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The realization of quantum gates in topological quantum computation still confronts significant
challenges in both fundamental and practical aspects. Here, we propose a deterministic and fully
topologically protected measurement-based scheme to realize the issue of implementing Clifford
quantum gates on the Majorana qubits. Our scheme is based on rigorous proof that the single-qubit
gate can be performed by leveraging the neighboring Majorana qubit but not disturbing its carried
quantum information, eliminating the need for ancillary Majorana zero modes (MZMs) in topological
quantum computing. Benefiting from the ancilla-free construction, we show the minimum measure-
ment sequences with four steps to achieve two-qubit Clifford gates by constructing their geometric
visualization. To avoid the uncertainty of the measurement-only strategy, we propose manipulating
the MZMs in their parameter space to correct the undesired measurement outcomes while maintain-
ing complete topological protection, as demonstrated in a concrete Majorana platform. Our scheme
identifies the minimal operations of measurement-based topological and deterministic Clifford gates
and offers an ancilla-free design of topological quantum computation.

Majorana zero modes (MZMs) obey exotic non-
Abelian braiding statistics, making them of great inter-
est in fundamental physics and the potential applica-
tion to topological quantum computation (TQC) [1–5].
Braiding two anyons physically by moving one around
the other in real space is theoretically straightforward
[6–13] but challenging to implement experimentally [14–
40]. Measurement-based schemes provide an alternative
method for generating braiding transformations without
physically moving Majorana modes [41–44]. However,
a comprehensive understanding of all the Clifford gates
in these measurement-based schemes is still lacking. In
particular, the necessity of ancillary MZMs for imple-
menting quantum gates introduces theoretical, hardware
resource, and fabrication complexities. Additionally, the
quest for a deterministic measurement-based scheme that
combines topological protection and high efficiency re-
mains a significant challenge.

In this letter, we prove the sufficiency and efficiency of
using two Majorana qubits, without the need for ancillary
MZMs, to implement single- and two-qubit Clifford gates
through a measurement-based scheme in a deterministic
manner. Firstly, we show a key result that the implemen-
tation of a single-qubit gate can be achieved by using a
neighboring Majorana qubit but not disturbing its car-
ried quantum information, eliminating the requirement

for ancillary MZMs in Majorana-based TQC design. By
leveraging the benefits of the ancilla-free construction,
we propose the minimal scheme of implementing two-
qubit Clifford gates and show rigorously the minimum
measurement sequences involve only four steps through
a geometric visualization. Further, through a diagram-
matic formalism, we demonstrate that Pauli gate [45–
47] can be applied to our scheme to correct undesired
outcomes by manipulating the MZMs in their parame-
ter space while maintaining topological protection. Fi-
nally, we showcase the experimental accessibility of our
proposal by demonstrating its applicability in a concrete
Majorana platform.

Single-qubit gate implementation with two topological
qubits- To perform quantum gate operation with Majo-
rana qubits, the essential task is to exchange two MZMs.
The measurement-only method provides a means to braid
MZMs without physical movement, but it requires a
larger Hilbert space to facilitate the teleportation, rather
than the collapse, of quantum information [41, 43, 44].
Starting with two Majorana qubits provides an advan-
tage as the eight MZMs offer sufficient redundancy to
teleport quantum information initially stored on the com-
putational basis. In contrast, when beginning with only
one Majorana qubit, a pair of ancillary MZMs is required
to introduce the necessary redundancy. This suggests
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that we may braid two MZMs in one qubit with the
help of the MZMs in the neighbor qubit. However, when
attempting to braid two MZMs in one qubit with the
help of the neighboring qubit, a crucial question arises:
Is it fundamentally allowed without changing the stored
quantum information, even if the neighboring qubit can
possess arbitrary quantum information and may be en-
tangled with additional qubits? Fortunately, the answer
is affirmative, and it can be rigorously proven using the
isotopy invariant diagrammatic formalism [41, 48–51].
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FIG. 1. Braiding γ3 and γ4 within 2 qubits. (a)The time
direction is vertical from bottom to top in our representation
and Ni is the normalization factor. γi=1−8 is the i-th MZM
from left to right. The dashed line with the circle j marks the
j-th measurement. (b)The locality principle is detailed in (a)
for qubit2. The letters a − g are the labels of anyons, da is
the quantum dimension of a, and so forth.

