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Topologically protected Majorana zero modes (MZMs) have attracted intense interest due to their
potential application in fault-tolerant quantum computation (TQC). Graphene nanoribbons, with
tunable edge terminations and compatibility with planar device architectures, offer a promising al-
ternative to semiconductor nanowires. Here we present a comprehensive theoretical study of finite
graphene strips with armchair, zigzag, and nearly square geometries, proximitized by an s-wave
superconductor and subject to Rashba spin–orbit coupling, Zeeman fields, and disorder. Using ex-
act diagonalization of the Bogoliubov-de Gennes tight-binding Hamiltonian, we analyze Majorana
polarization, low-energy spectra, and real-space wavefunctions to identify the non-trivial topological
phases supporting MZMs and distinguish them from from partially separated Andreev bound states
(psABS) or the quasi-Majoranas. We systematically chart the robustness of these modes across ge-
ometries and disorder regimes, finding that armchair strips with short zigzag edges provide the most
stable platform. Our results unify polarization diagnostics with spatial wavefunction analysis and
disorder effects, yielding concrete design guidelines for graphene-based topological superconductors.

I. INTRODUCTION

Majorana fermions (MFs), proposed as real solutions
to the Dirac equation [1], remain elusive as fundamental
particles despite ongoing high-energy physics searches [2].
In condensed matter, however, MFs can arise as zero-
energy quasiparticles in certain superconductors, where
they exhibit non-Abelian exchange statistics [3–5], and
offer a potential route towards fault-tolerant topologi-
cal quantum computation (TQC) [6, 7]. The canonical
platform for realizing such states employs a spin-orbit
coupled semiconductor proximitized by an s-wave super-
conductor under a Zeeman field [8–11], which supports
topological Majorana bound states (MBSs) localized at
the boundaries of the system. The Rashba spin-orbit cou-
pled one-dimensional nanowire is the most widely studied
realization of this proposal. In the topological regime,
MBSs are predicted to generate a quantized zero-bias
conductance peak of 2e2/h in tunneling spectroscopy [12–
14], robust to variations in magnetic field and gate volt-
age. While numerous experiments have reported fea-
tures consistent with this picture [15–39], similar zero-
bias signatures can also emerge from topologically trivial
states [40–60], such as partially separated Andreev bound
states (psABSs) [46, 47] stabilized by disorder. This am-
biguity has motivated the search for complementary di-
agnostics and alternative material platforms.

Graphene has emerged as a particularly attractive can-
didate. While pristine graphene is gapless and exhibits
negligible intrinsic spin-orbit coupling, engineering finite-
width graphene nanoribbons (GNRs) in proximity to an
s-wave superconductor can open a superconducting gap
and enable topological phases when Rashba spin-orbit
coupling (RSOC) and a Zeeman field are introduced.
Such graphene–superconductor hybrids combine exper-
imental tunability with planar scalability, and several

works have analyzed Majorana bound states in graphene
nanoribbons and flakes [61–67]. In parallel, Majorana po-
larization (MP) has been proposed as a powerful diagnos-
tic tool for distinguishing MZMs from trivial modes [68–
71]. Yet, most studies have focused either on polarization
diagnostics in idealized systems or on graphene wave-
functions in the clean limit, without a unified analysis of
polarization diagnostics, disorder robustness, and possi-
ble competing Andreev-bound-state physics. Thus there
remains a critical gap: a comprehensive, self-consistent
treatment that combines (i) Majorana polarization, (ii)
real-space wavefunction morphology, (iii) disorder effects,
and (iv) analysis of psABS (quasi-Majoranas) and An-
dreev bound states, all within the graphene geometry
context, is largely missing from the literature. This is es-
pecially important because graphene’s two-dimensional
nature, edge types (zigzag, armchair), and richer band-
structure nuances imply that simplistic extrapolations
from nanowires may fail.

In this work we address this gap. We perform a sys-
tematic investigation of finite-size graphene strips with
different edge terminations: armchair, zigzag, and nearly
square geometries, proximitized by an s-wave super-
conductor, subject to Rashba spin-orbit coupling and
both in-plane and out-of-plane magnetic fields. Us-
ing exact diagonalization of the BdG Hamiltonian, we
compute phase diagrams of MP, track bulk gap clos-
ings/reopenings, and image real-space localization for
low-energy modes in clean and disordered regimes. By
cross-correlating MP with wavefunction localization and
monitoring psABS proliferation, we establish practical
criteria for distinguishing genuine MZMs from trivial
near-zero modes. Our analysis shows that the combi-
nation of edge geometry, magnetic field orientation, and
disorder strength plays a decisive role in accessing and
stabilizing topological superconducting phases support-
ing Majorana zero modes. We shows that armchair strips

ar
X

iv
:2

51
1.

22
71

3v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

es
-h

al
l]

  2
7 

N
ov

 2
02

5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2511.22713v1


2

with short zigzag ends best support sharply localized,
well-separated MZMs that remain stable under moderate
disorder; by contrast, zigzag and square geometries dis-
play narrower windows and are more easily compromised
by disorder-induced psABSs. Our analysis provides not
only a consistency check across multiple diagnostics but
also design principles for scalable graphene-based plat-
forms.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
In Sec. II, we introduce the tight-binding model for
a graphene-based system with proximity-induced super-
conductivity, mapped onto an effective p-wave supercon-
ductor. Section III reviews the concept of Majorana po-
larization, including both the chiral-symmetry-based for-
mulation [68] and the more general definition applicable
to systems in which chiral symmetry is absent [69]. Sec-
tion IV describes the finite-size graphene geometries con-
sidered in this work. In Sec. V, we present our results for
Majorana zero modes in the three geometries, analyzing
the role of magnetic field orientation, the importance of
edge termination, and disorder strength. Finally, Sec. VI
summarizes our conclusions.

II. MODEL

We model graphene strips with proximity-induced su-
perconductivity with the following tightbinding Hamilto-
nian [62]:

H0 =
∑
j

Ψ†
j

[
V (xj)τ

z − µτz −∆τx
]
Ψj − t

∑
⟨i,j⟩

Ψ†
i τ

zΨj

(1)
The above Hamiltonian is written in a four-component

Nambu basis, Ψj = (cj,↑, cj,↓, c
†
j,↓,−c

†
j,↑)

T
. Here c†j,σ

creates an electron with spin σ at the site j. We use
Pauli matrices, τ⃗ = (τx, τy, τz) for the particle-hole sub-
space, and σ⃗ = (σx, σy, σz) for the spin subspace. In
the above equation, τk ≡ τk ⊗ σ0 where k = x, y, z; t
denotes the hopping strength, µ represents the chemi-
cal potential, V (xj) represents the position dependent
potential, and ∆ is the induced superconducting pairing
potential. The summation ⟨i, j⟩ is restricted to only the
nearest neighbors. Unless otherwise specified, through-
out this manuscript, all the energy scales are expressed
in terms of the hopping strength t, and all the distances
are expressed in terms of the nearest-neighbor distance
a.

