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Abstract
We study finite system properties of the canonical low energy model for a semiconducting
nanowire with Rashba spin–orbit coupling (SOC). The case of an isolated wire as well as of one
proximitized by an s-wave superconductor are considered. Already for the normal wire, the pres-
ence of SOC leads to eigenstates of the finite system composed of more than two momentum
eigenstates. The exact quantization condition for the wavevectors is not that of a quantum box,
but given instead by a transcendental equation linking the involved wavevectors. For the wire with
superconducting pairing, the presence of electron and hole channels complicates the composition
of the eigenstates. In this case we derive an approximate quantization condition close to the phase
boundary, and an approximate condition for the appearance of exact zero energy states. It can
be satisfied both in the topological and in the trivial phase. Both the trivial and topological zero
energy states contribute to the linear transport through Andreev reflection and direct transmission
processes, with their relative importance depending on the degree of the states’ localization at the
boundary. A negative spin-flip interference contribution causes trivial zero-energy states to exhibit
a zero-bias conductance plateau, whereas Majorana zero modes (MZM) display a peak. This dis-
tinct lineshape may serve as an experimental signature for the identification of MZM and to dis-
criminate the topological phases.

1. Introduction

Semiconducting nanowires coupled to a superconductor are one of the main platforms currently devel-
oped to host Majorana fermions for use in topological quantum computing [1, 2]. In the last decade
they have been vigorously probed experimentally, with the theory descriptions based on simple low
energy models or more realistic coarse-grained geometries. The numerical studies have explored for
instance the spatial modulation of the proximity effect, the influence of the magnetic field on the orig-
inal pairing, or the electrostatics of the gated nanowire which results in a non-constant profile of the
chemical potential. Numerical models have also shown that a strong coupling between the supercon-
ductor and the nanowire renormalizes its physical properties such as the g-factor, spin–orbit coupling
(SOC) and the proximity pairing [3–9]. Recently, InAs/Al heterostructures realized the topological gap
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protocol, demonstrating a low false-positive rate for non-topological Andreev states mimicking Majorana
zero modes (MZM) [10, 11]. Further, measurements of the partial fermion parity in double-nanowire
devices mark significant progress toward the realization of Majorana-based qubits [12, 13].

On the analytical side, the effective one-dimensional (1D) continuum model of the proximitized
nanowire continues to attract attention: it has recently been used to calculate the renormalized g-factor
of a quantum dot coupled to the Rashba nanowire [14], studied with an antiferromagnetic substrate
modifying the boundaries of the topological phase [15], analyzed in the context of mapping it to the
Kitaev chain and classical spin chains [16] or of generating the superconducting diode effect [17]. It has
recently been used to study the behavior of Majorana states under dissipation [18] and under driving in
a Floquet setup [19, 20].

Despite all the attention, exact analytical solutions for the energy levels and eigenstates of a finite size
Rashba nanowire are not known, even for the simplest form of a minimal model with constant param-
eters. In the case of the Kitaev chain, (exact) analytical solutions [21] constituted an important bench-
mark both for the further numerical [22] and experimental studies [23]. We aim with this work to pro-
vide analogous solutions for the proximitized Rashba nanowire.

We begin by searching for the conditions at which exact zero energy states can be found in the finite
proximitized Rashba nanowire. Like in the Kitaev chain [21, 24], exact zero energy eigenstates occur only
along some lines in the parameter space of the chemical potential µ and Zeeman energy VZ [25, 26]. In
addition, in the numerics we find fully extended exact zero energy states also in the topologically trivial
phase. The finding that already the most fundamental form of the nanowire model can support trivial
zero energy states is yet another fact to be taken into account when trying to distinguish between topo-
logical and trivial zero bias peaks in transport experiments [27]. The zero energy solutions coincide with
the boundaries between different fermion parity regions earlier found numerically [28]. Our analytical
results are quantitatively improving on the earlier ones [25], but for full agreement with the numerics
we would need the exact momentum quantization in the proximitized nanowire. Various approximation
schemes to obtain the momentum quantization are discussed in this paper.

The usual approach to finding the low energy states of a finite superconducting nanowire is to com-
bine the two subgap states from the left and right end of two semi-infinite wires [29–31]. Deriving the
quantization rules for the finite proximitized nanowire is indeed a very difficult task—we show here
that even the non-superconducting nanowire does not obey the standard quantum-box quantization. We
derive the transcendental quantization condition for the normal wire, and confirm its validity by com-
parison with numerical calculation of the nanowire energy spectrum. We also find approximate quanti-
zation condition for the low energy excitations close to the topological phase boundary at low chemical
potential.

The zero energy eigenstates close to the phase boundary are found to be localized, while deep in
the non-trivial topological phase they become extended. We link the spatial profile of the low energy
excitations to the nature of the dominant processes contributing to electronic transport through the
system. Using Green’s functions techniques [22, 32] we calculate numerically the linear conductance
through the proximitized 1D nanowire with discretized Hamiltonian. Strongly localized boundary states
favor Andreev processes, while those with extended profiles enhance the contribution of the direct
transmission.

The work is structured as follows. In section 2 we recall the model of the Rashba nanowire and
review its bulk properties. The constraints on the values of the chemical potential and Zeeman term for
which zero energy states occur in a proximitized nanowire are derived in section 3 and their approx-
imate solutions are given for the continuum model. In section 4 we derive the quantization rule for
a finite non-superconducting wire with Rashba SOC and the quantization rules for superconducting
wire in two special cases, of zero magnetic field and close to the topological phase transition (TPT). The
decay length of zero energy states is connected in section 5 to the dominant contributions to the linear
conductance. We finish with a short summary of our results in the conclusions.

2. Models

2.1. Continuummodel
In this section we shortly recall the 1D model used to describe a proximitized Rashba nanowire and its
bulk spectrum. The model [33, 34]

Ĥwire = Ĥ0 + Ĥ∆ (1)

2
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is composed of the semiconducting nanowire Hamiltonian

Ĥ0 =

L/2ˆ

−L/2

dx ψ̂†
(
− h̄2∂2x

2m
−µc − iαRσy∂x +VZσz

)
ψ̂ (2)

and the proximity term Ĥ∆. Here, we introduced the abbreviations ψ̂ = (ψ̂↑, ψ̂↓)
T, where ψ̂σ removes

an electron with effective mass m and spin σ =↑, ↓ from the nanowire of finite length L. The chemical
potential is denoted by µc (where c stands for ‘continuum’) and αR is the strength of the Rashba SOC,
favoring the alignment of spin in the y direction (cf figure 1(a)). The heterostructure is exposed to a
homogeneous, external magnetic field B= Bẑ yielding a Zeeman energy VZ = gµBB/2. Due to the prox-
imity effect of the s-wave superconducting substrate, the nanowire becomes itself superconducting,

Ĥ∆ =

L/2ˆ

−L/2

dx
(
∆ ψ̂↑ψ̂↓ +∆∗ ψ̂†

↓ψ̂
†
↑

)
. (3)

In the following we shall use ∆ ∈ R, exploiting the gauge freedom in one superconductor. In the
momentum space, after the conversion to Bogoliubov–de Gennes (BdG) form with the Nambu
spinor Ψ̂T(k) = [ψ̂↑(k), ψ̂↓(k), ψ̂