tart from eight Majorana zero modes, the minimal
requirement to constructing two Majorana qubits with
sparse encoding [52]. The first and last four modes
form the first and second Majorana qubits, respectively
(Fig. 1(a)). Throughout our work, the total fermion
parity of the eight MZMs remains even. Initially, the
quantum information is stored in the computational
space where each qubit shares even parity, denoted as
P̂1234(5678) = −γ1(5)γ2(6)γ3(7)γ4(8) = +1. This even
parity is guaranteed by the four MZMs measurement,
Π+

1234(5678) = (1 + P̂1234(5678))/2 (Fig. 1(a)). Here and

after, we define the fermion parity and measurement op-
erators as P̂i1...in and Π±

i1...in
= (1 ± P̂i1...in)/2 of the n

MZMs. Without loss of generality, we first attempt to
braid MZMs γ3 and γ4 in the first qubit with the assis-
tance of the second qubit. The scheme comprises three
successive non-destructive topological charge projective
measurements (Π+

45, Π
+
35 and Π+

5678), as shown in the left-
hand side of the diagrammatic representation of Fig. 1(a).
Note that the measurement operations Π+

45 and Π+
35 do

not commute with the fermion parity operators P̂1234 and
P̂5678, respectively, resulting in the teleportation of quan-
tum states out of the computational space. This also re-
flects in the left-hand side of Fig. 1(a) that the strands
in both qubit-1 and qubit-2 are involved in the measure-
ment sequences. Remarkably, the strands in qubit-2 can
be simplified through the locality principle(Fig. 1(b)) into
one strand. Meanwhile, the isotopy invariance allows us
to freely stretch or slide around a strand so long as its
topology remains fixed. After stretching the lines the
lines in Fig. 1(a), it is clear that the three successive mea-
surements are equivalent to exchange γ3 and γ4 in qubit-
1 and perform identity operation in qubit-2. Thus, we
rigorously prove that the exchange of two MZMs in one
qubit can be achieved with the assistance of the neigh-
boring qubit but not affecting its quantum information.
Minimal measurement-based scheme of Controlled-Z

gate - Without loss of generality, we first consider the
controlled-Z (CZ) gate with the first and second qubits
as control and target, respectively. Unlike the π/4-gate,
the CZ gate lacks a standard diagrammatic representa-
tion, making it difficult to visualize. For example, we
have found that the sequence of four times measure-
ments Π+

5678Π
+
35Π

+
34Π

+
46, can implement the CZ gate in

our ancilla-free Majorana qubits through direct calcula-
tions. We can make a hindsight demonstration through
the continuous deformation of its diagrammatic repre-
sentation into the celebrated proposal [52], which in-
volves two measurements and three exchange operations
in an eight MZMs system (Fig. 2(a)). But this deforma-
tion is case by case and lacks a general rule to follow.
Recent studies have discovered many measurement se-
quences to implement the same CZ gate for two Majorana
qubits with one or two pairs of ancillary MZMs. It has
been shown by brute force that four measurements are
the minimum required to realize the CZ gate, but the
principles behind these sequences are still unclear [53].
Furthermore, these measurement sequences involve tele-
porting quantum states in ten or twelve MZMs Hilbert
spaces, which cannot be applied to ancillary-free two Ma-
jorana qubits with only eight MZMs. As a result, there
is currently no general measurement-based construction
method for CZ gates of topological qubits.
To address these issues, we propose a solution based

on the ancillary-free two Majorana qubits system. By
preserving the even total fermion parity, the measure-
ments teleport the quantum states in eight-dimensional
(8D) Hilbert space, which can be decomposed into the
direct sum of the four-dimensional computational and
non-computational spaces (upper gray plane and lower
blue plane in Fig. 2(b)) stabilized by the stabilizers
{P̂+

1−8,±P̂
+
5678} respectively. We define the qubit basis

in computational basis as

Ψ = {ψ1, ψ2, ψ3, ψ4} = {|0000⟩, |0011⟩, |1100⟩, |1111⟩}.

