now apply our theory to MVEMs on the (001) and
(110) surfaces. The Majorana vortex phase of SnTe on

the (001) surface, corresponding to n = 4, was stud-
ied in the works [31, 32, 53]. In Ref. [32], the authors
demonstrated that there are two robust MZMs localized
at a vortex core. These two MZMs are protected by the
MT symmetry, or the chiral symmetry S. In Ref. [53],
the winding number of HBdG was calculated using a lat-
tice model, revealing a value of 2, which further con-
firms the existence of two robust MZMs at a vortex. In
Ref. [31], the authors presented a different classification
theory from that of Ref. [32] and showed that the two
robust MZMs on the (001) surface are protected by the
rotational symmetry C4. Moreover, although the C4 sym-
metry is broken by an in-plane field, the two MVEMs
are restored exactly one time whenever the in-plane field
varies π/2. The different classification theory presented
in Ref. [32] and Ref. [31] can be understood from our
unified perspective. As explained in Appendix B, from
the linear superposition of the four MVEMs contributed
by the four surface Dirac cones on the (001) surface, we
can obtain two MVEMs γ1 and γ2, which are common
eigenstates of S and C4 symmetries. Both γ1 and γ2 have
the eigenvalue 1 under S, and they have the eigenvalue
1 and −1, respectively, under C4. From these eigenvalue

configurations, we can derive that W
(0)
4 =W

(2)
4 = 2 and

W
(1)
4 = W

(3)
4 = 0, and therefore the results for differ-

ent characterization methods are related. The winding
number results can be further numerically verified by us-
ing a four-band lattice model (see Appendix C). Conse-
quently, the two MVEMs γ1 and γ2 are protected by both
the chiral symmetry S and rotational symmetry C4. In
other words, the two robust MVEMs are protected by the
magnetic mirror symmetry with the mirror being M110

or M11̄0, rather than M100 and M010. Although the C4
symmetry is broken by an in-plane field, the chiral sym-
metry associated with the mirror symmetry is restored if
the field is applied along the [110] or [11̄0] direction. In
this scenario, the two MZMs survive, which is consistent
with the analysis in Ref. [31].

SnTe hosts two surface Dirac cones on the (110) sur-
faces [54]. These two Dirac cones are located at theM11̄0

invariant line in the surface Brillouin zone and are re-
lated by the T symmetry [54]. Through a similar surface
Hamiltonian analysis as that for the (001) surface (see
Appendix D), it can be shown that two MVEMs, denoted
by γ3 and γ4, can be obtained and γ3,4 can be chosen as
the common eigenstates of S and C2 symmetries. γ3 and
γ4 have the eigenvalue 1 under S, and they have the
eigenvalue 1 and −1, respectively, under C2, which leads

to W
(0)
2 = 2 and W

(1)
2 = 0, and the results for different

characterization methods are again related. W
(0,1)
2 can

also be directly calculated by using a four-band lattice
model (see Appendix C). The above discussions assume
chemical potential µ is at the surface Dirac point (i.e.,

µ = 0). Numerically, we find that as |µ| increases, W (0)
4

and W
(0)
2 change from 2 to 0 (see Appendix. C) and no

unpaired MVEMs appear on the (001) and (111) surfaces.
This is consistent with the fact that all the Dirac cones
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TABLE II. The transformations of the annihilation operators
fis (i = 0, 1, 2, 3) under the C3v and T symmetries.

symmetries

operators
f0 f1 f2 f3

My (isy) f0 (isy) f1 (−isy) f3 (−isy) f2

C3 (eiπsz/3)f0 f2 f3 −f1

T (isy)f0 (isy)f1 (isyf2 (isy)f3

on the (001) or (110) surfaces are related by crystalline
symmetry or T symmetry.

IV. MAJORANA PHASES ON THE (111)
SURFACE

SnTe hosts four Dirac cones on the (111) surface,
which are located at the time-reversal-invariant Γ̄ and
M̄1,2,3 points, respectively, as schematically illustrated
in Fig. 1(b). The surface Hamiltonian of describing the
Dirac cone centered at Γ̄ and M̄1,2,3 can be written as

ĥi=0,1,2,3 =
∑

|q|<Λ,s,s′=↑,↓

hss
′

i (q)f†is(q)fis′(q), (10)

where f0s(q) and fjs(q) are the annihilation operator at
k = Γ̄+q and k = M̄j+q, respectively, for j = 1, 2, 3. h0
is fixed by choosing the representation of the little group
at Γ̄ to be T = isyK, My = isy, and C3 = eiπsz/3, which
leads to h0(q) = v1(qxsy−qysx). The little group at M̄1 is
generated by the T andMy symmetries. From the chosen
representation, we can derive h1(q) = v2(qxsy − qysx).
In h0,1, we assume isotropic Fermi velocity for analytical
convenience. v1 and v2 share the same sign, as required
by the mirror Chern number CM = 2 [24]. We note
that the Dirac point energies at Γ̄ and M̄1,2,3 valleys are
generally different, which is neglected in this section but
studied in Sec.V. Using the C3 symmetry, we can fix the
gauges for Dirac cones centered at M̄2,3 as f2,3 (C3q) ≡
C3f1,2(q)C

−1
3 , which lead to

h2(q) = h1(C
−1
3 q), h3(q) = h1(C3q), (11)

where C3(qx, qy) → (−qx/2 −
√
3qy/2,

√
3qx/2 − qy/2).