The next term in the Hamiltonian describes the effect
of the Zeeman magnetic field h⃗, expressed as:

HB =
∑
j

Ψ†
j h⃗ · σ⃗Ψj , (2)

where h⃗ · σ⃗ ≡ hkτ0 ⊗ σk for k = x, y, z. Throughout this
work we retain only the Zeeman coupling of the magnetic
field and neglect its orbital effect. For in-plane magnetic

fields, this approximation is well justified, since an exter-
nal field parallel to the graphene sheet produces negli-
gible magnetic flux through the monolayer and therefore
induces no significant orbital coupling. In contrast, a per-
pendicular magnetic field would generate Landau quan-
tization and strong orbital effects; hence, in the out-of-
plane case, the Zeeman term is understood to arise from
magnetic proximity to a ferromagnetic insulator rather
than from an externally applied field. Such an exchange-
induced Zeeman field acts only on the electron spin and
does not generate a vector potential in graphene, thereby
allowing us to include the Zeeman splitting without in-
troducing orbital couplings in the tight-binding model.
The third term, HR, accounts for the effective Rashba
spin-orbit interaction of strength α, and is given by:

HR = iα
∑
<i,j>

Ψ†
i (δ⃗ij × σ⃗) · ẑτzΨj (3)

The complete Hamiltonian is thus expressed as:

H = H0 +HR +HB . (4)

In our calculations, unless otherwise specified, we fix
α = 0.5t, ∆ = 0.2t. V (xi) is the effective position-
dependent disorder potential, which is modeled by con-
sidering Nd randomly distributed short-range impurities.
The potential profile of an isolated impurity located at
position xi is

V
(i)
imp(x) = Ai exp

(
−|x− xi|

λ

)
, (5)

where λ is the characteristic decay length of the impurity
potential and Ai is a random amplitude characterized by
a Gaussian probability distribution. The net disorder
potential at position x is then given by

V (x) = V0

Nd∑
i=1

Ai exp

(
−|x− xi|

λ

)
, (6)

where V0 allows us to tune the overall magnitude of the
disorder for a given disorder configuration.

III. MAJORANA POLARIZATION IN
GRAPHENE STRIPS

Before we proceed to discuss the geometry-dependent
behavior of Majorana modes in graphene nanoribbons,
we discuss the definitions of Majorana polarization that
are applicable to Graphene. Graphene has a bipartite
lattice structure composed of A and B sublattices. In
the following Nambu basis:

(c†iA↑, c
†
iB↑, c

†
iA↓, c

†
iB↓, ciA↓, ciB↓,−ciA↑,−ciB↑),
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where i labels the lattice site, let us suppose that the
solution of the BdG Hamiltonian at energy ϵ is

ψi(ϵ) = (uiA↑, uiB↑, uiA↓, uiB↓, viA↓, viB↓, viA↑, viB↑) ,

where uiα and viα are particle and hole components for
the α sublattice. Due to particle-hole symmetry, a cor-
responding eigenstate exists at −ϵ, given by

ψi(−ϵ) =
(
v∗iA↑, v

∗
iB↑, v

∗
iA↓, v

∗
iB↓, u

∗
iA↓, u

∗
iB↓, u

∗
iA↑, u

∗
iB↑

)
.

We define a Majorana basis as:

γ1iασ =
1√
2

(
c†iασ + ciασ

)
,

γ2iασ =
i√
2

(
c†iασ − ciασ

)
, (7)

where α is the sublattice index. The Majorana polar-
ization on the A sublattice at site i is defined as the
difference in probabilities for the two Majorana compo-
nents γ1iAσ and γ2iAσ. Analogously, for the B sublattice at
site j, we compute the difference between γ1iBσ and γ2iBσ.
The rationale behind this is that the sum of probabilities
corresponds to a full fermionic state, while the difference
corresponds to a Majorana state. Using the above basis,
the polarization becomes [68]:

Pα
i = 2Re

[
uiα↓v

∗
iα↓ − uiα↑v

∗
iα↑

]
.

The local Majorana polarization at a given site on sub-
lattice α and energy ω is defined as:

Pα
i (ω) = 2

∑
k

δ(ω − ϵk)Re
[
ukiα↓v

k∗
iα↓ − ukiα↑v

k∗
iα↑

]
, (8)

where the summation runs over all eigenstates of the
Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamiltonian, and ukiασ,
vkiασ are the particle and hole components of the k-th
eigenstate at site i with sublattice α, and spin σ. One
may then sum over a suitable region R and calculate the
total polarization in the region. This definition of MP
works well if the Hamiltonian preserves chiral symmetry,
i.e., the A and B sublattices do not see each other. If
chiral symmetry is broken, for example by a transverse
Rashba term [72], then the Majorana modes localized at
A and B sublattices may couple to one other and thus
it is useful to employ a general definition of Majorana
polarization.

In a recent work, Sedlmayr et al. [69] introduced a gen-
eral definition of Majorana polarization valid in systems
with or without chiral symmetry. The Bogoliubov-de
Gennes Hamiltonian (HBdG), which describes excitations
of a superconductor, inherently has built-in particle-hole
symmetry. This symmetry operation is represented by
a particle-hole operator C that anticommutes with the
HBdG. Since a true Majorana bound state, |ψ⟩, is an
equal superposition of both particle and hole compo-
nents, it is an eigenstate of both the Hamiltonian HBdG

and the particle-hole operator C, and therefore must oc-
cur at exactly zero energy, i.e., ([HBdG, C]±|ψ⟩ = 0, where
± refer to commutator/anti-commutator). The particle-
hole operator the takes the form C = ν0σyτyK, where
σy and τy are Pauli-y matrices for spin and electron-hole
degree of freedoms, ν0 acts on the sublattice degree of
freedom, and K represents complex conjugation. The
local Majorana polarization P(ri, ϵ) at a particular site
ri is defined to be the expectation value of the particle
hole operator, i.e., P(ri, ϵj) = ⟨ψ(ri, ϵj)|C|ψ(ri, ϵj)⟩. Fur-
thermore, if an MBS is localized in a region R in space,
the normalized polarization should be a complex number
with unit magnitude, i.e.,

PR(ϵj) =

∑
i∈R⟨ψ(ri, ϵj)|C|ψ(ri, ϵj)⟩∑
i∈R⟨ψ(ri, ϵj)|ψ(ri, ϵj)⟩

= eiξ. (9)

To evaluate the polarization at a finite frequency ω we
sum over the eigenstates weighted by a Dirac-delta func-
tion, i.e.,

PR(ω) =
∑
j

[∑
i∈R⟨ψ(ri, ϵj)|C|ψ(ri, ϵj)⟩∑
i∈R⟨ψ(ri, ϵj)|ψ(ri, ϵj)⟩

]
· δ(ϵj − ω)

(10)

Here, the summation j is over all the eigenstates, and the
Dirac-Delta function is implemented by a narrow Gaus-
sian factor of width σ. Note that PR is a complex num-
ber, with real and imaginary parts, PR = Px

R + iPy
R.

Reference [73] recently introduced the quantity P∗
l Pr as

a measure for identifying non-local correlations between
the two halves of a system. While Pl and Pr are indi-
vidually complex, their conjugate product, P = P∗

l Pr =
PlP∗

r , was found to be real in that work. In our earlier
study of one-dimensional nanowires and quasi-1D sys-
tems [71], we also observed P to be real. However, in our
recent investigation of a finite-size graphene strip plat-
form for Majorana modes, we find that P is generally
complex. Consequently, we use |P | as a diagnostic tool
for Majorana mode identification, [69].

