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We study the electronic structures of chiral, Eshelby-twisted van der Waals atomic layers with a
particular focus on a chiral twisted graphite (CTG), a graphene stack with a constant twist angle θ
between successive layers. We show that each CTG can host infinitely many resonant states which
arise from the interaction between the degenerate monolayer states of the constituent layers. Each
resonant state has a screw rotational symmetry, and may have a smaller reduced Brillouin zone than
other non-resonant states in the same structure. And each CTG can have the resonant states with
up to four different screw symmetries. We derive the energies and wave functions of the resonant
states in a universal form of a one-dimensional chain regardless of θ, and show that these states
exhibit a clear optical selection rule for circularly polarized light. Finally, we discuss the uniqueness
and existence of the exact center of the lattice and the self-similarity of the wave amplitudes of the
resonant states.

I. INTRODUCTION

When two atomic lattices are overlapped, one on top
of the other in an incommensurate configuration, the in-
terlayer interaction creates an extra order along the in-
plane direction in the form of a moiré interference pat-
tern [1]. If the two lattices have a hexagonal symmetry
[Fig. 1(a)], then the moiré pattern also has hexagonal
symmetry with the three dominant wave vector compo-
nents coupling one monolayer Bloch state |k0〉 in either

layer to three monolayer states |k̃i〉 (i = 1, 2, 3) in the
other layer [Fig. 1(b)] [2–7]. At most wave vectors k0 in
the Brillouin zone, these interactions are not very strong
because the involved monolayers states have different en-
ergies; this is the reason why most parts of the band
structure of twisted bilayers are unchanged compared to
the monolayer band structure (e.g., Fig. 3 in Ref. [6]).
At specific wave vectors, however, the monolayer energy
of one of the |k̃i〉 becomes close to that of |k0〉 [solid
line in Fig. 1(b)], and, hence, the resonant interaction
at these points results in a band structure that is very
different from the monolayer band; such an interaction
forms either mini Dirac points or saddle point van Hove
singularities.

At specific stacking configurations, e.g., bilayers of
hexagonal lattices stacked at a twist angle θ = 30◦

[Fig. 1(a)] or bilayers of square lattices at θ = 45◦, the
systems no longer has in-plane periodicity but gains an
n-fold quasicrystalline rotational symmetry (n = 12 for
the bilayers of hexagonal lattices and n = 8 for the bi-
layers of square lattices) [8–14]. Even in these van der
Waals quasicrystals, the states at most wave vectors show
almost decoupled states or a simple two-wave mixing, as
shown in Fig. 1(b). At specific wave vectors, however, a
monolayer state in one layer forms a resonant interaction
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with two states in another layer, and each of these two
states also forms a resonant interaction with two states in
the first layer. And finally, n/2 states in each layer form a
closed loop of resonant interactions and exhibit the char-
acteristic quasicrystalline band dispersion [15–17]. The
wave functions of these states have n-fold rotational sym-
metry, which is incompatible with the periodicity.

However, the search for such a quasicrystalline reso-
nant state in twisted multilayers with more than two lay-
ers is not straightforward. For example, Fig. 1(d) shows
the real-space lattice structures of three hexagonal lat-
tices stacked with θ = 20◦ between the adjacent layers,
which shows a 18-fold rotational symmetry if we disre-
gard the difference between the vertical coordinates. We
can find a set of wave vectors, of which Bloch states sat-
isfy the Umklapp scattering (momentum conservation)
condition with respect to the interlayer interaction and
have the same monolayer state energy [Fig. 1(e), see
Figs. 4(f)-(j) for the actual wave vectors]. Thus, the set
of such states will form a closed loop of resonant interac-
tion, just like its bilayer counterpart. Unlike the bilayer
quasicrystals, however, the part of the interaction path
that couples the states in distant layers (dashed lines) is
much weaker than the other parts of the path that cou-
ple the states in adjacent layers (solid lines). Thus, the
resonant chain splits up into a sequence of almost discon-
nected multi-atomic chains, and it is unlikely that such
a state will satisfy the quasicrystalline symmetry.

On the other hand, there has been a rapid progress
in the synthesis of Eshelby-twisted multilayers, an in-
finite stack of atomic layers with a constant twist an-
gle θ between them [18]. And theoretical investigation
on such structures revealed the overlap of the flat and
dispersive bands at small θ [19], the θ-dependent tran-
sitions between type-I and type-II Weyl fermions [20],
and chirality-specific nonlinear Hall effect [21]. These
states are a natural generalization to three dimensions
of the non-resonant states in twisted hexagonal bilayers
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FIG. 1. (a) Real-space lattice structures of quasicrystalline twisted bilayer graphene, i.e., a bilayer graphene stacked at a twist
angle θ = 30◦. The red and blue hexagons represent the unit cells of the lower (l = 0) and the upper (l = 1) layers, respectively.
(b) An illustration of the interlayer interaction at general wave vector k0 in typical twisted bilayer systems. The red and blue
circles represent the schematic Brillouin zones of the lower and the upper layers, respectively, with each point representing
a Bloch state with a distinct Bloch wave vector. (c) A plot similar to (b) for the quasicrystalline resonant interaction in a
quasicrystalline twisted bilayer graphene which couples the 12 degenerate monolayer Bloch states. (d) A plot similar to (a) for
a twisted trilayer graphene where each layer is rotated with respect to the lower layer by θ = 20◦; the red, green, blue hexagons
represent the unit cells of the bottom (l = 0), the middle (l = 1), and the top (l = 2) layers, respectively. (e) A resonant
interaction, analogous to (c) in a bilayer system, in a trilayer system. The red, green, blue circles represent the schematic
Brillouin zones of the bottom, the middle, and the top layers, respectively. Although the resonant interaction couples the 18
degenerate monolayer Bloch states (points), the interaction between the distance layers (dashed lines) is much weaker than
that between the adjacent layers (solid lines). (f) A natural generalization of the resonant interaction in a trilayer system (c)
to an infinitely stacked CTG with θ = 20◦; showing a portion of the entire system. Both the lattice configurations and the
Brillouin zones of the layers with the same color are identical to each other. The magnitudes of all the interactions represented
by the solid lines are identical. For the actual wave vectors in (e) and (f), see Sec. III A and Figs. 4(f)-(j).

[Fig. 1(b)] - they have a C3z symmetry and correspond-
ing angular quantum number m = 0,±1 regardless of θ,
due to the hexagonal symmetry of the moiré interference
pattern.

It is, then, natural to ask whether Eshelby-twisted mul-
tilayers can host the resonant states which arise from
the interaction between the degenerate monolayer states
of the constituent layers. In this paper, we show that
Eshelby-twisted multilayers composed of graphite, a chi-
ral twisted graphite (CTG), with any θ can host such
resonant states at specific points in the Brillouin zone
[Fig. 1(f)]. Each resonant state exhibits rich structures
that differ from the typical moiré band dispersion at
other wave vectors, and its wave function has a screw
rotational symmetry which depends on θ. Each CTG
has infinitely many distinct resonant states, which can
have up to four different screw symmetries. For exam-
ple, a CTG with θ = 30◦, of which lattice structure
has a 12-fold screw symmetry, has not only the reso-

nant states with a 12-fold screw symmetry but also the
states with a 4-fold screw symmetry, which is also in-
compatible with an in-plane periodicity. Likewise, the
CTGs with θ = 12◦ or 24◦ of which lattice structure has
a 30-fold screw symmetry, has the resonant states with
5-, 10-, 15-, and 30-fold screw symmetries. Interestingly,
these resonant states have a smaller “reduced Brillouin
zone” than other non-resonant states in the same struc-
ture, and the size of the reduced Brillouin zone scales
inversely with the order of the screw symmetry. We also
analytically show that the energies and wave functions
of the resonant states are written in a universal form of
a one-dimensional chain regardless of θ, and reveal that
the optical selection rules are described by the difference
between the quantum numbers of the wave functions as-
sociated with the screw symmetry. Finally, we discuss
the uniqueness and existence of the “exact center” of the
lattice and the self-similarity of the spatial distribution
of the wave amplitudes.
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FIG. 2. (a) Atomic structures of CTG with θ = 10◦, showing
only three constituent layers. The red, yellow, green hexagons

(arrows) show the unit cells [lattice vectors a
(l)
i (i = 1, 2)] of

the layers with layer index l = 0, 1, 2, respectively, with τX
(X = A,B) representing the sublattice coordinates of the
l = 0 layer. (b) Extended Brillouin zone of the CTG in (a).
Each hexagon (arrow) shows the monolayer Brillouin zone [re-

ciprocal lattice vectors b
(l)
i (i = 1, 2)] of each layer, with Cj

and dashed lines representing the wave vector of the mono-
layer Bloch state in j-th layer and the interlayer interactions
which forms the resonant interaction shown in Fig. 1(f), re-
spectively.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present
the atomic structure and momentum-space tight-binding
model for CTGs. We show the electronic structure of
CTGs calculated with full bases and the emergence of
unique band dispersion near specific points in the Bril-
louin zone. We discuss such “resonant states” in details
in Sec. III. We find the wave vectors of monolayer Bloch
states which form the resonant states (Sec. III A), and
show that there are infinitely many distinct resonant
states, which can have up to four different screw sym-
metries, in each CTG (Sec. III B). We build a Hamil-
tonian matrix of resonant states with minimal bases
(Sec. III C), and analyze the band structure and the size
of the reduced Brillouin zone. We discuss the optical se-
lection rules of the resonant states and the exact center
in Secs. III E and III F, respectively.

