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We study the possibility to realize a Majorana zero mode that is robust and may be easily manipulated for braiding
in quantum computing in the ground state of the Kitaev model in this work. To achieve this we first apply a uniform [111]
magnetic field to the gapless Kitaev model and turn the Kitaev model to an effective p+ ip topological superconductor
of spinons. We then study possible vortex binding in such system to a topologically trivial spot in the ground state. We
consider two cases in the system: one is a vacancy and the other is a fully polarized spin. We show that in both cases,
the system binds a vortex with the defect and a robust Majorana zero mode in the ground state at a weak uniform [111]
magnetic field. The distribution and asymptotic behavior of these Majorana zero modes are studied. The Majorana zero
modes in both cases decay exponentially in space, and are robust against local perturbations and other Majorana zero modes
far away, which makes them promising candidates for braiding in topological quantum computing.
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1. Introduction

The search for Majorana fermion (MF) modes in con-
densed matter systems has intrigued great interest in recent
years.[1–14] One important reason is because a pair of widely
separated MF bound states is immune to local perturbations
and may be used for fault-tolerant quantum memory.[6] More-
over, the non-Abelian statistics that the MF states obey due
to the degeneracy of such states may suggest them as compo-
nents of a topological qubit and be used in quantum informa-
tion processing.[6,15]

Many approaches have been proposed to realize MFs
in condensed matter systems, such as fractional quantum
Hall states,[7] superfluids in 3He-B phase,[8] semiconductors
with strong spin–orbit interaction in both 2D and 1D,[6,9]

coupled quantum dots,[10,11] array of magnetic atoms on
the surface of superconductors,[12] and intrinsic topological
superconductors.[1,13,14] All these approaches involve super-
conductors in the system.

In this work, however, we discuss the realization of Ma-
jorana modes in a spin system, the Kitaev model.[16] One pos-
sible realization of MF in the Kitaev model is on the edge of a
chiral Kitaev spin liquid by applying a conical magnetic field
on the gapless Kitaev model.[16,18] However, the edge Majo-
rana zero mode is embedded in other edge modes with disper-
sion, which makes it easy to decay to other edge modes. An-
other proposal to achieve Majorana zero modes in the Kitaev

model is by introduction of vacancy in the Kitaev model.[19,20]

In Refs. [19,20], it was shown that a single vacancy in the
gapless Kitaev model results in a zero mode in the ground
state. However, this Majorana zero mode is embedded in a
continuum of spectrum and decays algebraically in space. For
the reason, it interacts strongly with other vacancy induced
zero modes and disappears even if the other zero modes are
far away.[20] These Majorana zero modes are then not robust
enough for quantum computing.

In this work, we propose a realization of MF modes in
the Kitaev model based on the result that the Kitaev model in
a weak conical magnetic field turns into an effective p+ ip su-
perconductor of spinons.[16] And it is known that vortex in a
p-wave superconductor may bind a Majorana zero mode that
is robust against local perturbation.[1,20,22] However, these vor-
tex excitations are usually energy-costing.[22] In this work, we
discuss the possibility to create a robust and easily manipu-
lated Majorana zero mode in the ground state of the Kitaev
model as an analog of the vortex bound Majorana zero mode
in the p-wave superconductor. We consider two types of de-
fects which may result in vortex binding (or π-flux-binding)
in the ground state of the Kitaev model. One type of defect is
the vacancy in the Kitaev model with a uniform [111] magnetic
field. We show that under a weak uniform [111] magnetic field,
a vacancy in the Kitaev model binds a flux in the ground state
which results in a Majorana zero mode that decays exponen-
tially in space. The second type of defect we study is a locally
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polarized spin achieved by a local magnetic field in the Kitaev
model with a weak uniform [111] magnetic field. We show that
upon the full polarization of the local spin, a flux is bound to
the local spin plaquette in the ground state, which also results
in a robust Majorana zero mode whose wavefunction decays
exponentially in space. The distribution and asymptotic be-
haviors of the Majorana zero modes in the above two cases
are also studied in this work. In both cases, the Majorana
zero modes are immune to local potential perturbations and
other Majorana zero modes far away, and then may be used
for braiding in topological quantum computing.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we have
a brief introduction of the model. In Section 3, we study the
vacancy induced Majorana zero mode in the Kitaev model
with a weak uniform [111] magnetic field, including the dis-
tribution and asymptotic behavior of the Majorana zero mode
in both the continuum limit and lattice model, as well as the
regime in which the flux binding to the vacancy takes place in
the ground state. Section 4 studies the Majorana zero mode
induced by the polarization of a local spin. We show the mag-
netization process of the local spin by mean field theory and
the flux binding in the ground state upon polarization. The dis-
tribution of the Majorana zero mode after polarization is also
studied in this section. At last, we compare the Majorana zero
mode bound to the vacancy with the edge Majorana modes in
the system and summarize the main results in this work.

2. Model and a brief review
The Kitaev model describes bond-dependent interaction

of half spins on a honeycomb lattice with Hamiltonian[16]

HK =− ∑
⟨i j⟩α

Jα σ
α
i σ

α
j , (1)

where α = x,y,z and ⟨i j⟩α denotes two sites sharing an α

bond. The pure Kitaev model is solved by representing the
half spin on each site with four Majorana fermions ĉi, b̂x

i , b̂y
i ,

b̂z
i as σα

i = iĉib̂α
i

[16] or a Jordan–Wigner transformation of
half spins.[17] In this work, we adopt the Majorana representa-
tion. However, the Majorana representation enlarges the phys-
ical Hilbert space of the half spin by twice. For the reason, a
local constraint Di = ĉib̂x

i b̂y
i b̂z

i = 1 is imposed on each site to
narrow down the states to the physical space. The pure Kitaev
Hamiltonian then reads

HK = i ∑
⟨i j⟩α ,α

Jα u⟨i j⟩α
ĉiĉ j, (2)

where the bond operator u⟨i j⟩α
≡ ib̂α

i b̂α
j is conserved with

u⟨i j⟩α
= ±1. The ground state corresponds to the gauge in-

variant flux W ≡ ∏π u⟨i j⟩α
defined on each hexagon π to be

1 and the spectrum of Eq. (2) is ε𝑞 = ±|s(𝑞)|, where s𝑞 =

Jx e i𝑞·𝑛x + Jy e i𝑞·𝑛y + Jz
[16] and 𝑛x,𝑛y are shown in Fig. 1(a).

To realize Majorana zero modes in the bulk of the Kitaev
lattice in this work, we first apply a [111] magnetic field to the
Kitaev model, as shown in Fig. 1(a), which turns the Kitaev
model to an effective px + ipy superconductor of spinons.[16]

The Hamiltonian then becomes

H = HK +Hh

= − ∑
⟨i j⟩α

Jα σ
α
i σ

α
j −h∑

i,α
σ

α
i . (3)

The uniform [111] magnetic field breaks the conservation
of the flux operator W of each hexagon plaquette. However,
at weak [111] magnetic field, the most important contribution
of the magnetic field comes from the third order perturbation
theory[16]

Hh =−t ∑
⟨i jk⟩

σ
x
i σ

y
j σ

z
k , (4)

where the configuration of the three neighboring sites i, j,k is
shown in Fig. 1(b) and t ∼ h3/J2. In this work we focus on
this small uniform magnetic field regime so the perturbation
theory is valid and we only keep the term in Eq. (4) for the
uniform magnetic field. In the Majorana representation, the
Kitaev Hamiltonian including the perturbative [111] magnetic
field is then[16]

H = HK +Hh

= i ∑
⟨i j⟩α ,α

Jα u⟨i j⟩α
ĉiĉ j

+ t ∑
⟨⟨i j⟩⟩

iεαβγ u⟨ik⟩α
u⟨k j⟩γ

ĉiĉ j, (5)

where ⟨⟨i j⟩⟩ represents the next nearest neighbors i and j and
α,β ,γ = x,y,z represents the three bonds connected to site k.
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Fig. 1. (a) The honeycomb lattice and the x, y, z bonds in the Ki-
taev model with a vacancy site in the B sublattice at (0,0). Each unit
cell contains a z bond. The flipping of bond operator u⟨i j⟩z on the z
bonds crossing the half-infinite dashed line produces a flux/vortex in the
shaded area. (b) The site index of the third order perturbation Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (4). The arrows indicate the hopping directions between the
next nearest neighbors in the ground state. (c) Relabeling of site index
with a local magnetic field applied on a B site labeled 0 in Section 4.