†
↑(−k), ψ̂†

↓(−k)]T, this Hamiltonian can be written as Ĥwire =
1
2

∑
k Ψ̂

†(k)HBdGΨ̂(k), where

HBdG = ηz ⊗
[(

h̄2k2

2m
−µc

)
σ0 +αRkσy +VZσz

]
+∆ηy ⊗σy,

where σ,η are Pauli matrices in the spin and particle-hole space, respectively. This Hamiltonian has
neither the conventional inversion nor the time-reversal symmetry, as evidenced by the presence of
SOC and of the magnetic field. It does however have a modified inversion symmetry, Ĩ= ηz ⊗σzI,
where I is the spatial inversion symmetry x→−x (or k→−k). ĤBdG also possesses local symmetries:
pseudo-time reversal T = ηz ⊗σzK, particle-hole symmetry P = iηy ⊗σzK and the chiral symmetry
C= T P = ηx ⊗σ0. The operator K denotes the complex conjugation. The presence of the chiral sym-
metry allows us to use the winding number topological invariant, ν =

´
BZ dk∂k det(h(k)), where h(k) is

the upper off-diagonal block of HBdG expressed in the eigenbasis of the chiral symmetry operator C.
Diagonalising HBdG yields the excitation spectrum E(k) parametrized by the momentum k. Explicitly,

one finds that

E2 (k) =

(
h̄2k2

2m
−µc

)2

+α2
Rk

2 +V2
Z +∆2

± 2

√(
h̄2k2

2m
−µc

)2 (
V2
Z +α2

Rk
2
)
+V2

Z∆
2 (4)

has a gap closing at k= 0, provided V2
Z = µc

2 +∆2 is set. This gap closing condition signals a TPT. In
the case of ∆ ̸= 0, αR ̸= 0, L→∞ the system is in the topological non-trivial phase for

V2
Z > µc

2 +∆2, (5)

and in the topological trivial phase otherwise [33, 34] as illustrated in figure 1(b).

2.2. Tight-binding model on a lattice
In order to test the reliability of our analytical calculations, we compare them to the numerical results
obtained with the effective lattice Hamiltonian [35]

ĤTB =−µ
N∑

j=1

∑
σ

ĉ†jσ ĉjσ +VZ

N∑
j=1

∑
σ

sσ ĉ
†
jσ ĉjσ

+ t
N−1∑
j=1

∑
σ

(
ĉ†jσ ĉj+1σ + h.c.

)
3
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Figure 1. Rashba nanowire. (a) General setup, and (b) Topological phase diagram, where ν denotes the winding number topo-
logical invariant. (c) Energy and modified inversion symmetry of the lowest excitation in the numerically solved discretized
nanowire with toy model parameters (cf table 1) and open boundary conditions. Red (blue) colour scale applies when the lowest
excitation is even (odd) under Ĩ, respectively. White dotted line marks the boundary of the topological phase for L→∞. Note
the asymmetry with respect to µc = 0, due to the asymmetry of the normal wire’s dispersion with respect to µc.

+
α

2

N−1∑
j=1

∑
σ

sσ
(
ĉ†j+1σ ĉjσ + h.c.

)

+
∆

2

N∑
j=1

∑
σ

sσ
(
ĉjσ ĉjσ + h.c.

)
, (6)

where µ is the chemical potential, t the nearest neighbour hopping amplitude, α the nearest-neighbor
Rashba term, ∆ the s-wave superconducting pairing constant, VZ is the Zeeman energy and the length
of the wire is L= Nd. For given σ, σ denotes the opposite spin and s↑(↓) =+(−). The resulting bulk
Hamiltonian in the k-space is

ĤTB =
∑
k,σ

{
(2tcos(kd)−µ+ sσVZ) ĉ

†
kσ ĉkσ

− iαsσ sin(kd) ĉ
†
kσ ĉkσ +

∆

2
sσ (ĉkσ ĉk̄σ + h.c.)

}
(7)

and its dispersion relation is

E2TB (k) = (2t coskd−µ)
2
+α2 sin2 kd+V2

Z +∆2

± 2
√
(2t coskd−µ)

2 (
α2 sin2 kd+V2

Z

)
+(VZ∆)

2
. (8)

The expansion of the tight-binding Hamiltonian in small k yields the continuum model, with the
parameters t=−h̄2/(2md2), µ= µc + 2t and α= αR/d. Depending on the ratio of the energy associ-
ated with spin–orbit interaction, Eso =mα2

R/h̄
2 to the superconducting gap, the wire can be in the weak

(Eso <∆) or strong (Eso >∆) SOC regime. We are going to use only the expansion in small ∆, not in
αR/∆ or its inverse, so we mention this distinction only for completeness. In further numerical calcula-
tions we will use two different parameter sets, which we name InAs and toy wire models, both in contin-
uum and discrete versions. The parameters are listed in table 1. The InAs wire model is meant to sim-
ulate a more experimentally realistic nanowire, based on the InAs parameters [35]. The length of the
wire is then taken to be L= 1600d≃ 850 nm, comparable to experimental lengths [36, 37]. The decay
length of the subgap states, calculated as ξ := 1/q with q given by equation (18), is in the range of 0–2L
for our explored ranges of (VZ,µ).

For comparison we study also toy wires, with L= 100d≃ 53 nm. In order to be able to resolve the
subgap features, we need larger ∆; keeping the same ratio αR/∆, we rescale the spin–orbit strength and

4
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Table 1. Parameters for the nanowire models used in numerics. The last two models are cited for comparison only.

continuum lattice

model a [Å] g [µB] ∆ [meV] m/me αR [eV·Å] t [eV] α [meV] Eso [meV] ξ(µ= 0,VZ =∆) ξ(µ= 0,VZ = 2∆)

InAs [35] 5.3 15 1 0.04 0.1 −3.4 18.9 0.0525 100 Å 244 Å

toy 5.3 15 50 0.04 4.32 −3.4 800 94 85 Å 115 Å

strong SOC [38] 0.13 0.05 0.5 1.636 3846 Å 3882 Å

weak SOC InSb [38] 0.25 0.015 0.2 0.0785 800 Å 4483 Å

5
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Figure 2. Resistance of the zero energy states to disorder in a toy wire. On each site a random potential is added, εi ∈ [−W,W].
The points correspond to (VZ,µc) parameters where the lowest excitation has energy lower than 2% of∆. In grey are shown
the results from the clean wire, in color those forW= 2∆ (a) orW= 4∆ (b). While the locations of zero energy states change,
they remain stable both in the topological and in the trivial phase. Disorder even widens the region with zero energy states in the
trivial phase.

superconducting pairing by a factor of 50. The decay length of the subgap states is smaller than L. As
can be seen, the InAs wire is in the weak SOC, while the toy wire is in the strong SOC regime, but we
reiterate that this distinction is not important in our calculations.

The diagonalization of the tight-binding Hamiltonian of a finite wire with open boundary condi-
tions shows that MZM reside on discrete lines within the topologically non-trivial phase as presented
in figure 1(c) for the toy wire and reported earlier [25, 28]. Also the topologically trivial phase hosts
zero-energy states, on distorted rings in the parameter space [28, 39]. They are all extended states, rem-
nants of the lattice of zero energy states at zero SOC [28] due to level crossings protected by spin rota-
tion symmetry. They vanish with increasing α (or αR) [40]. Interestingly, the zero energy states in both
phases, trivial and non-trivial, react similarly to disorder, which on average only changes their location
in the parameter space, but does not gap them out, as illustrated in figure 2. We note that the rings do
not appear for the lower part of the trivial phase, below µc = 0, since for these chemical potentials all
states in the normal wire are empty. They do however extend to much higher values of µc (not shown),
in agreement with existing report in the literature. [40] Disorder even widens the range of parameters
where they are present. In the next section we analyze further the conditions under which they appear.

3. Constraints on the zero energy states

In table 2, we provide a general overview on all exact or approximate formulae, their range of validity
and made assumptions used throughout the manuscript. Since the topological phase has been extensively
studied, we concentrate in the following on the zero energy rings in the trivial phase, obtaining the zero
energy lines in the topological phase as a by-product.