II. ATOMIC STRUCTURE, HAMILTONIAN,
AND ELECTRONIC STRUCTURES OF

CHIRAL TWISTED GRAPHITE

A. Atomic structure

We consider an infinitely stacked CTG, where each
layer is rotated with respect to the lower layer by a fixed
angle θ. Only the structures with 0 < θ ≤ 30◦ are dis-
tinct due to the symmetry of the hexagonal lattice. Such
a structure is a helical lattice which has the symmetry of
an in-plane rotation by θ accompanied by a translation to
the out-of-plane direction by the interlayer spacing, i.e.,
a θ screw rotational symmetry, and has no in-plane pe-

riodicity. We set xy coordinates parallel to the graphene
layers and z axis perpendicular to the plane. We define
the atomic structure of the system by starting from a
nonrotated arrangement, where the hexagon center of all
the layers share the same in-plane position (x, y) = (0, 0),
and the A-B bonds are parallel to each other. We choose
a1 = a(1, 0) and a2 = a(1/2,

√
3/2) (a = 0.246 nm) as

the primitive lattice vectors of graphene, and τA = −τ1
and τB = τ1 [τ1 = −(1/3)(a1 − 2a2)] as the coordinates
of the A and B sublattices in the unit cell. Then, we
rotate the l-th layer by lθ and get the atomic positions
of the l-th layer

R
(l)
X = n1a

(l)
1 + n2a

(l)
2 + τ

(l)
X + ldez, (1)

where X = (A,B) denotes the sublattice index, ni (i =

1, 2) are integers, a
(l)
i = R(lθ)ai and τ

(l)
X = R(lθ)τX ,

where R(lθ) is a counterclockwise rotation by lθ, d =
0.335 nm is the interlayer spacing between two adjacent
layers and ez is the unit vector normal to the layer. The
structure has a nonsymmorphic symmetry around the
center of the rotation. We show the layers with l = 0, 1, 2
of CTG with θ = 10◦ in Fig. 2(a). We define the recip-

rocal lattice vectors b
(l)
i of each layer so as to satisfy

ai′ ·bi = 2πδi′i and b
(l)
i = R(lθ)bi, and plot the recipro-

cal space of Fig. 2(a) in Fig. 2(b).
Note that, although another similar material which

constituent layers stacked with an alternating twist an-
gle, θ, −θ, θ, −θ, . . . , will also host an infinite chain of
resonant interaction at the middle of the two Dirac points
of the neighboring layers (i.e., M̄ point of twisted bilayer
graphene), such structures are an intuitive expansion of
the periodic bilayer moiré superlattices. Their electronic
structures can be easily obtained by the conventional ef-
fective theory which is based on the moiré periodicity.
Thus, we do not consider such structures with obvious
in-plane periodicity in this work, except the structure
with θ = 30◦ which belongs also to the CTG class of
materials.

No CTG has translational symmetry along the in-plane
direction, since the moire patterns defined by each pair
of layers are not commensurate. In addition, most CTGs
are not periodic along the z axis as well (hereafter “in-
commensurate CTG”). At specific θ, however, l-th layer
can have an in-plane lattice configuration the same as
(l + iN)-th layers (i ∈ Z) for a fixed number N ∈ Z.
Then the system is periodic with respect to the trans-
lation by Ndez (hereafter “commensurate CTG”), and
we can choose the N successive layers as a primitive cell.
The allowed θ for commensurate CTG is

θ = 60◦
M

N
(2)

where M ∈ Z+, M ≤ N/2, and gcd(M,N) = 1. N
and M fully define the lattice geometry of commensu-
rate CTG. The structures with N = 2, 3, 4, where the
primitive cell is bi-, tri-, quad-layer, have only one lattice
configuration with θ = 30◦, 20◦, 15◦, respectively, while
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that with N = 5 has two distinct configurations with
θ = 12◦ and 24◦, which correspond to different M (=1,
2). The primitive cell with N = 2 has the geometry the
same as that of the twisted bilayer graphene quasicrystal
[15, 17].

B. Tight-binding model in momentum space

We use a tight-binding model of carbon pz orbitals to
describe the electronic structure of the general CTGs.
We define the Bloch state of the l-th layer with the two-
dimensional Bloch wave vectors k as

|k, X(l)〉 =
1√
Ñ

∑
R

(l)
X

eik·R
(l)
X |R(l)

X 〉 (3)

in incommensurate CTGs and as

|k, X(l)〉

=
1√
ÑNz

∑
iz

∑
R

(l+izN)
X

eik·R
(l+izN)
X eikz(l+izN)d|R(l+izN)

X 〉

(4)

in commensurate CTGs. Here |R(l)
X 〉 is the atomic or-

bital at the site R
(l)
X , Ñ = Stot/S is the number of the

graphene unit cells with an area S = (
√

3/2)a2 in the
total system area Stot, and Nz and kz are the number of
the primitive cells and the Bloch wave number along the
vertical direction, respectively. The Brillouin zone along
kz of commensurate CTG with N layers in a primitive
cell is

− π

Nd
≤ kz <

π

Nd
, (5)

owing to the periodicity along the vertical direction
[Eq. (2)]; this is analogous to the fact that the electronic
states in a rhombohedral graphite are periodic with re-
spect to 2π/(3d) shift of kz [22]. We use a two-center
Slater-Koster parametrization [23, 24] for the transfer in-
tegral between any two pz orbitals,

−T (R) = Vppπ

[
1−

(
R · ez
|R|

)2
]

+Vppσ

(
R · ez
|R|

)2

, (6)

where R is the relative vector between two atoms, and

Vppπ= V 0
ppπe

−(|R|−a/
√
3)/r0 ,

Vppσ= V 0
ppσe

−(|R|−d)/r0 , (7)

V 0
ppπ ≈ −3.38 eV [25], V 0

ppσ ≈ 0.48 eV, and r0 ≈
0.0453 nm [6, 26]. The total tight-binding Hamiltonian
of CTG is expressed as

H = HG + U (8)

where HG and U represent the Hamiltonian for the in-
tralayer and interlayer interaction, respectively. The in-
tralayer interaction in each layer is given by

〈k′, X ′(l)|HG|k, X(l)〉 = h
(l)
X′X(k)δk′,k,

h
(l)
X′X(k) =

∑
L(l)

−T (L(l) + τ
(l)
X′X)e−ik·(L

(l)+τ
(l)

X′X), (9)

where L(l) is the lattice vectors of the l-th layer and

τ
(l)
X′X = τ

(l)
X′ − τ

(l)
X . And the interlayer matrix element

between the layer l and l′ is written as [2–7]

〈k′, X ′(l
′)|U|k, X(l)〉 = u

(l′,l)
X′Xe

ikz(l−l′)dδk+G(l),k′+G(l′) ,

u
(l′,l)
X′X = −

∑
G(l)

∑
G(l′)

t(k + G(l))e−iG
(l)·τ (l)

X +iG(l′)·τ (l′)
X′ ,

(10)

where G(l) = m
(l)
1 b

(l)
1 +m

(l)
2 b

(l)
2 and G(l′) = m

(l′)
1 b

(l′)
1 +

m
(l′)
2 b

(l′)
2 (m

(l)
1 ,m

(l)
2 ,m

(l′)
1 ,m

(l′)
2 ∈ Z) run over all the re-

ciprocal points of layer l and l′, respectively. Here

t(q) =
1

S

∫
T (r + z

(l′,l)
X′Xez)e

−iq·rdr (11)

is the in-plane Fourier transform of the transfer integral,

where z
(l′,l)
X′X = (τ

(l′)
X′ − τ

(l)
X ) · ez. Since the interaction

strength T (R) exponentially decays with the interatomic
distance, the interlayer interaction is meaningful only be-
tween the adjacent layers (|l′ − l| = 1). Likewise, |t(q)|
also exponentially decays as |q| increases. Note that both
T (R) and t(q) are isotropic along the in-plane direction,
i.e., T (R) = T (|R|) and t(q) = t(|q|), if the two orbitals
involved have the same magnetic quantum number, such
as pz in this work [17].

Since CTG does not have an in-plane periodicity that
is common to the entire system, one needs to find a gen-
eral bases which does not rely on such periodicity. It is
straightforward to show that the Hamiltonian H spans
the subspace

{|k, X(l)〉 | k = k0 +
∑

l′∈L\(l)

∑
G(l′)

G(l′)}, (12)

for any k0 in the momentum space, where L is Z for
incommensurate CTG and {0, 1, ..., N − 1} for commen-
surate CTG, and L\(l) = {0, 1, . . . , N − 1} \ {l}. If we
take each Bloch state as a “site”, the whole subspace can
be recognized as a tight-binding lattice in the momen-
tum space, which is the dual counterpart of the original
tight-binding Hamiltonian in the real space [15]. In this
momentum-space tight-binding model, the hopping be-
tween different sites (the interlayer interaction U) of van
der Waals multilayers is an order of magnitude smaller
than the potential landscape (the band energies of the
monolayers). Thus, in a similar manner to the Aubry-
André model in one dimensional real-space lattice under
an incommensurate perturbation [27], the eigenfunctions
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FIG. 3. (a) and (b) Electronic band dispersion of a CTG with N = 2 at kz = 0 plotted along (a) the line that connects the
Dirac points of the two adjacent layers, and (b) the line that is perpendicular to (a). The inset in the middle of each figure
shows the paths in the Brillouin zone used to plot the band dispersion. Q12 (Q4) corresponds to one of the wave vectors where
the resonant states with a 12-fold (4-fold) screw rotational symmetry emerges [see Figs. 4(a) and (b)]. Gray lines show the
bands calculated with the full bases model in Sec. II B, and the red and blue lines show the unfolded band dispersion associated
with the monolayer Bloch states in the layer l = 0, 1, respectively [Eq. (13)]. The upper inset in (a) shows the mixing of the
wave functions in the layers with l = 0 and 1. (c) Plot similar to (a) and (b) for a CTG with N = 3 plotted along the paths
shown in the left inset. The line passes by (but not exactly through) Q9 and passes through Q18, which are one of the wave
vectors where the resonant interaction forms states with a 9-fold and a 18-fold screw rotational symmetry [see Figs. 4(f) and
(g)]. Red, green, blue lines show the band dispersion associated with the monolayer Bloch states in the layer l = 0, 1, and 2
(or −1), respectively, and the right inset shows the mixing between the wave functions in the layers with l.

in our model tend to be localized to a few sites in momen-
tum space. The analysis on the degree of the localization
in Ref. [15] shows that most states in van der Waals bi-
layers are made up of an interaction of 20 or fewer (in
most cases, just two or three) monolayer states. For most
k0 in CTG, the length of such an interaction chain does
not scale with the number of the constituent atomic lay-
ers owing to the mismatch between either the momen-
tum or the monolayer state energies. Thus, although the
size of the subspace [Eq. (12)] increases drastically with
the size of L, we only need a limited number of bases
spanned from |k0, X

(l)〉 of an arbitrary layer, chosen by
applying suitable cut-off to both |t(q)| and the energy
difference between the two monolayer states ∆E, to de-
scribe the electronic structures near k0 for any practical
calculation. This is one of the largest merits of using
the momentum-space model, compared to the real-space
model which requires infinitely many atomic orbital bases
to represent incommensurate systems. We can, then, ob-
tain the quasiband dispersion of the system by plotting
the energy levels against k0. Here the wave number k0

works like the crystal momentum for the periodic sys-
tem, and so it can be called the quasi-momentum for the
current structures.