With only the contribution from the third order perturba-
tion of the [111] magnetic field, the flux operator W for each
honeycomb plaquette is still conserved. In the ground state
sector, u⟨i j⟩α

= 1 and the direction of the next nearest neighbor
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hopping is shown in Fig. 1(b). The ground state Hamiltonian
is then

H0 = i ∑
⟨i j⟩α ,α

Jα ĉiĉ j + it ∑
⟨⟨i j⟩⟩

iĉiĉ j. (6)

After Fourier transformation to the momentum space ĉ𝑞,A,
ĉ𝑞,B, where ĉ𝑞,A/B = 1√

2N ∑𝑟 e−i𝑞·𝑟 ĉ𝑟,A/B = ĉ†
−𝑞,A/B be-

comes a complex fermion operator, the Hamiltonian Eq. (5)
becomes[16]

H = ∑
𝑞

ψ̂
†
𝑞

(
∆(𝑞) s(𝑞)
s(𝑞)* −∆(𝑞)

)
ψ̂𝑞, (7)

where ψ̂𝑞 = (ĉ𝑞,A, iĉ𝑞,B), s(𝑞) gives the ground state spectrum
of the pure Kitaev model, and ∆(𝑞) = 4t(sin(𝑞 ·𝑛x)− sin(𝑞 ·
𝑛y) + sin(𝑞 · (𝑛y −𝑛x))). The spectrum with the perturba-
tive magnetic field is then E(𝑞) = ±

√
|s(𝑞)|2 +∆(𝑞)2. For

the isotropic gapless Kitaev model, a gap opens up at ±𝑞D =

(
√

3
3 π,π) with the value ∆ = ∆(𝑞D) =−∆(−𝑞D) = 6

√
3t.[16]

By expansion at ±𝑞D and keeping only the second or-
der of δ𝑞 = 𝑞−𝑞D, the Hamiltonian matrix of Eq. (7) for the
isotropic Kitaev model becomes

H𝑞 =

(
±6

√
3t(1− 1

4 (δq)2)
√

3J (∓δqx − iδqy)√
3J(∓δqx + iδqy) ∓6

√
3t(1− 1

4 (δq)2)

)
(8)

near the two Dirac point ±𝑞D. This Hamiltonian matrix is
the same as that of a weak pairing px + ipy superconductor,[1]

though the basis here is not the Nambu spinor for supercon-
ductor but a pseudo-spinor composed of the two sublattice
fields.

The above Hamiltonian can be diagonalized by the Bo-
goliubov transformation ξ̂𝑞 = u𝑞 ĉ𝑞,A + iv𝑞 ĉ𝑞,B. The unit vec-
tor characterizing the direction of the pseudo-spinor (u𝑞,v𝑞)T

is 𝑛𝑞 = (±
√

3Jδqx,
√

3Jδqy,∆(𝑞))/E𝑞 near qD and −qD, re-
spectively. For t > 0, 𝑛𝑞 maps the neighborhood of 𝑞D to the
north hemisphere of the sphere of unit vector and the neigh-
borhood of −𝑞D to the south hemisphere. As 𝑞 varies over the
two-dimensional momentum space (which may be mapped to
an S2 sphere surface[1]), the unit vector 𝑛q sweeps through the
whole unit sphere S2, resulting in a non-trivial winding num-
ber 1 or −1 depending on the sign of t or the direction of the
[111] magnetic field.[16] Without loss of generality, we assume
t > 0 in the following.

Since the Kitaev model is gapped at finite t, the Chern
number of the spinon bands is well defined and may be eas-
ily computed from the eigenvectors of Eq. (8), which is ν =

sign∆ =±1,[16] the same as a weak-pairing p-wave supercon-
ductor.

The Majorana modes in the px+ ipy superconductors have
been studied extensively in previous works.[1,22,23] There are
mainly two mechanisms to realize Majorana fermion modes
in such systems.[1] One is on the edge of the superconduc-
tor, where the Majorana fermion modes may have both zero

energy and finite energy. The other is by creating vortex in
such system, since a vortex may bind a Majorana zero mode
in a gapped topologically non-trivial system with odd Chern
number.[16]

In the following sections, we discuss the realization of the
Majorana fermion modes in the Kitaev spin liquid as an analog
of the px + ipy superconductors. We focus on the realization
of the Majorana zero modes by creating vortex in the above
discussed Kitaev model in the [111] magnetic field. How-
ever, the vortex is usually energy costing in such system.[22,26]

Our main goal in this work is then to discuss the possibility to
create vortex and Majorana modes in the ground state of this
system which are suitable for braiding in topological quantum
computing. For the edge mode, we only point out that for the
lattice Kitaev model in the weak [111] magnetic field, only the
edge mode with zero energy corresponds to a Majorana mode
whereas the chiral Majorana edge modes with finite energy
only exist in the continuum limit of the Kitaev model.

3. Vacancy induced Majorana zero modes

In this section we investigate the possibility to create Ma-
jorana Fermion modes in the Kitaev model in the ground state
by introducing vacancies in the Kitaev model. It has been
shown in Refs. [19,20] that a vacancy in the pure Kitaev model
may combine a flux in the ground state. However, a gapped
pure Kitaev model has Chern number zero and there is no ro-
bust Majorana zero mode bound to the flux. For the gapless
Kitaev model with a vacancy, a zero-energy resonance state
was discovered.[19,20] However, this state is embedded in the
bulk gapless spectrum and is easy to decay to the bulk modes.
What’s more, this mode decays as a power law in space and
two such modes interact and split to non-zero modes how-
ever far away they are. For the reason, these zero-modes are
not suitable for braiding in quantum computing. To solve the
above problem, we apply a uniform [111] magnetic field to the
gapless Kitaev model at first and turn the Kitaev model to an
effective gapped px + ipy superconductor. We then study the
vacancy in such system and possible flux binding and Majo-
rana modes in the ground state in such system.

3.1. MZM induced by a π flux bound to a vacancy in the
continuum limit of the Kitaev model under the [111]
magnetic field

As an analog of the px + ipy superconductor, the Majo-
rana zero mode bound to a vacancy with a π flux in the Kitaev
model under the [111] magnetic field may be solved in the con-
tinuum limit of the model as shown in Ref. [32]. We briefly
recapture the calculation here and compare it with the results
from the lattice model in the next subsection. Different from
the p-wave superconductor, the Majorana mode in the Kitaev
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model in the continuum limit is a superposition of Fermionic
modes in the two valleys instead of one.

A Majorana Fermion field in the Kitaev model in the [111]
magnetic field may be expressed as

cA/B(𝑟) = e i𝑞D·rφA/B(𝑟)+ e−i𝑞D·𝑟φ
†
A/B(𝑟), (9)

where φA/B is a canonical Fermion field describing the con-
tribution from one Dirac point D and φ

†
A/B the contribu-

tion from the opposite Dirac point. Since the MZM in
the above Kitaev model is a superposition of all the fields
φA(𝑟),φB(𝑟),φ

†
A(𝑟),φ

†
B(𝑟), it is convenient to adopt the four

component basis Φ(r) = (φA(r), iφB(r), φ
†
A, iφ †

B(r)). Insert-
ing Eq. (9) to the ground state Hamiltonian of Eq. (5) and ne-
glecting the fast oscillating terms with e±2i𝑞Dr, the Hamilto-
nian Eq. (5) in the continuum approximation may be written
as

H =
∫

d2rΦ
†(r)ℋ(r)Φ(r), (10)

where ℋ is block diagonal in the particle–hole or valley
degrees of freedom. The upper block is ℋD = ∆σz +√

3J(iσx∂x − iσy∂y) and the lower block is ℋ−D = −∆σz +√
3J(−iσx∂x − iσy∂y) keeping only the linear order of mo-

mentum. The two blocks ℋD and ℋ−D may be diagonalized
separately and for the zero mode

ℋDΦD = 0, (11)

ℋ−DΦ−D = 0, (12)

where ΦD and Φ−D are two component spinors with basis
(φA(r), iφB(r))T and (φ †

A, iφ †
B(r))

