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We show that for closed finite sized systems with an odd number of real fermionic modes, even
in the presence of many-body interactions, there are always at least two fermionic operators that
commute with the Hamiltonian. There is a zero mode corresponding to the total Majorana operator,
as shown by Akhmerov1, as well as additional linearly independent zero modes, one of which 1) is
continuously connected to the Majorana mode solution in the non-interacting limit, and 2) is less
prone to decoherence when the system is opened to contact with an infinite bath. We also show that
in the idealized situation where there are two or more well separated zero modes each associated
with a finite number of interacting fermions at a localized vortex, these modes have non-Abelian
Ising statistics under braiding. Furthermore the algebra of the zero mode operators makes them
useful for fermionic quantum computation2.

I. INTRODUCTION

Zero modes in non-interacting systems, i.e. eigenstates
annihilated by a single-particle Hamiltonian, have a long
history in physics and in mathematics. Zero energy states
are associated to certain types of topological defects in the
background fields in which electrons or quasiparticles propa-
gate. The first example of such modes in physics appeared in
the seminal work of Jackiw and Rebbi3 in one-dimensional
and three-dimensional systems, where the topological defects
were domain walls and hedgehogs, respectively. In both these
examples the physical consequence of the zero modes is the
fractionalization of electron charge. Fractional charges can
also be bound to vortices in a Kékule dimerization pattern
in two-dimensional graphene-like systems4. The zero mode
solutions in two-dimensions were first found by Jackiw and
Rossi5 in the study of Dirac fermions in the background of
scalar and vector gauge fields of the Abelian Higgs model. In
the condensed matter context this corresponds to a super-
conductor (where charge cannot be fractionalized, since it is
not conserved). The number of zero modes in such system
of Dirac fermions in two-dimensions equals the magnitude of
the net vorticity independent of the details of the profile of
the Higgs fields, a result that was shown by Weinberg6 to be
tied to the index theorem.

A modern example of a physical realization of the model
in Ref. 5 was presented by Fu and Kane7, who showed that a
Dirac-type matrix equation governs surface excitations in a
topological insulator in contact with an s-wave superconduc-
tor. A vortex in the superconducting order parameter leads
to a zero mode solution. Because of the reality conditions im-
posed by the symmetries of the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG)
equations describing the superconductor within the mean-
field approximation, the zero energy solutions correspond to
Majorana zero modes, which are the focus of our study. Ma-
jorana fermions are self-adjoint operators γi which can be
written as a sum of an annihilation and creation operator
for one fermion mode and which satisfy the algebra:

{γi, γj} = 2δij , γ
†
i = γi. (1)

Because they are zero modes of some mean field Hamiltonian,

[HMF, γi] = 0, these modes are in principle protected from
decoherence as the mean field Hamiltonian, when restricted
to the subspace generated by these modes, is zero. Recently
it has been argued that quantum and classical fluctuations
in open infinite systems (for example when the system is in
contact to a bath) lead to decoherence of information stored
in such modes8. Below, instead, we shall focus on closed,
finite systems, which have markedly different properties from
those coupled to an infinite environment.

The purpose of this letter is to study zero modes of in-
teracting many-body fermionic Hamiltonians, beyond mean-
field approximations. We will assume that the relevant de-
grees of freedom may be described by an odd number of
Majorana fermions {γ1, γ2, . . . , γ2N+1}. This formalism also
handles the case when complex fermions are present, as
we may change basis from complex to Majorana fermions:

cj =
1
2 (γ2j + iγ2j+1) , c

†
j =

1
2 (γ2j − iγ2j+1). For an interact-

ing many-body Hamiltonian, a zero mode means a Hermitian
fermionic operator

O =
∑

i

αi γi + i
∑

i,j,k

βi,j,k γiγjγk + . . . , (2)

written as a multinomial with sums and products of γi’s,
that commutes with the Hamiltonian, [H,O] = 0. For any
such operator, O, exp (itH)O exp (−itH) = O for all times
t. As such there is no decoherence of the information stored
in the correlators of such operators.