C. Electronic structure

Figures 3(a) and (b) show the band dispersion at
kz = 0 in the extended Brillouin zone of the commen-
surate CTG with N = 2, calculated by the momentum-
space tight-binding model; (a) shows the dispersion along
the line K(0) − M̄ −K(1), where K(l) is the Dirac point
of l-th layer and M̄ is the point in the middle of the two
Dirac points, while (b) shows the dispersion along the
line passes through M̄ and perpendicular to K(0)−K(1).
Since CTG does not have an in-plane periodicity, it has
an infinitesimal distinct Brillouin zone, and the bands
are replicated incommensurately into the extended Bril-
louin zone (thin gray lines). We can reveal the distinct,
unfolded band dispersion at wave vector k0 and energy
ε by the spectral function which is defined as

Al(k0, ε) =
∑
α,X

|〈α|k0, X
(l)〉|2δ(ε− εα), (13)

where |α〉 and εα are the eigenstate and the eigenenergy,
respectively. The red and blue lines in Figs. 3(a) and (b)
show Al for l = 0, 1, respectively. The left panel shows
that the Dirac cones at K(0) and K(1) interact with each
other at M̄ resulting in the complex structure which is
not observed in the usual moiré superlattices with in-
plane periodicity [6]. The right panel shows that such a
rich structure stems from the multiple bands at Q4 and
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Q12. In Sec. III D, we will show that the band dispersion
at Q4 and Q12 represents the resonant states with 4- and
12-fold screw rotational symmetry, respectively.

Figure 3(c) shows the band dispersion at kz = 0 of the
commensurate CTG with N = 3 along the line shown in
the left inset; this is the line K(0)−Γ̄−M̄−K(−1) in terms
of the high symmetry points of the moiré Brillouin zone
between the layers with l = 0 and −1. The red, green,
blue lines show the Al for l = 0, 1,−1, respectively, and
the right inset shows their mixing. Again, although the
overall structure looks like the band dispersion of usual
moiré superlattices [6], due to the momentum mismatch
at most wave vectors in quasicrystalline systems [9, 15],
we can see rich structures at Q9 and Q18, which arise
from the resonant states with 9- and 18-fold screw rota-
tional symmetry, respectively (see Sec. III D).

III. RESONANT STATES IN CHIRAL
TWISTED GRAPHITE

A. Resonant conditions

In Sec. II C, we showed that the interlayer interaction
at specific k0 makes a chain of interaction which strongly
couples the degenerate monolayer states of every con-
stituent layers [Fig. 1(f)]. The electronic structures of
such states are predominantly described by the interac-
tion between these degenerate states. To reveal such res-
onant interactions in incommensurate CTG, we need to
find a set of {Cj} (j ∈ Z), where (i) all |Cj , X

(j)〉 are de-

generate and (ii) |Cj , X
(j)〉 in layer j and |Cj+1, X

(j+1)〉
in layer j+1 interact with each other by U . Then,
due to the screw rotational symmetry of the system, all
|Cj , X

(j)〉 inevitably form an infinite chain of resonant
interaction. To satisfy (i) regardless of the band distor-
tion, such as trigonal warping, the relative position of Cj

to the Dirac point of the j-th layer (K(j), either K or K ′)
must be the same in all the layers. Since there are six
Dirac points in each hexagonal Brillouin zone, this con-
dition requires Cj+1−K(j+1) = R(φ)(Cj−K(j)), where
R(φ) is a counterclockwise rotation by

φ = θ + 60◦r (r = 0, 1, . . . , 5). (14)

This can be further reduced to

Cj+1 = R(φ)Cj , (15)

since K(j+1) = R(φ)K(j). For (ii), Cj and Cj+1

should satisfy the generalized Umklapp scattering con-
dition [Eq. (10)], i.e.,

Cj+1 + G̃(j+1) = Cj + G(j), (16)

for the reciprocal lattice vectors of the j-th layer G(j) and
the (j+1)-th layer G̃(j+1), respectively. Without loss of
generality, however, Eq. (16) can be reduced to

Cj+1 = Cj + G(j) (17)

(see Appendix A). Then, |Cj , X
(j)〉 and |Cj+1, X

(j+1)〉
interact with a magnitude of |t(q)|, where q = Cj +G(j)

(= Cj+1). We can obtain the set of {Cj} which satisfies
(i) and (ii) by first finding C0 that satisfies Eqs. (15) and
(17),

C0 = [R(φ)− I2]−1G(0)

=
−1

2 sin(φ/2)
R(90◦ − φ

2
)G(0) (18)

where I2 is a 2×2 identity matrix, for a reciprocal lattice
vector of the 0-th layer G(0). Then, due to the geometry,
G(j) = R(jφ)G(0) for any j is always a reciprocal lattice
vector of the j-th layer which satisfies Eq. (17), and all
the states |Cj , X

(j)〉 with Cj = R(jφ)C0 are degenerate.
Since all of these interactions have the same magnitude
of coupling t0 = t(|q|), where

|q| = 1

2 sin(φ/2)
|G(0)|, (19)

as long as t(q) is isotropic (Sec. II B), the set of the Bloch
states {|Cj , X

(j)〉} forms resonant interaction.
CTG becomes commensurate, i.e., gains periodicity

along the z axis, at specific θ. In addition to the res-
onant conditions (i) and (ii) for incommensurate CTG,
the {Cj} of commensurate CTG has to satisfy a periodic

condition; (iii) |Cj , X
(j)〉 and |Cn+j , X

(n+j)〉 with some
n ∈ Z are equivalent up to the kz phase. This requires
that the lattice configuration of the (n+j)-th layer is the
same as that of the j-th layer, and also that Cn+j = Cj .
The former requires

n = uN (u ∈ Z), (20)

while the latter is equivalent to

n−1∑
j=0

G(j) =

n−1∑
j=0

R(jφ)

G(0) = 0, (21)

which requires

φ = 360◦
M ′

n
, (22)

with M ′ ∈ Z. Without loss of generality, we choose the
smallest positive n which satisfy (i)-(iii), so that we de-
scribe the shortest periodic unit of the interaction loop.
Then, we get

Nr +M =
6

u
M ′ (23)

(n, u,M ′ ∈ Z+) from Eqs. (2), (14), (20), and (22),
and it is straightforward to show that gcd(u,M ′) = 1
and gcd(N,M ′) = 1 (see Appendix B). Accordingly,
gcd(n,M ′) = 1 and u can only have a value in {1, 2, 3, 6}.

As we will see later (Secs. III C and III D), φ repre-
sents the angle of the screw rotational symmetry of each
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FIG. 4. The sets of the wave vectors {Cj} (j = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1), where the interaction between the monolayer Bloch states
form resonant states with n-fold screw rotational symmetry, plotted in the extended Brillouin zone. See Sec. III A. (a)-(e) show
the first five strongest resonant interactions in a CTG with N = 2 [s is 3, 4, 3, 3, 4 for (a)-(e), respectively] (f)-(j) in N = 3 [s
is 3, 2, 4, 1, 3 for (f)-(j), respectively], and (k)-(o) in N = 5 and M = 1 [s is 3, 2, 4, 1, 3 for (k)-(o), respectively], respectively.
Each point and dashed line correspond to the monolayer Bloch state and the change of momentum by interlayer interaction
associated with the layer of the same color. Note that each dashed line corresponds to the reciprocal vector of each layer. The
italic number at the center shows the screw rotational symmetry n, the energy at the bottom shows the interaction strength
t(q), “0” and “1” represent C0 and C1, respectively, and the vector C1−C0 shows the G(0) in each interaction. Also note that
CTGs with N = 5 can have another configuration, M = 2, which exhibits the resonant states distinct from those in (k)-(o)
[e.g., the strongest resonant state has n = 30 and t(q) = 163 eV (not shown)].

resonant state, and n for commensurate CTG represents
the discrete screw rotational symmetry of the state. In
commensurate CTG, we can implement any n, except 1,
2, 3, 6, with a suitable choice of the geometry (N , M)
and r.