In Table. II, we summarize the transformations of the
annihilation operators fis (i = 0, 1, 2, 3) under the C3v

and T symmetries.
When considering conventional s-wave pairing, the

four surface Dirac cones favor intravalley supercon-
ducting pairing since they are located at time-reversal-
invariant momenta. The surface state Hamiltonian, in-
corporating the superconducting vortex, for each Dirac
cone, can be expressed as,

Hi(q) =

(
hi(q) ∆(r, θ)isy

−∆∗(r, θ)isy −hTi (−q)

)
, (12)

where i = 0, 1, 2, 3 and µ = 0(i.e., the chemical potential
is at the Dirac point in each valley). From each of these
Hamiltonians, a zero-energy Majorana vortex mode can
be derived (see Appendix. E). In total, we obtain four
MZMs, expressed as follows:

γ0 = (f0↓ + f†0↓)e
−

∫ r
0
∆(r′)/v1dr

′
,

γ1 = (f1↓ + f†1↓)e
−

∫ r
0
∆(r′)/v2dr

′
,

γ2 = (e−iπ/3f2↓ + eiπ/3f†2↓)e
−

∫ r
0
∆(r′)/v2dr

′
,

γ3 = (e−i2π/3f3↓ + ei2π/3f†3↓)e
−

∫ r
0
∆(r′)/v2dr

′
,

(13)

where we assume that ∆0 and v1 share the identical
sign. Although we obtain four MZMs, a further symme-
try analysis is needed to assess the robustness of γ0,1,2,3.
As elucidated in Sec. II, the entire system hosts the

chiral symmetry S and three-fold rotational symmetry
C3, with their specific forms detailed in Appendix E. The
S and C3 symmetries act on γ0,1,2,3 as

Sγ0,1S−1 = γ0,1, Sγ2,3S−1 = γ3,2,

C3γ0C−1
3 = γ0, C3γ1,2,3C−1

3 = γ2,3,1.
(14)

Consequently, in the zero-energy subspace expanded by
γ0,1,2,3, the representation of S and C3 are, respectively,
given by,

S =

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 , C3 =

1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0

 . (15)

Since the S symmetry only protects the MZMs that have
the identical eigenvalues, the number of robust MZMs is

W = Tr(S) = 2, (16)

which implies that two MZMs out of four are protected
by the S symmetry. It is noted that both C3S and C2

3S
also serve as the chiral symmetries of the system and we
have

Tr(S) = Tr(C3S) = Tr(C2
3S) = 2. (17)

This indicates that W
(1)
3 = W

(2)
3 = W

(3)
3 = 2, which is

consistent with the bulk calculation presented in Sec. V.
The four zero-energy states can also be chosen as the
eigenstates of C3 symmetry. By diagonalizing C3, we de-
rive the MZMs with fixed angular momentum, yielding,

γ̃0 = γ0, γ̃1 = (γ1 + γ2 + γ3)/
√
3,

γ̃2 = (ei2π/3γ1 + e−i2π/3γ2 + γ3)/
√
3,

γ̃3 = (e−i2π/3γ1 + ei2π/3γ2 + γ3)/
√
3,

(18)

where γ̃0,1, γ̃2, and γ̃3 have the angular momentum
Jz = 0, Jz = −1, and Jz = 1, respectively. Further-
more, we have Sγ̃0,1S−1 = γ̃0,1 and Sγ̃2,3S−1 = γ̃3,2.
Thus, the MZMs γ̃0,1 are the common eigenstates of S
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Mirror
plane

d
𝑥

(112)

(111)𝑧

𝐿

FIG. 3. (a) Schematic illustration of the ABC stacking system along the (111) direction. d and L denote the length of side of
the (111) surface and height of the system, respectively. (b) and (c) The evolution of the energies with µ for a wire system

with kz=0 and kz=π, respectively. (d) and (e) The winding number W
(p)
3 and pfaffian topological invariant ν as functions of µ,

respectively. (f) The real-space distribution of the eight states near the zero energy (see the inset) on the surfaces. In (b-e), we
take d = 21 and L = 13 in units of the lattice constant. We take µ = 0 in (f). The common parameters are taken as ∆0 = 0.5
and ξ = 2.

and C3 and are protected by the chiral symmetry S while
the C3 symmetry does not provide a protection. This is
distinguished from the vortex physics on the (001) and
(110) surfaces, where two robust MVEMs are protected
by both the chiral and rotational symmetries.

V. VORTEX PHASE TRANSITIONS

On the (111) surface, the Dirac cones at Γ̄ and M̄1,2,3

valleys have different properties, for example, the energy
levels and the Fermi velocities. As no symmetry relates
the Γ̄ and M̄1,2,3 valleys, MVEMs derived from these two
different types of valleys are subjected to different criti-
cal chemical potentials. This suggests a rich pattern of
vortex phase transitions tuned by the chemical potential
for vortex along [111] direction.