Before analyzing the geometry and topological prop-
erties of the finite-size graphene nanoribbon, it is useful
to clarify how the fermion-doubling constraints of lattice
Dirac systems apply to our model. The fermion-doubling
problem is a generic artifact of lattice regularizations of
massless chiral fermions, under very general assumptions
of locality, Hermiticity, and discrete translational invari-
ance [74–77]. In pristine graphene, this doubling is re-
alized as the well-known valley degeneracy: the honey-
comb lattice supports two inequivalent Dirac cones at
the K and K’ points, which are related by lattice sym-
metries and carry opposite Berry-phase winding, so that
the low-energy theory consists of two species of massless
Dirac fermions. In the proximitized graphene nanorib-
bon considered here, this bulk doubling is rendered ir-
relevant for the Majorana physics in two steps: (i) first,
the finite-size graphene strip imposes boundary condi-
tions that explicitly admix K and K’ valley components
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of the wavefunction, lifting valley as a good quantum
number and producing a single ladder of transverse 1D
subbands rather than two independent valley copies [78],
(ii) second, the Rashba spin-orbit coupling, a uniform
Zeeman field, and proximity-induced s-wave pairing lift
the residual spin degeneracy so that, for suitable values of
chemical potential (µ/t) and Zeeman energy (h/t), only
one helical subband crosses the Fermi level. The presence
of disorder further breaks translational invariance along
the ribbon, so the conditions of the Nielsen-Ninomiya
theorem are not satisfied, and no additional low-energy
doublers are enforced.

IV. GRAPHENE GEOMETRIES

Graphene in the bulk respects time-reversal, inver-
sion, and threefold rotational symmetry (C3), which to-
gether protect the local and global stability of its Dirac
points [79]. In contrast, finite-size realizations such as
nanoribbons and flakes break some of these symme-
tries and display rich boundary physics, including edge-
localized states and geometry-dependent spectral gaps.
A key distinction arises from the termination: zigzag
edges naturally host states pinned near zero energy, while
armchair edges do not. When graphene is proximi-
tized by an s-wave superconductor in addition to Rashba
spin–orbit coupling and a Zeeman field, the nature of
its edges plays a decisive role in shaping zero-energy
Majorana bound states. We find that the stability of
Majorana-supporting topological phases is not universal
to all proximitized graphene structures, but depends crit-
ically on the edge termination and the orientation of the
applied field. This aspect will be explored in detail in the
following sections.

Finite-size graphene strips are formed by cutting
a graphene sheet along specific crystallographic direc-
tions [80–83]. Fig. 1 (a) illustrates a finite-size armchair
graphene strip with N = 5 and L = 15 (A-strip), (b)
zigzag strip with N = 21 and L = 3 (Z-strip), (c) square
strip N = 12 and L = 5 (S-strip) where N denotes the
layer index and L represents the unit cell. Note that the
the actual system size we consider in our study is much
larger. Specifically, we analyze three representative ge-
ometries: a Z-strip with N = 171 and L = 3, an A-strip
withN = 3 and L = 171, and an S-strip withN = 35 and
L = 15. In each case, the total number of lattice sites is
N × (2L). Throughout this work, the strips are oriented
such that the armchair edge lies along the x direction.

V. MAJORANA ZERO MODES IN GRAPHENE
STRIPS

Majorana zero modes useful for topological quantum
computation are distinguished by the following features:
(a) zero-energy protected by the superconducting spec-
tral gap, (b) a non-zero Majorana polarization, and (c)

localized wave functions at the edges or ends of the
graphene strip. In the following subsections, we inves-
tigate topological superconductivity in graphene strips
with armchair, zigzag, and square geometries. True Ma-
jorana modes are identified using the three criteria out-
lined above, after which we examine how disorder mod-
ifies their stability. To assess robustness, we consider
three disorder regimes: (i) weak disorder with 20 impu-
rities (Z = 20) and V0 = 1.0, (ii) moderate disorder with
50 impurities (Z = 50) and V0 = 1.0, and (iii) strong
disorder with 150 impurities (Z = 150) and V0 = 1.5.
Representative spatial profiles of the disorder potential
are shown in Fig. 2. In contrast to the simple one-

dimensional nanowire, where the criterion h >
√
µ2 +∆2

sharply defines the topological region, the corresponding
phase structure in finite graphene strips is more intricate,
non-universal, and geometry-dependent. Furthermore,
multiple overlapping polarization triangles are observed
in the phase diagram as h and µ are varied, which is a
generic feature of multiband systems [62, 63, 69, 70]. As
the bandstructure varies upon changing parameters, one
or more bands cuts across the chemical potential caus-
ing the appearance and disappearance of topologically
protected Majorana bound states.

A. Armchair

In this subsection, we examine the system the A-type
(armchair) graphene strip. For our calculations, the strip
dimensions are chosen as N = 3 and L = 171, with an
in-plane magnetic field applied along the x-direction, i.e.,
along the longer direction. The results are presented in
Fig. 3 in three panels ((a), (b), and (c)), with a set of
four figures each, labeled (i)-(iv), corresponding to differ-
ent disorder strengths: (i) a clean system, (ii) a weakly
disordered system with 20 impurities and V0 = 1.0, (iii)
a moderately disordered system with 50 impurities and
V0 = 1.0, and (iv) a strongly disordered system with 150
impurities and V0 = 1.5. Each panel gives following in-
formation: (a) the phase diagram showing the Majorana
polarization as a function of Zeeman field hx and chemi-
cal potential µ; (b) the energy spectrum, where the lowest
100 eigenvalues are plotted as a function of hx for a fixed
µ; and (c) the Majorana polarization |Pν | (with ν = u,
d, l, r), plotted as a function of hx for the same value
of µ. To compute |Pν |, we define the region R [9] as
comprising the upper half (u), lower half (d), left half
(l), and right half (r) of the strip. The polarization |Pν |
is obtained by summing the weighted contributions from
the lowest 100 eigenmodes, within each spatial region. In
our results, we find that |Pu|, |Pd|, |P l|, and |Pr| exhibit
nearly same values. Therefore, for clarity and simplicity,
only |Pd| is shown in the phase plots for all cases.
Fig. 3 (a), shows that regions with non-zero Majorana

polarization appear as prominent “band-like” structures.
Note that the background with Pd is shaded gray to bet-
ter highlight regions with non-zero polarization. As the
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Figure 1. A finite-size graphene strip of various geometries. (a) Armchair type strip (A-strip) with N = 5 and L = 15 (zigzag
short edges). (b) Zigzag type strip (Z-type) with N = 21 and L = 3 (armchair short edges). (c) Nearly square type strip
(S-type) with N = 12 and L = 5. N represents the number of layers, and L represents the number of unit cells in a system.
Red and black dots denote the sublattices.