We will find below, for systems of interacting fermions, 2N

linearly independent solutions of the form given in Eq. (2).
We will also extend our results to the case when interac-
tions include bosonic modes (with finite dimensional Hilbert
space) coupled to the Majorana modes.

II. QUADRATIC HAMILTONIANS

Let us start, as a warm up, with the simplest case where
HGauss = i

∑
i,j hi,j γiγj with hi,j = −hj,i and hi,j real.

We note that any quadratic Hamiltonian may be written
in this manner. Generic eigenoperator solutions satisfying



2

[
HGauss,Oλ

]
= λOλ are obtained by computing the com-

mutators for operators of the form O =
∑

i αiγi using the
relations Eq. (1), and matching the coefficients multiplying
each operator γi on both sides of the equation. One arrives
in this manner at an eigenvalue equation for the matrix

HGauss = 4i




0 h1,2 h1,3 · · · h1,2N+1

h2,1 0
. . .

...

h3,1
. . . 0

...
...

. . . h2N,2N+1

h2N+1,1 · · · · · · h2N+1,2N 0




.

(3)
The elements of the matrices HGauss and h are closely re-
lated because the theory is Gaussian – there will be modifi-
cations in the case of interacting systems. Note that HGauss

is an odd-dimensional Hermitian antisymmetric matrix so
it has an eigenvector with zero eigenvalue and real com-
ponents (α1, α2, . . . , α2N+1) which corresponds to the zero
mode O =

∑
i αiγi. Notice that it follows from the relations

in Eq. (1) that O† = O and O2 =
∑

i α
2
i × 11.

Let us now introduce notation so as to arrive at the same
HGauss in a way that will be similar to the calculations
for interacting systems below. Matching the coefficients
multiplying each operator γi on both sides of the equation[
HGauss,Oλ

]
= λOλ can be achieved easily if we think of the

γi as basis vectors and define an inner product for operators
A and B as (A,B) ≡ Coeff11(A

†B), where

Coeff11



z 11 +
∑

i

αi γi +
∑

i,j

βi,j γiγj + . . .



 ≡ z, (4)

i.e., the function Coeff11(Q) returns the coefficient propor-
tional to the identity in the multinomial expansion of the
operator Q. One can check that the inner product is Hermi-
tian, (A,B) = (B,A)∗ and it follows from the algebra of the
γi’s that the inner product gives (γi, γj) = δi,j .

Armed with this inner product we then compute the ma-
trix

HGauss
ij =

(
γi,

[
HGauss, γj

])

= −
(
γj ,

[
HGauss, γi

])
= −HGauss

ji , (5)

where the last line follows by direct computation and the
fact that hi,j = −hj,i ∈ R. Once again HGauss

ji is given by
Eq. (3) above. We thus arrive once more at the result that
zero modes can be determined from null vectors of a linear
eigenvector equation for a Hermitian anti-symmetric matrix
HGauss

ij (of odd dimension).

III. INTERACTING HAMILTONIANS

A. Quartic Hamiltonian

We will consider a Hamiltonian given by:

HQuart = i
∑

i,j

hi,j γiγj +
∑

i,j,k,l

Vi,j,k,l γiγjγkγl, (6)

with hi,j a real and anti-symmetric matrix and Vi,j,k,l real
and antisymmetric under odd permutations of i, j, k, l (we
have dropped an irrelevant constant that gives a state in-
dependent energy shift). We will look for operators that
commute with HQuart. We will work with a vector space
that is spanned by all linearly independent Hermitian modes
obtained from products of individual Majorana fermions γi:

0 γ : 11, (7)

1 γ : γ1, γ2, γ3, . . . , γ2N+1,

2 γ′s : iγ1γ2, iγ1γ3, . . . , iγ2Nγ2N+1,

3 γ′s : −iγ1γ2γ3, . . . ,−iγ2N−1γ2Nγ2N+1,

. . . : . . .