The surface-state Hamiltonians analysis presented in
Sec. IV captures the low-energy physics when the chem-
ical potential µ is near the Dirac points, but it can
not fully describe the vortex phase transition as |µ| in-
creases. This transition is essentially determined by the
bulk states [17]. For the bulk low-energy states in SnTe,

there are four time-reversal invariant L points, including
L0,1,2,3 as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). L0 (L1,2,3) points are
projected onto the Γ̄ (M̄1,2,3) points on the (111) sur-
face Brillouin zone. The bulk k.p Hamiltonian at Li is
described by an effective Dirac model [24, 59, 60]

H(k) = (m0 − ϵ||(k
2
1 + k22)− ϵ3k

2
3)σzs0 + v3k3σy

+ v||(k1sy − k2sx)σx, (19)

where Pauli matrices σ act on the orbital space, k3 is
along the ΓLi direction, and {m0, ϵ||,3, v||,3} are model
parameters. We note thatH(k) has a samilar form as the
low-energy Hamiltonian of a 3D topological insulator[61].
We consider a magnetic field B along the ΓL0 direction,
which is also the [111] direction. Then B is parallel to
k3 for the effective Hamiltonian in Eq. (19) at L0. For
this L0 valley, the critical chemical potential of the vortex
phase transition has an analytical expression [17], |µL0

c | =
v||

√
m0/ϵ||. For the other three valleys of L1,2,3, the B

field is not parallel to the corresponding k3 direction.
Because of the anisotropy in the Dirac Hamiltonian in

Eq. (19), the critical chemical potentials µ
L1,2,3
c of the

vortex phase transition for the L1,2,3 valleys are generally
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different from µL0
c for B//ΓL0. On the other hand, the

threefold rotation around the [111] axis relates the L1,2,3

valleys, and therefore, µL1
c = µL2

c = µL3
c . From this

analysis based on bulk states, we also expect two critical
chemical potentials as µ increases (decreases) to enter the
bulk conduction (valence) bands.

To investigate the µ-tuned vortex phase transitions at
a more quantitative level, a lattice model is needed. The
band structure of SnTe can be described by a twelve-band
tight-binding model that incorporates px,y,z orbitals[24,
53]. To mitigate the complexity of calculations while still
capturing the essential physics, we use a simplified four-
band model developed in Ref. [32] in our calculations.
The Bloch Hamiltonian of the four-band model is [32]

h(k) = [m− t1(cos 2k1 + cos 2k2 + cos 2k3)]σzs0

+ t2[sin k1 (cos k2 + cos k3)σxsx

+ sin k2(cos k1 + cos k3)σxsy

+ sin k3(cos k1 + cos k2)σxsz]

+ t3[cos k1(cos k2 + cos k3) + cos k2 cos k3]σ0s0,
(20)

where Pauli matrices σ and s act on the orbital and spin
space, respectively. We choose the model parameters as
(m, t1, t2, t3) = (2.5,−1, 1, 1). Here the k1, k2, and k3 are
along the [100], [010], and [001] directions, respectively.
This model is built on a face-centered cubic lattice as
the real material and can capture the correct topological
surface states, as shown in Fig. 1(b). The energy differ-
ence between the surface Dirac points at the Γ̄ and M̄1,2,3

points can be tuned by t3.
The face-centered cubic lattice can be recast as the

ABC stacking of a triangular lattice along the (111) di-
rection, as shown in Fig 3(a). The new coordinates are
x, y, and z along the (112̄), (110), and (111) directions,
respectively. The onsite superconducting pairing poten-
tial term is ∆(r, θ) = ∆0 tanh (r/ξ) e

−iθ. To reveal the
µ-tuned vortex phase transition, we plot the energies at
kz = 0 and kz = π by taking the periodic (open) bound-
ary condition along the z (x and y directions) direction
as a function of µ in Fig. 3(b) and Fig. 3(c), respectively.
A large energy gap at kz = 0 persists for different µ.
In contrast, with the evolution of µ, the energy gap at

kz = π closes and reopens at µ
(1)
c ≈ −0.7, µ

(2)
c ≈ −0.58,

µ
(3)
c ≈ 0.38, and µ

(1)
c ≈ 0.7, resulting in a series of topo-

logical phase transitions. The presence of four different
critical chemical potentials is consistent with the analysis
based on bulk effective Hamiltonian.

The four-band model has the cubic symmetry as the
real materials, which hosts the three-fold rotational sym-
metry around the [111] direction (z), denoted as C3, and
mirror symmetry My which flips y to −y. The system
respects the chiral symmetry S and rotational symmetry
C3 when considering the superconducting vortex along
the [111] direction. In Appendix C, we present the con-
crete form of S and C3. By the S and C3 symmetries, we

calculate the winding numbers W
(0,1,2)
3 with the evolu-

tion of µ, as shown in Fig. 3(d). We numerically confirm

that W
(0)
3 = W

(1)
3 = W

(2)
3 as required by Eq. (6). The

gap closing and reopening shown in Fig. 3(c) leads to
topological phase transitions that are characterized by

the change of the winding number W
(0)
3 . In the inter-

val [µ
(1)
c , µ

(2)
c ] and [µ

(3)
c , µ

(4)
c ], W

(0)
3 = 1. In the interval

[µ
(2)
c , µ

(3)
c ],W

(0)
3 = 2. For the former case withW

(0)
3 = 1,

there is only one robust MVEMs. For the latter case,
both γ̃0 and γ̃1 obtained in Eq. (18) from the surface
effective model are robust and protected by the S sym-
metry. It is noted that the vortex phase transitions can
also be captured by the pfaffian Z2 topological invariant
since only one band gap closes and reopens at kz = π
across a critical chemical potential. The pfaffian topo-
logical invariant is defined by [62]

(−1)ν = sign[pf(HM (kz = 0))pf(HM (kz = π))], (21)

where pf(A) denotes the pfaffian value of an anti-
symmetric matrix A and HM denotes the Hamiltonian
of the whole system in the Majorana basis. The pfaffian

topological invariant ν is simply the parity of W
(0)
3 [63],

as shown in Fig. 3(e). By fixing µ = 0 and diagonlizing
HBdG under the open boundary conditions, we obtain
eight states near zero-energy, which are localized at the
vortex core, as shown in Fig. 3(f). This implies that there
are four MVEMs on the (111) surface. However, only two
of them are protected by the the chiral symmetry and the
other two can be hybridized without symmetry breaking.