T, respectively.
Assuming the zero mode Φ(𝑟) = uφA(𝑟) + ivφB(𝑟) +

ũφ
†
A(𝑟)+ iṽφ

†
B(𝑟), the coefficients u, v and ũ, ṽ satisfy

∆(𝑟)u+ i
√

3J
(

∂

∂x
+ i

∂

∂y

)
v = 0, (13)

−∆(𝑟)v+ i
√

3J
(

∂

∂x
− i

∂

∂y

)
u = 0, (14)

−∆(𝑟)ũ+ i
√

3J
(
− ∂

∂x
+ i

∂

∂y

)
ṽ = 0, (15)

∆(𝑟)ṽ+ i
√

3J
(
− ∂

∂x
− i

∂

∂y

)
ũ = 0. (16)

From the above equations, the coefficients u and v satisfy
u = ±v*, and ũ and ṽ satisfy ũ = ±ṽ*. Moreover, the solu-
tions of the coefficients satisfy ũ = u* and ṽ =−v* or ũ =−u*

and ṽ= v* by comparing Eqs. (13) and (15). To get a Majorana
zero mode ΦM(𝑟) = uφA(𝑟)+ ivφB(𝑟)+ ũφ

†
A(𝑟)+ iṽφ

†
B(𝑟) =

e iγ Φ
†
M(𝑟) where e iγ is merely a phase factor, we choose

u = v*, ũ =−ṽ*, u = ũ*, v =−ṽ*. With this choice, ΦM(𝑟) =

Φ
†
M(𝑟).

We then solve the MZM with a π flux bound to a va-
cancy. From the above relationship, we only need to solve u

and v. And ũ and ṽ may be obtained from the solution of u
and v. The equations for u and v are the same as those of the
zero mode for a px + ipy superconductor.[1] Far away from the
vacancy, ∆(𝑟) becomes ∆ = 6

√
3t in the uniform system. In

the vacancy center, ∆ → 0. For a circular vacancy, the above
equation can be easily solved in the polar coordinate with the
origin at the center of the vacancy

√
3J i e iθ

(
∂

∂ r
+

i
r

∂

∂θ

)
v =−∆u, (17)

√
3J i e−iθ

(
∂

∂ r
− i

r
∂

∂θ

)
u = ∆v. (18)

When a vortex is threaded to the vacancy as shown in Fig. 1(a)
with a cut along θ = 0, the quasiparticle wavefunction obeys
anti-boundary condition on going around the vortex and van-
ishes at the vortex core, i.e., u(r,θ + 2π) = −u(r,θ) and
u(r → 0) = 0, and the same for v. The above equation has
a solution satisfying u = v* = f (r)

r1/2 e i(θ/2−π/4), where f (r) =

e−
∫ r

r0
∆ dr/

√
3J ∼ e−∆r/

√
3J and r0 is the radius of the vacancy

for ∆/J > 0. For ∆/J < 0, the decaying solution is u =

−v* = f (r)
r1/2 e i(θ/2−π/4), where f (r) = e

∫ r
r0

∆ dr/
√

3J ∼ e∆r/
√

3J .
With the above choice for the MZM, we get ũ(r) = u*(r) =
f (r)
r1/2 e−i(θ/2−π/4) and ṽ = −v* = − f (r)

r1/2 e i(θ/2−π/4). The am-
plitude of the MZM ΦM(𝑟) decays exponentially with the dis-
tance to the vacancy center as ∼ 1

r1/2 e−|∆̄ r/
√

3J|, where r is
the distance to the vortex center and ∆̄ =

∫ r
0 ∆(ρ)dρ/r. This

asymptotic behavior here is the same as the vortex induced
zero mode in the px + ipy superconductor,[1] in contrast to the
statement in Ref. [32] that the zero modes in the two systems
have different asymptotic behaviors.

3.2. Majorana zero modes in the lattice Kitaev model with
a vacancy

The zero mode associated with a vacancy in the Kitaev
model under the [111] magnetic field can also be obtained from
the lattice Kitaev model. In this subsection, we show the sim-
ilarities as well as the differences between the results from the
continuum model and the lattice model.

The eigenstates of the lattice Kitaev model with a weak
uniform [111] magnetic field and a vacancy can be obtained
by directly solving the bilinear Hamiltonian Eq. (5) with an
empty site. For the eigenstate with a vacancy site but flux-free,
we set u⟨i j⟩α

= 1 for all the bonds. For the case with a π flux
bound to the vacancy, we set the z bond operators u⟨i j⟩z = −1
along the half-infinite string in Fig. 1(a). In both cases, the
Hamiltonian Eq. (5) becomes the following form:

H = i ∑
l,m

Almĉl ĉm, (19)

where 𝐴 is a real anti-symmetric matrix and ĉl , ĉm are Ma-
jorana fermions. The 𝐴 matrix then satisfies the following
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condition:

𝐴T =−𝐴, 𝐴* =𝐴, (i𝐴)† = i𝐴. (20)

Since i𝐴 is Hermitian, it can be diagonalized by a unitary ma-
trix 𝑈̂ , i.e.,

𝑈̂ †𝑈̂ = 𝑈̂𝑈̂ † = 1, i𝐴𝑈̂ = E𝑈̂ , 𝑈̂ †(i𝐴)𝑈̂ = 𝐸̂, (21)

where 𝐸̂ is a diagonal and real matrix. For an eigenvec-
tor 𝑈 with eigenenergy ε , i.e., i𝐴𝑈 = ε𝑈 , one can get
i𝐴𝑈 * =−ε𝑈 * from the above conditions. To obtain a Majo-
rana eigenvector, 𝑈 must satisfy 𝑈 = e iγ𝑈 *, where γ is a real
constant, so ε = 0, i.e., the eigenenergy of a Majorana eigen-
mode must be zero for the lattice Kitaev Hamiltonian Eq. (5)
with a vacancy.[24]

For the eigenstates with non-zero energy, the eigenvectors
𝑈 and 𝑈 * with energy ±ε appear in pairs. For odd dimension
of the 𝐴 matrix, there is at least one zero energy eigenmode.
For even dimension of 𝐴, the number of zero energy eigen-
modes is even.

For a lattice with N unit cell and a single vacancy site, the
A matrix becomes a (2N −1)× (2N −1) matrix. For both the
flux-free case and the case with a π flux threading through the
vacancy plaquette, there is a Majorana zero mode. Whereas
for the continuum model in the last section, the zero mode
equations (13)–(16) have no solution in the flux free case. The
zero mode in the lattice model in the flux free case is then due
to the specific lattice configuration and is not robust. When the
configuration of the vacancy changes, e.g., if the vacancy in
the above model includes two neighboring sites, the Majorana
zero mode disappears in the flux free case, which is verified in
our numerics. However, the zero mode bound to the π flux is
robust since it is induced by a topological defect and does not
depend on the lattice configuration of the vacancy. Moreover,
the zero modes in the two cases have different asymptotic be-
haviors, which we will study in details in the following.

In the following we focus on the case with a single va-
cancy site in the lattice Kitaev model for simplicity and com-
pare the Majorana zero modes in the flux free and flux thread-
ing cases. We only need to consider the vacancy on one of
the two sublattices. The amplitudes of the zero mode for the
vacancy on the other sublattice may be obtained by inversion
symmetry.[19,20,24] Without loss of generality, we assume a va-
cancy on the B site in the following. We label the unit cell of
the honeycomb lattice as in Fig. 1(a). Each unit cell contains
a z bond. For the flux free case, the amplitudes of the va-
cancy induced zero mode satisfy the equations away from the
vacancy as follows (shown in Appendix A):

Jxal−1, j+1 + Jyal−1, j + Jzal, j − t(bl−1, j −bl−1, j+1

+bl, j+1 −bl, j−1 +bl+1, j−1 −bl+1, j) = 0, (22)

Jxbl+1, j−1 + Jybl+1, j + Jzbl, j − t(al−1, j −al−1, j+1

+al, j+1 −al, j−1 +al+1, j−1 −al+1, j) = 0, (23)

where al j and bl j are the amplitudes of the zero mode on the
A and B sublattice of the unit cell (l, j), respectively, with the
basis being the Majorana fermion ĉ on each site. The bound-
ary condition near the vacancy is (a) Eq. (22) does not exist at
(l, j) = (0,0); (b) for other l, j = −1,0,1, Eqs. (22) and (23)
are satisfied with the amplitude b0,0 = 0.