2N + 1 γ′s : i(2N+1)Nγ1γ2 . . . γ2N+1 .

There are in total
∑2N+1

k=0

(
2N+1

k

)
= 22N+1 such operators,

which we will denote by Υa, for a = 1, . . . , 22N+1. For each
a we define na to be the number of γ’s in the product Υa,
and we let L(a) ≡ {i1(a), . . . , ina

(a)} be the list of indices
appearing in the product Υa. With this notation, one can
write

Υa ≡ i na(na−1)/2 γi1(a)γi2(a) . . . γina (a)
. (8)

The choice of phase factor guarantees that Υa = Υ†
a and

Υ2
a = 11. Using Eq. (8) one verifies that, up to a phase, the

product of two Υa’s gives a third: Υa Υb = (i)s(a,b) Υc, where
c satisfies L(c) = L(a) ∪ L(b) \ L(a) ∩ L(b) and s (a, b) ∈ N.
Without loss of generality, we shall reserve the labels a =
1 and a = 22N+1 for the identity and the total Majorana
operators: Υ1 = 11 and Υ22N+1 = i(2N+1)Nγ1γ2 . . . γ2N+1 ≡
ΥMaj.

We can now rewrite the Hamiltonian Eq. (6) as

HQuart =
∑

a|n(a)=2

ha Υa +
∑

a|n(a)=4

Va Υa , (9)

for some coefficients ha , Va defined when n(a) = 2 or 4,
respectively, and ha, Va ∈ R. Below we will convert HQuart

into an operator acting on the vector space spanned by the
Υa’s with the action being given by the linear transformation
where HQuart acts by commutation: O →

[
HQuart, O

]
. As a

first step we extend the inner product given in Eq. (4) above
to the space spanned by Υa i.e. (A,B) ≡ Coeff11(A

†B).
One can check that the inner product is Hermitian, (A,B) =
(B,A)∗ and the set Υa forms an orthonormal basis. Further-
more, up to a multiplicative constant, we see that it is also
given by the usual trace inner product:

(A,B) =
1

22N+1
tr
(
A†B

)
. (10)

Here, tr is taken over the space spanned by Υa. Indeed this
can be checked by noting that Eq. (10) is linear, so it is suf-
ficient to consider only terms of the form A = Υa, B = Υb.
There are two possibilities: 1) Υa = Υb in which case
tr
(
Υa

†Υb

)
= 22N+1 (the dimension of the vector space)

2) Υa 6= Υb, for which case tr
(
Υa

†Υb

)
= 0, and Eq. (10)

holds. We now compute the matrix elements HQuart
ab . Since
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[
HQuart,Υb

]
is an anti-Hermitian operator (or i times a Her-

mitian operator) all the matrix elements of HQuart
ab are imag-

inary. Now because {Υb} is an orthonormal set we may com-
pute matrix elements by taking inner products:

HQuart
ab =

(
Υa,

[
HQuart,Υb

])
(11)

=
1

22N+1
tr
(
ΥaH

QuartΥb −ΥaΥbH
Quart

)

= −
(
Υb,

[
HQuart,Υa

])
= −HQuart

ba ,

so HQuart
ab is antisymmetric. The equality in the last line of

Eq. (11) comes from the cyclic property of trace. Therefore
we arrive at a Hermitian anti-symmetric matrix HQuart. So
far, this matrix has dimension 22N+1×22N+1, which is even.
However, one can break this matrix into four block-diagonal
pieces. First, because HQuart contains only even Υc, that is
with nc even, sectors with opposite parity are not mixed by