In-plane fields can be used to to detect and manipulate
MVEMs [52]. When further applying an in-plane mag-
netic field perpendicular to the [111] direction, the vortex
axis in principle is no-longer along the [111] direction. For
the in-plane field is along a generic direction, the trans-
lational symmetry along the [111] direction, the chiral
symmetry S, and rotational symmetry C3 are explicitly
broken. The Majorana vortex phase characterized by

W
(0)
3 = 2 can be trivialized. While the topological phase

characterized by W
(0)
3 = 1 is essentially protected by the

particle-hole symmetry. As long as the energy gap of the
system is not closed, unpaired MVEMs preserves.

VI. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

Breaking crystal symmetry in TCIs provides a versa-
tile approach to engineering various topological phases
[51, 64–67]. For instance, Bi-doping of Pb1−xSnxSe (111)
epilayers can realize a strong TI phase in which the Dirac
cone at Γ̄ is gapped while the three Dirac cones at M̄1,2,3

remain intact [64]. Moreover, it is theoretically predicted
that uniaxial strain can drive SnTe to be a higher-order
TI hosting helical hinge states [65]. Weyl semimetal can
also be realized by considering a lattice distortion along
the [111] direction [51]. Notably, all these topological
phases can be used to realize MVEMs [9, 68, 69]. Thus,
an interesting direction is to explore the interplay be-
tween Majorana vortex phases and different topological
band structures induced by symmetry breaking.
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Zero-basis conductance peak is an important evidence
for the observation of MZMs [70]. On the (111) sur-
face, the number of robust MZMs can change from
0 → 1 → 2 by tuning chemical potential. The phases
hosting one and two robust MZMs are associated with
zero-basis conductance peak 2e2/h and 4e2/h, respec-
tively, at zero temperature. This implies that across the
transition point, the zero basis conductance will have a
quantized change, which can provide a potential evidence
for MVEMs.

We emphasize that the topological phase transitions
depend on the details of the system, including doping
[64], boundary cleavage [54], and strain effect [71]. In
our study, the four-band model is used to capture the es-
sential physics in SnTe. However, more realistic models
and refined parameters are necessary for a further inves-
tigation of the Majorana vortex phases in SnTe.

In summary, motivated by the recent experiment
progress for the observation and manipulation of MVEMs
in SnTe [52], we present a comprehensive study of the
Majorana phases on different surfaces. Our study in-
cludes topological classification, effective model analy-
sis, and lattice model calculations. We find that a se-
ries of vortex phase transitions can occur for the [111]-
direction vortex tuned by the chemical potential. Our
work could provide theoretical guidance for future exper-
imental studies of Majorana vortex phases on the (111)
surface, which can be a rich platform.
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Appendix A: Relations between two sets of winding
numbers

The winding number for the BdG Hamiltonian HBdG

is defined by

W =
1

4πi

∫ 2π

0

dkzTr[SH−1
BdG∂kz

HBdG]. (A1)

Because HBdG respects the chiral symmetry S(p)
n = Cn

nS,
we can define n winding numbers W

(p)
n by replacing S

with S(p)
n , where p = 0, · · · , n − 1 and S(0)

n = S. Be-
cause [Cn, HBdG] = 0, HBdG can be block-diagonalized
into sectors spanned by eigenvectors of Cn, namely,

HBdG = H
(0)
BdG ⊕H

(2)
BdG ⊕ . . .⊕H

(n−1)
BdG , (A2)

where H
(j)
BdG represents the Hamiltonian in the subsec-

tor with eigenvalue ei2πj/n of Cn, for j = 0, · · · , n − 1.
Because of CnMT = MT C−1

n and [Cn, P ] = 0, we have

CnS(p)
n = S(p)

n C−1
n , where S(p)

n = Cp
nMT P = Cp

nMyTP .
Here My, T , and P are the mirror symmetry, the time-
reversal symmetry, and particle-hole symmetry, respec-
tively. Therefore, only for the block associated with real

eigenvalue ei2πj
′/n, H

(j′)
BdG respects the chiral symmetry

S(p)
n , and the blocks associated with complex eigenvalues
ei2πj/n and e−i2πj/n are related by the chiral symme-

try S(p)
n . Therefore, only the block associated with real

ei2πj
′/n has a contribution to W

(p)
n . For the Hamiltonian

H
(j′)
BdG, we can define the winding number

wj′ =
1

4πi

∫ 2π

0

dkzTr[S(H(j′

BdG))
−1∂kzH

(j′)
BdG]. (A3)

With this definition, we have W
(0)
n =

∑
j′ wj′ . The defi-

nition of W
(1)
n is

W (1)
n =

1

4πi

∫ 2π

0

dkzTr[S(1)
n H−1

BdG∂kz
HBdG]