At t = 0 and flux free, this zero mode was solved in
Refs. [20,24,25]. It locates only on the opposite sublattice of
the vacancy site since the A and B sublattices decouple in the
zero mode in this case and the recursion factors of the ampli-
tudes on the A and B sublattices are reciprocal, as shown in
Appendix A. For the gapless Kitaev model and flux free case,
the amplitude of the zero mode on the A sublattice away from
the vacancy on a B site has the asymptotic form[24,25]

a(x,y)∼ Re
{

e iqcx/
√

3+2i(π+θ*)y/3

(α −2iβ )y/
√

3− ix

}
, (24)

where

α = 2JxJy sin(qc)/J2
z , β = (J2

x − J2
y )/J2

z ,

qc = arccos
J2

z − J2
x − J2

y

2JxJy
, θ

* = arctan
[

Jx − Jy

Jx + Jy
tan(qc/2)

]
are constants, and x =

√
3( j + 1

2 l), y = 3
2 l. The amplitude

decays as a power law 1/r with distance r from the vacancy,
and when there are two vacancies in the system, the two zero
modes couple strongly with each other and split to two finite
energy levels however far away they are.[20]

To solve the above problem, we consider the gapless Ki-
taev model with finite t. In this case, the finite t opens up
a gap in the spinon bands with Chern number 1 or −1 and
the vacancy induced zero mode decays exponentially in space.
Different from the t = 0 case, the A and B sublattices are now
coupled together in the zero mode as shown in Eqs. (22) and
(23) so the amplitudes on both sublattices are non-zero. How-
ever, the zero mode at finite t is no longer solvable analytically
from Eqs. (22) and (23) and the boundary condition. We then
solve the zero mode at finite t by numerically diagonalizing the
corresponding bilinear Hamiltonian Eq. (19). The Majorana
zero mode ψ we obtained has Reψ = Imψ , i.e., ψ† = e iπ/2ψ ,
in the flux free case. The phase factor e iπ/2 may be gauged
away by transformation ψ → ψ e−iπ/4, so we only need to
study the real part of ψ . The distribution of the real part of the
zero mode amplitude in the flux free case is shown in Fig. 2(a)
for the isotropic Kitaev model and a 120×120×2 lattice with
a vacancy on the B sublattice in the center of the lattice. The
parameters in the plot are Jx = Jy = Jz = 1, t = 0.005. We only
show the distribution of the zero mode around the central area
of the vacancy since the influence from the edge mode in this
area is negligible. Whereas near the edge of the lattice, the
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amplitude of the zero mode is dominated by the edge mode,
which is not our focus in this subsection.

Though it is hard to solve the exact amplitude distribution
of the vacancy induced zero mode for finite t; at small t, which
is the case we focus on in this work, we can obtain the asymp-
totic behavior of the amplitude of the zero mode by analysis.
Since the finite t opens up a gap in the gapless Kitaev model,
the amplitude of the zero mode on each sublattice no longer
decays algebraically with the distance to the vacancy, instead,
it decays exponentially with the distance to the vacancy center
as al j ∼ e−|∆r/J̃|, where ∆ = 6

√
3t is the gap, J̃ =

√
3J and r

is the distance to the vacancy center. However, the amplitude
of the zero mode on the two sublattices depends differently on
t. At t = 0, ai j reduces to Eq. (24), so at leading order of t, the
amplitude on the A sublattice has the form

a(x,y)∼ Re
{

e iq*x/
√

3+2i(π+θ*)y/3

(α −2iβ )y/
√

3− ix

}
e−|∆r/J̃|. (25)

This asymptotic behavior is verified by our numerical result in
Fig. 2(b). In Fig. 2(b), we plot the amplitude on the A sub-
lattice vs. the distance to the vacancy center along the line in
Fig. 2(a). One can see that the amplitudes on the A sublattice
fit very well with the expression ∼ 1

r e−∆r/J̃ (the small devi-
ation may come from the small amount of mixing from the
edge zero mode). On the B sublattice, the amplitude of the
zero mode vanishes at t = 0. At small finite t, the coupling
between the A and B sublattices in Eqs. (22) and (23) results
in an amplitude on the B sublattice proportional to ∼ t/J at the
leading order, as can be seen from Eq. (23). The amplitudes
on the B sublattice are then much smaller than those on the
A sublattice in the same unit cell, as can also be seen in the
amplitude distribution in Fig. 2(a). The linear dependence of
bl j on t/J is also verified in our numerics by a sign change of
t, which results in a sign change of bl j but not al j.

For the case with a flux threading the vacancy plaque-
tte, the amplitudes of the zero mode also satisfy Eqs. (22) and
(23) at l ̸=−1,0,1. However, the boundary condition the am-
plitudes match at the string connecting the vacancy site is dif-
ferent now. Since the z bond operator has the value −1 along
the half-infinite string at l = 0, Eqs. (22) and (23) become

Jxal−1, j+1 + Jyal−1, j − Jzal, j − t(bl−1, j −bl−1, j+1

+bl, j+1 −bl, j−1 −bl+1, j−1 +bl+1, j) = 0, (26)

Jxbl+1, j−1 + Jybl+1, j − Jzbl, j − t(−al−1, j +al−1, j+1

+al, j+1 −al, j−1 +al+1, j−1 −al+1, j) = 0, (27)

for l = 0, j ≥ 1. Besides, the boundary condition that Eq. (22)
does not exist for (l, j) = (0,0) and b0,0 = 0 still needs to be
satisfied.

Though the above equations for the zero mode with flux
threading the vacancy plaquette are not solvable analytically

even at t = 0, the boundary condition near the vacancy still re-
sults in nonzero amplitudes only on the A sublattice (vacancy
on the B sublattice) at t = 0 as shown in Appendix A. At fi-
nite t we solve the zero mode bound to the flux numerically
and compare the asymptotic behavior of the amplitude with
the analytical results obtained from the continuum model in
the last section.
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(a)
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u
R

r

uR
n/↩
n/↩/

u↼r↽~rne↩kr↪ k=0.03(b)

Fig. 2. (a) The real part distribution of the amplitude of the zero mode for a
120×120×2 lattice with a flux free vacancy on a B site in the center and a
weak uniform [111] magnetic field. The parameters are Jx = Jy = Jz = 1 and
t = 0.005. The imaginary part of the amplitude is the same as the real part.
Only the distribution of the central area including the vacancy is shown. (b)
The real part of the amplitude on the A sublattice along the line in (a) as a
function of the distance r to the vacancy center. The unit of r is the bond
length of the hexagon. The amplitude fits the curve uR ∼ 1

r e−kr , where
k = ∆/J̃, ∆ = 6

√
3t, and J̃ =

√
3J.

In Fig. 3(a), we show the numerical result of the am-
plitude distribution of the zero mode in the Kitaev model
with finite t and a flux threading the vacancy plaquette for a
120× 120× 2 lattice. The parameters are Jx = Jy = Jz = 1
and t = 0.005. The zero mode we obtained in this case has a
purely real amplitude, indicating a Majorana zero mode. The
plot in Fig. 3(b) shows the amplitude on the A sublattice along
the line in Fig. 3(a). One can see that the amplitudes fit the
expression a(x,y)∼ 1

r1/2 e−∆r/J̃ very well, which is consistent
with the asymptotic behavior of the zero mode bound to the π

flux in the Kitaev model obtained from the continuum model
in the last section. The amplitude on the B sublattice is also
proportional to t/J as can be seen from Eq. (23) and is much
smaller than the amplitude on the A sublattice as shown in
Fig. 3(a).
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Fig. 3. (a) The distribution of the amplitude of the zero mode for a
120× 120× 2 Kitaev lattice with a flux threading the vacancy on a B
site at the center of the lattice and a weak uniform [111] magnetic field.
The parameters are Jx = Jy = Jz = 1 and t = 0.005. The amplitude of
the zero mode is purely real. (b) The amplitude of the zero mode on
the A sublattice along the line in (a) as a function of the distance to
the vacancy center. The amplitude fits the curve uR ∼ 1

r1/2 e−kr , where

k = ∆/J̃, ∆ = 6
√

3t, and J̃ =
√

3J.