HQuart
ab , so necessarily na ≡ nb mod 2. Therefore we break

HQuart into blocks acting on the fermionic and bosonic {Υa},
each block a 22N ×22N matrix. Second, notice that both the
identity and the total Majorana operator commute trivially
with HQuart, so they each reside in a 1× 1 block. The iden-
tity is in the even sector (n1 = 0) and the total Majorana
operator is in the odd sector (nMaj = 2N + 1). Therefore
we have broken down HQuart into four odd-dimensional Her-
mitian and anti-symmetric block matrices: there are four
operators that commute with the Hamiltonian HQuart, or
zero mode solutions. They are, in the even block, the trivial
identity Υ1 = 11 and the Hamiltonian HQuart proper, and in
the odd sector the total Majorana operator ΥMaj

1 and an-

other non-trivial solution O =
∑

a αa Υa, with αa solutions

of
∑

b H
Quart
ab αb = 0.

B. Generic Fermionic Hamiltonians

Let us allow for arbitrarily high order interac-
tions. That is we will consider Hamiltonians of the
form HGen = i

∑
hi,j γiγj +

∑
i,j,k,l Vi,j,k,l γiγjγkγl +

i
∑

i,j,k,l,m,n Qi,j,k,l,m,n γiγjγkγlγmγn + . . ., which may also
be expressed as

HGen =
∑

a|n(a)=2

ha Υa +
∑

a|n(a)=4

Va Υa +
∑

a|n(a)=6

Qa Υa + . . . ,

(12)
where ha, Va, Qa, . . . ∈ R. We can construct the matrix
HGen similarly to what we did above, it is still a Hermitian
antisymmetric matrix. Nothing changes in the argument,
and the essence is that the Hamiltonian contains only Υc

with even nc, and therefore one can break HGen into four
block diagonal pieces exactly the same way we did for quartic
Hamiltonians and obtain zero modes.

C. Bosonic Modes

We now partially extend our ideas to the case of an
odd number of Majorana fermions coupled to some bosonic

modes. Our main limitation is that in order to insure con-
vergence, to have finite dimensional matrices only – we will
“truncate” the Hilbert space of the bosonic modes to a finite
number of states. More precisely we will assume that the
relevant Hilbert space for the bosons is M dimensional and
labeled by the states {|1〉 , |2〉 ... |M〉}9. As such we may rep-
resent all boson operators by M × M Hermitian matrices.
One can then write a Hamiltonian that generalizes Eq. (12):

HGen−Bose = ΘM×M +
∑

a|n(a)=2

hM×M
a ⊗Υa +

+
∑

a|n(a)=4

V M×M
a ⊗Υa +

∑

a|n(a)=6

QM×M
a ⊗Υa + . . .

=
∑

a|n(a) even

M2∑

p=1

Wa,p Υa ⊗ hp , (13)

with ΘM×M , hM×M
a , V M×M

a , QM×M
a Hermitian matrices

and we expanded the bosonic M×M Hermitian matrices into
an orthonormal basis {h1, h2, ...hM2}, with (hp, hq)Bose =
δpq. The inner product is (A,B)Bose ≡ 1

M tr
(
A†B

)
. It is

not too hard to see that this is a positive definite symmetric
form on the space of bosonic operators10. Without loss of
generality, we take h1 = 11M×M .

We can combine the operators in the fermionic and bosonic
spaces and define Ωa,p ≡ Υa ⊗ hp, with the usual tensor
space inner product10. These states are orthonormal because
(Ωa,q,Ωb,q)total ≡ (Υa,Υb)× (hp, hq)Bose = δa,b δp,q. We can
also check that this is expressible as a trace: (A,B)total =

1
22N+1

1
M tr

(
A†B

)
. Here the trace is over the total space

spanned by Ωa,p.
Armed with these combined operators, we can show that

there is an exact zero mode in exactly the same way we have
done in the previous case. We need the matrix:

HGen−Bose
a,p;b,q =

(
Ωa,p,

[
HGen−Bose,Ωb,q

])
(14)