Figure 2. Spatial profiles of disorder potentials used in our calculations for different ribbon geometries: (a) armchair strip, (b)
zigzag strip, and (c) square strip. Panels (i), (ii), and (iii) correspond to increasing disorder strengths: weak disorder with
Z = 20 impurities and V0 = 1.0 (top row), moderate disorder with Z = 50 impurities and V0 = 1.0 (middle row), and strong
disorder with Z = 150 impurities and V0 = 1.5 (bottom row). The color scale represents the disorder potential values, ranging
from −2.2 to +2.2.
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Figure 3. Majorana polarization in a finite-size armchair graphene strip. Each column (i-iv) corresponds to a different
disorder strength: (i) clean system (no disorder), (ii) weak disorder (Z = 20), 20 impurities, V0 = 1.0, (iii) moderate disorder
(Z = 50), 50 impurities, V0 = 1.0, (iv) strong disorder (Z = 150), 150 impurities, V0 = 1.5. Panels: (a) Heatmap of the
absolute value of Majorana polarization in the lower half of the strip, |Pd|, as a function of Zeeman energy (hx/t) and chemical
potential (µ/t). (b) Energy spectrum as a function of hx/t at fixed chemical potential µ = 1.5. (c) Absolute value of Majorana
polarization |Pν | with ν = u, d, l, r (upper, lower, left, right halves) as a function of hx/t, also at µ = 1.5.

disorder strength increases from (a-i) to (a-iv), these re-
gions broaden and eventually diffuse under strong disor-
der, indicating the breakdown of the topological phase.
In panel (b), which presents the energy spectrum, we
fix the chemical potential and plot the lowest 100 eigen-
values as a function of the Zeeman field hx. For the
clean system [Fig. 3(b-i)], clear band openings and clos-
ings are observed. Specifically, three distinct regions ap-
pear where zero-energy modes coexist with a finite spec-
tral gap, which is a necessary, though not sufficient, con-
dition for the presence of topologically protected Majo-
rana modes. In the disordered cases, we observe that in-
creasing disorder leads to the accumulation of low-energy
states near zero energy. At high disorder [Fig. 3(b-iv)],
the gap completely closes, indicating the absence of a
topological phase. Up to moderate disorder, however,
zero-energy states persist within partially open bands.

To determine which of these regions correspond to gen-
uine topological phases, we examine the Majorana polar-
ization plots in the third panel, where Pν ’s are shown as
a function of hx at µ = 1.5 and wavefunction plots in
the Fig. 4. It is worth noting that sharp peaks in the
Majorana polarization in Fig. 3(c) are typically associ-
ated with closing and reopening of the bulk gap, signaling
topological phase transitions.

We next turn to the spatial profiles of the wave func-
tions, obtained by constructing a weighted superposition
of the low-energy eigenstates, in the A-type (armchair)
geometry. We observe a variety of localization behaviors,
such as: (i) states localized at both ends of the strip, (ii)
states localized only at a single end of the strip, (iii)
states extended throughout the strip, (iv) states local-
ized at intermediate positions on the strip away from the
ends. In the wavefunction plots (Fig. 4), the labels (a),
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Figure 4. Real-space probability distribution of the low-energy Majorana modes on an armchair graphene nanorib-
bon under varying magnetic field and disorder strength. Panels (d)-(g) correspond to increasing values of Zeeman field
hx/t = 0.40, 0.45, 0.70, and 2.0, respectively, at fixed chemical potential µ/t = 1.5. Each row (i-iv) shows the effect of increasing
disorder strength: (i) Clean (no disorder), (ii) Weak disorder (Z = 20, V0 = 1.0), (iii) Moderate disorder (Z = 50, V0 = 1.0),
and (iv) Strong disorder (Z = 150, V0 = 1.5). The adjacent table presents the absolute value of the Majorana polarization |P|
for the lower (Pd), upper (Pu), left (P l), and right (Pr) halves of the strip for each case.

(b), (c), etc., correspond to different values of the mag-
netic field hx/t, while the sub-labels (i) - (iv) represent
the increasing strength of the disorder: clean (Z = 0),
weak (Z = 20), moderate (Z = 50), and strong dis-
order (Z = 150), respectively. Noting the spectrum in
Fig. 3 (b)-i, we identify three regions or phases in hx/t
where zero energy states appear with the spectral gap: (i)
hx/t ≈ 0.3-0.5, (ii) hx/t ≈ 0.55-1.0, and (iii) hx/t ≳ 1.8.
We select representative values from each region to ex-
amine their wavefunction characteristics.

phase-(i): In Fig. 4, panels (d) and (e) correspond to
hx/t = 0.40 and 0.45, respectively, both from the first
phase. The wavefunctions in (d)-i and (e)-i are localized
at only one edge of the strip, indicating that these zero-
energy modes are topologically trivial. The role of dis-
order further supports this inference. In the low-energy
spectra [Fig. 3(b)-ii, iii, iv], the first phase is no longer
distinguishable as disorder increases; the corresponding
zero-energy states merge into a continuum of low-energy
modes, closing the bandgap necessary for topological pro-
tection. The associated wavefunctions [Fig. 4(d)-ii-iv
and (e)-ii-iv] lose their edge localization and become ran-
domly distributed within the bulk of the strip, which
suggests their trivial nature.

phase-(ii) and (iii): We next consider hx/t values from
the second and third regions. In Fig. 4(f)-i and (g)-
i, corresponding to these phases, the wavefunctions are
sharply localized at the zigzag (shorter) edges. To eval-

uate their robustness, we analyze both the low-energy
spectra [Fig. 3(b)-ii–iv] and the wavefunctions [Fig. 4(f)-
ii-iii and (g)-ii-iii]. We find that these edge-localized
modes enjoy gap-protection under weak and moderate
disorder, although some additional bulk weight starts to
appears with increasing disorder strength. Under strong
disorder, however, the edge localization is lost, and the
zero-energy modes vanish. These observations indicate
that the second and third phases are topological in na-
ture and can support robust Majorana zero modes, at
least up to moderate levels of disorder. The table in the
Fig. 4 has an absolute value for the left-, right-, upper-,
and lower-half Majorana polarization values.

B. Zigzag

Here we examine the system with a Z-type (zigzag)
graphene strip. To ensure the total number of lattice
sites matches that of the A-type strip, we set the strip
dimensions to N = 171 and L = 3. An in-plane mag-
netic field is applied along the y-direction, which is in
the direction of the longer (zigzag) edge. The phase di-
agrams in Z-type strip shown in Fig. 5(a) exhibit a dif-
ferent structure compared to the the A-type strip shown
in Fig. 3(a). For the Z-strip, we observe multiple sharp,
V-shaped valley patterns formed by overlapping trian-
gular regions, which can be contrasted to the A-type
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Figure 5. Majorana polarization in a finite-size zigzag graphene strip. Each column (i-iv) corresponds to a different disorder
strength: (i) clean system (no disorder), (ii) weak disorder (Z = 20), 20 impurities, V0 = 1.0, (iii) moderate disorder (Z = 50),
50 impurities, V0 = 1.0, (iv) strong disorder (Z = 150), 150 impurities, V0 = 1.5. Panels: (a) Heatmap of the absolute value of
Majorana polarization in the lower half of the strip, |Pd|, as a function of Zeeman energy (hy/t) and chemical potential (µ/t).
(b) Energy spectrum as a function of hy/t at fixed chemical potential µ = 2.0. (c) Absolute value of Majorana polarization
|Pν | with ν = u, d, l, r (upper, lower, left, right halves) as a function of hy/t, also at µ = 2.0.