From above, we see that the Majorana zero modes in the
flux free and flux threading cases have different asymptotic be-
haviors in the Kitaev model with finite t. As a comparison, we
note that for the pure gapped Kitaev model with a single site
vacancy, Ref. [20] shows that the amplitudes of the zero mode
in both the flux free and flux threading cases are the same. The
reason is because in this case the amplitude of the zero mode
vanishes on one of the sublattices. The flux which flips the
sign of the bond operator u⟨i j⟩α

along the half-infinite string
then does not affect the zero mode. On the other hand, the
pure gapped Kitaev model has Chern number zero so a vor-
tex does not bind an intrinsic Majorana zero mode. The zero
mode in either the flux free or flux threading case with a sin-
gle site vacancy is not robust and will disappear if the vacancy
includes even number of sites.

3.3. Ground state with vortex binding to a vacancy in the
lattice Kitaev model

The flux-threading and flux free cases in the last subsec-
tion belong to two independent eigensectors of the Hamilto-
nian Eq. (5). In this subsection, we show that for the Kitaev
model in the weak [111] magnetic field, the ground state with

a vacancy binds a flux in a certain regime of the magnetic field
and thus results in a robust Majorana zero mode bound to the
vacancy as shown in the last subsection.
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(b)

Fig. 4. (a) Finite size scaling of the energy difference at WI = 1 and
WI = −1 of the Hamiltonian Eq. (6) with a vacancy. The system size
is L×L×2, ∆E = E0 −Eflux, where E0 is the ground state energy with
WI = 1 and Eflux is the ground state energy with WI = −1. (b) The en-
ergy difference ∆E extrapolating to the thermodynamic limit L → ∞ as
a function of t.

It has been shown in Refs. [19,20] that the ground state
of the isotropic gapless Kitaev model with a single vacancy
binds a π flux and the ground state energy difference between
the flux and flux-free cases is −0.027J. In Fig. 4, we show
this energy difference at finite t, i.e., when a weak uniform
[111] magnetic field h is applied. To remain in the perturbative
regime so the bilinear Hamiltonian Eq. (5) is valid, we assume
t ∼ h3 is small and h ≪ 1 (from the numerics in our previ-
ous work, t ≈ 2.7h3 [26]). To minimize the finite size effect,
we did finite size scaling of the energy difference between the
flux and flux-free cases at each point of t in Fig. 4(a). The
energy difference at each t in Fig. 4(b) is the value that ex-
trapolates to the thermodynamic limit L → ∞. From the plot,
we can see that the energy gain of the system with the flux
threading the vacancy decreases with the increase of the mag-
netic field h and becomes negative at around t/J > 0.004. We
then see that for the isotropic Kitaev model in a uniform [111]
magnetic field, at about h/J < 0.11, a single vacancy binds a
flux in the ground state and a Majorana zero mode associated
with it. This vortex bound Majorana zero mode decays ex-
ponentially with distance to the vacancy and is robust against
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local perturbations[21] and other Majorana zero modes farther
away than the decay length ξ ∼ J/6t.[23] These Majorana zero
modes may then have potential use in braiding in quantum
computing.

4. Majorana zero modes induced by local polar-
ization
In this section, we study a second type of defect in the

Hamiltonian Eq. (5), i.e., a locally polarized spin in the uni-
form system, and the possible Majorana zero mode bound to
such defect. The polarized spin is another type of topologi-
cally trivial spot and may be achieved and manipulated by a
local magnetic field.

4.1. Model and method

For simplicity, we consider a local conical magnetic field
applied to a single site on top of the system described by
Hamiltonian Eq. (5), i.e., the Kitaev model with a perturba-
tive uniform [111] magnetic field. The total Hamiltonian in
the Majorana representation has the following form:

H = HK +Hh +Hloc, (28)

where HK is the Kitaev Hamiltonian in Eq. (2), Hh the third
order perturbative term of the weak [111] magnetic field in
Eq. (4), and

Hloc = i ∑
α

hlocc0bα
0 (29)

is a local [111] magnetic field on a site labeled 0 as shown in
Fig. 1(c). As a comparison to the single vacancy defect, we
assume that the site 0 is also on the B sublattice.

The local constraint Di = cibx
i by

i bz
i = 1 is equivalent to

Qα
i ≡ cibα

i + εαβγ bβ

i bγ

i = 0.[26] We impose this constraint by
a Lagrangian multiplier in the Hamiltonian

Hλ = i ∑
i,α

λα(cibα
i + εαβγ bβ

i bγ

i ). (30)

In the following, we study the evolution of the the above
system with the increase of the local magnetic field and ex-
plore possible flux binding in the ground state upon local po-
larization and the Majorana zero mode associated with the
flux.

With only HK and Hh, the bond operator is still conserved,
so does the flux in each hexagon plaquette. However, when a
local magnetic field is applied on site 0 shown in Fig. 1(c), the
flux through the three hexagon plaquettes including the site 0
is not conserved though the total flux of these three plaquettes
is conserved. We call the big plaquette including these three
honeycomb plaquettes (the shaded area in Fig. (a)) the impu-
rity plaquette and call its flux operator WI the impurity flux.

We work in the flux sector that all the outer hexagons have
W = 1. This corresponds to the ground state of the pure Kitaev
model as well as the ground state of the Kitaev model with a
vacancy at site 0. Since the impurity flux WI is conserved, we
deal with the two sectors with WI = +1 and WI = −1 sepa-
rately. Note that for the pure Kitaev model, the ground state
has WI =+1, whereas for the Kitaev model with a vacancy at
site 0, the ground state has WI =−1.

When the local magnetic field is applied on site 0, only the
three bond operators connected to site 0 are non-conserved.
For the impurity flux free case, we may set all the other
bond operators u⟨i j⟩α

= ibα
i bα

j equal to 1. For the case with
WI = −1, a string with uz = −1 connecting the impurity pla-
quette and the boundary of the system is introduced as shown
in Fig. 1(a). The open boundary condition is applied. Under
this convention, the local constraint Di = 1 only needs to be
imposed on site i = 0.

For convenience, we relabel the three nearest neighbor
sites connected to site 0 as α = x, y, z as shown in Fig. 1(c),
and the six next nearest neighbor sites connected to site 0 as
αr, where xr = 1,2, yr = 3, 4, zr = 5, 6 are labeled in Fig. 1(c)
respectively.

The Kitaev Hamiltonian then becomes

HK = i ∑
⟨i j⟩′α

Jα cic j −∑
α

Jα bα
0 bα

α c0cα , (31)

where ⟨i j⟩′α represents all the bonds except the three nearest
neighbor bonds connected to site 0.

The Hamiltonian Hh becomes

Hh = it ∑
⟨⟨ik⟩⟩′

cick

−t ∑
α,γ

icα bα
α(iεαβγ bα

0 bγ

0)icγ bγ

γ

−t ∑
α,γ

ic0bα
0 (iεαβγ bα

α bγ

α)icαr b
γ

αr , (32)

where ⟨⟨ik⟩⟩′ represents the next nearest neighbors except
those involving the impurity site 0, i.e., none of the three
sites i, j,k in Fig. 1(b) is on site 0. The second term in Hh

represents the term ∼ σα
α σ

β

0 σ
γ

γ and the third term represents

∼ σα
0 σ

β

α σ
γ

αr . Here the sites α,γ = x,y,z in the sum corre-
spond to two of the three sites connected to the site 0 as shown
in Fig. 1(b) and α ̸= γ .