For both V2
Z ≶ µc

2 +∆2 at αR = 0, we have that exact zero energy is restricted to parameters obeying
the constraint

V2
Z = (εΣ −µc)

2
+∆2, (9)

where εΣ := h̄2k2Σ/(2m) for the continuum or εΣ = 2tcos(kΣd) for the discrete Hamiltonian, and
kΣ = nπ/L+ (with n= 1, . . . ,N, L+/d= N+ 1). For generic αR, we succeeded to approximate the zero
energy conditions for the finite wire length and open boundary conditions, using the full dispersion rela-
tion and an approximation for the wavevectors’ quantization condition. Below, we proceed with the con-
tinuum model. The analogous calculation for the discrete model can be found in appendix A.

The constraint of E= 0 in equation (4) may be written as an 8th degree polynomial in k, in two
equivalent forms:

0= P(k) =
8∑

n=0

ank
n ≡

8∏
n=0

(k− kn) , (10)

where we set a8 = 1. The polynomial P(k) contains only even orders of k, therefore its roots will always
come in ±kn pairs. Moreover, its coefficients are real, therefore the roots will be either real or pairwise
complex conjugate. From the existence of the bulk gap we conclude that real roots can exist only on the
boundary between topological phases, for L→∞. Therefore there are only two available configurations
of roots in the complex k plane, shown in figure 3, with either 4 or 8 roots containing a real part.

6
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Table 2. Overview of the results obtained in this work. Equations are classified according to the model (discrete: TB, continuum:
C). Additional parameter constraints for the validity of exact or approximate formulae are given. The ‘∗’ means that solutions for
kf are applicable in the topological phase. The quantization condition used for the plots is indicated as superscripts ‘qb’ (quantum
box) or ‘exactk’ for momenta obtained solving equation (15).

Result Approximation Validity Model Equations Figures

momentum quantization exact constraint ∆= 0 TB (15) 6(b)

exact ∆ ̸= 0, VZ = 0 TB (17)

exact ∆= 0, α= 0 TB (B1)

exact ∆= 0, t= 0 TB (B2)

exact ∆= 0, VZ = 0 TB (B3)

integer & half-integer k O(k1) close to phase transition C Appendices C, D 9

zero energy lines exact α= 0 (αR = 0) TB,C (9)

exact constraints trivial phase C (11)

O(q2) trivial phase∗ C (12) 4(a) and

(b)qb

exact constraints trivial phase TB (A1)

O(sinh2(qd)) trivial phase∗ TB (A2) 4(c) and

(d)qb

16exact k

O(sinh2(qd)),

O(α̃∆̃)

trivial phase∗ TB (A3) 4(c) and

(d)

decay length O(q2) trivial phase∗ C (18) 10(a)

Figure 3. Configuration of the solutions of E2(k) = 0 in the topologically trivial and non-trivial phase.

The equality of the two forms of P(k) yields a set of coupled equations relating wavevectors and
parameters. For the trivial phase, we set k1 = kf + iq, k2 = ks − iq (kf,ks,q ∈ R) granting in the end three
independent parameter constraints for zero energy,

O
(
k6
)
:

h̄2

2m

(
k2f + k2s − 2q2

)
= 2(µc + Eso) , (11a)

O
(
k4
)
:

(
h̄2

2m

)2(
k2f + q2

)(
k2s + q2

)
= µc

2 +∆2 −V2
Z, (11b)

O
(
k2
)
:

(
h̄2

2m

)3

q2
(
k2f − k2s

)
= 2∆2Eso. (11c)

Notice that (k2f + q2)(k2s + q2)> 0 implies the restriction to the topologically trivial phase.
Since m, αR, ∆ are usually fixed for a physical sample, we count in total four variables, namely kf,

ks, q and VZ (µc), where the latter depends on µc (VZ). The exact but clearly underdetermined equations
equation (11) are completed by the wavevector quantization condition. In this section, as a first step,
we rely on the ‘particle in a box’ quantization; in section 4 we shall study the quantization condition in
more detail.

In the following we use one equation to express q as a function of µc, VZ and the remaining two
momenta. After some algebra we are left with two equations, both quadratic in q2. The imaginary
part of the wave vector, q, controls the decay of the electronic states, ξ ∝ q−1. From the theory of the
Jackiw-Rebbi states [41] we know that ξ ∝ (∆E)−1, where ∆E is the energy gap in the system. Since
our energy gap at k> 0 is mostly determined by ∆, we can assume that q is small and discard the
terms beyond the second order in q. (We shall analyze the resulting q in more detail in section 5, in
the context of electronic transport.) Then, the parameters associated to the zero energy rings obey
(εf := h̄2k2f /(2m))

7
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Figure 4. Zero energy lines obtained numerically and compared to analytics for small∆ and particle in the box quantiza-
tion. The model parameters are given in table 1. The orange lines in (a) and (b) are obtained in the continuous model limit
(cf equation (12)) for kΣ = πn/L+ (n= 1, . . . ,N). Purple lines are the solutions of an analogous equation V2

Z = (εf −
µc)2 − 2Eso(εf +µc)+∆2 from the supplementary material of reference [25], plotted for comparison. In (c) and (d) we use
equation (A2) from the lattice model, together with kf = πn/L+.

V2
Z =

(
εf −µc

)2 − 2Esoεf +∆2 −
∆2Eso

(
εf +µc + Eso

)(
εf −µc − Eso

)2 . (12)

In the figures 4(a) and (b) we show the energy of the lowest subgap state obtained numerically for the
toy (a) and the InAs (b) nanowire. The solutions of equation (12) (assuming that kf = nπ/L+ (n=
1, . . . ,N)) are shown as orange lines. They capture the first zero energy lines for the toy wire, and all
visible lines in the InAs wire. They do not coincide with the zero energy rings in the toy wire, but in the
InAs wire the rings are clearly enclosed by the solutions of equation (12). For comparison, we plot with
purple lines the zero energy constraint from reference [25], with accuracy similar to our approxima-
tion except for the corner of the topological phase, where our formula captures better the curvature of
zero energy lines. In figures 4(c) and (d) we show the results of an analogous calculation for the lattice
model resulting in equation (A2) with the same equidistant quantization. The accuracy has improved for
the toy wire (c) with respect to the continuum approach, because now the analytical and numerical dis-
persions match. For the InAs wire the accuracy remains good, with the solutions of equation (A2) only
enclosing the zero energy rings, but following closely the topological zero energy lines. Surprisingly, even
though our approach using kf,ks and q was meant to capture the zero energy rings in the trivial phase, it
does follow closely the zero energy lines in the topological phase, up to the arcs at the topological phase
boundary. This unexpected agreement is due to the continuity of the kf + iq solutions across the upper
boundary of the topological phase. The zero energy lines found for equidistant quantization of kf in the
trivial phase are therefore smoothly continued into the topological phase. The zero energy rings in the
trivial phase are not reproduced in either approach, because they both miss the correct, ∆-dependent,
momentum quantization. This lack is more visible in the toy wire case, where firstly αR/t is larger than
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Figure 5. Sketch of the band structure of a normal wire with magnetic field applied in the z direction. In the region I four Bloch
states are available at each energy, all from the− band. This region shrinks fast with increasing VZ. In the Zeeman gap (region II)
there are only two Bloch states at each energy, and in the region III again four, one pair from branch+ and one from−.

in the InAs wire, and secondly the larger energy window encompasses regions where the band in the dis-
cretized model is not parabolic anymore. The question of momentum quantization is our focus in the
next section, where we obtain the exact quantization rules for the full spectrum of a normal nanowire,
for a superconducting nanowire without magnetic field, and an approximate quantization condition for
low excitations close to the topological phase boundary.