To avoid collapsing the quantum information, the first
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FIG. 2. CZ-gate (a) Diagrammatic representation of measurement-based CZ-gate. (b)Geometric visualization of measurement-
based CZ-gate in Bloch spheres, with consistent measurement sequences in (a). The upper gray (and lower blue) planes
correspond to computational and non-computational spaces, respectively. The colored paths indicate the equivalent measure-
ments.

measurement Π+
I must teleport the states in a redun-

dant Hilbert space. Therefore, we choose the par-
ity operator P̂I for the first measurement to anti-
commute with P̂5678. WLoG, we take P̂I = P̂46.
The states P̂46Ψ = Π+

46{ψ1, ψ2, ψ3, ψ4} expand the non-
computational spaces. To visualize the computational
and non-computational Hilbert space, we define the
states Ψ and P̂46Ψ as the north and south poles of the
four Bloch spheres in which the states Π+

46Ψ lie along the
+x axis in each Bloch sphere (Fig. 2(b)). In this case, the
parity operator P̂5678(46) in the four Bloch spheres take
the form diag{σz(x), σz(x), σz(x), σz(x)}. Since the CZ gate
is diagonal in the computational basis, its measurement
sequences should teleport within each Bloch sphere. Con-
sequently, the quantum teleportation through each pro-
jective measurement is equivalent to the adiabatic evo-
lution of the states along the 1/4 great circle connecting
the projective points at the Bloch sphere (Fig. 2(b)). Per-
forming the measurement sequences on each qubit basis
is equivalent to a unitary evolution in the correspond-
ing Bloch sphere along a closed geodesic, accumulating a
geometric phase in each basis. To achieve the CZ-gate,
the state |1111⟩ must acquire a π phase (Fig. 2(b(iv))),
which requires the last Bloch sphere’s state teleporta-
tion to follow a great circle passing through the north
and south poles. We can choose ΠII = (1 + P̂34)/2 with
P̂34 = diag{σz, σz,−σz,−σz} and ΠIII = (1 + P̂35)/2
with P̂III = diag{−σx, σx, σx,−σx}. Apparently, the
projective measurement ΠII(III) leads the states in dif-
ferent Bloch spheres to undergo different paths, with
only the last Bloch sphere’s path being a great circle.
Therefore, the CZ-gate implemented through the mea-
surements Π+

5678Π
+
35Π

+
34Π

+
46 without additional ancillary

MZMs can be visualized by the paths along the geodesics
(Fig. 2(b)). Furthermore, as each teleportation corre-
sponds to the adiabatic evolution of 1/4 great circle [54],
a minimum of four teleportations are needed to imple-
ment the CZ gate. We have identified 16 different four-
times measurement sequences to implement the CZ gate
by varying the choices of P̂I. Additionally, we have also
determined 8 sequences for the iCZ gate, diag{1, 1, i,−i}.

These diverse sequences offer flexibility in constructing
two-qubit gates for various experimental platforms [55].
Deterministic topological gates with correction- It is

still a big issue to incorporate the measurement results
of non-vacuum into the measurement-based scheme. Al-
though we have the straightforward strategy of forced
measurement [41, 43], the unknown number and dura-
tion of repeated measurements may significantly increase
the associated costs. According to the fusion and braid-
ing rules, the different fusion channels can be connected
using the following equation

j
i

d
abc

j
bc

kj

k
j

d
abc FRF )()()( 2

,

1
∑

−
=

(1)

where (F d
abc)

i
j and R

j
ab are the fusion and exchange matri-

ces respectively and a(b, c, d) represent the non-Abelian
anyons and i(j, k) their fusion channels. The full braid-
ing of two Z2m parafermions, according to the spin-
statistics theorem [56, 57], follows R2 ∝ eisn

2π/m with
s ∈ Z , n corresponds to the topological charge and
2m the number of fusion channels. For Ising anyons
(s = 1 and m = 1) with two fusion channels (vac-
uum and fermion), denoted by n = 0 and n = 1 re-
spectively, the pentagon and hexagon identities yield∑

j(F
d
abc

−1)kj (R
j
ab)

2(F d
abc)

j
i = e−iπ/4σx

ik, where σx acts
on the fusion space of γa and γb. Simplifying Equation
(1), we have:

, ,
(2)

with v and f the fusion channels of vacuum and fermion.
Note that each diagram in the above is a quantum state.
Thus the corresponding projector operator satisfies
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, (3a) . (3b)