B. Coexistence of infinitely many resonant states

Above equations indicate that there are infinitely many
resonant states in each CTG. In a given geometry θ, dif-
ferent r give the resonant states with different φ, and
in commensurate CTG, the states with different r may
have different screw rotational symmetry n [Eqs. (14)
and (23)]. We plot the five strongest resonant interac-
tions in CTGs with N = 2, 3, 5 at the top, middle, and
bottom panels in Fig. 4. We can see that a CTG with

(N,M) = (2, 1) (θ = 30◦), of which lattice configuration
has a 12-fold screw rotational symmetry (top panels),
can host not only the resonant states with a 12-fold rota-
tional symmetry (r = 0, 2, 3, 5) but also the states with a
4-fold rotational symmetry (r = 1, 4). Besides, the sys-
tem with N = 3 (N = 4) can host the resonant states
with n = 9, 18 (n = 8, 24), while that with N = 5 (bot-
tom panels) can have the states with n = 5, 10, 15, 30,
and so on. In addition, even for a fixed r, different G(0)

make the resonant states with distinct t(q) which appear
at different set of wave vectors {Cj} in the Brillouin zone
[Eqs. (18) and (19)]. Despite the infinitely many resonant
states, however, the number of distinct screw rotational
symmetry n in each commensurate CTG is finite; this
number is determined by the geometry (N,M) and can
be up to 4, each of which corresponds to u = 1, 2, 3, 6, at
most.
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FIG. 5. Schematic illustration of the resonant interaction chains in CTGs with (a) N = 3 and (b) N = 2. Each black or gray
line shows the independent resonant interaction chain, Cj show the wave vectors of the Bloch states which form the resonant
interaction, and the numbers at the right show the layer indices.

Since t(q) decays exponentially as |q| increases, the
interaction with the shorter |G(0)| exhibits the stronger
interaction between the monolayer Bloch states [Eqs. (18)
and (19)]. We, however, do not consider the interaction
with G(0) = 0 in this work, as such interaction merely
represents the interaction between the monolayer states
at Γ of every layers which is common to multilayer sys-
tems with any θ, and the coupled states appear at the
band edges of pristine graphene, which are very far from
the charge neutrality point. Then, the strongest reso-
nant interaction occurs for the next shortest |G(0)|, i.e.,
|G(0)| = |bi|, and r = 3 (if θ = 30◦, both r = 2, 3 give the
strongest interaction ). And without loss of generality,

we choose G(0) = −b(0)
2 ; a different choice of G(0) having

the same |G(0)| = |bi| will only shift Cj1 to Cj2 in the
same set of {Cj}, and can be obtained by a similarity
transformation.

C. Hamiltonian of resonant chain and size of
reduced Brillouin zone

The monolayer states |k(j), X(j)〉 (k(j) = Cj + k0) in
each layer j form an infinitely long chain of resonant in-
teraction. Although the interlayer interaction [Eq. (10)]
couples these states also to other states, the energies of
such states usually are very different from the energy of
|k(j), X(j)〉, except for accidental degeneracy. Thus, we
can get the details of the resonant states by using these
degenerated monolayer states as bases, rather than using
the full bases model described in Sec. II B, since the inter-
action to non-degenerate states does not break the sym-
metry and degeneracy of the involved monolayer states
and merely shifts the resonant states by some, mostly
small, constant energies (see Appendix C). Note that
there are more resonant chains which are associated with
|k(cN), X(0)〉 (c ∈ Z) [gray lines in Fig. 5(a)], in addition
to the chain from |k(0), X(0)〉 [black line in Fig. 5(a)].
These chains are associated with the G(0) different from
the G(0) of |k(0), X(0)〉 but having the same |G(0)|. Each
interaction chain makes the same band dispersion at dif-
ferent k0.

To represent the Hamiltonian of the resonant states
in this minimal bases model, it is convenient to use new
coordinate vectors which are defined by the rotation by
φ, i.e.,

a
(j)
i = R(jφ)ai,

τ
(j)
X = R(jφ)τX ,

b
(j)
i = R(jφ)bi, (24)

(i = 1, 2, X = A,B), instead of the vectors defined by
the rotation by θ in Sec. II A. This is a unitary transfor-
mation which makes the Hamiltonian a highly symmetric
form regardless of the distinct geometry and rotational
symmetry of the resonant states [r in Eq. (14)]. Note
that |k(j), X(j)〉 and |k(j+cN), X(j+cN)〉 (c ∈ Z) repre-
sent the Bloch states in the atomic layers with the same
orientation, but they are expressed by lattice vectors ro-
tated by 60◦crN . And the resonant states with different
r in the same lattice configuration are expressed by coor-
dinate vectors with different orientations. In this choice
of the coordinates, all G(j) = m

(j)
1 b

(j)
1 +m

(j)
2 b

(j)
2 are rep-

resented by the same coefficients m
(j)
1 = m1, m

(j)
2 = m2.

Likewise, all Cj = c
(j)
1 b

(j)
1 + c

(j)
2 b

(j)
2 are represented by

the same coefficients c
(j)
1 = c1, c

(j)
2 = c2, where

(
c1
c2

)
=
[
R̃(φ)− I

]−1(m1

m2

)
. (25)

Here,

R̃(φ) =
2√
3

(
cos(φ− 30◦) − sinφ

sinφ cos(φ+ 30◦)

)
(26)

is a counterclockwise rotation by φ applied to the coeffi-
cients of b1 and b2.

Then the Hamiltonian of any resonant interaction near
k0 = 0 of CTG can be expressed by the Hamiltonian of
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one-dimensional chain,

Ĥring(k0) =
∑
j∈Z

{
ψ†jH

(j)ψj + [ψ†j+1Wψj + H.c.]
}
,

H(j)(k0) =

(
h
(j)
AA h

(j)
AB

h
(j)
BA h

(j)
BB

)
,

W =


− t0

(
ω̃∗ ω̃
ω̃∗ ω̃

)
, incommensurate CTGs

− t0
(
ω̃∗ ω̃
ω̃∗ ω̃

)
e−ikzd, commensurate CTGs

(27)

where ψ†j (ψj) is a creation (annihilation) operator for

(|k(j), A(j)〉, |k(j), B(j)〉), h(j)X′X = h
(0)
X′X [R(−jφ)k0 + C0]

in the new coordinate system, t0 = t(C0), where we ne-
glect the k0 dependence of the interlayer matrix element
t(q), and ω̃ = ωm1−2m2 (ω = e2πi/3). Since Ĥring is obvi-
ously symmetric under the substitution of j by j+ 1, the
resonant states are symmetric under the screw rotation
by φ, i.e., in-plane rotation by φ followed by a translation
along ez by d, regardless of the value of kz.

In commensurate CTG, the resonant chain has a peri-
odic unit of {Cj} (j = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1). Then the Hamil-
tonian of resonant states near k0 = 0 can be expressed
by an one-dimensional ring model,

Hring(k0)

=



H(0) W † W
W H(1) W †

W H(2) W †

. . .
. . .

. . .

W H(n−2) W †

W † W H(n−1)


, (28)

in the bases of (|k(j), A(j)〉, |k(j), B(j)〉), (j = 0, 1, . . . , n−
1). Again, since H̃ring is symmetric under a rotation by
a single span of the ring (i.e., moving Cj to Cj+1), the
resonant states is symmetric with respect to the n-fold
screw rotation regardless of the value of kz.

It should be emphasized that the resonant states in
commensurate CTG are u (= n/N)-fold degenerate along
kz whereas the other, non-resonant states in the same
system are not. This becomes clear by a similarity trans-

formation of Hring

H̃ring(k0) = U−1Hring(k0)U

=



H(0) W̃ † W̃e−inkzd

W̃ H(1) W̃ †

W̃ H(2) W̃ †

. . .
. . .

. . .

W̃ H(n−2) W̃ †

W̃ †einkzd W̃ H(n−1)


,

(29)

W̃ = Weikzd = −t0
(
ω̃∗ ω̃
ω̃∗ ω̃

)
, (30)

with a transformation matrix

U = diag(1, e−ikzd, e−2ikzd, . . . , e−i(n−1)kzd)⊗ I2. (31)

Equation (29) is periodic with kz → kz + 2π/(nd), so the
resonant states with a n-fold rotational symmetry are u-
fold degenerate along the kz direction. Such a repetition
unit in the Brillouin zone

− π

nd
≤ kz <

π

nd
(32)

which is u times smaller than that of the general, non-
resonant states in CTG [Eq. (5)] can be regarded as a
reduced Brillouin zone. Moreover, the infinitely many
resonant states in the same system (Sec. III B) also have
different reduced Brillouin zone size if they have different
u.

The CTG with N = 2 is, however, special in that the
monolayer state |Cj , X

(j)〉 in layer j not only interacts

with |Cj+1, X
(j+1)〉 in layer j + 1, like the CTGs with

otherN [Fig. 5(a)], but also interacts with |Cj+1, X
(j−1)〉

in layer j − 1 with the same momentum difference
[Fig. 5(b)]. Thus, W should be replaced by W (1+e2ikzd)
for N = 2, and such an extra phase changes the period-
icity along kz of the resonant states from 2π/(nd) to
lcm(2π/(nd), π/d) [Eq. (29)]. Since only n = 4, 12 are
allowed in N = 2, the size of the Brillouin zone along
kz of the resonant states in N = 2 is the same as the
Brillouin zone of the other, non-resonant states, π/d.
Except for the extra phase, 2 cos kzd, in the interlayer
matrix elements, Hring of N = 2 is the same as that
of the twisted bilayer graphene quasicrystal in Ref. [15].
Thus, the resonant states of the CTG with N = 2 are
natural generalization of the quasicrystalline states of
the twisted bilayer graphene quasicrystal to the three-
dimensional structures. In CTG, however, the wave func-
tions of the upper and lower layers [Fig. 5(b)] interfere
constructively at kz = cπ/d (c ∈ Z) and double the mag-
nitude of the interlayer interaction W of N = 2 compared
to that of the twisted bilayer graphene quasicrystal. At
kz = π/(2d) + cπ/d, on the other hand, the waves in-
terfere destructively and W completely vanishes. As a
result, regardless of the matching of momentum and en-
ergies, |Cj , X

(j)〉 at these kz are completely decoupled
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FIG. 6. Electronic structure of the resonant states shown in Fig. 3. (a) and (b) show the valence bands of the states with
n = 12 and the conduction bands with n = 4 in a CTG with N = 2, respectively. (c) and (d) show the valence bands of the
states with n = 9 and 18 in a CTG with N = 3, respectively. Each band clearly shows the n-fold rotational symmetry.

from each other, and show the energies of the decoupled
monolayer states. Such a perfect constructive and de-
structive interference occur only at N = 2.