4. Finite lattice with open boundary conditions

The open boundary conditions and the finite length of the nanowire impose, already in the normal con-
ducting case, a non-trivial quantization rule (equation (15) below) which differs from the typical particle
in the box behaviour. Our approach is the usual one of constructing the wave function of a finite system
as a linear combination of the bulk Bloch states, imposing open boundary conditions. Throughout this
section we use the discretized Hamiltonian, so that our analytical results can be directly compared to the
numerical ones.

4.1. The normal conducting wire:∆ = 0
For comparison with the numerical treatment, we consider Hamiltonian equation (7) at ∆= 0 first. The
eigenvectors of HTB,∆=0(k) are

v± (k) = N±
k

 iα sin(kd)

VZ ±
√
α2 sin2 (kd)+V2

Z

 , (13)

with normalization factor N±
k . The subscript ± denotes the sign in equation (8) at ∆= 0, with these

eigenenergies referred to hereinafter as E∆=0
± (k).

The form of E∆=0
± (k) implies that four wavevectors ±k1,2 correspond to the same energy, cf figure 5.

Thus, we construct ψ( j) as (x= jd)

ψE ( j) =
∑
n=1,2

Anv
± (kn)e

iknjd +Bnv
± (−kn)e

−iknjd, (14)

with the spinors v−(±k1) and v−(±k2) below the Zeeman gap, and v−(±k1), v+(±k2) above it. In
regions I and III both ki are real, within the Zeeman gap one of them is imaginary, corresponding
to an evanescent state. The open boundary conditions imply ψE(0) = 0= ψE(N+ 1). The set of four
equations, resulting from two constraints on each of the two components of ψE, can be written in
the form of a matrix equation MBA= 0, where A= (A1,B1,A2,B2). Defining kΣ = (k1 + k2)/2, k∆ =
(k1 − k2)/2, the condition of detMB = 0 yields the exact quantization rule for the discrete model:

Q(E) := sin2 (kΣL+)

[
1−

(α
2t

)2
cot2 (kΣd)

]
− sin2 (k∆L+)

[
1−

(α
2t

)2
cot2 (k∆d)

]
,

!
= 0. (15)
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Figure 6. Two approaches to momentum quantization for the discrete model at∆= 0. Black dotted lines mark the energy lev-
els of a discretized toy nanowire. Background indicates the value of the quantization function, whose minima yield the quan-
tized energy levels of the nanowire: in greyscale for the energy in the Zeeman gap, in color outside of it. (a) Transcendental
quantization rule (15). In the Zeeman gap Q(E) contains exponentially large hyperbolic functions and it has been rescaled by
eN(E−VZ)/|t| for better contrast. Inset shows schematically the relevant energy ranges. (b) Quantum box quantization function
(plotted with square root for better contrast).

This quantization rule does yield the energy spectrum of the finite wire, including the anticrossings
caused by the SOC, as we show in figure 6(a). The color background corresponds to the value of

√
|QE|,

with k1,k2 found numerically from E∆=0
± (k) for each energy eigenvalue respectively. Inside the Zeeman

gap (greyscale background) two of the wavevectors are imaginary, therefore Q(E) takes exponentially
high values between Q(E) = 0 lines. The numerically found energy levels (dotted black lines) align pre-
cisely with the minima of |Q(E)|.

If we assume from the start the equidistant quantization, we can relate the k1,2 to the
zeroes of sin(k1L+) sin(k2L+). In figure 6(b) the color background corresponds to the value of
| sin(k1L+) sin(k2L+)|. Outside of the Zeeman gap its zeroes obviously miss the correct energy levels,
but inside the Zeeman gap (greyscale background) there is only one Bloch band at a given energy and
the quantization is quantitatively well approximated by that of a quantum box, sin(kL+) = 0. This justi-
fies the earlier use of k= πn/L+ (cf figure 4) to approximate the zero energy lines for a limited (µ,VZ)
parameter region.

Even without superconducting pairing, a Rashba nanowire is not just a quantum box, due to the
competing influences of SOC and the Zeeman effect on the electronic spin. Equation (15) holds also
for α= 0, VZ = 0 and, after multiplication by t2, also for t= 0. It is exact and has to be solved together
with the equal energy constraint E∆=0

± (k1) = E∆=0
± (k2)≡ E∆=0. The constraint allows for alternative rep-

resentations,

E∆=0 =−µ+
t2 + α2

4

t
[cos(k1d)+ cos(k2d)] , (16a)

E∆=0 =−µ±
√
V2
Z +α2 +(4t2 +α2)cos(k1d)cos(k2d), (16b)

useful for comparison with numerical results. The energy eigenvalues in the limiting cases VZ → 0,
α→ 0 or t→ 0 are presented in appendix B.

Finally, equation (15) can be obtained by an alternative approach, directly in real space, using the
technique of Tetranacci polynomials [21, 22, 42].

We can now check if the position of zero energy lines and rings in the superconducting wire can be
found with better precision if we used as kf or ks one of the wavevectors k1,k2 obeying the quantiza-
tion condition of the normal wire equation (15). (We cannot use both because they would not obey the
equal energy constraint with finite ∆). For each VZ we diagonalize numerically the Hamiltonian of the
normal wire; using equation (8) at ∆= 0 we find the values of kf,ks,q. Inserting kf into equation (A3)
sets µ. The resulting zero energy lines and rings obtained are shown in figure 7.

The use of equation (15) has strongly improved the agreement between the numerically and analyti-
cally found zero energy lines and rings for the toy wire (cf figures 4(c) and 7(a)). It does not reproduce
the horizontal spacing between rings introduced by ∆ in the presence of the SOC, but it does reproduce
their vertical spacing caused primarily by the SOC. The reason for this good agreement is that the wire
is short enough for the size quantization in the normal wire to dominate over the ∆ energy scale and to
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Figure 7. Zero energy lines and rings with kf obtained from the wavevectors of the discrete model at∆= 0 (cf equation (15)).
Orange lines mark the solutions of equation (A3).

be the main factor determining the quantization of the superconducting wire as well. In the long InAs
wire, with size quantization of the order of ∆, our results follow only the downsloping boundaries of the
rings, and the topological zero energy lines. Only using the full quantization condition in the supercon-
ducting wire (so far unknown) can yield also the upsloping parts of the rings, and the arcs connecting
the zero energy lines in the topological phase (visible in the inset of figure 4(b)).

4.2. Superconducting wire without magnetic field:∆ ̸= 0, VZ = 0
The s-wave superconducting pairing is, like VZ, another factor contributing to the local mixing of the
spin degrees of freedom. In the case of VZ = 0, spin in the y direction remains a good quantum number
and one can separate the BdG Hamiltonian into two distinct (cj↑, c

†
j↓) and (cj↓, c

†
j↑) subspaces, granting

rather simple results for the corresponding eigenvalues. The energy eigenvalues of the BdG Hamiltonian
at VZ = 0 read (n= 1, . . . ,N)

EVZ=0
± =±

√[
−µ + 2̃tcos

(
nπ

N+ 1

)]2
+ ∆2, (17)

where t̃ :=
√

t2 +α2/4 is an effective nearest neighbour hopping constant. Note that the energies in
equation (17) are twice degenerate.

However, the simplicity of equation (17) is misleading for the case when all parameters are non zero.
The dispersion relation of the bulk Hamiltonian, either of the tight binding or of the continuum model,
provides eight distinct wavevectors for each E, ±ki (i = 1,2,3,4). The ansatz for ψ( j) has to contain
these eight wavevectors, in order to satisfy the open boundary conditions. Even accounting for the ±k
symmetry, this leaves us with 4 constraints (particle/hole, left and right end) on 4 variables, twice more
than for the normal wire.