We find that the transformation of undesired outcomes
to desired outcomes using Eq. (3a) and Eq. (3b) within
the framework of full isotopy formalism can be achieved
in different ways: the former adds the additional braid-
ing operations as the payment; the latter transports the
exchange operations occurring before the measurement
to after the measurement. By combining these two equa-
tions and the full isotopy formalism, we can convert all
the fermion measurement results to the vacuum while
transferring the additional braiding operations after the
final measurement. In Fig. 3(a), we demonstrate how
to propagate undesired outcomes, taking the example of
an undesired outcome at the first measurement of the
CZ gate (i.e.Π+

5678Π
+
35Π

+
34Π

−
46Π

+
5678, detailed deformation

version available in [55]). Taking Eq. (3a) and Eq. (3b)
(dashed gray and blue circles) in succession, the unde-
sired outcome shifts along the time axis from the first to
the third measurement (the third diagram in Fig. 3(a)).
Repeating the similar procedure with Eq. (3a), the conse-
quences with undesired measurement outcome is trans-
formed to the desired one with additional full braiding
operations, which ends up with a full braiding of γ3 and
γ4. Therefore, we only need to eliminate the full braiding
by imposing an opposite braiding. Fortunately, the full
braiding of MZMs can be achieved by evolving the MZMs
in the parameter space without moving them. There-
fore, we can correct the undesired outcome without either
moving MZMs or through the measurements.

To demonstrate the correction procedure more phys-
ically, we consider a specific hybrid system consisting
of a superconductor (SC), a two-dimensional topologi-
cal insulator (2DTI), and a ferromagnetic insulator (FI)
(Fig. 3(b)). The low energy BdG Hamiltonian in spinor

basis ĉ(r) =
[
c↑(r), c↓(r), c

†
↓(r),−c

†
↑(r)

]T
takes

Ĥ =

(
h(p̂) +m(r) · σ ∆SC(r)e

−iφ(r)

∆SC(r)e
iφ(r) −h(p̂) +m(r) · σ

)
, (4)

where σx,y,z are Pauli matrices in spin space, h(p̂) =
vf p̂σz − µ, with vf the Fermi velocity of edge states and
µ the chemical potential, ∆(r) is the proximity induced
s-wave SC gap amplitude with SC phase φ(r) and m(r)
is the proximity induced exchange field. Here φ(r) is the
superconducting phase between each SC island and the
outer SC. As the superconductivity and the ferromagnet
open topologically equivalent gaps, each SC/FI interface
supports one MZM. Taking γ1 and γ2 in Fig. 3(b) for

γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8

=  =  =  

FIG. 3. (a) A demonstration of propagating undesired out-

come in the sequence Π
(+1)
5678Π

(+1)
35 Π

(+1)
34 Π

(−1)
46 Π

(+1)
5678 through

the full braiding transformation. The small solid green
squares mark the measurements as non-vacuum, and dashed
gray and blue circles mark the deformations. (b) Two Majo-
rana qubits from the SC/2DTI/FI hybrid system. (c) The re-
lations among the Majorana spin in FI region (yellow arrow),
magnetization (red arrow) and SOC field direction (ez). The
polar and azimuth angles of FI magnetization are θ and α,
respectively. The Majorana spin lies in the x-y plane with
azimuth angle ϕ. (d) The equivalence between braiding two
MZMs and twisting each Majorana spin by 2π. The arrows
indicate the MZM spin.

example, given the SC phase φ1,2 and the magnetization
direction (θ, α) on a S2 sphere (Fig. 3(c)).

In the context of Majorana evolution involving mag-
netization winding, it is crucial to note that when the
direction of magnetization m completes a closed trajec-
tory enclosing the spin-orbit (z) axis, the Majorana wave
functions in both SC and FI regions span 2π solid an-
gle in the Bloch sphere (Fig. 3(c)). This results in a
π monodromy phase, corresponding to a full braiding
operation of exp(−πγ1γ2/2) [58]. A key observation is
that the quantization of the monodromy phase is homo-
topy to the winding number of the magnetization around
the SOC axis. Therefore, implementing braiding MZMs
by varying the magnetization is topologically protected.
Similarly, winding the superconducting phase also intro-
duces the quantized monodromy phase nπ into the Ma-
jorana wave function [55]. Therefore changing the mag-
netic field direction by 0-2π and changing the supercon-
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ducting phase by 0-2π, the evolution of Majorana spin
accumulates the same phase in spin and charge parame-
ter spaces, respectively, which is equivalent to performing
two successive exchanges of the corresponding MZMs, as
shown in Fig. 3(d).