D. Band structures and wave functions

We plot the band structure of the resonant states with
12- and 4-fold screw rotational symmetry in commensu-
rate CTG with N = 2 against k0 in Figs. 6(a) and (b),

respectively, and the resonant states with 9- and 18-fold
screw rotational symmetries in commensurate CTG with
N = 3 in Fig. 6(c) and (d), respectively. The dispersion
in these plots are consistent with the rich structure in
Fig. 3. As shown in the previous section, N = 2 gives
the dispersion the same as that of the quasicrystalline
twisted bilayer graphene, but the interlayer interaction
is doubled at kz = cπ/d (c ∈ Z) and vanishes in the
middle between them.

At k0 = 0, we can analytically obtain the energies of
the resonant states (neglecting the constant energy)

Em = −2t0 cos qm cos qG ±
√

(2t0 sin qm sin qG)2 + |h0 − 2t0ω̃ cos qm|2 (33)

for incommensurate CTGs,

Em(kz) = −2t0 cos(qz + qm) cos qG ±
√

(2t0 sin(qz + qm) sin qG)2 + |h0 − 2t0ω̃ cos(qz + qm)|2 (34)

for commensurate CTGs with N 6= 2, and

Em(kz) = −4t0 cos qz cos qm cos qG ±
√

(4t0 cos qz sin qm sin qG)2 + |h0 − 4t0ω̃ cos qz cos qm|2 (35)

for commensurate CTGs withN = 2, as well as the eigen-
vectors, i.e., the coefficients to the Bloch bases,

v±m = (1/
√
N ′)(. . . , ei(j−1)qm , eijqm , ei(j+1)qm , . . . )T

⊗ (c±m,1, c
±
m,2)T (36)

for incommensurate CTG and

v±m = (1/
√
n)(1, eiqm , e2iqm , . . . , ei(n−1)qm)T

⊗ (c±m,1, c
±
m,2)T (37)

for commensurate CTG, by analytically diagonalizing
H̃ring. Here qz = kzd, qG = (2π/3)(m1 − 2m2), h0 =

h
(0)
AB(C0), ± corresponds to the conduction band and

valence band, respectively, N ′ is the number of layers,

and see Appendix D for the expression of c±m,1 and c±m,2.

And qm = φm (m ∈ Z for incommensurate CTG and
m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1} for commensurate CTG) is a Bloch
number of the state which corresponds to the screw rota-
tion by φ. Note that Eqs. (33)-(37) are universal to any
CTG and any resonant states within, although the pa-
rameters vary. Each resonant interaction gives the eigen-
states twice as many as the number of distinct qm, i.e.,
infinite in incommensurate CTG and 2n in commensu-
rate CTG.

Equation (35) clearly shows that the resonant states at
Q12 of the CTG with N = 2 show a larger energy spacing
in the valence band than the conduction band, just like
the well-known resonant states in quasicrystalline twisted
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FIG. 7. Energies of the resonant states Em in a CTG with
N = 2 [Eq. (35)] for kz = 0 (red) and π/(2d) (blue) plotted
against a continuous (lines) and discrete (dots) q̃m [Eq. (38)].
(a) and (b) show Em for the states with n = 12 and 4, re-
spectively. (a) shows large dispersion in valence bands, while
(b) shows larger dispersion in conduction bands, which are
consistent with Fig. 3(b).

bilayer graphene, while those at Q4 show larger spacing
in the conduction band [Fig. 3(b)]. We plot Em at Q12

and Q4 of a CTG with N = 2 against

q̃m =
2π

n
m (38)

(m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n−1}) in Figs. 7(a) and (b), respectively.
The red and blue lines show the dispersion for kz = 0 and
kz = π/(2d), respectively. The set {q̃m} is congruent to
the set {qm}, where

qm =
2πM ′

n
m (= φm), (39)

modulo 2π, due to gcd(n,M ′) = 1. In incommensurate
CTGs, likewise, the set {q̃m} [q̃m ≡ qm (mod 2π)] is
congruent to {qm}, since φ is incommensurate with 2π.
As predicted in Sec. III C, a CTG with N = 2 experiences
a destructive interlayer interference at kz = π/(2d)+cπ/d
(c ∈ Z), so Em at such kz are simply the monolayer
energy at C0 regardless of q̃m.

We plot Em of CTGs with N = 2, 3, 5 against qz(=
kzd) in Fig. 8. Figures 8(a) and (b) show the states with
n = 4 and 12 in N = 2, (c) and (d) show the states
with n = 9 and 18 in N = 3, (e), (f), (g), (h) show the
states with n = 5, 10, 15, 30 in N = 5, respectively. Lines
with different colors show the states with different Bloch
numbers m associated with the screw rotation by φ. It
is clear that the reduced Brillouin zone of the resonant
states with a n-fold screw rotational symmetry along kz
(vertical dashed lines) is n/N times smaller than the Bril-
louin zone 0 ≤ kz < 2π/(Nd) of the typical non-resonant
states, except for a CTG with N = 2 (see Sec. III C).

Equation (38), together with Eq. (34) shows that the
band energies of the resonant states in commensurate
CTGs with N 6= 2 exhibit a period of 2π/(nd) along
kz. Thus, again, the size of the reduced Brillouin zone

of resonant states with a rotational quantum number of
n along kz [Eq. (32)] is u times smaller than that of
the usual states [Eq. (5)]. The proof in Sec. III C is,
however, more general, since Hring(k0) therein is valid
even at k0 6= 0.

We plot the spatial distribution of the resonant states
at kz = 0 in Fig. 9. Figures 9(a) and (b) [(c) and (d)]
show the states with a 12-fold and a 4-fold (a 9-fold and a
18-fold) screw rotational symmetry in CTG with N = 2
(N = 3), respectively. And we plot the l = 0 layer
wave components of the wave functions in Fig. 9(d) to
Fig. 9(h). Each circle in (a)-(d) is colored according to
the layer index l, and the area of the circle is propor-
tional to the squared wave amplitude at each atomic site.
We can clearly see that the wave amplitude of the res-
onant states distribute selectively on a limited number
of sites satisfying the screw rotational symmetry. Since
Hring of the CTG with N = 2 is identical to the Hamil-
tonian of the quasicrystalline states in twisted bilayer
graphene quasicrystal, except for the extra phase from
kz, a twisted bilayer graphene quasicrystal also exhibits
both the 12-fold and the 4-fold rotationally symmetric
quasicrystalline states at exactly the same {Cj}. Note
that neither of these resonant states exhibit an in-plane
periodicity, since the linear combination of the wave vec-
tors involved is not commensurate with the periodicity
of underlying lattices. In addition, we plot the states
with a 15-fold, a 30-fold, and a 5-fold symmetry in a
CTG with N = 5 and M = 1 in Figs. 9(e), (f), and (g),
respectively, where each circle is colored by the phase
(−π < φ ≤ π) of the wave functions as shown in the
color wheel in (e), rather than the index of the layer.
Again, the spatial distribution of the phase also satisfies
the rotational symmetry.

E. Optical selection rule

In the coordinate system defined in Sec. III C, the
matrix elements of the velocity operators v̂ = (v̂x, v̂y)
[v̂α = −(i/~)[α,H], (α = x, y)] between the Bloch states
of the j-th layer are written as

〈k′, X ′(j)|v̂|k, X(j)〉 = v
(j)
X′X(k)δk′,k,

v
(j)
X′X(k) =

∑
L(j)

R
(j)
X′XT (R

(j)
X′X)e−ik·R

(j)

X′X

= R(jφ)
∑
L(0)

R
(0)
X′XT (R

(0)
X′X)e−ik·R

(0)

X′X , (40)

where R
(j)
X′X = L(j) + τ

(j)
X′X = (R

(0)
X′X,x, R

(0)
X′X,y). Thus,

we get

v
±,(j)
X′X (k)

= 〈k, X ′(j)|v̂±|k, X(j)〉

= e±ijφ
∑
L(0)

(R
(0)
X′X,x ± iR

(0)
X′X,y)T (R

(0)
X′X)e−ik·R

(0)

X′X ,

(41)
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FIG. 8. Energies of the resonant states Em plotted against qz(= kzd). (a) and (b) show the states with n = 4 and 12 in
N = 2, (c) and (d) show the states with n = 9 and 18 in N = 3, (e), (f), (g), (h) show the states with n = 5, 10, 15, 30 in N = 5,
respectively. Lines with different colors show the states with different Bloch numbers m associated with the screw rotation by
φ. See text for the size of the reduced Brillouin zone.

for v̂± = (v̂x ± iv̂y)/
√

2.
Equation (41), together with Eqs. (36) or (37), reveals

the optical selection rule between the resonant states,

〈vs
′

m′ |v̂±|vsm〉 = V s
′s,±

m′m δm′,m±1,

V s
′s,±

m′m =

(
cs

′

m′,1

cs
′

m′,2

)†(
v
±,(0)
AA (C0) v

±,(0)
AB (C0)

v
±,(0)
BA (C0) v

±,(0)
BB (C0)

)(
csm,1
csm,2

)
,

(42)

where s and s′ are + for the conduction band and − for
the valence band. Thus, the resonant states at k0 = 0
exhibit a selection rule of m→ m+ 1 (m→ m− 1) for a
right (left) circularly polarized light.