The associated general parameter dependent quantization condition is most likely too complicated
to be of practical use. In the following we explore only the regime of parameters close to the topological
phase boundary, where half-integer momentum quantization has been proposed [38], and where an
approximate approach could be found.

4.3. Superconducting wire, close to the TPT
In this case all parameters ∆,µc,VZ are finite, but they obey the condition µc

2 ≈ V2
Z +∆2. It is natu-

ral to expect that close to the TPT the bulk dispersion of the Hamiltonian near the Γ point is linear.
If this is indeed the case, it can be expressed as a Dirac cone where one parameter is fixed, and the
other becomes an effective second momentum component, yielding E(k,VZ) for fixed µ or E(k,µ) for
fixed VZ. From the study of other Dirac systems, such as graphene nanoribbons [43] or carbon nan-
otubes [44] with non-armchair edges, we know that the Hamiltonian may then be split into indepen-
dent 2x2 blocks with chiral symmetry. The boundary conditions restrain only one of the chiral com-
ponents at each end, the other remaining free. They are nevertheless coupled by the Hamiltonian, thus
the boundary conditions force the quantization of k to depend on the value of the remaining variable,
VZ or µ. Close to the topological phase boundary, both in the trivial and in the topological phase, we
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Figure 8. Bulk dispersion for the long and short nanowire models for several values of µmarked by different colors. The linear
behavior can be discerned only at µ= 0 in the InAs wire, while for the toy wire it is present in a larger range of chemical poten-
tials,−2∆< µ <∆.

Figure 9. Integer vs half-integer quantization in the continuum InAs model at (a) µc = 0 and (b) µc = 3∆. Numerically calcu-
lated spectrum is displayed in grey, colored lines mark the values of E(k,VZ) at quantized values of k. Red and blue lines corre-

spond to k= nπ/L for even and odd integer n, purple lines to k= (n+ 1/2)π/L values. While in most of the excited states in the
topological phase n ∈ Z is a good approximation, half-integer n is a better approximation for VZ close to the TPT and µc = 0.

would find kn = (n+ 1/2)π/L as did the authors of reference [38]. In appendix D the reader can find
a detailed calculation, including the Hamiltonian in a Dirac form close to TPT and explaining in more
detail when the integer or half-integer momentum quantization occurs.

In order for the dispersion to be linear, the terms quadratic in k have to be neglected—this is jus-
tified only at the values of µ such that for the relevant values of the momentum the quadratic term is
much smaller than the SOC term. Setting this condition somewhat arbitrarily to∣∣∣∣ αR sinkFd

2t(1− coskFd)

∣∣∣∣⩾5,

we find that in the InAs wire model this corresponds to µc ≃ 2 · 10−5 eV= 0.02∆, and for the toy wire
to µc ≃ 0.05eV=∆. The bulk dispersions for both models at various values of µ are shown in figure 8,
with the linear regime valid indeed only in the close neighbourhood of µc ≈ 0. In figure 9 we show the
energy levels of the InAs wire for two values of µc and varying VZ. Focusing closer on the range of VZ

close to the TPT, we find that at µc = 0 the half-integer quantization indeed holds, cf figure 9(a) in the
zoom panel with (n+ 1/2) quantization.

While the half-integer quantization reproduces nicely the low energy levels for µc = 0, at µc = 3∆
the integer quantization offers a much better approximation to both the low energy and higher excited
states, missing only the anticrossings (cf the remaining panels of figure 9). The crossings are protected by
the modified inversion symmetry Ĩ (note that the even or odd n in kn bears no relation to the even or
odd behavior of the state under Ĩ).

5. Linear transport

Transport across a nanowire occurs through a set of channels, provided by its electronic eigenstates. The
shape of the wave functions associated with these energy levels determines the type of conduction in the
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Figure 10. Inverse decay length q, in both the topological and trivial phase of the InAs wire, obtained for the continuum model
(cf equation (18)) in (a) and, for comparison, from equation (14) in the supplement of [25] in (b), projected against VZ. The
color denotes the value of µc for the given data point. The insets show the ratio of the q obtained analytically to that from the
numerical solutions of equation (10). For large q the analytical approximation worsens as we neglected higher order terms.

Figure 11. The considered N-S-N transport setup. The nanowire and the proximity-coupled s-wave superconductor form a
topological superconductor in the center. Normal conducting leads couple to this central system in the wide-band limit via γL/R.
Below, the symmetric bias configuration is sketched.

system—as we will argue, the more an eigenstate resides near the ends of the wire, the stronger is the
contribution of Andreev process through this level, at the expense of the direct transmission process. In
the following we establish this relation for the zero energy states specifically.

5.1. Zero energy states—decay length
Both from equations (11) and (A1) we can obtain the inverse decay length, i.e. value of q, as a function
of kf,VZ and µc or µ, respectively. Here we shall analyze it only in the continuum model. If we again
neglect higher than quadratic terms in q in equation (11), we find that

q2 (µc,VZ)≃
∆2Eso

h̄2

m

[
(µc + Eso)

2 −
(
µc

2 +∆2 −V2
Z

)] , (18)

which has no explicit dependence on kf.
This approximation is very good at high VZ but loses precision close to the tip of the topological

phase (low µc and VZ), as we show in figure 10. The values of µc,VZ where zero energy states occur are
found numerically. The value of qnum is calculated numerically from equation (10) as the imaginary part
of k1 (cf figure 3). The purely imaginary wavevectors in the topological phase are not considered. For
the same µc,VZ, the value of qanalytical is found from equation (18). With decreasing q, the decay length
increases and the zero energy states become delocalized over the whole 1D wire. As we show in the next
section, this determines the dominant processes contributing to zero bias transport through the proximi-
tized Rashba nanowire.

5.2. Transport modeling and results
In this section we introduce our N-S-N transport setup, illustrated in figure 11, and shortly describe the
method used to calculate the linear conductance.

The method is based on the one developed earlier for the Kitaev chain [22] in the framework of
non-equilibrium Green’s functions, extended to a system with additional spin degree of freedom. The
leads are assumed to be metallic, and the tunneling Hamiltonian connects the leads to only the first and
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Figure 12. Contributions to linear conductance at the zero energy lines of the InAs wire in the topological phase and zero
energy rings in the trivial phase. The importance of the Andreev reflection decreases with VZ and that of the direct transmission
increases.

last site of the nanowire,

HT =
∑
σ

∑
k∈L,R

t1
(
c†1σdkLσ + c†NσdkRσ + h.c.

)
. (19)

The numerical calculation is performed in direct space for the lattice model.
With the wide-band limit the coupling to the leads is described by the constant matrices Γα (α=

L,R), which contain only four non-zero entries, on the diagonal—for ΓL they are on the first site of the
wire and for ΓR on the last site. The corresponding self-energies are given by Σr

α =−iΓα/2, with non
zero entries γL,γR, respectively. Transport occurs through Andreev reflection and normal transmission
processes. A symmetric bias is chosen such that the current is conserved, i.e. IL =−IR [45, 46], without
a self-consistent calculation of ∆ [47, 48]. This choice of the bias drop renders the third possible process
(the crossed Andreev reflection) zero, and sets the maximum conductance to e2/h. [22, 46, 49]

In order to shorten the computation time, the Green’s function is calculated using a decimation
procedure [50], which results in the 8× 8 matrix structure

G R =

(
G11 G1N

GN1 GNN

)
, with Gnm =

 G pp
nm G ph

nm

G hp
nm G hh

nm

 .
The indices p,h denote the particle and hole sectors of the Nambu space. Each of these is again a 2× 2
matrix, encoding the spin degree of freedom,

G xy
nm =

(
G xy,↑↑
nm G xy,↑↓

nm

G xy,↓↑
nm G xy,↓↓

nm

)
.