= −
(
Ωb,q,

[
HGen−Bose,Ωa,p

])
= −HGen−Bose

b,q;a,p ,

which is Hermitian and anti-symmetric. The last equality
in Eq. (14) can be checked similarly to Eq. (11). We then

break HGen−Bose
a,p;b,q into even and odd block diagonal spaces, as

before. In this way, we find two zero modes in the even sector,
Υ1 ⊗ h1 = 11 ⊗ 11M×M , and HGen−Bose proper, and two zero
modes in the odd sector, ΥMaj ⊗ 11M×M and another non-

trivial solution O =
∑

a,p αa,p Υa ⊗ hp, with αa,p solutions

of
∑

b,q H
Quart
a,p;b,q αb,q = 0.

IV. MODE COUNTING AND STRUCTURE

Let us count all zero modes in the system. We first start
with the Gaussian part of the theory, including bosons, and
then later we add the interactions. Consider a Hamiltonian
given by:

HGauss =

M∑

m=1

Em |m〉 〈m|+
1

2

N∑

j=1

ǫj iγ2jγ2j+1 . (15)
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Figure 1: The system in tunneling contact with the environment.
The system is composed of CdGM states11, while the environment
is everything else.

(Notice that iγ2jγ2j+1 = 2 c†ici−1.) By inspection, there are
M×2N bosonic zero modes all given by operators of the form

OBose
m,{θj}

≡ |m〉 〈m| ⊗
∏N

j=1 (iγ2jγ2j+1)
θj with m = 1, . . . ,M

and θj = 0, 1 for j = 1, . . . , N . There are similarly M × 2N

fermionic zero modes, simply given by OFermi
n,{θj}

≡ OBose
n,{θj}

γ1.

These zero modes have a nice algebraic structure: 1) they are
all Hermitian, 2) appropriate linear combinations of them

square to one:
(∑

m O
Fermi/Bose
m,{θj}

)2

= 11, and 3) all zero

modes commute:
[
O

Fermi/Bose
m,{θj}

,O
Fermi/Bose
m′,{θ′

j
}

]
= 0. As such

any one of the fermionic modes (which squares to one), and
only one mode at a time, can be used for fermionic quantum
computation2.

Let us now show that the number of zero modes and
their commutation relations do not change in the presence
of weak interactions. To do so, as a first step, consider
the following family of Hamiltonians H{δ} ≡ HGauss +∑

m,{θj}
δm,{θj} O

Bose
m,{θj}

with δm,{θj} ∈ R, and we note that
{
δm,{θj}

}
∈ R

M×2N . It is not to hard to see that other
then for points of accidental degeneracy all zero modes of

all Hamiltonians of the form H{δ} are given by O
Fermi/Bose
m,{θj}

.

As the next step, consider zero modes of Hamiltonians given
by H{δ},U ≡ U † H{δ} U . All the zero modes are now given

by U †O
Fermi/Bose
m,{θj}

U , and as such also satisfy conditions 1),

2), and 3) of the previous paragraph. As before, exactly
one appropriate mode from the fermionic set can be used for
quantum computation2. To complete the discussion of the
counting and structure of the zero modes for interacting sys-
tems, it remains for us to show that any Hamiltonian with
weak interactions can be written as a H{δ},U .

To show this, we consider the map F : U
(
M2 × 22N

)
⊕

R
M×2N → R

M2×22N given by F
(
U,

{
δm,{θj}

})
= U †H{δ}U .