(armchair) case, where a few broad, overlapping trian-
gular features dominate. These features are attributed
to the different boundary conditions and sublattice ter-
minations along the zigzag edge, which affect the local-
ization and interference patterns of quasiparticle modes.
As disorder increases, these sharp features become in-
creasingly diffused and less well-defined. The second row
[panels (b)-i to (b)-iv] shows the low-energy spectra at
µ/t = 2.0. In contrast to the A-type system, where
zero-energy modes persist over broader hx/t intervals,
the Z-type strip features several narrow, discrete regions
in hy/t where zero-energy states appear. These localized
topological phases become increasingly unstable under
disorder: as the disorder strength grows, the energy gaps
close and non-topological low-energy states fill in, effec-
tively destroying many of these narrow zero-energy win-

dows. The third row [panels (c)-i to (c)-iv] presents the
Majorana polarization as a function of hy/t for a fixed
chemical potential µ/t = 2.0, with polarization contribu-
tions plotted for four spatial regions of the strip. We note
that in disordered systems as well, MP can be nonzero
due to partially separated Andreev-bound states, which
are not topologically protected.

To further investigate the existence and spatial char-
acter of Majorana modes in the Z-type strip, we ana-
lyze the zero-energy wavefunctions corresponding to se-
lected values of the Zeeman field hy/t. From the low-
energy spectra presented earlier [Fig. 5(b)], we identify
two parameter regions-approximately hy/t ∈ [0.22, 0.45]
and hy/t ∈ [0.60, 0.70]-where zero-energy states persist
and the spectrum remains gapped even in the presence of
weak and moderate disorder. To probe the nature of the
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Figure 6. Real-space probability distribution of the low-energy Majorana modes on a zigzag graphene nanoribbon under
varying magnetic field and disorder strength. Panels (d)-(e) correspond to increasing values of Zeeman field hy/t = 0.40, 0.65,
and 1.00, respectively, at fixed chemical potential µ/t = 2.0. Each row (i-iv) shows the effect of increasing disorder strength:
(i) Clean (no disorder), (ii) Weak disorder (Z = 20, V0 = 1.0), (iii) Moderate disorder (Z = 50, V0 = 1.0), and (iv) Strong
disorder (Z = 150, V0 = 1.5). The adjacent table presents the absolute value of the Majorana polarization |P| for the lower
(Pd), upper (Pu), left (P l), and right (Pr) halves of the strip for each case.

zero-energy modes in these regions, we present wavefunc-
tion plots in Fig. 6 for hy/t = 0.40, 0.65, and 1.00, each
representative of a distinct phase. Panels (d)-i and (e)-i
of Fig. 6 (clean system) show that for hy/t = 0.40 and
0.65, the zero-energy modes are localized at the shorter
(armchair) edges of the strip. It is important to note
that edge localization in Z-type strips (shorter edges are
armchair) is qualitatively different from that in A-type
strips (shorter edges are zigzag). In the A-type system,
the wavefunctions tend to exhibit sharp, confined peaks
at the zigzag boundaries, whereas in the Z-type case,
the intensity is more distributed along the edge, with
a broader spatial profile. Panel (f)-i shows a similar
edge-localized structure for hy/t = 1.00, although with
wavefunction intensity gradually decreasing from both
ends toward the center. In the presence of weak disorder
(Z = 20), the edge-localized features for hy/t = 0.40 and
0.65 persist [panels (d)-ii, (e)-ii], indicating robustness of
the corresponding topological modes. At moderate dis-
order (Z = 50), however, we begin to observe the emer-
gence of additional localized features in the bulk of the
strip [panels (d)-iii, (e)-iii], suggesting the coexistence of
trivial modes. Under strong disorder (Z = 150), the
wavefunctions become fully delocalized or randomly lo-
calized, indicating that topological protection has been
lost [panels (d)-iv, (e)-iv]. For hy/t = 1.00, although
the energy spectrum remains gapped, a high density of
near zero-energy states appears even in the clean limit.
This is reflected in the wavefunction plots (f)-ii and (f)-
iii, where the edge-localized features become less distinct
and partially separated Andreev bound states (ps-ABS)
emerge. These states mimic Majorana signatures but

lack the topological protection required for true Majo-
rana zero modes.

C. Square

After analyzing armchair (A-type) and zigzag (Z-type)
graphene strips, we now turn to a system with nearly
square geometry. We refer to it as “nearly square” due
to anisotropies in the graphene lattice that prevent the
geometry from being perfectly symmetric in both direc-
tions (see Fig. 1 (c)). Along the vertical (y) direction,
the distance between two adjacent A-sublattice sites ly-
ing on the same column is

√
3a, while along the hori-

zontal (x) direction, the corresponding distance between
A-sublattice sites on the same row is 3a, where a denotes
the lattice constant. Thus, to approximate a square ge-
ometry while maintaining consistent spatial coverage and
a comparable number of lattice sites to the armchair and
zigzag systems, we choose N = 35 and L = 15. This
configuration yields a geometry that is not strictly square
but sufficiently close to allow a meaningful comparison of
topological properties across different edge orientations,
without introducing a significant bias due to system size.

If we apply an in-plane magnetic field, we find no clear
phase separation or gapped regions so we primarily dis-
cuss the perpendicular magnetic field configuration, i.e.,
we apply the Zeeman field along the z-direction. The
first row [panels (a)-i to (a)-iv] of Fig. 7 displays the
phase diagrams for the nearly square geometry under in-
creasing disorder. The clean system [panel (a)-i] reveals
a characteristic pattern of overlapping triangular regions
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Figure 7. Majorana polarization in a finite-size nearly square shaped graphene geometry with out-of-plane magnetic field.
Each column (i-iv) corresponds to a different disorder strength: (i) clean system (no disorder), (ii) weak disorder (Z = 20), 20
impurities, V0 = 1.0, (iii) moderate disorder (Z = 50), 50 impurities, V0 = 1.0, (iv) strong disorder (Z = 150), 150 impurities,
V0 = 1.5. Panels: (a) Heatmap of the absolute value of Majorana polarization in the lower half of the strip, |Pd|, as a function
of Zeeman energy (hz/t) and chemical potential (µ/t). (b) Energy spectrum as a function of hz/t at fixed chemical potential
µ = 2.5. (c) Absolute value of Majorana polarization |Pν | with ν = u, d, l, r (upper, lower, left, right halves) as a function of
hz/t, also at µ = 2.5.

in the (µ/t, hz/t) parameter space, similar in structure to
those seen in armchair and zigzag strips. Figures 7(a)-
i,iv and 3(a)-i,iv (or 5 (a)-i,iv) compare the (µ/t, hz/t)
phase diagrams for square and armchair (or zigzag) ge-
ometry, we can observe that for the square geometry,
the largest distortion in the topological phase occur pre-
dominantly in the upper-right quadrant of the parameter
space, corresponding to high chemical potential and high
magnetic field. In contrast, for the armchair geometry,
the topological phase is mainly concentrated in the low-
field regime (upper-left and lower-left quadrants), with
only faint signatures in the high-field region, as the dis-
order strength increases. The second row [panels (b)-
i to (b)-iv] presents the low-energy spectra, as a func-
tion of hz/t at fixed µ = 2.5. In the clean limit [panel