=
1

4πi

∫ 2π

0

dkzTr[SCnH−1
BdG∂kz

HBdG]. (A4)

For n = 4, C4 has the eigenvalue of 1 and −1, respectively,
for the blocks of j′ = 0 and 2. Thus, we have

W
(1)
4 =

1

4πi

∫ 2π

0

dkzTr[C4SH−1
BdG∂kzHBdG]

=
1

4πi

∫ 2π

0

dkzTr[S(H(0)
BdG)

−1∂kzH
(0)
BdG]− Tr[S(H(2)

BdG)
−1∂kzH

(2)
BdG]

= w0 − w2. (A5)

Similarly, we have W
(1)
2 = w0 − w1. Appendix B: Majorana vortex end modes on the

(001) surface

SnTe hosts four surface Dirac cones on the (001) sur-
face, as schematically illustrated in Fig. 4(a). Two Dirac
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cones along the line ky = 0 [i.e., [110] direction], are de-
noted by D1,3, and the other two along the line kx = 0
[i.e., [11̄0] direction], are denoted by D2,4. The Hamilto-
nian of the Di surface Dirac cone is

ĥi =
∑

|q|<Λ,s,s′=↑,↓

hss
′

i (q)D†
is(q)Dis′(q), (B1)

where Dis(q) is the annihilation operator at k = Di + q
with pesudospin s, for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. The form of h1,2,3,4
can be derived by choosing the representation of the C4v

and T symmetries and we follow the chosen represen-
tation in Ref. [32]. In particular, h1 is fixed by choos-
ing the representation of the little group at D1 to be
My = isy and C2T = sxK. h2,3,4 are fixed by choos-

ing the gauges such that D2,3,4(C4q) = C4D1,2,3(q)C
−1
4 ,

where C4(qx, qy) → (−qy, qx) and the index s is implicit
for convenience. The chosen representations and gauges
lead to [32]

h1(q) = v(qxsy − qysx),

h2(q) = h1(C
−1
4 q) = v(qysy + qxsx),

h3(q) = h1(−C2q) = −v(qxsy − qysx),

h4(q) = h1(C4q) = −v(qysy + qxsx).

(B2)

Here we assume that the Fermi velocity is isotropic.
In the basis of {D1(q), D3(q), D2(q), D4(q)}, the total
Hamiltonian of describing the four surface Dirac cones
can be written as

h = ( ρ0 + ρz)/2(qxηzsy − qyηzsx)

+ (ρ0 − ρz)/2(qyηzsy + qxηzsx), (B3)

where Pauli matrices ρ and η act on the subspace ex-
panded by the valleys related by a four-fold rotation and
inversion, respectively. h respects the mirror, four-fold
rotation, and time-inversion symmetries

M−1
11̄0
H(qx, qy)M11̄0 = H(M11̄0q) = H(qx,−qy),

M−1
110H(qx, qy)M110 = H(M110q) = H(−qx, qy),

C−1
4 H(qx, qy)C4 = H(C4q) = H(−qy, qx),

T−1H(qx, qy)T = H(−qx,−qy).

(B4)

where

M11̄0 = i(ρ0 + ρz)/2ηzsy − i(ρ0 − ρz)/2ηxsy,

M110 = −i(ρ0 + ρz)/2ηxsy − i(ρ0 − ρz)/2ηzsy,

C4 = (ρx + iρy)/2η0s0 + i(ρx − iρy)/2ηys0,

T = −iρ0ηysxK.

(B5)

These symmetries satisfy the the relations [T,C4] = 0,
{M110, C

2
4} = 0, {M11̄0, C

2
4} = 0, and M110 = C2

4M11̄0.
The superconducting pairing for a conventional

s-wave superconductor is formed between D1↑(q)
[D2↑(q)] and D3↓(−q) [D4↓(−q)]. In the basis of
{D1(q), D3(q), D

†
1(−q), D†

3(−q)}T , the BdG Hamilto-
nian with superconducting vortex can be written as

HBdG = v qxτzηzsy − vqyτ0ηzsx

+ ∆0 tanh(r/ξ)(
x

r
τyηysx − y

r
τxηysx).(B6)

Without loss of generality, we assume that v and ∆0 have
the identical sign. HBdG respects the chiral symmetry
S = M11̄0PT = −τxηxsz, where M11̄0 = iτ0ηzsy and
P = τxK. HBdG is block-diagonal and can be further
written as

HBdG = h+
⊕

h−, h− = −h+,

h+ =


0 −ve−iθ(∂r − i/r∂θ) 0 −∆(r)e−iθ

veiθ(∂r + i/r∂θ) 0 −∆(r)e−iθ 0
0 −∆(r)eiθ 0 −veiθ(∂r + i/r∂θ)

−∆(r)eiθ 0 ve−iθ(∂r − i/r∂θ) 0

 ,

where ∆(r) = ∆0 tanh r/ξ. A zero-energy solution can
be derived from h+ and h−, respectively,

κ1 = (D1↓ +D†
3↓)e

−
∫ r
0
∆(r′)/vdr′ ,

κ3 = κ†1 = (D3↓ +D†
1↓)e

−
∫ r
0
∆(r′)/vdr′ .