We then use the mean field theory to study the local polar-
ization process in the following. The applicability of the mean
field theory has been tested in previous work on a [001] local
magnetic field acting on the Kitaev model, where the mean
field results agree very well with the exact numerical renor-
malization group results.[27] Actually the mean field theory is
exact at hloc → ∞ and is especially relevant at the locally po-
larized phase where the fluctuation of the bond operators con-
nected to site 0 is highly suppressed. And this is the regime
we are especially interested in in this work.
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We decouple the quartic terms in HK and Hh to quadratic
terms by the mean field theory as follows:

HMF
K = i ∑

⟨i j⟩′α

Jα cic j

+∑
α

[Jα⟨ibα
0 bα

α⟩ic0cα + Jα⟨ic0cα⟩ibα
0 bα

α

−Jα⟨ic0bα
0 ⟩icα bα

α − Jα⟨icα bα
α⟩ic0bα

0 ], (33)

HMF
h = it ∑

⟨⟨ik⟩⟩′
cick − t ∑

αγ

εαβγ

{[⟨ibα
0 bα

α⟩⟨ibγ

0bγ

γ⟩icα cγ + ⟨ibα
0 bα

α⟩⟨icα cγ⟩ibγ

0bγ

γ

+⟨ibγ

0bγ

γ⟩⟨icα cγ⟩ibα
0 bα

α ]

+[⟨icα bα
α⟩⟨ic0bβ

0 ⟩icγ bγ

γ + ⟨icα bα
α⟩⟨icγ bγ

γ⟩ic0bβ

0

+⟨ic0bβ

0 ⟩⟨icγ bγ

γ⟩icα bα
α ]

+[⟨ibα
0 bα

α⟩⟨ibγ

αr b
γ

α⟩ic0cαr + ⟨ibα
0 bα

α⟩⟨ic0cαr⟩ibγ

αr b
γ

α

+⟨ibγ

αr b
γ

α⟩⟨ic0cαr⟩ibα
0 bα

α ]}. (34)

In the above decoupling, we neglect all the terms with ⟨ibα
i c j⟩,

i ̸= j since the mean field value of this average is zero from
previous study.[26–28] The bond operator ⟨ibγ

αr b
γ

α⟩ is still con-
served so we set it to be one.

There are then altogether 24 mean field parameters to be
determined self-consistently, which are

⟨ic0bα
0 ⟩,⟨icα bα

α⟩, α = x,y,z;
⟨ibα

0 bα
α⟩,⟨ic0cα⟩, α = x,y,z;

⟨icα cγ⟩,⟨ic0cαr⟩, α,γ = x,y,z and αr = 1,2, . . . ,6;
and three Lagrangian multipliers λα on site 0.

The above mean field parameters are determined self-
consistently by iteration. The Lagrangian multipliers are de-
termined by iterating the initial value of λα and the mean field
parameters until ⟨Qα

0 ⟩= 0.

4.2. Mean field results of the magnetization process

We focus on the isotropic case with Jx = Jy = Jz = 1.
For a given t, the evolution of the mean field parameters for a
64×64×2 lattice with the increase of the local magnetic field
is shown in Figs. 5 and 6 for WI = 1 and WI =−1, respectively.
The local magnetic field is applied on the B site of the center of
the lattice (labeled site 0). The magnetization on site 0 shows
that at hloc = hc, a first order phase transition[31] takes place
and the spin on site 0 is fully polarized with ⟨σα

0 ⟩= 1/
√

3 for
all three components α = x,y,z after the phase transition. At
the phase transition, the mean field value of the three bond
operators u⟨0α⟩α

connected to site 0 becomes zero for both
WI = ±1, which results in an effective decoupling of the site
0 with the neighboring sites. At the same time, the polarized
spin on site 0 results in three effective local magnetic fields
hx

0,h
y
0,h

z
0 acting on σα

α at site α = x,y,z respectively with value
hα

0 = Jα⟨σα
0 ⟩ = J/

√
3,α = x,y,z. This results in finite mag-

netization ⟨σα
α ⟩ on the three α sites as shown in Fig. 5. All

the other magnetization ⟨σα
i ⟩ with i ̸= 0,α is zero in the lat-

tice. The polarized phase may then be described by a bilinear
Hamiltonian

H = i ∑
⟨i j⟩′

Jα u⟨i j⟩α
ĉiĉ j + t ∑

⟨⟨i j⟩⟩′
iεαβγ u⟨ik⟩α

u⟨k j⟩γ
ĉiĉ j

+ ∑
α=x,y,z

ihα
0 b̂α

α ĉα , (35)

i.e., the Hamiltonian Eq. (5) with a vacancy on site 0 and three
local effective magnetic fields hα

0 acting on σ̂α
α , respectively.

This Hamiltonian has been studied at t = 0 in Ref. [20] for the
response of the vacancy to Zeeman field in the Kitaev model.
We will use this Hamiltonian with finite t to study the phase
after polarization.
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Fig. 5. The evolution of the mean field parameters as a function of
the local magnetic field on site 0 in the impurity flux free case for a
64×64×2 lattice. The parameters Jx = Jy = Jz = 1 and t = 10−4. Up-
per: the three bond operators u⟨0α⟩,α = x,y,z connecting site 0 and site
α . The mean field value of the three bond operators all goes to zero at
the phase transition hloc = hc. Lower: the local magnetization on site 0
and sites x,y,z. After the phase transition at hc, the spin on site 0 is fully
polarized and has ⟨σα

0 ⟩= 1/
√

3 for all three components α = x,y,z.
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Fig. 6. The evolution of the mean field parameters as a function of the
local magnetic field on site 0 in the case with impurity flux WI =−1 for
the same lattice in Fig. 5. The legend is the same as that in Fig. 5. The
three bond operators u⟨0α⟩,α = x,y,z also go to zero after the phase tran-
sition at hc and the spin on site 0 is fully polarized with ⟨σα

0 ⟩ = 1/
√

3
for all three components α = x,y,z.
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Figure 7 shows the energy difference of the two cases
with WI = 1 and WI = −1 as a function of the local magnetic
field obtained from the mean field theory for J = 1, t = 10−4

and the lattice with size 64×64×2. We can see that the flux
free case WI = 1 has lower energy in the local magnetic field
hloc before the phase transition at hloc = hc. However, after
the phase transition, the state with WI = −1 has lower energy
though the energy gain of the flux state in this case is much
smaller than the case with only a vacancy in the last section.
We then see that upon local polarization, the impurity plaque-
tte binds a flux in the ground state at small t.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

-0.16

-0.12

-0.08

-0.04

0
DE=9.7435T10-5

hc=0.595

hloc

Fig. 7. The energy difference ∆E =E0−Eflux between the impurity flux
case and flux free case as a function of the local magnetic field from the
mean field theory at Jx = Jy = Jz = 1, t = 0.0001 for a 64× 64 × 2
lattice. Before the phase transition at hloc = hc = 0.595, the flux free
case has lower energy. After the phase transitions for both the WI =±1
cases, the flux state WI =−1 has lower energy, indicating a flux binding
at the ground state after the polarization of the spin on site 0. Note that
the transition field hc as well as ∆E in this plot is the corrected value
after considering superheating of the first order phase transition so hc is
slightly lower than the polarization field hc in Fig. 5. See Ref. [27] for
the correction procedure.

The flux threading the impurity plaquette at the ground
state after phase transition at hc results in a Majorana zero
mode at the ground state. We obtain a Majorana zero mode
with purely imaginary amplitude. The distribution of the
imaginary part of the amplitude is shown in Fig. 8 for J = 1,
t = 10−4 and a local magnetic field on a B site. Opposite
to the vortex induced zero mode with a vacancy on site B in
Fig. 3, the amplitude of the zero mode on the A sublattice al j

is now much smaller than that on the B sublattice as shown in
Fig. 8(a). This is because with the three effective local mag-
netic fields on the three α = x,y,z sites after the polarization,
the boundary condition of the zero mode near the site 0 is dif-
ferent from the case with only a vacancy on site 0. At t = 0,
the new boundary condition results in a zero mode with finite
amplitude bi j on the sublattice B but zero amplitude ai j on sub-
lattice A, as shown in Appendix A. This is opposite to the case
with only a vacancy on site B. Note that the amplitudes of the
three field b̂α

α on the three A sites α = x,y,z are still nonzero in
this zero mode. For finite small t, the coupling between the A
and B sublattices in the zero mode equation results in a small

amplitude on the A sublattice proportional to ∼ t/J, as shown
in Fig. 8(a).
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Fig. 8. (a) The amplitude distribution of the Majorana zero mode bound
to the flux after the polarization of a local spin on a B site. The parame-
ters are Jx = Jy = Jz = 1 and t = 10−4. (b) Fitting curve of the amplitude
on the B sublattice along the line in (a).