(b)-i], we observe gap closings and reopenings, pointing
towards topological phase transitions. However, unlike
the armchair and zigzag cases, where extended regions
of zero-energy states were observed, the square geome-
try exhibits more discrete, oscillatory zero-energy modes.
As disorder increases, the low-energy states begin to ac-
cumulate near zero energy, but lack a clear separation
from the bulk spectrum. Under strong disorder, [panel
(b)-iv], clear gap openings and reopenings are absent.
To further probe the nature of the low-energy states ob-
served in Fig. 7, we examine the spatial distribution of
their corresponding wavefunctions in Fig. 8. These plots
represent selected eigenstates at zero energy for three
representative values of the Zeeman field: hz/t = 0.70,
1.00, and 1.75, chosen from regions that exhibit mod-
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Figure 8. Real-space probability distribution of the low-energy Majorana modes on a nearly square graphene geometry under
varying out-of-plane magnetic field and disorder strength. Panels (d)-(f) correspond to increasing values of Zeeman field
hz/t = 0.70, 1.00, and 1.75, respectively, at fixed chemical potential µ/t = 2.5. Each row (i-iv) shows the effect of increasing
disorder strength: (i) Clean (no disorder), (ii) Weak disorder (Z = 20, V0 = 1.0), (iii) Moderate disorder (Z = 50, V0 = 1.0),
and (iv) Strong disorder (Z = 150, V0 = 1.5). The adjacent table presents the absolute value of the Majorana polarization |P|
for the lower (Pd), upper (Pu), left (P l), and right (Pr) halves of the strip for each case.

erate to high polarization and indications of topological
signatures. Each row corresponds to increasing disorder
strength: clean (Z = 0), Z = 20, Z = 50, and Z = 150,
respectively. In the clean system [panels (d)-i to (f)-i], the
wavefunctions for hz/t = 0.70 and 1.00 show localization
along the system boundaries, particularly at the corners
and edges. This boundary-localized intensity, suggests
the emergence of Majorana bound states (MBS) confined
near the system’s periphery. At hz/t = 1.75 [panel (f)-i],
although some edge intensity persists, the mode appears
more spread and less sharply confined, indicating that
this regime may correspond to a partially separated An-
dreev bound state (ps-ABS) rather than a topologically
protected MBS. As disorder is introduced [panels (d–f)-ii
and (d–f)-iii], the wavefunctions maintain edge-localized
features at hz/t = 1.00, confirming that the second topo-
logical phase observed in the phase diagrams is robust
up to moderate disorder. However, for hz/t = 0.70 and
1.75, the localization becomes increasingly fragmented,
and the amplitude shifts toward interior regions of the
strip, indicating that disorder weakens or destroys the
topological character of these states more rapidly out-
side the hz/t ≈ 1.00 regime. In the strongly disordered
case [panels (d–f)-iv], all wavefunctions lose clear spatial
structure and exhibit random localization throughout the
bulk. No clear edge confinement is visible, consistent
with the mixing of low-energy states seen in the spec-
trum and the breakdown of the gapped regions in the
phase diagrams. This confirms that the topological char-
acter of the system is lost under strong disorder, and the
surviving zero-energy modes are trivial in nature.

D. Additional Cases

For completeness, we have also studied the A-type strip
under a magnetic field applied along the y- and the Z-
type strip under the field along the x-direction (i.e., field
along the shorter directions). We also study both of them
under a magnetic field in the z-direction as well. For the
A-type geometry, we find that an in-plane field along
the y-direction fails to produce any significant topolog-
ical features: the phase diagrams remain distorted, and
the low-energy spectra are dominated by states merged
with the bulk, with no clear gapped regions. A similar
lack of non-trivial behavior is observed in the Z-type strip
when the magnetic field is applied in the x-direction. In
both cases, the phase plots show no well-defined topo-
logical structure, and no isolated zero-energy modes are
found. In contrast, the application of an out-of-plane (z-
direction) magnetic field yields interesting topological be-
havior in both geometries. Since the essential qualitative
features have already been discussed in earlier sections,
the corresponding figures and discussions are relegated
to the Appendix.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

Although graphene-based platforms for realizing Majo-
rana modes have been examined in some earlier works, a
unified understanding that connects geometry, magnetic
orientation, disorder, and Andreev-state correlations has
been missing. We revisited Majorana zero modes in prox-
imitized graphene strips and examined under what condi-
tions the observed zero-energy states correspond to gen-
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uinely nonlocal Majoranas rather than partially sepa-
rated Andreev bound states (quasi-Majoranas). Build-
ing on earlier works that introduced Majorana polar-
ization as a spatial diagnostic [68, 69], we developed
a systematic framework specific to graphene. Using a
minimal tight-binding model that includes proximity-
induced superconductivity, Zeeman coupling with tun-
able orientation, and site-dependent potential fluctua-
tions (disorder), we correlated spectral evolution, MP
distribution, and real-space wave-function morphology
to identify regimes supporting robust, non-overlapping
edge modes. Specifically, we studied finite strips with
armchair (A-type), zigzag (Z-type), and square (S) ge-
ometry, allowing us to track how different terminations
modify the low-energy spectrum and spatial character
of the bound states. By systematically analyzing all
three geometries under magnetic fields oriented along
the x-, y-, and z-axes, we find that both edge termi-
nation and field orientation critically determine the pres-
ence and robustness of Majorana modes. Among these,
the A-type strips, with shorter zigzag edges, emerge as
the most favorable hosts, exhibiting well-defined, gapped
zero-energy phases with sharply localized edge states and
finite Majorana polarization, even under moderate to
strong disorder. In these systems, both in-plane (x)
and out-of-plane (z) magnetic fields yield robust topo-
logical features. For Z-type strips, with shorter arm-
chair edges, topological phases also emerge for both in-
plane (y) and out-of-plane (z) magnetic fields. Here,
zero-energy modes appear within comparable parameter
ranges but exhibit slightly broader spatial profiles near
the edges than in A-type strips, where localization is
sharper. In Fig. 1(a), which corresponds to an A-type
strip with zigzag-terminated short edges, the two ends
are sublattice polarized: the red and black dots denote
the A and B sublattices, respectively, so the left boundary
contains only A-sublattice sites, whereas the right bound-
ary contains only B-sublattice sites. Such one-sublattice
termination is characteristic of zigzag edges and gives
rise to sublattice-polarized zero-energy states, in which
the wavefunction has finite amplitude only on the termi-
nating sublattice while the opposite component is forced
to vanish by the tight-binding boundary conditions [84].
In contrast, armchair edges include both A and B sublat-

tices at the boundary; the corresponding boundary con-
dition mixes the two components rather than suppress-
ing either of them. As a result, armchair edges do not
support sublattice-polarized zero modes, and their low-
energy states extend across the nanoribbon. These dis-
tinctions underlie the much sharper localization of Ma-
jorana bound states at zigzag edges compared to arm-
chair edges in proximitized graphene nanoribbons. In
the S-type geometry, topological phases occur only when
the magnetic field is applied along the z-direction. The
corresponding wavefunctions display corner modes and
edge localization along all four sides, with moderate spa-
tial spread. These corner and edge states remain robust
against weak to moderate disorder.
Looking forward, several open directions emerge.