F. Presence of “exact center” and self-similarity of
the lattice and wave amplitudes

Each periodic lattice has a single periodic unit cell, so,
both their lattice structures and wave distributions can
be identified by spotting the single unit cell, e.g., by us-
ing a scanning tunneling microscopy. Given that both
CTG with quasicrystalline twisted bilayer graphene do
not have such periodicity, it is natural to wonder how to
identify the structure, i.e., how to tell the geometry of
the entire structure from the local configuration. For ex-
ample, a CTG may have the hexagonal centers of all the
constituent layers coincide (hereafter an “exact center”)
at a specific position in the space; in our choice of the
geometry, the exact center appears at the origin. If we
can identify such an exact center, we can easily identify
the structure as a CTG with a specific θ. In experiments,
however, it is unlikely to find such a point in the entire
system with an almost infinite size.

Before we proceed further, it would be informative to
investigate (i) the uniqueness and (ii) the presence of
a specific local atomic configuration, such as the exact
center, in the entire system of incommensurate, non-
periodic lattices. Although here we consider a stack of
one-dimensional atomic layers to simplify the discussion,
it is straightforward to expand these arguments to the
stack of two-dimensional atomic layers such as CTG and
incommensurate twisted bilayer graphene with any θ.

(i) Uniqueness: We first discuss the uniqueness of any
local atomic configuration in an incommensurate lattice.
We plot the atomic structure of one-dimensional incom-
mensurate lattice in Fig. 10(a). The red and blue lines
show the layers with a layer index l of 0 and 1, respec-
tively, of which lattice constant is a(l), and the dots rep-
resent the atomic positions. Let’s define δ as the rela-
tive in-plane offset between the nearest atoms in the two
layers at each point. In (a), we choose the configuration
such that the atoms of both layers coincide (δ = 0) at the
origin O; consider this as an “exact center” in the one-
dimensional incommensurate lattices. Then, the atomic
coordinates of each layer are R(l) = n(l)a(l) (n(l) ∈ Z).
The question about the uniqueness of the exact center
asks whether δ can be zero at any point other than O.
Since the lattice we consider is incommensurate, we know
that a(1)/a(0) 6∈ Q and that δ = |n(1)a(1) − n(0)a(0)| can-
not be zero at a point other than O. Or, more simply,
if there are n(0) and n(1) (n(0), n(1) 6= 0) which make
δ = |n(1)a(1) − n(0)a(0)| to zero exist, then any integer
multiples of (n(0), n(1)) make δ = 0 as well, and the sys-
tem get a periodicity of L = n(0)a(0) = n(1)a(1) which
contradicts to the assumption that the system does not
have a periodicity. Thus, the exact center is, if it exists,
unique in the entire space of an incommensurate lattice.
Note that this argument is valid not only for the exact
center δ = 0, but also for any δ = δ0, i.e., any local
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FIG. 9. Spatial distribution of the wave functions of the resonant states with (a) n = 12, (b) n = 4 in a CTG with N = 2,
with (c) n = 9, (d) n = 18 in a CTG with N = 3, and with (e) n = 15, (f) n = 30, (g) n = 5 in a CTG with N = 5 and M = 1,
each of which clearly show the n-fold rotational symmetry, respectively. The area of the circle is proportional to the squared
wave amplitude. Each circle in (a)-(d) is colored according to the layer index l, while that in (e)-(g) is colored by the phase
of the wave function. The inset in (e) shows the color wheel for the phase in (e)-(g). (h) Plot similar to (d), but showing the
wave functions in a layer with l = 0 only.

atomic configuration δ0 is unique in the entire system.

(ii) Presence: Now, we discuss the presence of any
arbitrary local configuration in incommensurate lattice.
We first investigate whether an incommensurate lattice
with a(0) and a(1) the same as Fig. 10(a) but with an
arbitrary δ0 6= 0 at O [Fig. 10(b)] can always host an
exact center (δ = 0) somewhere in the system. This is
equivalent to the question that whether the δ at O of a
similar lattice which hosts an exact center somewhere in
the system O′ [Fig. 10(c)] can have any arbitrary value
δ0. Measured from O′ (the exact center), δ0 is given
by |n(1)a(1) − n(0)a(0)|. Note that n(0), n(1) ∈ Z, while
δ0 ∈ R. Both the sets {(n(0), n(1))} and {δ0} are infinite
sets, but their cardinalities are different; the cardinality
of the set {(n(0), n(1))} is ℵ0, since there is a bijection
Z→ Z× Z and the cardinality of Z is ℵ0, while the car-
dinality of the set {δ0} is ℵ1. Since ℵ0 < ℵ1, we cannot
host any arbitrary δ0 from O′ in Fig. 10(c). This means
that the presence of the exact center is not guaranteed in
incommensurate lattice with an arbitrary δ0 [Fig. 10(b)].
Again, this argument is valid not only for the exact center
δ = 0, but also for any δ, i.e., not every local configura-
tion appear in the entire system of an incommensurate
lattice.

Above (i) and (ii) show that it is unlikely to find the
sites with high symmetry, such as the exact center which
clearly show the characteristic lattice configuration, by
a scan of a finite range, and such a site may not even
exist. Nevertheless, we can find sufficiently many sim-
ilar sites, since quasicrystalline lattices are self-similar
at large scales [28–30]. That is, any finite-size region ap-
pears infinitely many times on the space in a non-periodic
manner. For example, Fig. 11(a) shows that the exact
center of the CTG with N = 2 appears multiples times
in a space. And the translation of the exact center to
one of those sites maps the local finite-size regions before
and after the translation. Likewise, Fig. 11(b) shows that
the spatial distribution of the wave amplitudes are also
coincide with such translation. Note that, however, they
are not exactly the same due to (i) above; instead always
have different surroundings. In experiments, accordingly,
we will be able to see sufficiently many similar, but not
exactly the same, local configuration which shows the
characteristic symmetry of the quasicrystalline configu-
ration in a finite-size region of the sample.
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FIG. 10. Lattice structures of a stack of two one-dimensional
atomic layers with the lattice constant of a(l) (l = 0, 1 is the
layer index). O represents the origin of the coordinate and
δ is the relative in-plane offset between the nearest atoms
in the two layers at each lattice site. (a) and (b) are the
configuration where δ = 0 and δ0 at O, respectively, and (c)
is the configuration where δ = 0 at somewhere O′ in the
system other than O.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We investigated the electronic structures of chiral,
Eshelby-twisted van der Waals atomic layers, in particu-
lar focusing on CTG. We show that each CTG with any
θ can host infinitely many resonant states which arise
from the interaction between the degenerate monolayer
states of the constituent layers. Each resonant state has
a screw rotational symmetry, which depends on θ, and
each CTG has infinitely many distinct resonant states,
which can have up to four different screw symmetries.
The resonant states may have a reduced Brillouin zone
smaller than other non-resonant states in the same struc-
ture, depending on the screw symmetry, and exhibits rich
electronic structures that differ from the typical moiré
band dispersion at other wave vectors.

We derived the energies and wave functions of the res-
onant states in a universal form of one-dimensional chain
regardless of θ. The resonant states exhibit clear selection
rules, associated with the Bloch numbers of the screw ro-
tational symmetry, for circularly polarized light. Finally,
we discuss the uniqueness and existence of the exact cen-
ter of the CTG lattice as well as the self-similarity of
the wave amplitudes of the resonant states. Although
we explicitly used CTG in this work, the methods intro-
duced in this work as well as the analysis on the research
findings can be easily expanded to any Eshelby-twisted
multilayers as long as all the dominant interlayer inter-
actions occur between the atomic orbitals that have the
same magnetic quantum number.
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Appendix A: Umklapp scattering condition between
Ci

Suppose a set of {C′j} (j ∈ Z) satisfies Eq. (15), i.e.,

C′j+1 = R(φ)C′j . (A1)

Then, the monolayer states of the j-th layer with a
Bloch wave vector k = C′j (|C′j , X(j)〉) and the state
of the (j+1)-th layers with a Bloch wave vector k =
C′j+1 (|C′j+1, X

(j+1)〉) interact with each other when
they satisfy the generalized Umklapp scattering condi-
tion [Eq. (10)],

C′j+1 + G̃′(j+1) = C′j + G′(j), (A2)

for the reciprocal lattice vectors of the j-th layer G′(j)

and the (j+1)-th layer G̃′(j+1). Then, the two monolayer
states couple with a magnitude of |t(q′)|, where q′ =

C′j + G′(j)(= C′j+1 + G̃′(j+1)).

Due to the geometry, on the other hand, R(−φ)G̃′(j+1)

is always a reciprocal lattice vector of the j-th layer.
Then, we can decompose G′(j) into a sum of another
reciprocal lattice vectors, i.e.,

G′(j) = G(j) + G′′(j), (A3)

where

G′′(j) = R(−φ)G̃′(j+1). (A4)

With Eqs. (A1), (A3), and (A4), Eq. (A2) can be written
as

R(φ)C′j +R(φ)G′′(j) = C′j + G(j) + G′′(j). (A5)

Then, we can define a new set of {Cj}, by choosing C0 =

C′0 + G′′(0) and Cj = R(jφ)C0, which satisfies Eq. (15)
and a simplified Umklapp scattering condition,

Cj+1 = Cj + G(j), (A6)

without loss of generality. Since Cj and C′j (Cj+1 and
C′j+1) are equivalent in the Brillouin zone of the j-th
[(j+1)-th] layer, and the magnitude of the interaction
in Eq. (A6) is |t(q)|, where q = Cj + G(j) = q′ from
Eq. (A3), Eq. (A6) describes the interaction exactly the
same as Eq. (A2) but in a much simpler form with

G̃′(j+1) = 0.
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FIG. 11. (a) Overlay of the original CTG lattice with N = 2 (red lines) and the same lattice translated by the vector between
the exact center at the origin O and similar centers O′ (gray lines). The two lattices almost overlap in a finite-size region near
the centers. (b) Plot similar to (a) for the wave amplitudes of the resonant states with n = 12 in the same system. The two
patterns almost seamlessly continue at the interface.