Conclusion- We have proposed an ancilla-free
measurement-based scheme to implement Clifford
quantum gates with full topological protection. This
design enables us to identify the minimal measurement
sequences and allows the systematic construction of
Clifford gates. Additionally, the deterministic quantum
gates can be achieved through fully braiding Majorana
modes in parameter space with topological protection.
Our study provides valuable insight into the optimal
design for topological quantum computation.
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Supplemental Materials

Correcting the undesired outcomes in detail

We demonstrate in detail two scenarios that are sufficient to handle the occurrence of other undesired outcomes in
our measurement sequence. The first one is an exhaustive version of Eq. (5), i.e.Π+

5678Π
+
35Π

+
34Π

−
46Π

+
5678:

= = =

γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8. (5)

Taking Eq. (3a) and Eq. (3b) (dashed gray and blue circles) in succession, the consequences with undesired measure-
ment outcome is transformed to the desired one with additional full braiding operations, which ends up with a full
braiding of γ3 and γ4.

The second scenario is the second measurement with non-expected results, i.e.Π+
5678Π

+
35Π

−
34Π

+
46Π

+
5678:

∝=

γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8

=

γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8 γ1 γ2 γ3 γ4 γ5 γ6 γ7 γ8

∝ =

. (6)

The corresponding manipulation we gain is the combination of a full braiding of γ3 and γ5 and a full braiding of
γ4 and γ6. Other scenarios can be handled in this way to identify the corresponding manipulations that allow for
deterministic implementation of the CZ gate.

Measurement sequences of CZ-gate

TABLE I. Measurement sequences of CZ-gate

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π15 → Π12 → Π26 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π26 → Π12 → Π15 → Π5678

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π15 → Π56 → Π26 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π26 → Π56 → Π15 → Π5678

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π17 → Π12 → Π28 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π28 → Π12 → Π17 → Π5678

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π17 → Π78 → Π28 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π28 → Π78 → Π17 → Π5678

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π35 → Π34 → Π46 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π46 → Π34 → Π35 → Π5678

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π35 → Π56 → Π46 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π46 → Π56 → Π35 → Π5678

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π37 → Π34 → Π48 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π48 → Π34 → Π37 → Π5678

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π37 → Π78 → Π48 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π48 → Π78 → Π37 → Π5678

Associated with other two qubit Clifford gates

To demonstrate the universality of the spirit of geometric visualization, we additionally show measurement sequences
for two 2-qubit Clifford gates of broad interest: CX(Y)-gate and iCZ-gate.
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1.CX(Y)-gate

The previous exploration of the measurement scheme for CZ gates was completed using the Pauli matrix rewritten
into pairs of MZMs for iγ1γ2 = sz, iγ7γ8 = τz and −γ5γ6γ7γ8 = σz. The measurement sequence of the obtained CZ

gate is Π
(+1)
1234Π

(+1)
5678(s0τ0σz) → Π

(+1)
46 (s0τ0σx) → Π

(+1)
34 (szτ0σz) → Π

(+1)
35 (−szτzσx) → Π

(+1)
5678(s0τ0σz). Hence we gain

iγ6γ7 = s0τxσz and iγ5γ8 = s0τxσz.
It is known that CZ-gate and CX-gate can be related by the unitary transformation, CX = (I

⊗
U†)CZ(I

⊗
U), in

which U is a unitary transformation. Gate base is a 4d-subspace belonging to the workspace σz = +1 and the auxiliary
space is the part of σz = −1, denoted by szτz and−szτz, respectively. Meanwhile the unitary transformation transform
iγ5γ6 = s0τzσz into iγ6γ7 = s0τxσz, which can be expressed as U567 = 1+γ5γ6√

2

1+γ6γ7√
2

=
I−is0τzσz−is0τxσz−is0τyσ0

2 . For

gate base, U567 works as
I−is0τz−is0τx−is0τy

2 which converts CZ-gate to CX-gate. Then we have the corresponding

CX-gate measurement sequence as Π
(+1)
1234Π

(+1)
5678 → Π

(+1)
47 → Π

(+1)
34 → Π

(+1)
36 → Π

(+1)
5678 .