(B7)

From the superposition of κ1 and κ3, we can obtain two
MZMs solution

γ1 = κ1 + κ3 = (D1↓ +D3↓ + h.c.)e−
∫ r
0
∆(r′)/vdr′ ,

γ3 = i(κ3 − κ1) = [i(D3↓ −D1↓) + h.c.]e−
∫ r
0
∆(r′)/vdr′ .

(B8)

The spinor part of MZMs γ1 and γ3, respectively, is

ψ1 =
1

4
[0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1]T ,

ψ2 =
1

4
[0,−i, 0, i, 0, i, 0,−i]T .

(B9)

It can be checked that Sψ1,2 = ψ1,2, which implies that
the MZMs γ1,3 is invariant under the chiral symmetry
S. Similarly, two MZMs can be obtained when consid-
ering the superconducting pairing between D2↑(q) and



10

D4↓(−q), which read as

γ2 = (eiπ/4D2↓ + eiπ/4D4↓ + h.c.)e−
∫ r
0
∆(r′)/vdr′ ,

γ4 = (ei3π/4D4↓ − ei3π/4D2↓ + h.c.)e−
∫ r
0
∆(r′)/vdr′ .

(B10)
It can be shown that the MZMs γ2,4 transform into γ4,2
under the chiral symmetry S. Thus, in the zero-energy
subspace expanded by γ1,2,3,4, S is represented by

S =

1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0

 . (B11)

Incorporating the four Dirac cones, the BdG Hamilto-
nian of the whole system hosts the four-fold rotational
symmetry C4, which is defined by

C4D1,2,3C−1
4 = eiπ/4D2,3,4,

C4D4C−1
4 = −eiπ/4D1, (B12)

where C4
4 = 1. Thus, in the zero-energy subspace ex-

panded by γ1,2,3,4, C4 is represented by

C4 =

0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0

 . (B13)

Since [C4, HBdG] = 0 and {S, HBdG} = 0, the operators
C4S, C2

4S, and C3
4S are also the chiral symmetry of HBdG

and we have

Tr(S) = Tr(C2
4S) = 2,

Tr(C4S) = Tr(C3
4S) = 0. (B14)

This implies that two out of the four MZMs are pro-
tected by the chiral symmetries S and C2

4S, which are
generated by the MT symmetry with the mirror along
the (11̄0) and (110) directions, respectively. While the
chiral symmetries associated with the (100) and (010)
direction mirror symmetries can not protect MZMs.

By diagonlizing C4, we can obtain four MZMs with
fixed angular momentum, which are

γ̃1 = (γ1 + γ2 + γ3 + γ4)/2,

γ̃2 = (γ1 − γ2 + γ3 − γ4)/2,

γ̃3 = (iγ1 + γ2 − iγ3 − γ4)/2,

γ̃4 = (−iγ1 + γ2 + iγ3 − γ4)/2,

(B15)

where γ̃1, γ̃2, γ̃3, and γ̃4 have the angular momentum
Jz = 0, Jz = 2, Jz = 1, and Jz = 3, respectively. It can
be shown that

Sγ̃1,2S−1 = γ̃1,2,

Sγ̃3,4S−1 = −γ̃4,3,
C2
4Sγ̃1,2(C2

4S)−1 = γ̃1,2,

C2
4Sγ̃3,4(C2

4S)−1 = γ̃4,3.

(B16)

This implies that the MZMs γ̃1,2 are protected by S and
C2
4S symmetries while γ̃3,4 are not. Because possessing

different angular momentum, the MZMs γ̃1.2 are also pro-
tected by the rotational symmetry. Thus, two out of the
four MZMs are protected by both the chiral and rota-
tional symmetries.

Appendix C: Symmetries analysis of four-band
model and winding number calculation

The model Hamiltonian of the four-band model is

h(k) = [m− t1(cos 2k1 + cos 2k2 + cos 2k3)]σzs0

+ t2[sin k1 (cos k2 + cos k3)σxsx

+ sin k2(cos k1 + cos k3)σxsy

+ sin k3(cos k1 + cos k2)σxsz]

+ t3[cos k1(cos k2 + cos k3) + cos k2 cos k3]σ0s0.
(C1)

h is defined on a face-centered cubic lattice and has the
cubic symmetry. The generators are the four-fold ro-
tation around the (001) direction C4z = σ0 ⊗ e−iπsz/4,
the four-fold rotation around the (100) direction C4x =
σ0⊗e−iπsx/4, and the inversion I = σzs0. When consider-
ing the superconducting vortex along different directions,
the BdG Hamiltonian can be generally written as

HBdG(x, y, kz) =

(
h (x, y, kz)− µ ∆(r, θ)isy
−∆∗(r, θ)isy −hT (x, y,−kz) + µ

)
,

(C2)

where ∆(r, θ) = ∆0 tanh (r/ξ) e
−iθ with r =

√
x2 + y2

and θ being the polar angle. For the vortex in the [001]
direction, we align the unit vectors as follows: ex along
the [1̄1̄0] direction, ey along the [11̄0] direction, and ez
along the [001] direction. For the vortex in the [110] di-
rection, we choose ex along the [001] direction, ey along
the [11̄0] direction, and ez along the [110] direction. Fi-
nally, for the vortex in the [111] direction, ex is aligned
along the [112̄] direction, ey along the [11̄0] direction,
and ez along the [111] direction. Here, ex,y,z are the
coordinate basis of the x− y − z coordinate frame.