Appendix B: Parameters describing geometry and
resonant states

We choose the smallest possible n = uN (u ∈ Z+)
which satisfies (i)-(iii) in Sec. III A, so that we describe
the shortest periodic unit of the interaction loop. The
condition (iii), i.e., |Cn+j , X

(n+j)〉 = |Cj , X
(j)〉 up to

the kz phase, requires

φ = 360◦
M ′

n
= 360◦

M ′

uN
, (B1)

with M ′ ∈ Z+. If gcd(u,M ′) = c with c 6= 1, then
there exist M̄ ′ and ū such that M ′ = cM̄ ′ and u = cū,
and Eq. (B1) becomes φ = 360◦M̄ ′/(ūN). This indi-
cates that there exists an interaction chain with a length
of n̄ = n/c which satisfies (iii) before the n scattering.
This contradicts to the initial assumption that n is the
smallest integer satisfying (i)-(iii), so we get

gcd(u,M ′) = 1. (B2)

Then, Eq. (23)

Nr +M =
6

u
M ′ (B3)

and Eq. (B2) show that u can only have a value in
{1, 2, 3, 6}.

Suppose that there is c 6= 1 for gcd(Nr + M,N) = c.
Then, there exist N̄ and M̄ such that N = cN̄ and
M = cM̄ , which contradicts to Eq. (2). Thus, gcd(Nr+
M,N) = 1, and from Eq. (B3) and u = {1, 2, 3, 6},
we get gcd(N,M ′) = 1. And accordingly, we also get
gcd(n,M ′) = 1.

Appendix C: Interaction to the states outside the
resonant chain

Each monolayer Bloch state in CTG interacts with
infinitely many other states in other layers when they
satisfy the generalized Umklapp scattering condition
[Eq. (10)]. The energies of such states usually have vari-
ous monolayer state energies, except for accidental degen-
eracy. In Sec. III and Fig. 4, however, we showed that
the monolayer states at specific wave vectors {Cj} are
degenerate and form the chains of resonant interaction,
which predominantly describe the electronic structures
near these wave points. Then, it is natural to ask whether
the interaction with the states outside the resonant chain
breaks the resonant states by lifting the degeneracy or
symmetry of the states forming the chain.

In Sec. C 1, we will first show that such additional in-
teractions in general CTGs with any N do not lift the de-
generacy of the constituent states, since the interaction
environment, i.e., surrounding, of Cj in the j-th layer

is identical to the surrounding of Cj̃ in the j̃-th layer

(j̃ 6= j). Then, in Sec. C 2, we will visualize the resonant
interactions and their surroundings in a CTG with N = 2
by using the momentum-space tight-binding model, and
also show the coupling between distinct resonant chains.

1. General CTG

Suppose a set of {Cj} which makes up the resonant

chain. Then, each monolayer Bloch state |Cj , X
(j)〉 in

j-th layer not only interacts with the other |Cj′ , X
(j′)〉

(j′ 6= j), but also interacts with every monolayer states

|k(j′), X ′(j
′)〉 when they satisfy the Umklapp scattering
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condition [Eq. (10)],

Cj + G(j) = k(j′) + G(j′), (C1)

for the reciprocal lattice vectors of the j-th layer G(j)

and the j′-th layer G(j′). The interlayer matrix element
between those states is written as

〈k(j′), X ′(j
′)|U|Cj , X

(j)〉

= −t(q) eikz(j−j
′)d e−iG

(j)·τ (j)
X +iG(j′)·τ (j′)

X′ , (C2)

where

q = Cj + G(j). (C3)

Likewise, for |Cj̃ , X
(j̃)〉 with j̃ 6= j, Eqs. (C1)-(C3) be-

come

Cj̃ + G(j̃) = k(j̃′) + G(j̃′), (C4)

〈k(j̃′), X ′(j̃
′)|U|Cj̃ , X

(j̃)〉

= −t(q̃) eikz(j̃−j̃
′)d e−iG

(j̃)·τ (j̃)
X +iG(j̃′)·τ (j̃′)

X′ , (C5)

q̃ = Cj̃ + G(j̃). (C6)

By comparing the two interactions Eqs. (C1) and (C4)
with the same amount of the layer difference, i.e.,

j̃ − j = j̃′ − j′ = ∆j, (C7)

we get

k(j̃′) = R((∆j)φ)k(j′), (C8)

since {Cj} and the coordinate vectors satisfy Eq. (15)
and Eq. (24), respectively. This indicates that the sur-
rounding of Cj̃ , i.e., the relative direction and distance

from Cj̃ to every other k(j̃′) in the momentum-space, is
identical to that of Cj , except the relative rotation of the
plane and the coordinate system by (∆j)φ. And due to
the relative rotation of the plane, the monolayer energies

of the states at Cj̃ and {k(j̃′)} are the same as those at

Cj and {k(j′)}, respectively.
As an example, we plot a part of the interlayer interac-

tions, which are associated with the shortest reciprocal
lattice vectors of each layer, from two different Cj of
a resonant chain in Fig. 12. The red, green, and blue
hexagons show the extended Brillouin zones of the layer
l = 0, 1, 2 (=−1) of a CTG with N = 3, respectively, and
the purple lines represent the resonant chain shown in

Fig. 4(i) [s = 1 and G(0) = −b(0)
2 ]. Figure 12(a) shows

the interaction from C0 in a layer with l = 0. The red
dashed arrows show the scattering associated with the
reciprocal lattice vectors of the layers l = 0, which cou-
ple the state in l = 0 to both l = −1 and 1 layers. The
blue (green) arrows show the scattering with the vectors
of l = −1 (1), which couple the state in l = 0 to l = −1
(1). Figure 12(b) shows the plot similar to (a) for C1 in

a layer with l = 1, where, the green dashed arrows show
the scattering associated with the reciprocal lattice vec-
tors of the layers l = 1, which couple the state in l = 1 to
both l = 0 and 2 layers, while the red (blue) arrows show
the scattering with the vectors of l = 0 (2) which couple
the state in l = 1 to l = 0 (2). We can first see that the
relative position of C0 to the Brillouin zone of the layer
with l = 0 is the same to that of C1 to the Brillouin zone
of l = 1, just as we defined in Sec. III A. In addition, the
relative position of each state which couples to Cj , i.e.,

k(j′), to the Brillouin zone of the corresponding layer is
also the same in both figures. For example, A and C in
Fig. 12(a) show the scattering to a state in l = −1 and
1 layers, respectively, while A′ and C ′ in Fig. 12(b) show
the scattering to a state in l = 0 and 2 layers, respec-
tively. We can see that the relative position of A (C) to
the Brillouin zone of the blue (green) layer is identical
to that of A′ (C ′) to the Brillouin zone of the red (blue)
layer, as we predicted from Eqs. (C8) and (24). Like-
wise, B in Fig. 12(a) shows the scattering to both l = −1
and 1 layers, and B′ in Fig. 12(b) shows the scattering
to both l = 0 and 2 layers. Again, we can see that the
relative positions of B to the Brillouin zones of the blue
and green layers are identical to those of B′ to the Bril-
louin zones of the red and blue layers, respectively; note
that one of these two scatterings in each figure, i.e., B
to the green layer in Fig. 12(a) and B′ to the blue layer
in Fig. 12(b), forms a part of the resonant chain (purple
lines). Thus, each of the states that interacts with Cj

has the same monolayer energy as each of the states that
interacts with Cj̃ .

For j̃ and j̃′ satisfying Eq. (C7), Eq. (C5) becomes

〈k(j̃′), X ′(j̃
′)|U|Cj̃ , X

(j̃)〉

= −t(q̃) eikz(j−j
′)d e−iG

(j)·τ (j)
X +iG(j′)·τ (j′)

X′ (C9)

by Eq. (24). This becomes identical to Eq. (C2), if

t(q̃) = t(q). (C10)

And Eq. (C10) is valid for any CTG, since t(q) [Eq. (11)]
is isotropic along the in-plane direction, i.e., t(q) = t(|q|),
and

|q̃| = |R((∆j)φ)q| = |q|. (C11)

As a result, the Hamiltonian matrix element of each scat-
tering from Cj̃ in is exactly the same as that from Cj .
Thus, the surrounding at Cj̃ is identical to that at Cj ,
and the interaction to the states outside the resonant
chain does not break the degeneracy of the states form-
ing the chain. Note that Eq. (C10) is valid in any in-
commensurately stacked atomic layers with all the dom-
inant interlayer interactions occur between the atomic
orbitals that have the same magnetic quantum number
[17]. Thus, the resonant states emerge not only in CTG,
but also in most of the Eshelby-twisted atomic layers
composed of transition metal dichalcogenides.
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For resonant chains with weak t(q), some interactions
to the states outside the resonant chain can be even
stronger than the interaction forming the chain. We show
some examples of such cases in Sec. C 2. As shown above,
however, such interactions do not break the symmetry
and degeneracy of the resonant interaction, and we still
get the resonant chains. Such interactions, in most cases,
merely shift the resonant energies Eqs. (33)-(35) by some,
mostly small, constants.

2. CTG with N = 2

While the discussion in Sec. C 1 is valid for any general
CTG, we can obtain further insight on the resonant cou-
pling by visualizing the resonant chains in CTGs with
N = 2 in a dual tight-binding lattice. The subspace
spanned by the Hamiltonian H of a CTG with N = 2
from a wave vector k0 is {|k(l), X(l)〉} (l = 0, 1), where
k(0) = k0 + G(1) and k(1) = k0 + G(0) [Eq. (12)]. Ac-
cording to Eq. (10), the interaction strength between
k(0) and k(1) is given by t(q) where q = k(0) + G(0) =
k(1) + G(1) = k(0) − (k0 − k(1)). Then, we can visu-
alize the interaction strength by inverting all the wave
points and the extended Brillouin zone of the l = 1 layer
with respect to k0, and overlapping them on those of the
l = 0 layer. Then, the geometric distance between the
wave vectors in the two layers, k(0) and k0 − k(1), repre-
sents |q| = |k(0) − (k0 − k(1))|. Since t(q) decays fast as
|q| grows, the states located in a closer distance in the
map exhibit the stronger interlayer interaction. Thus, if
we count each wave vector as a “site”, then the arrange-
ment of the wave vectors of the subspace can be regarded
as a tight-binding lattice in the momentum space, which
is dual to the original Hamiltonian in the real space [15].