Similarly, we consider the transformation of iγ5γ6 = s0τzσz into iγ5γ7 = s0τyσz, which can be expressed as

U67 = 1+γ6γ7√
2

= 1−is0τxσz√
2

. Thus we have the corresponding sequence of CY-gates Π
(+1)
1234Π

(+1)
5678 → Π

(+1)
47 → Π

(+1)
34 →

Π
(+1)
35 → Π

(+1)
5678 .

2.iCZ-gate

The approach mentioned in the main text helps us to decipher the iCZ sequence visually, where iCZ gate is
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 i 0
0 0 0 −i

 It is considered that the state |1111⟩ needs to obtain a −π/2 phase, which can be provided by the

closed path

|+z⟩ → |+x⟩ → |−z⟩ → |−y⟩ → |+z⟩ . (7)

of the spherical axis. Without difficulty, there are only the following eight sequences that implement iCZ gate.

TABLE II. Measurement sequences of iCZ-gate

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π15 → Π12 → Π16 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π17 → Π12 → Π18 → Π5678

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π25 → Π12 → Π26 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π27 → Π12 → Π28 → Π5678

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π35 → Π34 → Π36 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π37 → Π34 → Π38 → Π5678

(Π+
1234Π

+
5678) → Π45 → Π34 → Π46 → Π5678 (Π+

1234Π
+
5678) → Π47 → Π34 → Π48 → Π5678

The existence of another closed path of the state |1111⟩ on the observation possibly forming iCZ:

|+z⟩ → |+x⟩ → |−y⟩ → |−x⟩ → |+z⟩ . (8)

, however, no counterpart to the 2-majorana sequence of measurement operators could be found.

Majorana wave function

Considering FI-SC junction proximity on the edge states of 2DTI, h(p̂) and m(r) · σ in Eq.4 can be reduced to
vf p̂σz and (m∥(r)e

iα +mz(r)) · σ respectively, where mz = |m| sin θ. The position vector r is expressed as r = xex
in this one dimension model. The definitions of the magnetic configuration, chemical potential and superconducting
pairing potential in real space take

∆SC(x) = ∆Θ(x),m∥/z(x) = m∥/zΘ(−x), µ(x) = µSCΘ(x) + µFIΘ(−x). (9)

The wave function for the electron and hole band in FI region(x < 0) and SC region(x > 0) are straightforward to
show that

Ψe
FI(x) = (vfp+mz + µFI + E,m∥e

iα, 0, 0)eik
e
FIx,Ψh

FI(x) = (0, 0,−vfp+mz − µFI + E,m∥e
iα)eik

h
FIx(x < 0),

Ψe
SC(x) = (

vfp− µSC + E

∆
, 0, 1, 0)eik

e
SCx,Ψh

SC(x) = (0,
−vfp− µSC + E

∆
, 0, 1)eik

h
SCx(x > 0), (10)
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where wave vectors k
e/h
FI/SC are defined as

k
e/h
FI =

−i
√
m2

∥ − (E ± µFI)2 ∓mz

ℏvf
, k

e/h
SC =

i
√
∆2 − E2 ± µSC

ℏvf
. (11)

Considering the zero energy solution of this BDG Hamiltonian, the wave functions in FI and SC region respectively
can be written as

ΨFI(x) = ae(e
−ikmx, ei(α+φ)e−ikmx, 0, 0) + a∗e(0, 0, e

−i(α+φ)eikmx,−eikmx)T ekFIx(x < 0),

ΨSC(x) = me(ie
ikscx, 0, eikscx, 0) +m∗

e(0, e
−ikscx, 0, ie−ikscx)T e−KSCx(x > 0), (12)

where these parameters φ, kFI, km,KSC, ksc are defined for simplification as

eiφ =
i
√
m2

∥ − µ2
FI + µFI

m∥
, kFI =

√
m2

∥ − µ2
FI

ℏvf
,KSC =

∆

ℏvf
, km/sc =

mz/µSC

ℏvf
. (13)

Coefficients ae,me are determined by matching the boundary condition ΨFI(0) = ΨSC(0). The results of this zero
energy wave functions take

ΨFI/SC(x) = (ψe
FI/SC(x), iσyψ

∗e
FI/SC(x))

T,

ψe
FI = ei(

π
4 −kmx)(e−iϕ

2 , ei
ϕ
2 ), ψe

SC = ei
π
4 (e−iϕ

2 +ikscx, ei
ϕ
2 −ikscx), (14)

where ϕ = α+ φ.
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