Following reference [22] we find, exploiting the symmetries of the system, that for the linear conduc-
tance with symmetric bias drop the transmission is a sum of contributions from Andreev (21) and
direct (22) processes,

G= GA +GD, (20)

GA = γ2L
e2

2h

∑
σ=↑,↓

(∣∣∣G ph,σσ
11

∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣G ph,σ,−σ
11

∣∣∣2) , (21)

GD =γLγR
e2

2h

 ∑
σ=↑,↓

∣∣G pp,σσ
1N

∣∣2 + 2Re
(
G pp,↑↓
1N G pp,↓↑

1N

) . (22)

The numerical results for these two contributions to the linear conductance in the InAs wire with
L= 1600d and γL = γR = 0.1 meV, are shown in figure 12. The Andreev term is ∼ e2/h only close to the
low VZ, low µc tip of the topological phase, where the localization of the zero energy states is strongest
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Figure 13. Inverse localization length (continuum) and G/GD ratio (discrete) in the topological regime of the InAs nanowire,
projected onto VZ axis for all values of µc. The insets indicate the variation of q on the zero energy lines and rings, from dark
(high q, small localization length ξ) to light (low q, large ξ). The ratio of the wave function amplitudes for zero energy states
between the left and right end is eqL and agrees well with G/GD.

Figure 14. (a) Direct term in the conductance on a ring of trivial zero energy states, on the left (L) and right (R) branch. (b) Cuts
along VZ across the zero energy line of GA,GD and G at positions marked in (a). (c) Evolution of conductance along the L and R
branches, with color denoting the value of µ. (d) The same but split between the Andreev and direct contributions, showing clear
regions with negative GD.

[22]. This enhances the amplitude of the wave function on the first site, where the Andreev reflection
occurs. The opposite is true for the direct term, which gains in importance as the zero energy states
become more extended such that the direct connection to the other end of the chain improves. The
total linear conductance stays at e2/h on the Majorana lines in the topological phase (except for the
lines along the lower boundary of the topological phase), and on their extensions into the trivial phase.
Elsewhere the conductance is lower than the maximum.

Both the inverse localization length q and the ratio of total conductance G= GA +GD to direct
transmission are shown in figure 13. In the topological phase, where the oscillation of the zero energy
states’ wave function is governed only by one Re(k) (cf figure 3), the wave functions at the left and right
end are given (up to a normalization factor) by ψ(x= 0) = 1 and ψ(x= L) = e−qL. This ratio governs
also the ratio of the Andreev and direct transmission contributions to the conductance.

This estimate does not hold for the zero energy rings in the trivial phase, where there are two inter-
fering oscillating components, with kf and ks (see figure 14). The transmission through the zero energy
states on the trivial ring varies from 0 to 1, resulting from an interplay between the strong Andreev con-
tribution and the direct term which can turn negative due to interference of the spin-flipping terms
caused by the presence of the SOC. Note that this happens only on the parts of the ring where the value
of kf changes (positive slope in the (VZ,µ) plane, see also figure 16). The negative contribution distin-
guishes topologically trivial zero-energy states from MZM: the latter produce a dc conductance peak,
the former a flattened plateau. This enables experimental discrimination between phases and identifi-
cation of the topological phase boundary assuming that accidental impurity-induced zero-bias peaks
are absent. This is non-trivial in practice. In reference [36], the Zeeman field is precisely known, but
the chemical potential µ, set via the gate voltage, is known only up to an offset, even though µ controls
the phase boundary. Thus in figure 1(c) the horizontal coordinate is known but the vertical one is not.
Extended Data figure 6 of reference [36] shows conductance oscillating with gate voltage and magnetic
field resembling the low-energy spectrum in figure 9(b). This suggests that the experimental system is in
the non-trivial phase, albeit close to the phase transition. While not conclusive, we propose to search for
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the zero bias features between the zero energy lines, which, if found, indicate that the experiment oper-
ates in the trivial phase, especially if the feature is a plateau rather than a peak.

6. Conclusion

Despite extensive interest in semiconducting Rashba nanowires—both as standalone systems and as
building blocks for complex heterostructures—exact analytical solutions for the energy spectrum and
eigenstates of finite-length nanowires subject to open boundary conditions remained notably absent. In
this work, we provide closed formulae for the quantized momenta in a normal conducting Rashba wire,
and for the discrete lattice model with either vanishing SOC α= 0, hopping t= 0, or VZ = 0. One of
our main results is the transcendental quantization condition for the wavevectors of the finite wire at
∆= 0 for arbitrary parameters. For the superconducting wire ∆ ̸= 0, the intricacy of local spin mix-
ing terms VZ, αR, renders a quantization condition difficult to obtain as this requires the combination
of four left and four right moving solutions. We provide exact results for both wavevectors and energy
spectrum of the discrete model in the limit of VZ = 0, while we approximate the generic case assuming
that α∆ (αR∆) is small in the discrete (continuum) model.

For the superconducting wire we investigate the appearance of exact zero energy states respecting
finite size and open boundary conditions. The comparison between two forms of the zero energy con-
dition yields a set of equations, whose approximate solutions agree very well with the results of numer-
ical calculation of the energy spectrum. We exploited that ∆ is typically the smallest energy scale such
that wavevectors for ∆ ̸= 0 are essentially those at ∆= 0. Our solutions reproduce the zero energy lines
in the parameter space in the topological and give a good approximation in the trivial phase. Only the
knowledge of the full, ∆-dependent quantization condition would allow us to reproduce also the ring
structure of the zero energy features in the trivial phase. We benchmarked our results against approxi-
mate literature methods, clarifying their limitations and the advantages of our approach.

Motivated by the role of spatial profiles in quantum transport [22], we analyzed the linear conduc-
tance of a finite wire under open boundary conditions. Zero-energy states in both the trivial and non-
trivial topological phases generally contribute through Andreev reflection and direct transmission for
a symmetrically applied bias which ensures current conservation. In the non-trivial phase and while
the total conductance remains quantized, the proportion of Andreev reflection to direct transmission
contribution is determined mostly by the degree of localization of the zero energy states near the wire
boundary.

Our results advance the understanding of a basic model used to describe one of the best developed
experimental platforms for topological superconductivity. Finding zero energy modes in the trivial phase,
already in the most fundamental form of the model, is undoubtedly important for the continuing efforts
to distinguish between trivial and topological states in this platform. To this end, we identify two dis-
tinguishing features between trivial and topological states. Guided by our analytical zero-energy criteria,
we find notably that topologically trivial zero-energy states exhibit a zero-bias plateau—rather than a
peak—when the magnetic field is swept. This effect is caused by a negative direct-transmission contri-
bution that suppresses the Andreev-reflection peak while maintaining a finite total conductance, stem-
ming from spin-interference effects due to Rashba SOC. To our knowledge, this behavior is unique to
the topological trivial phase and it has not been observed in the non-trivial phase. Secondly, we find that
zero-energy states in both trivial and nontrivial phases exhibit some resistance to disorder. While non-
trivial states retreat further into the topological phase, disorder actually expands the range of zero-energy
states in the trivial phase.