The plot in Fig. 8(b) shows the amplitude on the B sub-
lattice as a function of the distance to the local polarized site
0. The amplitude still fits the curve u(r)∼ 1

ra e−∆r/J̃ very well,
but with a = 3/2 instead of 1/2 for the flux induced Majorana
zero mode in Fig. 3, indicating faster decay in space. An an-
alytic explanation of this difference remains to be explored in
future work. However, the exponential decay of the zero mode
guarantees that two such Majorana zero modes far apart have
little influence on each other.

For the flux free case, due to the three effective local mag-
netic field, three Majorana fermion fields b̂α

α enter the bilin-
ear Hamiltonian in Eq. (35) and the dimension of the bilin-
ear Hamiltonian matrix becomes even as (2N+2)× (2N+2).
There is no Majorana zero mode after polarization in this case.
This is verified in the spectrum we obtained numerically.

With the increase of t, however, the energy gain of the
flux state after polarization of the local spin at site 0 becomes
negative. As shown in Fig. 9, at t > 4×10−4 and J = 1, the ex-
trapolation of ∆E to L → ∞ becomes negative and the ground
state of the polarized state remains to be the flux free state
WI = 1 and there is no Majorana zero mode in the ground state
after the polarization.
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Fig. 9. (a) Finite size scaling of the energy difference ∆E = E0 −Eflux
between the impurity flux case and the flux free case after the local spin
polarization on site 0 in both cases for parameters Jx = Jy = Jz = 1 and
t = 10−4. Both E0 and Eflux are computed through the bilinear Hamil-
tonian Eq. (35). (b) The energy difference ∆E as a function of t. ∆E
takes the value extrapolating to L → ∞ in (a).

In summary, we see that by polarizing a local spin in the
Kitaev model with a weak uniform [111] magnetic field, the
ground state of the system binds a π-flux around the polarized
spin which results in a Majorana zero mode that decays expo-
nentially in space and is robust against local perturbation. At
the same time, it may be easily manipulated by the local mag-
netic field in space. For these reasons, it may be a potential
candidate for braiding in topological quantum computing.

5. Discussion and conclusions
As a comparison to the Majorana zero modes bound to

local impurities in the above sections, we have a brief discus-
sion of the edge Majorana modes for the above Kitaev model
in the [111] magnetic field with a straight edge.

As an analog to the p-wave superconductor,[1] the Ki-
taev model Hamiltonian Eq. (6) has a chiral edge Majorana
mode for the system with a straight edge in the continuum
limit. One can solve this chiral edge Majorana mode from
Eq. (10) and the block diagonalized Hamiltonian ℋD and
ℋ−D. Assume the wave function of the chiral edge mode as
ΦCM = ucφA + ivcφB + ũcφ

†
A + iṽcφ

†
B, the coefficients satisfy

the equations

Euc = ∆(𝑟)uc + i
√

3J
(

∂

∂x
+ i

∂

∂y

)
vc,

Evc = −∆(𝑟)vc + i
√

3J
(

∂

∂x
− i

∂

∂y

)
uc,

Eũc = −∆(𝑟)ũc + i
√

3J
(
− ∂

∂x
+ i

∂

∂y

)
ṽc,

Eṽc = ∆(𝑟)ṽc + i
√

3J
(
− ∂

∂x
− i

∂

∂y

)
ũc. (36)

Assume there is an infinite edge along the y direction and
the wave function contains the phase factor e ikyy, the above
equation set has a special solution at energy E =−

√
3Jky and

uc = ivc, ũc = iṽc for ∆/J > 0 with uc ∼ ũc ∼ e−
∫

∆ dx/
√

3J ,
or E =

√
3Jky and uc = −ivc, ũc = −iṽc with uc ∼ ũc ∼

e
∫

∆ dx/
√

3J for ∆/J < 0, where x is the distance to the edge.
To get a Majorana mode, we choose ũc = u*c and ṽc = −v*c .
The above mode then satisfies ΦCM = Φ

†
CM and is thus a Ma-

jorana mode. This mode propagates along a single direction
of the edge so is chiral and decays exponentially with distance
away from the edge. Different from the MZM bound to the
π flux in the above sections, the asympototic behavior for the
edge Majorana modes has no power law decay factors in front
of the exponential decay factor e−|∆x/J|.

For the lattice Kitaev model Hamiltonian Eq. (6) with an
infinite straight edge, however, the Hamiltonian has the form
of Eq. (19) and from last section, the Majorna mode must have
zero energy. The chiral edge modes with finite energy obtained
from the continuum model are then not Majorana modes in the
lattice model. Only the edge mode with ky = 0 is a Majorana
mode in the lattice model which decays with the distance to
the edge as ∼ e−|∆x/J|.

In conclusions, we studied two types of defect induced
Majorana zero modes in the ground state of the Kitaev model
that decay exponentially in space and can be easily manipu-
lated for braiding in quantum computing. In both approaches,
we first applied a weak uniform [111] magnetic field on the
Kitaev model which turns the Kitaev model to an effective
px + ipy superconductor of spinons. We then studied two spe-
cific defects, one is a vacancy in the Kitaev model, the other
a polarized spin. Both defects correspond to a topologically
trivial spot in the topologically non-trivial Kitaev system. We
showed that both the single site vacancy and the fully polar-
ized spin bind a vortex in the ground state at weak uniform
[111] magnetic field. In both cases, the vortex results in a Ma-
jorana zero mode that decays exponentially in space and is
robust against local non-magnetic perturbations and other Ma-
jorana zero modes far away. This is in contrast to the Majorana
zero modes bound to pure gapless Kitaev model with vacan-
cies. The Majorana zero modes we discussed in this work are
then potential candidates for braiding in quantum computing.

Though the realization of the Kitaev model in real mate-
rials is still challenging, it is possible to be realized in a cold-
atom system.[29] At the same time, the fast development on
single-site microscopy in optical lattices makes it promising
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to achieve and manipulate the Majorana zero mode we dis-
cussed in this work, especially through the locally polarized
spin in the Kitaev model. In such case, a braiding procedure
of Majorana zero modes may be performed according to the
scheme discussed in a p-wave superconductor in Ref. [30].

Note After finishing writing this paper, we noticed
Refs. [33–35] which discussed the effects of a local magnetic
impurity coupling to the pure Kitaev model. These works
mainly focus on the Kondo effect of the system and the im-
purity screened state of such system has some similarity with
the system we study in this work but not exactly the same.

Appendix A
In this appendix, we show the derivation of the equations

that the zero mode satisfies in the Kitaev model with a va-
cancy, and the results that with t = 0 and a vacancy on a single
B site as shown in Fig. 1(a), the amplitude of the zero mode
is nonzero only on the A sublattice for both the flux free and
flux-threading cases. Whereas for a vacancy on a single B
site but with three local magnetic fields hα

α on the neighboring
sites α = x,y,z as shown in Fig. 1(c), the amplitude of the zero
mode locates only on the B sublattice and the three α sites at
t = 0.

We first consider the case with only a vacacncy site with-
out local magnetic field. The lattice configuration is shown in
Fig. 1(a) in the main text and the vacancy is on a B sublattice
site. For simplicity, we label the Majorana fermion field ĉ on
the sublattices A and B as âl, j and b̂l, j, respectively in this ap-
pendix. In the flux free case, the Hamiltonian Eq. (5) can then
be written as

Ĥ =−i ∑
(l, j)

(Jxâl, jb̂l+1, j−1 + Jyâl, jb̂l+1, j + Jzâl, jb̂l, j)

+ i ∑
(l, j)

(Jxb̂l, jâl−1, j+1 + Jyb̂l, jâl−1, j + Jzb̂l, jâl, j)

+ it ∑
(l, j)

(−âl, jâl, j−1 + âl, jâl−1, j − âl, jâl−1, j+1

+ âl, jâl, j+1 − âl, jâl+1, j + âl, jâl+1, j−1)

+ it ∑
(l, j)

(b̂l, jb̂l, j−1 − b̂l, jb̂l−1, j + b̂l, jb̂l−1, j+1

− b̂l, jb̂l, j+1 + b̂l, jb̂l+1, j − b̂l, jb̂l+1, j−1). (A1)

The zero mode satisfies Ĥψ̂0 = 0, and ψ̂0 may be expressed
as ψ̂0 = ∑l, j al, jâl, j +bl, jb̂l, j, where al, j and bl, j are the coef-
ficients of the fields âl, j and b̂l, j on the A and B sublattices,
respectively. From the Hamiltonian matrix in the above, it is
then easy to obtain the equations the zero mode satisfies:

(Jxal−1, j+1 + Jyal−1, j + Jzal, j)

− t[(bl, j+1 −bl, j−1)+(bl−1, j −bl−1, j+1)

+(bl+1, j−1 −bl+1, j)] = 0, (A2)

(Jxbl+1, j−1 + Jybl+1, j + Jzbl, j)

− t[(al, j+1 −al, j−1)+(al−1, j −al−1, j+1)

+(al+1, j−1 −al+1, j)] = 0. (A3)

These equations hold true everywhere except near the vacancy
with l, j = −1,0,1. Near the vacancy, the zero mode satisfies
the boundary condition in the main text, i.e., (a) Eq. (A2) does
not exist at (l, j)= (0,0); (b) for other l, j =−1,0,1, Eqs. (A2)
and (A3) are satisfied with the amplitude b0,0 = 0.