Figure 13(a) shows the dual tight-binding lattice of a
CTG with N = 2 by choosing the C0 of the resonant
chain in Fig. 4(a) as k0 (cross mark). The red and blue
hexagons show the extended Brillouin zones of the layer
l = 0 and 1, respectively, and the red and blue filled
circles represent k(0) and k0 − k(1), respectively. We
inverted both the states and the reciprocal lattices of
the layer l = 1 with respect to k0. The twelve mono-
layer Bloch states connected by the black dashed lines
are degenerate in energy, as we can clearly see from the
relative positions of the waves in the Brillouin zone of
each layer. And they interact with the same interaction
strength t(q), since they are equally spaced in the dual
tight-binding lattice. Thus, these states form a resonant
chain as we have already shown in Fig. 4(a).

Each element of the resonant chain interacts not only
with the elements of the chain but also with the states
outside the chain. However, it is obvious that the inter-
action to the states outside the chain neither lifts the de-
generacy of the elements nor breaks the symmetry of the
chain. This is because the surrounding of each element
of the chain is identical, since all the wave vectors and
the extended Brillouin zones in Fig. 13(a) are arranged

in a 12-fold screw rotationally symmetric way around the
unique center of the dodecagonal lattice, where the cen-
ters of the hexagonal Brillouin zones of the two layers
coincide. In addition, the monolayer state energies of
the states outside the chain are usually different from
that of the chain elements. As we can see from the
electronic structures of twisted bilayer graphene [4, 6], if
two monolayer Bloch states in different layers have quite
different energies, their interaction gives nearly decou-
pled, monolayerlike band dispersion at those wave vec-
tors no matter how large their |t(q)| is. Thus, the res-
onant interaction most strongly influences the electronic
structures, and the interaction to the states outside the
chain merely shifts the resonant energies Eqs. (33)-(35)
by some, mostly small, constants.

Note that the chain with the black dashed lines is
not the only resonant chain that appears in the map
of Fig. 13(a). There are infinitely many resonant
chains that satisfy the 12-fold screw rotational symmetry
around the center of rotation, regardless of whether the
interaction is strong or weak. For example, the mono-
layer Bloch states connected by the green and purple
dashed lines also form distinct resonant chains. A care-
ful look at the difference between the original extended
Brillouin zone in Fig. 4 and the inverted Brillouin zone in
Fig. 13, we can see that these resonant states are exactly
what we have shown in Figs. 4(c) and (d), respectively.
The distance between the elements in each of these chains
is longer than that in the chain with the black dashed
lines, which is consistent with the fact that the chains in
Figs. 4(c) and (d) have weaker |t(q)| than the chain in
Fig. 4(a). Interestingly, these green and purple resonant
chains interact rather strongly with each other, since the
distance between the states of the two chains (encircled
by a gray line) is much shorter than the distance between
the states within each chain. Thus, the “coupled sites”
interact with each other and make up the hybrid resonant
chains. However, since their monolayer state energies are
very different, the coupling merely shifts the resonant en-
ergies by small constants. Note that there might be a
configuration where the monolayer state forming the res-
onant chain is accidentally degenerate with either state
outside the resonant chain. In that case, the two states
form a coupled state, and the twelve symmetric coupled
states form a resonant states.

Also note that the k0 used in Fig. 13(a) [C0 of the
chain in Fig. 4(a)] is not the only k0 that can reveal the
resonant chains with a 12-fold screw rotational symmetry.
The simplest example is the mapping with k0 = 0, which
we plot in Fig. 13(b). In this configuration, the cen-
ter of the dodecagonal Brillouin zone lattice appears at
k(0) = k0−k(1) = 0, and all the elements of the subspace
are arranged in a 12-fold screw rotationally symmetric
way around the center. Accordingly, we get the resonant
chains exactly the same as those in Fig. 13(a). In general,
the subspace spanned by the Hamiltonian H [Eq. (12)]

from k′0 = 0 + G
(0)
0 + G

(1)
0 with any G

(0)
0 ∈ {G(0)} and

G
(1)
0 ∈ {G(1)} is equivalent to that spanned from k0 = 0.
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This is because

k(0) = k0 + G(1) = G(1),

k(1) = k0 + G(0) = G(0), (C12)

and

k′(0) = k′0 + G(1) = G
(0)
0 + (G

(1)
0 + G(1)),

k′(1) = k′0 + G(0) = (G
(0)
0 + G(0)) + G

(1)
0 , (C13)

and the sets of the monolayer Bloch states {|k′(0), X(0)〉}
and {|k′(1), X(0)〉} are equivalent to {|k(0), X(0)〉} and
{|k(1), X(0)〉}, up to the Bloch phase, respectively. Like-
wise, {k′(0)} and {k′0 − k′(1)} form a dual tight-binding
lattice which is equivalent to the lattice composed of
{k(0)} and {k0 − k(1)}, except a finite shift of the en-
tire lattice along the in-plane direction; the former lattice

is shifted by G
(0)
0 from the latter lattice. For example,

since the k0 used in Fig. 13(a) is the C0 in Fig. 4(a),

and C0 = −b(0)
1 + b

(1)
1 therein, the lattice in Fig. 13(a)

is merely shifted from that in Fig. 13(b) by −b(0)
1 .

Although the infinitely many combinations of the in-

commensurate G
(0)
0 and G

(1)
0 give infinitely many k′0,

such {k′0} do not cover every point in the Brillouin zone.
This is because the cardinality of the points in the Bril-
louin zone is ℵ1, while that of such {k′0} is ℵ0, and
ℵ0 < ℵ1. Thus, there are other interactions which are
not shown in Figs. 13(a) and (b). Figure 13(c) shows
one of such examples. Here, we plot the dual tight-
binding lattice by choosing the C0 of the resonant chain

in Fig. 4(b), C0 = b
(0)
2 /2+b

(1)
1 /2, as k0. The lattice does

not host a dodecagonal center, since b
(0)
2 /2 6∈ {G(0)} and

b
(1)
2 /2 6∈ {G(1)}; instead, it exhibits a 4-fold screw rota-

tional symmetry. We plot the first two strongest resonant
interactions having a 4-fold screw rotational symmetry,
which correspond to the resonant chains in Figs. 4(b) and
(e), by black and green lines, respectively. Again, these
two chains also interact with each other (gray line), but
such a coupling merely shifts the resonant energies, since
their monolayer state energies are very different.

Appendix D: Eigenvectors of the resonant states

The c±m,1 and c±m,2 of Eq. (37) are(
c±m,1
c±m,2

)
=

(
ca

−cb ±
√
|ca|2 + c2b

)
/c, (D1)

where

ca = h0 − 2t0ω̃ cos qm,

cb = 2t0 sin qm sin qG, (D2)

for incommensurate CTGs,

ca = h0 − 2t0ω̃ cos(qz + qm),

cb = 2t0 sin(qz + qm) sin qG, (D3)

for commensurate CTGs with N 6= 2, and

ca = h0 − 4t0ω̃ cos qz cos qm,

cb = 4t0 cos qz sin qm sin qG, (D4)

for commensurate CTGs with N = 2, and c is the nor-
malization constant. The parameters in Eqs. (D2)-(D4)
are defined in Sec. III D.
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FIG. 12. (a) Interlayer interaction from C0 of the reso-
nant chain (purple lines) in Fig. 4(i) in a layer l = 0. Here
we show only a part of the interactions, which are associ-
ated with the shortest reciprocal lattice vectors of each layer,
among the infinitely many scattering. The red, green, and
blue hexagons show the extended Brillouin zones of the layer
l = 0, 1, 2 (=−1), respectively. The red dashed arrows show
the scattering associated with the reciprocal lattice vectors of
the layers l = 0, which couple the state in l = 0 to both l = −1
and 1 layers. The blue and green arrows show the scattering
with the vectors of l = −1 and 1, respectively, which couple
the state in l = 0 to l = −1 and 1, respectively. (b) A plot
similar to (a) for C1 in a layer l = 1. The green dashed ar-
rows show the scattering associated with the vectors of l = 1,
which couple the state in l = 1 to both l = 0 and 2 layers.
The red and blue arrows show the scattering with the vectors
of l = 0 and 2, respectively, and couple the state in l = 1 to
l = 0 and 2, respectively.
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FIG. 13. Dual tight-binding lattice in the momentum space for a CTG with N = 2. The red and blue hexagons show the
extended Brillouin zones of the layer l = 0 and 1, respectively. And the red and blue filled circles represent the states in the
layer l = 0 and 1, respectively, which form the subspace spanned from k0 (cross). We inverted both the states and the reciprocal
lattices of the layer l = 1 with respect to k0 (see text). (a) A plot with C0 in Fig. 4(a) as k0, (b) a plot with k0 = 0, and (c)
A plot with C0 in Fig. 4(b) as k0. The black, green, and purple dashed lines in (a) and (b) show the resonant interaction in
Figs. 4(a), 4(c), and 4(d), which have a 12-fold screw rotational symmetry, respectively, while the black and green dashed lines
in (c) show the resonant interaction in Figs. 4(b) and 4(e), which have a 4-fold screw rotational symmetry, respectively. The
gray lines in (a) and (c) show the coupling between the resonant chains (see text).
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