It is enough to show that the image of U
(
M2 × 22N

)
⊕

R
M×2N contains a small open neighborhood of HGauss. In-

deed, as any sufficiently weakly interacting Hamiltonian
can be found in a small neighborhood of a non-interacting
one this would show that U †H{δ}U is a representation
of all sufficiently weakly interacting Hamiltonians. By
the implicit function theorem it is enough to show that

dF is a surjective mapping onto R
M2×22N . Now writing

U = e−iH̃ we get dF
(
H̃,

{
δm,{θj}

})
= i

[
H̃, HGauss

]
+

∑
m,{θj}

δm,{θj} O
Bose
m,{θj}

. From this we see that all the zero

modes are explicitly in the image of dF . Since the transfor-

mation ∗ → i
[
∗, HGauss

{n},{γj}

]
is an invertible linear operator

when restricted to the space of all non-zero modes, all non-
zero modes are also in the image of dF as well. As such all of

R
M2×22N is in the image of dF . This shows that up to conju-

gation by a unitary transformation the structure of the zero
modes is the same as in the non-interacting case completing
the proof.

V. COMPARISON WITH PREVIOUS WORK

In Ref.1, the fermion parity operator ΥMaj was discussed.
This Majorana operator commutes with any Hamiltonian,
since it is formed by the product of all the operators γi. This
operator sits on its own 1× 1 block of the matrix H, for all
cases studied, including in our generalization that includes
bosons interacting with the fermionic modes.

In contrast, the other zero mode solutions found in the
larger odd-dimensional block of H do depend on the form of
the Hamiltonian. There are M×2N−1 of them. Furthermore
one of the modes has a particularly simple structure O =

eiH̃
∑

i αiγi e
−iH̃ which is continuously connected to the non

interacting mode (consider Ot = eitH̃
∑

i αiγi e
−itH̃). This

mode is different from the fermion parity mode1 and, as we

shall see below, for weak interactions (small H̃) it is better
protected from various forms of decoherence when the system
is coupled to a generic bath.

VI. DECOHERENCE

Consider the setup shown in Fig. (1). We consider a
simple perturbing tunneling Hamiltonian of the form: ∆H =
i
∑

i tiγiηi, with ti ∈ R. Here ηi refer to Hermitian fermionic
modes relevant to the environment. In previous works it was
demonstrated that 〈O (0)O (T )〉 is a good measure of the
coherence of a qubit composed of localized Majorana modes8.
Here O is an operator used to encode the qubit, and we will
assume that the qubit and environment start uncorrelated.
By Taylor expanding eiT∆H and keeping only leading order
terms we obtain 〈O (0)O (T )〉 =

1− 1
2T

2
∑

i,j titj {〈ηiηj〉 × {〈OγiγjO〉+ 〈OγiOγj〉}

+ 〈ηjηi〉 ×
{
〈OγjOγi〉+

〈
O2γjγi

〉}}
.

(16)
We can understand how this expression scales for vari-
ous operators, in particular for O = Υa, na odd, we get
that 〈Υa (0)Υa (T )〉 = 1 − 2T 2

∑
i∈L(a) t

2
i

〈
η2i
〉
Env

. Since

t2i
〈
η2i
〉
Env

≥ 0, operators with larger na decohere more
quickly, at least for short times. This indicates enhanced
stability for operators that are similar to single Majorana
fermions, like the new zero modes presented here.
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VII. BRAIDING

A. Quadratic Hamiltonian

As a warm up we will start with the case of quadratic
Hamiltonians. We would focus on the holomony under the
exchange of vortices labeled by 1 and 2. We would like
to consider the idealized case of several sets of fermionic

zero modes
{
OFermi,l

m{θJ}

}
, of the form OFermi,l

m,{θj}
≡ |ml〉 〈ml| ⊗

∏N
j=1

(
iγl

2jγ
l
2j+1

)θj
·γl

1, each set corresponding to its own in-
dividual finite environment, vortex. The sets are labeled by
ℓ. We further assume that the individual environments do
not interact with the rest of the system. Since holomony is
given by a unitary transformation it preserves product struc-

ture: U
†
HolA · BUHol = U

†
HolAU

†
Hol · UHolBUHol. As such it

is enough to consider the holomony of single particle modes
|ml〉 〈ml| and γl

i. We start with |ml〉 〈ml|. Since holomony
preserves energy ordering, assuming no degeneracies, under

braiding |m1〉 → eiθm |m2〉 and |m2〉 → eiθm |m1〉, so overall
|m1〉 〈m1| → |m2〉 〈m2| and |m2〉 〈m2| → |m1〉 〈m1|. Simi-
larly following Ivanov12 we can work out the holomony for
the Majorana modes. We know that under a change of su-
perconducting phase by ϕ the Majorana modes transform as