At t = 0, The above zero mode is not solvable analytically
for finite t. But at t = 0, the zero mode may be solved by di-
viding the lattice to two parts l > 1 and l <−1, and matching
the boundary condition at l = 0,1,−1. This zero mode was
solved in Refs. [24,25] for the flux free case. We recapitulate
the process here briefly and show some of the detailed deriva-
tion that is absent in the reference but also needed to study
the case with local magnetic fields. For simplicity, we only
consider the isotropic gapless case Jx = Jy = Jz = J here.

At t = 0, Eqs. (A2) and (A3) may be solved sep-
arately in the l > 0 and l < −1 regions. In these re-
gions, the system has translation symmetry in the j direc-
tion. By a Fourier transformation al, j = ∑k al(k)e ik j,bl, j =

∑k bl(k)e ik j,k = 2πm/N,m = 1,2, . . . ,N, one gets

al(k) = [−(1+ e ik)]la0(k),

bl(k) = [−(1+ e−ik)]−(l−1)b1(k), (A4)

for l > 0 and

al(k) = [−(1+ e ik)]l+1a−1(k),

bl(k) = [−(1+ e−ik)]−(l+1)b−1(k), (A5)

for l <−1.
To have a decay solution, the recursion factors of both

al(k) and bl(k) need to have modulus less than one. From the
above recursion relationships, one can see that the decay range
of k for the coefficients al(k) (or bl(k)) at l > 0 and l <−1 is
complementary. And the decay range of al(k) corresponds to
the increase range of bl(k) so al(k) and bl(k) cannot both be
nonzero for a given k.

Here a0(k),a−1(k),b1(k),b−1(k) are determined by
matching the boundary condition. In the flux free case, the
boundary condition for al, j is a−1, j + a−1, j+1 + a0, j = 0 ex-
cept for j = 0, i.e.,

∑
k

e ik j[a0(k)+(1+ e ik)a−1(k)] = 0, j ̸= 0. (A6)

This results in a0(k) + (1 + e ik)a−1(k) = const. since the
Fourier transformation of a δ function is a constant. From
the above analysis, for a given k, only one of a0(k) and a−1(k)
may be nonzero.

The boundary condition for bl, j in the flux free case is

b1, j +b1, j−1 +b0, j = 0, j ̸= 0,
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b0, j +b0, j+1 +b−1, j+1 = 0, j ̸= 0,−1,

b1,0 +b1,−1 = 0, b0,1 +b−1,1 = 0, b0,−1 +b−1,0 = 0. (A7)

These correspond to the following equations for bl(k):

∑
k

e ik j[b0(k)+(1+ e−ik)b1(k)] = 0, j ̸= 0, (A8)

∑
k

e ik j[b−1(k)e ik +(1+ e ik)b0(k)] = 0, j ̸= 0,−1, (A9)

∑
k
(1+ e−ik)b1(k) = 0, ∑

k
e ik[b0(k)+b−1(k)] = 0,

∑
k
[e−ikb0(k)+b−1(k)] = 0. (A10)

This results in

b0(k)+(1+ e−ik)b1(k) = const., (A11)

b−1(k)+(1+ e−ik)b0(k) = const., (A12)

∑
k
(1+ e−ik)b1(k) = 0, ∑

k
e ik[b0(k)+b−1(k)] = 0,

∑
k
[e−ikb0(k)+b−1(k)] = 0. (A13)

These equations, together with the condition that b−1(k) and
b1(k) cannot both be nonzero for any given k, result in b0(k) =
b1(k) = b−1(k) = 0 for all k which leads to bl(k) = 0 for all l,
i.e., the coefficients of the zero mode on the B sublattice must
be zero at t = 0.

The amplitude of the zero mode is then nonzero only on
the A sublattice, i.e., the sublattice opposite to that of the va-
cancy site. One can then choose a0(k) = Θ [1− | f (k)|] and
(1+ e ik)a−1(k) = Θ [| f (k)| − 1], where f (k) ≡ 1+ e ik. The
zero mode in this case may then be solved from the recur-
sion relationship of al(k) and the initial condition of a0(k) and
a−1(k) in the above, and then inverse Fourier transformation
to the real space, as shown in Refs. [24,25].

We next consider the case with a flux threading the va-
cancy.

In this case, the recursion relationship for al(k) and bl(k)
in Eqs. (A4) and (A5) still holds. However, the boundary con-
dition at l =−1,0,1 becomes

a−1, j +a−1, j+1 − sign[ j]a0, j = 0, j ̸= 0,

b1, j +b1, j−1 − sign[ j]b0, j = 0, j ̸= 0,

b0, j +b0, j+1 +b−1, j+1 = 0, j ̸= 0,−1,

b1,0 +b1,−1 = 0, b0,1 +b−1,1 = 0,

b0,−1 +b−1,0 = 0. (A14)

Since the recursion relationship in Eqs. (A4) and (A5)
still hold, the constraint that b−1(k) and b1(k) cannot both
be nonzero for a given k still works. Yet due to the flux, the
boundary condition Eq. (A11) for the B sublattice is no longer
true. However, it is easy to see that the solution bl(k) = 0 and
so bi j = 0 still hold for the B sublattice. The amplitude of the

zero mode then still locates only on the A sublattice in this
case.

At last, we consider the case with a flux threading the va-
cancy and three local magnetic fields hα

α acting on the three
neighboring α sites as shown in Fig. 1(c).

In this case, there are three local magnetic fields acting
on the A sites of unit cell (0,0),(−1,0),(−1,1). The Majo-
rana fields ĉ on these three sites then couple not only to the
ĉ field on the neighboring B sites, but also the b̂α

α Majorana
fermion on the same site. The recursion relationship at l > 0
and l < −1 still holds. But the boundary condition the zero
mode satisfies near the vacancy then becomes

a−1, j +a−1, j+1 − sign[ j]a0, j = 0, j ̸= 0,

b1, j +b1, j−1 − sign[ j]b0, j = 0, j ̸= 0,

b0, j +b0, j+1 +b−1, j+1 = 0, j ̸= 0,−1,

b1,0 +b1,−1 + ⟨σ z
0⟩b

z
0,0 = 0, b0,1 +b−1,1 + ⟨σ x

0 ⟩bx
−1,1 = 0,

b0,−1 +b−1,0 + ⟨σ y
0⟩b

y
−1,0 = 0. (A15)

Here ⟨σα
0 ⟩ = 1/

√
3, α = x, y, z is the magnetization of the

spin on the site 0, bα
l j is the amplitude of the b̂α

α Majorana field
on the A sublattice of unit cell (l, j). From Eq. (A15), we see
that due to the local magnetic field on the three α sites, the
amplitudes b−1, j, b1, j on the B sublattice are no longer zero
since the local magnetic field results in finite bα

l j on the three
α sites. This results in finite b−1(k) and finite b1(k). Since the
decay range of k for al(k) and bl(k) is complementary, a finite
bl(k) results in zero of al(k). For the reason, the amplitude ai j

of the zero mode on the A sublattice in this case is zero, as
obtained in our numerics. Note that the amplitudes bz

0,0, bx
−1,1,

by
−1,0 we obtained on the three A sites neighboring to site 0 are

finite, but they are amplitudes of the bond Majorana fermions,
not the matter majorana fermions b̂l j.
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