Computing a bulk or scattering topological invariant
for finite graphene strips would establish an unambigu-
ous correspondence between MP-based diagnostics and
the underlying topological class. Investigating how the
ground-state splitting scales with system length would
further clarify the nonlocal nature of the modes. Incor-
porating self-consistent electrostatics and spatially vary-
ing pairing potentials could improve quantitative accu-
racy, while multiterminal configurations may reveal non-
local conductance signatures unique to Majorana pairs.
Our results elevate graphene from a conceptual setting
to a controllable material platform where the interplay
of geometry, magnetic orientation, and potential land-
scape can be exploited to engineer, stabilize, and unam-
biguously identify Majorana-bound states. In addition,
recent progress on the periodic disorder invariant (PDI),
which constructs a bulk topological invariant by period-
ically repeating a finite disordered segment [85], offers
a promising future route for diagnosing disorder-robust
Majorana zero modes and distinguishing them from triv-
ial zero-energy states in proximitized graphene nanorib-
bons.
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Appendix A: Armchair with out-of-plane Zeeman field

We analyze the spectral and polarization plots for the armchair strip in the presence of disorder with an out-of-plane
magnetic field, as shown in Fig. 9. The low-energy spectra in panels (b)-i–iv reveal two distinct topological regions,
where zero-energy modes persist when the magnetic field lies in the ranges hz/t ≈ 0.4–1.2 and 1.5–1.9, with the
chemical potential fixed at µ/t = 2.5. Importantly, the bulk gap remains open up to moderate disorder, indicating
robustness of the topological phase. Complementary evidence for topological regions comes from the polarization plots
in panels (c)-i–iv, which display two sharp peaks characteristic of topological phase transitions. Within the above
field ranges, the polarization remains stable in the clean system and exhibits only small oscillations as the disorder
strength increases. Further insight is obtained from the wavefunction profiles in Fig. 10. Robust Majorana zero
modes are clearly observed in panels (f)-i–iii, corresponding to clean to moderately disordered systems at hz/t = 1.70.
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Figure 9. Majorana polarization in a finite-size armchair graphene strip for out-of-plane magnetic field. Each column
(i-iv) corresponds to a different disorder strength: (i) clean system (no disorder), (ii) weak disorder (Z = 20), 20 impurities,
V0 = 1.0, (iii) moderate disorder (Z = 50), 50 impurities, V0 = 1.0, (iv) strong disorder (Z = 150), 150 impurities, V0 = 1.5.
Panels: (a) Heatmap of the absolute value of Majorana polarization in the lower half of the strip, |Pd|, as a function of Zeeman
energy (hz/t) and chemical potential (µ/t). (b) Energy spectrum as a function of hz/t at fixed chemical potential µ = 2.5. (c)
Absolute value of Majorana polarization |Pν | with ν = u, d, l, r (upper, lower, left, right halves) as a function of hz/t, also at
µ = 2.5.

Figure 10. Real-space probability distribution of the low-energy Majorana modes on an armchair graphene nanoribbon under
varying out-of-plane magnetic field and disorder strength. Panels (d)-(f) correspond to increasing values of Zeeman field
hz/t = 0.50, 1.00, and 1.70, respectively, at fixed chemical potential µ/t = 2.5. Each row (i-iv) shows the effect of increasing
disorder strength: (i) Clean (no disorder), (ii) Weak disorder (Z = 20, V0 = 1.0), (iii) Moderate disorder (Z = 50, V0 = 1.0),
and (iv) Strong disorder (Z = 150, V0 = 1.5). The adjacent table presents the absolute value of the Majorana polarization |P|
for the lower (Pd), upper (Pu), left (P l), and right (Pr) halves of the strip for each case.
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Figure 11. Majorana polarization in a finite-size zigzag graphene strip for out-of-plane magnetic field. Each column (i-iv)
corresponds to a different disorder strength: (i) clean system (no disorder), (ii) weak disorder (Z = 20), 20 impurities, V0 = 1.0,
(iii) moderate disorder (Z = 50), 50 impurities, V0 = 1.0, (iv) strong disorder (Z = 150), 150 impurities, V0 = 1.5. Panels: (a)
Heatmap of the absolute value of Majorana polarization in the lower half of the strip, |Pd|, as a function of Zeeman energy
(hz/t) and chemical potential (µ/t). (b) Energy spectrum as a function of hz/t at fixed chemical potential µ = 2.5. (c) Absolute
value of Majorana polarization |Pν | with ν = u, d, l, r (upper, lower, left, right halves) as a function of hz/t, also at µ = 2.5.

These Majorana modes are sharply localized at the strip ends. In contrast, panel (d)-iv reveals partially separated
Andreev bound states, while panels (e)-i–iii display states localized at a single edge with finite polarization, signifying
trivial modes. The phase diagram for the A-type geometry primarily exhibits a triangular pattern, which gradually
distorts with increasing disorder at higher µ/t and hz/t values. The low-energy spectrum reveals multiple gapped
regions supporting zero-energy modes, whose corresponding wavefunctions remain sharply localized at the zigzag
(shorter) edges. This localization persists even under moderate to strong disorder, signaling the emergence of robust,
topologically protected Majorana bound states (MBS). Occasionally, however, we find wavefunctions localized at a
single edge, consistent with partially separated Andreev bound states (ps-ABS), which are topologically trivial.

Appendix B: ZigZag with out-of-plane Zeeman field

We now turn to the zigzag strip in the presence of disorder and an out-of-plane magnetic field, as shown in
Fig. 11. The low-energy spectra in panels (b)-i–iii, obtained at fixed chemical potential µ/t = 2.5, exhibit three
regions with zero-energy states. Among these, two field ranges, hz/t ≈ 0.6–1.1 and 1.4–2.1, retain both an open
bulk gap and robust zero-energy modes up to moderate disorder, suggesting the stability of Majorana zero modes.
The corresponding polarization plots in panels (c)-i–iii confirm this picture: the Majorana polarization remains
nearly stable across these field ranges, even as the disorder strength increases. Further insight is obtained from the
wavefunction profiles shown in Fig. 12. In contrast to the armchair strip, where the modes are sharply localized at
the ends, the Majorana modes in the zigzag geometry are more spatially extended near the edges. Panels (d)-i–iii
reveal robust Majorana zero modes persisting up to moderate disorder at both ends of the strip, while panels (e)-
ii–iii display modes with partial localization at the center of the strip. At strong disorder, however, the zero-energy
states lose their topological protection and evolve into partially separated Andreev bound states, as illustrated in
panels (d,e,f)-iv. The phase diagram for the Z-type geometry shows a similar triangular pattern, which becomes
increasingly distorted with disorder. Here too, gapped regions host zero-energy states under an out-of-plane magnetic
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Figure 12. Real-space probability distribution of the low-energy Majorana modes on a zigzag graphene nanoribbon under
varying out-of-plane magnetic field and disorder strength. Panels (d)-(f) correspond to increasing values of Zeeman field
hz/t = 0.80, 1.50, and 1.80, respectively, at fixed chemical potential µ/t = 2.5. Each row (i-iv) shows the effect of increasing
disorder strength: (i) Clean (no disorder), (ii) Weak disorder (Z = 20, V0 = 1.0), (iii) Moderate disorder (Z = 50, V0 = 1.0),
and (iv) Strong disorder (Z = 150, V0 = 1.5). The adjacent table presents the absolute value of the Majorana polarization |P|
for the lower (Pd), upper (Pu), left (P l), and right (Pr) halves of the strip for each case.

field. However, a clear distinction arises between the in-plane (y-direction) and out-of-plane (z-direction) field cases:
while in-plane fields produce multiple narrow topological transitions that are fragile under disorder, the z-field results
in broader topological regions, comparable to those in the A-type strip. The associated wavefunctions are less sharply
localized, spreading over the edge regions, indicating that although MBS-like states may exist, their localization is
weaker compared to the A-type geometry.