γl
i =

(
ul
i

vli

)
→

(
eiϕ/2ul

i

e−iϕ/2vli

)
. Since there is a change by 2π

of the superconducting phase when winding around a vortex
and given that vortex two winds around vortex one under
braiding, we see that γ1

i → γ2
i and γ2

i → −γ1
i . Combining

we get that13:

OFermi,1
m,{θj}

→ OFermi,2
m,{θj}

(17)

OFermi,2
m,{θj}

→ −OFermi,1
m,{θj}

.

We have reproduced Ising braiding statics.

B. Generic Hamiltonians

We would like to extend the derivation of Eq. (17) to
the case of interacting modes. To do so we note that the
many body holomony for interacting zero modes is the same
as the one body holomony plus the effect of an additional
Hamiltonian14–16. This Hamiltonian has matrix elements
only between states of degenerate energy for the instante-
neous Hamiltonian of the system. For example in the ground
state manifold it is given by HHol

Ω,Ω′ = i 〈Ω| d
dt |Ω

′〉. Here |Ω〉

and |Ω′〉 are instantaneous zero energy eigenkets. Similarly
for other instanteneous degenerate eigenkets. This Hamil-
tonian, which we shall not explicitly compute, corresponds

within the Heisenberg picture to an effective evolution of

the operators U
†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul. This evolution is given by a

unitary transformation generated by the effective Hamilto-

nian U
†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul → PU

[
HHol, U

†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul

]
, where PU

is the projector onto the space of zero modes (operators in

the manifold spanned by U
†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul). Now we claim that

for any Hamiltonian, in particular the holomony Hamilto-

nian, PU

[
H,U

†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul

]
= 0. We first note that: PU =

∑
m,{θj}

∣∣∣U †
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul

〉〈
U

†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul

∣∣∣, so its enough to

show that
(
U

†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul,
[
H,U

†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul

])
= 0. Now:

(
U

†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul,
[
H,U

†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul

])

= tr
{
U

†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul

[
H,U

†
l O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

Ul

]}

= tr
{
OFermi,l

m,{θj}

[
UlHU

†
l ,O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

]}
.

(18)

So its enough to prove tr
{
OFermi,l

m,{θj}

[
UlHU

†
l ,O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

]}
= 0

for any Hamiltonian UlHU
†
l , e.g consider only

the non-interacting case. However by inspection

tr
{
OFermi,l

m,{θj}

[
|m′〉 〈m′|Υa,O

Fermi,l
m,{θj}

]}
= 0. So by tak-

ing linear combinations of terms of the form |m′〉 〈m′|Υa we
see that any Hamiltonian is zero when acting on the space
of zero modes. As such the holomony reduces to the one
given in Eq. (17).

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We presented a systematic treatment of closed interacting
systems with an odd number of real fermions. This formula-
tion allowed us to find the zero mode solutions of interacting
Hamiltonians, i.e., operators that commute with the many-
body Hamiltonian. In addition to the fermion parity opera-
tor that can be viewed as a constant of the motion for any

Hamiltonian, we have found the solution that connects con-
tinuously to the Majorana mode for non-interacting systems
as the interactions are switched off. These modes couple
more weakly than the fermion parity mode to an environ-
ment once the system is opened up to an outside infinite
bath8. Therefore, the solutions that are continuously con-
nected to the non-interacting Majorana modes should lead
to slower decay rates in the presence of a bath. We have also
verified that, under idealized conditions when multiple such
modes exist, they obey Ising like statistics under braiding.
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