In summary, our manuscript uncovers new key insights. For normal Rashba nanowires the wavevec-
tors obey a parameter-dependent, transcendental momentum quantization replacing the particle in the
box or half integer rules due to the coupled degrees of freedom. The quantization condition of a super-
conducting wire is even more complex than that of a normal wire. We were able to obtain an analyti-
cal form in the limiting case of VZ = 0. Regarding dc transport, we demonstrated that the non-trivial
states’ spatial profile determines the ratio of Andreev GA to the direct transmission conductance GD.
Interestingly, the zero bias transport of trivial states shows a contribution from spin-flipping processes
that sets GD < 0 and in some conditions transforms a zero-bias peak into a broad zero bias plateau.
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Appendix A. Zero energy constraints in the lattice model

The same approach as in section 3 can be pursued in the discrete model. Here coskd is a more con-
venient variable than k. Comparing the coefficients of the two forms of the zero energy polynomial
(equation (10)), where P(coskd) is found from equation (8), we obtain a set of three slightly different
constraints,

O
(
k6
)
: cosh(qd)

[
cos
(
kfd
)
+ cos(ksd)

]
=

2µ̃

1+ α̃2
, (A1a)

O
(
k4
)
: sinh2 (qd)

[
cos
(
kfd
)
− cos(ksd)

]2
=

4α̃2∆̃2

(1− α̃2)
2 (A1b)

O
(
k2
)
: sinh2 (qd)+ cos

(
kfd
)
cos(ksd) =

µ̃2 +∆̃2 − Ṽ 2
Z − α̃2

1+ α̃2
, (A1c)

where the tilded quantities are expressed in units of 2t, x̃ := x/(2t). The different structure of
equation (A1) in α̃ compared with the one of α in equation (11) originates from the changed alge-
braic relationship between the spin–orbit and hopping contributions: instead of k,k2 in the continuum

model, we have sinkd,
√
1− sin2 kd (cf equations (4) and (8)). Similar to equations (11), the conditions

in equations (A1) are exact. Keeping now only the terms up to sinh2 qd, we arrive at a constraint on VZ:

V2
Z =

2Cz

[
(2tz−µ)

2
+α2

(
z2 − 1

)
+∆2

]
2Cz − (α∆)

2

−
(
α∆2

) [(2tz−µ)
2
+ 8t2 − 4tzµ+α2

(
z2 + 1

)
+∆2

]
2Cz − (α∆)

2 , (A2)

where z := coskfd and Cz := [2t(2tz−µ)+α2z]2. When we follow the approximation of [25] and drop
the terms proportional to (α∆)2, the constraint takes a simple form

V2
Z =

(
2tcoskfd−µ

)2
+α2

(
cos2 kfd− 1

)
+∆2, (A3)

which upon expansion in kf ≈ 0 yields the approximate expression from [25] cited in the caption of
figure 4.

Appendix B. Energy eigenvalues for limiting cases and open boundary conditions

We present the results for the lattice Hamiltonian in equation (6) at ∆= 0 in limiting cases considering
both the finite length and open boundary conditions. We also shortly comment on the relation to the
quantization rule in equation (15).

a. α= 0 : The model in equation (6) decouples into two separate linear chains for each spin degree
of freedom. Thus, the eigenvalues are simply

E=−µ±VZ + 2t cos

(
nπ

N+ 1

)
, n= 1, . . . ,N, (B1)
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where ‘+’ (‘-’) is associated to σ =↑ (σ =↓). In the current equation, one finds only two wavevectors
associated to the same energy. Thus, we have k1 = k2 and k1d= nπ/(N+ 1) for n= 1, . . . ,N.

b. t= 0 : We find

E=−µ±
√
V2
Z +α2 sin2 (k1d) (B2)

with k1d+π/2= nπ/(N+ 1) and n= 1, . . . ,N. The two signs represent σ =↑, ↓ similar to the prior case.
The relation between k1,2 imposed by equation (8) is k2 = k1 −π/d.

c. VZ = 0 : The energy eigenvalues are

E=−µ+ 2̃t cos(kd) (B3)

with t̃=
√

t2 +α2/4 and kd= nπ/(N+ 1), n= 1, . . . ,N. Notice that each eigenvalue is twice degenerate.

Appendix C. Momentum quantization in a Dirac system

As is already known from the studies of the SSH chain, graphene ribbons and nanotubes, and of the
Kitaev chain, in 1D or quasi-1D systems with two (generalized) sites A and B per unit cell the boundary
conditions for a system with integer number of unit cells can be set only for one component on one
end. For a generic Dirac Hamiltonian

H(k) = k ·σ =

(
kz kx − iky

kx + iky −kz

)
(C1)

the boundary conditions can be set to ψA(0) = 0 and ψB(L) = 0 (or vice versa, depending on the partic-
ular termination). One choice of the eigenvectors diagonalizing this Hamiltonian is

u+ =
1√

2ε(ε− kz)

(
kx − iky

ε− kz

)
,

u− =
1√

2ε(ε− kz)

(
ε− kz

−kx − iky

)
, (C2)

where ε=
√

k2x + k2y and the energies are E±(k) =±k. In 1D only one of the k components remains,

and the other two can encode the dependence of the Hamiltonian on external parameters. Let us derive
the momentum quantization condition for eigenstates with E> 0 in a specific case where one of the
external parameters is set to 0, so that the Hamiltonian contains only the momentum k and the gen-
eralized mass m. This yields several possible Hamiltonians, with (k,m) ∈ {kx,ky,kz}.
(i) ky = k, kx =m:

H(k) =mσx + kσy, u+ =
1√
2ε

(
m− ik

|m|

)
. (C3)

The linear superposition of the two Bloch states belonging to k and −k is

ψ+ (y) = a1u+ (k)eiky + a2u+ (−k)e−iky. (C4)

Imposing the boundary conditions we find the momentum quantization

m= kcot(kL) . (C5)

This equation has an infinite set of solutions which are neither integer nor half-integer in π/L .
(ii) ky = k, kz =m:

H(k) = kσy +mσz, u+ =
1√

2|k|(|k| −m)

(
−ik

|k| −m

)
. (C6)
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Imposing the boundary conditions on the superposition of Bloch states we find the momentum quanti-
zation

cos(kL) = 0. (C7)

In this case the quantization is kn = (n+ 1/2)π/L.
(iii) kz = k, kx =m:

H(k) =mσx + kσz, u+ =
1√
2ε

(
m− ik

|m|

)
. (C8)

If we imposed the quantization condition in the same way as for the two cases above, we would find

i |m|= kcot(kL) , (C9)

which clearly cannot be fulfilled for real values of k. We find the unphysical values of k because the
Hamiltonian itself is not physical—the diagonal term linear in k indicates that hopping connects the
same sites in each unit cell. If both A and B sites support both a forward and backward hopping, the
boundary conditions must constrain both components at both ends. If we do that, we recover the usual
integer quantization condition sin(kL) = 0.

Appendix D. Dirac quantization close to the phase boundary

In order to check whether the quantization close to the phase boundary can indeed be given by kn =
(n+ 1/2)π/L, we must check (i) that the dispersion E(k,µ) or E(k,VZ) with the other parameter fixed
is indeed linear, and (ii) that the nanowire Hamiltonian can be decomposed into four chains with two
effective sublattices each, and on each end only one sublattice is constrained. [21, 43, 44]

The complexity of the Hamiltonian (6) is reduced if we can neglect some of the parameters. In the
following we will focus on the parameter region close to the TPT, where the bulk dispersion of the
Hamiltonian near the Γ point is linear and the spectrum is rich in low energy excitations.

If we choose as the Nambu basis in the real space ⊞i(ci↑, c
†
i↓, ci↓, c

†
i↑)

T, where ⊞i denotes here a direct
sum over i, then the BdG form of the Hamiltonian (6) can be written as

HBdG =


D T
T† D T

T† D
. . .

 , (D1)

where

D=


VZ −µ −∆
−∆ VZ +µ

−VZ −µ ∆
∆ −VZ +µ

 , (D2)

T=


t −α/2

−t −α/2
α/2 t

α/2 −t

 . (D3)

The structure of the basis and hoppings is represented schematically in figure 15(a). The four operators
at each site i are highly interconnected, both on-site and between nearest neighbors.