Comparing the two edge terminations, we find that while both armchair and zigzag strips support robust Majorana
modes over finite ranges of magnetic field and disorder, their spatial character differs substantially. In the armchair
case, the modes are sharply localized at the strip ends, whereas in the zigzag case the modes tend to spread along the
edges or partially extend into the bulk. This qualitative distinction highlights the role of edge geometry in shaping
the robustness and localization properties of Majorana zero modes in graphene nanoribbons.
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[51] J. Avila, F. Peñaranda, E. Prada, P. San-Jose, and
R. Aguado, Non-hermitian topology as a unifying frame-
work for the andreev versus majorana states controversy,
Communications Physics 2, 10.1038/s42005-019-0231-8
(2019).

[52] O. A. Awoga, J. Cayao, and A. M. Black-Schaffer, Su-
percurrent detection of topologically trivial zero-energy
states in nanowire junctions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123,
117001 (2019).

[53] G. Sharma, C. Zeng, T. D. Stanescu, and S. Tewari, Hy-
bridization energy oscillations of majorana and andreev
bound states in semiconductor-superconductor nanowire
heterostructures, Physical Review B 101, 245405 (2020).

[54] C. Zeng, G. Sharma, T. D. Stanescu, and S. Tewari,
Feasibility of measurement-based braiding in the quasi-
majorana regime of semiconductor-superconductor het-
erostructures, Physical Review B 102, 205101 (2020).

[55] C. Zeng, G. Sharma, S. Tewari, and T. Stanescu, Par-
tially separated majorana modes in a disordered medium,
Physical Review B 105, 205122 (2022).

[56] E. Prada, P. San-Jose, M. W. A. de Moor, A. Geresdi,
E. J. H. Lee, J. Klinovaja, D. Loss, J. Nyg̊ard, R. Aguado,
and L. P. Kouwenhoven, From andreev to majorana
bound states in hybrid superconductor–semiconductor
nanowires, Nature Reviews Physics 10.1038/s42254-020-
0228-y (2020).

[57] J. Cayao and A. M. Black-Schaffer, Distinguishing triv-
ial and topological zero-energy states in long nanowire
junctions, Physical Review B 104, 10.1103/phys-
revb.104.l020501 (2021).

[58] H. Zhang, M. W. A. de Moor, J. D. S. Bommer, D. Xu,

G. Wang, N. van Loo, C.-X. Liu, S. Gazibegovic, J. A.
Logan, D. Car, R. L. M. O. het Veld, P. J. van Veld-
hoven, S. Koelling, M. A. Verheijen, M. Pendharkar,
D. J. Pennachio, B. Shojaei, J. S. Lee, C. J. Palm-
strøm, E. P. A. M. Bakkers, S. D. Sarma, and L. P.
Kouwenhoven, Large zero-bias peaks in insb-al hybrid
semiconductor-superconductor nanowire devices (2021),
arXiv:2101.11456 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[59] S. D. Sarma and H. Pan, Disorder-induced zero-bias
peaks in majorana nanowires (2021), arXiv:2103.05628
[cond-mat.mes-hall].

[60] S. Frolov, Quantum computing’s reproducibility crisis:
Majorana fermions, Nature 592, 350 (2021).

[61] R. Ma, M. Pizzochero, and G. Chaudhary, Graphene
nanoribbons as a majorana platform, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2506.14999 (2025).

[62] V. Kaladzhyan and C. Bena, Formation of majorana
fermions in finite-size graphene strips, SciPost Physics
3, 002 (2017).

[63] V. Kaladzhyan, J. Despres, I. Mandal, and C. Bena, Ma-
jorana fermions in finite-size strips with in-plane mag-
netic fields, The European Physical Journal B 90, 1
(2017).

[64] P. San-Jose, J. L. Lado, R. Aguado, F. Guinea, and
J. Fernández-Rossier, Majorana zero modes in graphene,
Phys. Rev. X 5, 041042 (2015).

[65] K. Laubscher, D. Loss, and J. Klinovaja, Majorana and
parafermion corner states from two coupled sheets of
bilayer graphene, Physical Review Research 2, 013330
(2020).

[66] Z.-H. Wang, E. V. Castro, and H.-Q. Lin, Strain ma-
nipulation of majorana fermions in graphene armchair
nanoribbons, Physical Review B 97, 041414 (2018).

[67] A. L. Manesco, G. Weber, and D. Rodrigues Jr, Effective
model for majorana modes in graphene, Physical Review
B 100, 125411 (2019).

[68] D. Sticlet, C. Bena, and P. Simon, Spin and majorana po-
larization in topological superconducting wires, Physical
Review Letters 108, 096802 (2012).

[69] N. Sedlmayr and C. Bena, Visualizing majorana bound
states in one and two dimensions using the generalized
majorana polarization, Physical Review B 92, 115115
(2015).

[70] N. Sedlmayr, J. Aguiar-Hualde, and C. Bena, Majorana
bound states in open quasi-one-dimensional and two-
dimensional systems with transverse rashba coupling,
Physical Review B 93, 155425 (2016).

[71] S. Karoliya, S. Tewari, and G. Sharma, Majorana po-
larization in disordered quasi-one-dimensional hybrid
nanowires, Physical Review B 112, 165410 (2025).

[72] S. Tewari and J. D. Sau, Topological invariants for spin-
orbit coupled superconductor nanowires, Physical review
letters 109, 150408 (2012).

[73] O. A. Awoga and J. Cayao, Identifying trivial and majo-
rana zero-energy modes using the majorana polarization,
Physical Review B 110, 165404 (2024).

[74] H. B. Nielsen and M. Ninomiya, Absence of neutrinos on
a lattice: (i). proof by homotopy theory, Nuclear Physics
B 185, 20 (1981).

[75] H. B. Nielsen and M. Ninomiya, Absence of neutrinos on
a lattice: (ii). intuitive topological proof, Nuclear Physics
B 193, 173 (1981).

[76] H. B. Nielsen and M. Ninomiya, A no-go theorem for
regularizing chiral fermions, Physics Letters B 105, 219

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.227005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.227005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.180503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.155429
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.155429
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep21427
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep21427
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42005-019-0231-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.117001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.117001
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-020-0228-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-020-0228-y
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.104.l020501
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.104.l020501
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.11456
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05628
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05628
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041042


18

(1981).
[77] C. W. J. Beenakker, A. Dońıs Vela, G. Lemut, M. J.
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