𝑋 𝑋

FIG. 4. (a) and (b) The surface Brillouin zone of the (001)
and (110) surfaces and schematic illustration of the energy
contour of the surface states around Dirac cones.
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FIG. 5. (a) and (b) The energy spectra of HBdG with a slab
geometry on the (001) and (110) surfaces, respectively. (c)

and (d) Winding numbers W
(0)
4 and W

(0)
2 for the [001] and

[110] direction vortex, respectively, as functions of µ. The
model parameters are taken as m = 2.5, t1 = −1, t2 = 1,
t3 = 0, ∆0 = 0.5, and ξ = 2.

For the [001] direction vortex, the C4 and S symmetries
of HBdG are given by

C4 = R4(x, y)⊗ C̃4,
S = m11̄0(x, y)M11̄0TP,

C̃4 =

(
e−iπ/4C4z 0

0 eiπ/4(C4z)
∗

)
,

M11̄0 =

(
M11̄0 0
0 (M11̄0)

∗

)
, (C3)

where R4 and m11̄0, respectively, act on the spatial coor-
dinate as R4(x, y) → (−y, x) and m11̄0(x, y) → (−y, x).
T , P , and M11̄0 are given by T = isyK, P = τxK, and

M11̄0 = iσzsxe
−iπsz/4. For the (110) direction vortex,

the C2 symmetry of HBdG is

C2 = R2(x, y)⊗ C̃2,

C̃2 =

(
e−iπ/2C2z 0

0 eiπ/2(C2z)
∗

)
,

(C4)

where R2 acts on the spatial coordinate as R2(x, y) =

(−x,−y), and C2z = e−iπ/2(sx+sy)/
√
2. For the (111)-

direction vortex, the C3 symmetry of HBdG is

C3 = R3(x, y)⊗ C̃3,

C̃3 =

(
e−iπ/3C3z 0

0 eiπ/3(C3z)
∗

)
,

(C5)

where R3 acts on the spatial coordinate as
R3(x, y) → (−x/2 −

√
3y/2,

√
3x/2 − y/2) and

C3z = e−iπ(sx+sy+sz)/3
√
3. For the [111] and [110]

directions vortex, HBdG also respects the chiral symme-
try S.
In Fig. 5(a) and 5(b), we present the surface states

for a slab geometry on the (001) and (110) surfaces. In
Fig. 5(c) and 5(d), we calculate the winding numbers

W
(0)
4 and W

(0)
2 for the [001] and [110] direction vortex as

functions of µ.

Appendix D: Majorana vortex end modes on the
(110) surface

SnTe hosts two surface Dirac cones on the (110) surface
[54], denoted by X1 and X2, as schematically illustrated
in Fig. 4(b). Similar to the Dirac cones D1,3 on the (001)
surface, Dirac points at X1,2 are invariant under the mir-
ror M11̄0 and C2T symmetries. Therefore, the symme-
tries analysis of the MZMs contributed by Dirac cones
D1,3 can be directly applied to the MZMs contributed
by the Dirac cones X1,2. It can be shown that there are
two MZMs on the (110) surface, denoted by γ1 and γ2.
In the zero-energy subspace, the chiral symmetry S and
two-fold rotational symmetry C2 can be represented by

S =

(
1 0
0 1

)
, C2 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, (D1)

which yields Tr(S) = 2 and Tr(C2S) = 0. The two MZMs

γ̃1 = (γ1 + γ2)/
√
2 and γ̃2 = (γ1 − γ2)/

√
2 are the com-

mon eigenstates of S and C2 symmetries, with the identi-
cal and different eigenvalues, respectively. Therefore, the
two MZMs γ̃1,2 are protected by both S and C2 symme-
tries.

Appendix E: Majorana vortex modes on the (111)
surface

SnTe hosts four Dirac cones on the (111) surface which
are located at the Γ̄ and M̄1,2,3 points, respectively. The
surface Hamiltonian of describing the Dirac cone centered
at Γ̄ and M̄1,2,3 can be written as

ĥi=0,1,2,3 =
∑

|q|<Λ,s,s′=↑,↓

hss
′

i (q)f†is(q)fis′(q), (E1)

where f0s(q) and fjs(q) is the annihilation operator at
k = Γ̄+q and k = M̄j+q, respectively, for j = 1, 2, 3. h0
is fixed by choosing the representation of the little group
at Γ̄ to be T = isyK, My = isy, and C3 = eiπsz/3, which
generate the constraints

T−1h0(q)T = h0(−q),

M−1
y h0(qx, qy)My = h0(qx,−qy),

C−1
3 h0(q)C3 = h0(C3q),

(E2)
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with C3(qx, qy) → (−qx/2 −
√
3qy/2,

√
3qx/2 − qy/2).

Thus, we have h0(q) = v1(qxsy − qysx). The little
group at M̄1 is generated by T and My symmetries.
From the chosen representation, we can derive h1 =
v2(qxsy − qysx). Here we assume isotropic Fermi ve-
locity for the M̄1 valley. Using the C3 symmetry, we
can fix the gauges for Dirac cones centered at M̄2,3 as

C3f1,2(q)C
−1
3 = f2,3(C3q). Thus, we have

h2(q) = h1(C
−1
3 q)

= (−qx/2 +
√
3qy/2)sy + (

√
3qx/2 + qy/2)sx,

h3(q) = h1(C3q)

= (−qx/2−
√
3qy/2)sy − (

√
3qx/2− qy/2)sx.