In the next step we shall locally decouple the four on-site operators by transforming the basis to one
in which the on-site block of the Hamiltonian is diagonal. The transformation is given by

H̃BdG = U†HBdGU, where U=⊞i

(
U⊕i

U⊖i

)
, (D4)

with

U⊕ =

(
a+ a−
−b+ b−

)
, U⊖ =

(
b− −b+
a− a+

)
, (D5)
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Figure 15. Schematics of the non-diagonal Hamiltonian elements in (a) the original and (b) the locally diagonal basis. The basis
at site i+ 1 is rearranged to emphasize the decomposition of the system into spin–orbit coupled sub-chains. The last diagram
shows the uncoupled subchains for µc = 0.

where a± := ∆/
√
2χ(χ ±µ), b± :=

√
(χ ±µ)/(2χ), and χ :=

√
µ2 +∆2. After the transformation the

basis is ⊞i(γi⊕,γi⊖,γ
†
i⊖,γ

†
i⊕)

T, and the Hamiltonian blocks become

D̃=


VZ +χ

VZ −χ
−VZ +χ

−VZ −χ

 , (D6)

T̃=


−tµ t∆ αµ/2 α∆/2
t∆ tµ −α∆/2 αµ/2

−αµ/2 α∆/2 −tµ −t∆
−α∆/2 −αµ/2 −t∆ tµ

 , (D7)

with

Xµ = X
µ√

µ2 +∆2
, X∆ = X

∆√
µ2 +∆2

, (D8)

where X ∈ {t,α}. While we decoupled the four γ onsite, we paid for it by complicating the structure of
coupling between the sites, illustrated in figure 15(b).

So far the calculation was general, but now we focus on the parameter space close to the TPT. We set
µ= 0 and VZ =∆+ vz with small vz and, because k is small, we neglect the t terms. We find

D̃=


2∆+ vz

vz
−vz

−2∆− vz

 , (D9)

T̃=


α/2

−α/2
α/2

−α/2

 . (D10)

The spectrum splits into the four subchains illustrated in figure 15(c). After the Fourier transform and
expansion around k≈ 0 the Hamiltonian becomes

H(k) =H⊕ (k)+H⊖ (k) ,

where

H⊕ (k) ≃ (2∆+ vz) σz − iαkσy,

H⊖ (k) ≃ vzσz + iαkσy.

From the sketch in figure 15(c) we see that for the four decoupled chains only one of the two compo-
nents, γi⊖ or γ†i⊖, vanishes at each end. The proximitized Rashba nanowire close to the phase transition
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Figure 16. Energy of the lowest excitation (color background), spectrum of the normal wire (purple lines), and approximate
analytical zero energy lines with either (a),(b) kf or (c)ks taken from the normal wire (orange lines). For the spectrum the vertical
axis is µc = E∆=0.

at µ≈ 0 corresponds to case (ii) from the previous section, with m= vz and the quantization condition
cos(kL) = 0, which indeed results in kn = π(n+ 1/2)/L.

Appendix E. Relation between the normal wire spectrum and the zero energy lines

One of the natural questions arising from reading section 4 is that of the relationship between the spec-
trum of the normal wire and the presence of zero energy modes when the wire is proximitized. The
addition of the superconducting pairing ∆ modifies the boundary conditions, entangling the electron
and hole degrees of freedom. The relation of ∆ to the other energy scales—µc,VZ and the size quantiza-
tion δε := h̄2(π/L)2/(2m) is a crucial factor here, as can be seen in figure 16. In a short wire, where the
size quantization of the normal wire is the dominant energy scale, the non-superconducting energy levels
(shown as purple lines) coincide almost perfectly with the zero energy lines in the whole (VZ,µc) plane;
they fail only to reproduce the horizontal spacing between the zero energy rings in the trivial phase. The
wavevectors of the superconducting wire are determined mostly by those of the normal wire.

In the long wire δε <∆ and at low µc,VZ the boundary condition is strongly modified by the super-
conducting pairing. The spectrum of the normal wire begins to coincide with the zero energy features
only at high VZ, where the Zeeman effect dominates over the other energy scales.

The orange lines in figures 16(b) and (c) show the complementary nature of kf and ks in the spec-
trum of the normal wire. If kf is taken from the normal wire and ks adjusted to it, the condition in
equation (A2) follows correctly the zero enery lines in the topological phase and the downsloping
boundaries of zero energy rings. When in the trivial phase we choose instead ks and adjust kf, it is the
upsloping boundaries which are well reproduced.
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[44] Margańska M del Valle M, Jhang S H, Strunk C and Grifoni M 2011 Phys. Rev. B 83 193407
[45] Lambert C, Hui V and Robinson S 1993 J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 5 4187
[46] Lim J S, Lopez R and Serra L 2012 New J. Phys. 14 083020
[47] Levy Yeyati A, Martín-Rodero A and García-Vidal F J 1995 Phys. Rev. B 51 3743
[48] Mélin R, Bergeret F S and Yeyati A L 2009 Phys. Rev. B 79 104518
[49] Ulrich J and Hassler F 2015 Phys. Rev. B 92 075443
[50] Nemec N 2007 PhD. Thesis (University of Regensburg) (https://doi.org/10.5283/epub.10577)
[51] Leumer N, Schmid H, Grifoni M and Marganska M 2026 Dataset for ‘Transcendental momentum quantization in Rashba

nanowires and zero energy states in their normal and superconducting phase’ Publikationsserver der Universität Regensburg (avail-
able at: www.doi.org/10.5283/epub.80971)

22

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.035428
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.035428
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.245408
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.245408
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.12217
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.245423
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.245423
https://arxiv.org/abs/2507.08795
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-024-08445-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-024-08445-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.165403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.165403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.125110
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.125110
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.035440
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.035440
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.104501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.104501
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.17.2.036
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.17.2.036
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.035427
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.035427
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.110.165403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.110.165403
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ab8bf9
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ab8bf9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.165432
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.165432
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-025-08892-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-025-08892-5
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4928919
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4928919
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.220506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.220506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.024515
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.024515
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-020-0228-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-020-0228-y
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.045403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.045403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.085408
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.085408
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.085418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.085418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.235301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.235301
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.58.323
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.58.323
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.077001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.077001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.177002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.177002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.144522
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.144522
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17162
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17162
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaf3961
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaf3961
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.245404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.245404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.094501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.094501
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2021.108135
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2021.108135
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/acfbcd
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/acfbcd
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.109
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.193407
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.193407
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/5/25/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/5/25/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/8/083020
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/8/083020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.51.3743
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.51.3743
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.79.104518
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.79.104518
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.075443
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.075443
https://doi.org/10.5283/epub.10577
https://www.doi.org/10.5283/epub.80971

	Transcendental momentum quantization in Rashba nanowires and zero energy states in their normal and superconducting phase
	1. Introduction
	2. Models
	2.1. Continuum model
	2.2. Tight-binding model on a lattice

	3. Constraints on the zero energy states
	4. Finite lattice with open boundary conditions
	4.1. The normal conducting wire: Δ= 0
	4.2. Superconducting wire without magnetic field: Δ≠0, VZ = 0
	4.3. Superconducting wire, close to the TPT

	5. Linear transport
	5.1. Zero energy states—decay length
	5.2. Transport modeling and results

	6. Conclusion
	Appendix A. Zero energy constraints in the lattice model
	Appendix B. Energy eigenvalues for limiting cases and open boundary conditions
	Appendix C. Momentum quantization in a Dirac system
	Appendix D. Dirac quantization close to the phase boundary
	Appendix E. Relation between the normal wire spectrum and the zero energy lines
	References