(E3)
The mirror symmetry My acts on the operators f0,1,2,3
as

Myf0,1M
−1
y = isyf0,1(M1q),

Myf2M
−1
y =M1C3f1C

−1
3 M−1

1 = C−1
3 Myf1M

−1
y C3 = −isyf3,

Myf3M
−1
y =M1C3f2C

−1
3 M−1

1 = C−1
3 Myf2M

−1
y C3 = −isyf2.

(E4)
where the relation MyC3 = C−1

3 My is used. The time-
reversal symmetry T acts on the operators f0,1,2,3 as

Tf0,1T
−1 = isyf0,1,

T f2T
−1 = TC3f1C

−1
3 T−1 = C3Tf1T

−1C−1
3 = isyf2,

T f3T
−1 = TC3f2C

−1
3 T−1 = C3Tf2T

−1C−1
3 = isyf3.

(E5)

where the relation [T,C3] = 0 is used.

When considering the superconducting vortex, the
BdG Hamiltonian of describing the Dirac cone centered
at Γ̄ can be written as

HBdG = v1(qxτzsy − qyτ0sx)

+ ∆0 tanh(r/ξ)(
x

r
τysy −

y

r
τxsy).

Here HBdG respects the particle-hole symmetry P =
τxK and three-fold rotational symmetry C3 =
eiπ/3(τ0+τz)/2e

iπsz/3+e−iπ/3(τ0−τz)/2e−iπsz/3, where
C−1
3 h0(r)C3 = h0(C3r) and C3

3 = 1. Moreover, HBdG re-
spects the magnetic mirror symmetry MT = K, which
leads to the chiral symmetry S = MT P = τx (y → −y).
HBdG can be further written as

HBdG =


0 −v1e−iθ

(
∂r − i∂θ

r

)
0 −∆(r)e−iθ

v1e
iθ
(
∂r +

i∂θ

r

)
0 ∆(r)e−iθ 0

0 ∆(r)eiθ 0 v1e
iθ
(
∂r +

i∂θ

r

)
−∆(r)eiθ 0 −v1e−iθ

(
∂r − i∂θ

r

)
0

 , (E6)

where ∆(r) = ∆0 tanh r/ξ. The MZM solution of HBdG

is

γ0 = (f0↓ + f†0↓)e
−

∫ r
0
∆(r′)/v1dr

′
, (E7)

where we assume that ∆0 and v1 share the identical sign.
It can be checked that Sγ0S−1 = γ0 and C3γ0C−1

3 = γ0.
Similarly, the Dirac cone-centered at M̄1 with supercon-

ducting vortex gives rise to the MZM

γ1 = (f1↓ + f†1↓)e
−

∫ r
0
∆(r′)/v2dr

′
. (E8)

The chiral symmetry S acts on γ1 as Sγ1S−1 = γ1.

In the basis of {f2(q), f†2 (−q), f3(q), f
†
3 (−q)}, the BdG

Hamiltonian of describing the Dirac cones centered at M̄2

and M̄3 can be written as

HBdG = v2(−1/2qxη0τzsy +
√
3/2qyηzτzsy +

√
3/2qxηzτ0sx + 1/2qyη0τ0sx) + ∆0 tanh(r/ξ)(

x

r
η0τysy −

y

r
η0τxsy).

(E9)

Here HBdG respects the magnetic mirror symmetry
MT = −ηxK, which leads to the chiral symmetry

S = −ηxτx. HBdG is block-diagonal in the η space and
can be written as
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HBdG = H2 ⊕H3,

H2 =


0 (

√
3/2 + i/2)v2q− 0 −∆0(r)e

−iθ

(
√
3/2− i/2)v2q+ 0 ∆0(r)e

−iθ 0

0 ∆0(r)e
iθ 0 (

√
3/2− i/2)v2q+

−∆0(r)e
iθ 0 (

√
3/2 + i/2)v2q− 0

 ,

H3 =


0 (−

√
3/2 + i/2)v2q− 0 −∆0(r)e

−iθ

(−
√
3/2− i/2)v2q+ 0 ∆0(r)e

−iθ 0

0 ∆0(r)e
iθ 0 (−

√
3/2− i/2)v2q+

−∆0(r)e
iθ 0 (−

√
3/2 + i/2)v2q− 0

 ,

(E10)

where q−− = e−iθ(qr − iqθ) and q+ = eiθ(qr + iqθ) with
qr = −i∂r and qθ = −i/r∂θ. H2 and H3, respectively,
host the MZM

γ2 = (e−iπ/3f2↓ + eiπ/3f†2↓)e
−

∫ r
0
∆(r′)/vdr′ ,

γ3 = (e−i2π/3f3↓ + ei2π/3f†3↓)e
−

∫ r
0
∆(r′)/vdr′ .

(E11)

It can be checked that S1γ2,3S−1
1 = γ3,2. The three-fold

rotational symmetry C3 is defined as

C3f1C−1
3 = e−iπ/3f2,

C3f2C−1
3 = e−iπ/3f3,

C3f3C−1
3 = −e−iπ/3f1,

(E12)

where C3
3 = 1. Thus, we have

C3γ1,2,3C−1
3 = γ2,3,1. (E13)

Thus, in the subspace expanded by {γ0, γ1, γ2, γ3}, the
chiral symmetry S and three-fold rotational symmetry
C3 are, respectively, represented by

S =

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 , C3 =

1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0

 . (E14)
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