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Stacked graphene multilayers with a small relative twist angle between each of the layers have
been found to host flat bands at a series of “magic” angles. We consider the effect that Dirac point
asymmetry between the layers, and in particular different Fermi velocities in each layer, may have on
this phenomenon. Such asymmetry may be introduced by unequal Fermi velocity renormalizations
through Coulomb interactions with a dielectric substrate. It also arises in an approximate way in
tetralayer systems, in which the outer twist angles are large enough that there is a dominant moiré
peridocity from the stacking of the inner two layers. We find in such models that the flat band
phenomenon persists in spite of this asymmetry, and that the magic angles acquire a degree of
tunability through either controlling the screening in the bilayer system or the twist angles of the
outer layers in the tetralyer system. Notably, we find in our models that the quantitative values of
the magic angles are increased.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the discovery that electronic proper-
ties of twisted stacked graphene multilayers can be con-
trolled by the twist angle, which modulates the inter-
layer tunneling between the graphene layers, has led to
the burgeoning field of “twistronics” [1–5]. A remark-
able discovery [6] in the single-particle physics of these
systems is that they host flat bands at certain “magic”
angles, as first shown for the simplest case of twisted bi-
layer graphene (TBG). The flatness of these bands sug-
gests that when interactions are included, they should
host correlated electron states. And indeed, with im-
proving sample preparation techniques, such states have
been observed, most prominently Mott insulating states
and superconductivity [7, 8]. Such exotic correlated elec-
tron states are not unique to TBG [9, 10], but are also
present in other twistronic systems including those in-
volving hexagonal boron nitride [11? ? –14], twisted
tungsten selenide and other transition metal dichalco-
genides [15–20], twisted double bilayer graphene [21–33],
twisted trilayer graphene [34–42], as well as other sys-
tems of stacked twisted graphene multilayers [31, 44–47].
They are even present in systems that do not possess
a moiré potential [48–52] and may also arise in other
twisted graphene structures without flat bands due to
low-energy van Hove singularities and Lifshitz transitions
[56].

Theoretical understanding of this system has greatly
benefited from the introduction of the Bistritzer-
MacDonald (BM) model [6], in which the graphene sheets
are individually treated in the long wavelength limit as
Dirac point Hamiltonians, while the interlayer tunnel-
ing is treated in a spatially periodic model, represented
in a small moiré Brillouin zone (mBZ). Intriguingly, al-
though there has been important progress [2, 16, 24, 57–
68], a full explanation for the band flatness within the
mBZ at magic twist angles remains elusive. One ques-
tion that this naturally raises is the role of symmetry

in producing flat bands in such models. In addition to
translational and discrete rotational symmetries, a mir-
ror symmetry operation maps the KM and K ′M points of
the mBZ onto one another [69]. Indeed the eigenstates of
the BM model at the KM and K ′M points largely reside
in one layer or the other. Moreover, the energy disper-
sions in their vicinities are essentially identical, i.e., they
have the same Fermi velocities. The symmetry of these
Dirac points can be broken with a perpendicular electric
field [69], in which case the flatness of the low-energy
bands at the magic angles are not expected to survive.
However, the symmetry of the Dirac points in a mBZ
may be broken in more subtle ways, and whether the flat
band phenomenon survives the lifting of this symmetry
in general is, to our knowledge, not known.

In this work we explore this question by investigat-
ing models in which the symmetry between the Dirac
points of the layers that are tunnel-coupled has been
broken, in effect through different Fermi velocities at
the two coupled Dirac points. We consider two con-
crete situations where this can occur. The first involves
a dielectric screening substrate applied on only one side
of the TBG system. In general, Coulomb interactions
renormalize the Fermi velocity at the Dirac points of a
graphene layer [70], through the effects of high momen-
tum states on those at low-momentum. Because the two
graphene layers are at different distances from the sub-
strate, screening sets in at different length scales for each
of them and leads to different Fermi velocities at low ener-
gies for the coupled Dirac points. We estimate this effect
and show that it can be considerable for high dielectric
substrates, such as SrTiO3 [71].

A second such model involves twisted tetralayer
graphene with three independent twist angles θ12 (top
pair), θ23 (middle pair), and θ34 (bottom pair). By con-
sidering situations where the θ12 and θ34 are not too
small, we approximate the four-layer system as two cou-
pled systems comprised of the top and bottom pairs of
layers supporting Dirac points, which are themselves in
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turn tunnel-coupled with effective twist angle θ23 be-
tween them. Having three independent twist angles is
useful because it allows engineering of the relevant prop-
erties of the system. In our treatment, one finds that
in addition to renormalized Fermi velocities at the Dirac
points of the top and bottom pairs of layers, there are
also changes in the precise form of the tunneling between
the two coupled systems.

Our main result is that magic angles at which flat
bands arise do indeed survive symmetry breaking be-
tween Dirac points even when it is relatively strong. Fig-
ure 1 illustrates a typical result for the asymmetric bi-
layer system, in which one sees that engineering the Fermi
velocity ratio allows for controlling the value of the magic
angle. The locations of the magic angle can be predicted
to quite a good approximation by perturbation theory [6],

which results in the condition ~kθ
√
v1v2/w =

√
3, where

v1 and v2 are the Fermi velocities associated with the
Dirac points in the two coupled layers, w is the tunnel-
ing strength between layers, and kθ = 2kD sin(θ/2) is the
separation between twisted Dirac points as determined
by the twist angle θ and kD, the separation between the
K and K ′ points of a single graphene sheet. Qualita-
tively similar results are obtained for the tetralayer sys-
tem when the twist angles for the outer layers are not
too small, and again the values of magic angles can be
accounted for by a perturbation theory analysis. While
our basic approach does not include the effects of incom-
mensuration arising at most sets of twist angles in this
system, an estimate of these using degenerate perturba-
tion theory suggests that they do not eliminate the basic
flat band phenomenon.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Sec. II
we provide an analysis of twisted bilayer graphene with
unequal Fermi velocities in the layers and describe how
such asymmetry can emerge for a bilayer system with
different dielectric screening in each layer. In Sec. III
we focus on an effective realization of this model in a
graphene tetralayer in which the outer twist angles are
unequal and not too small. We model this system by
treating the effects of twisting in the outer layers via
k · p perturbation theory, which essentially renormalizes
the Dirac point velocities, and then numerically solve for
the spectrum in an effective bilayer BM model. We then
provide a perturbative analysis for magic angles in this
system and compare them with numerical results for rep-
resentative sets of angles. We conclude in Sec. IV with
a summary and discussion. We present a study of ef-
fects incommensuration between outer and inner twist
angles in Appendices. Appendix A provides some results
that motivate our treatment of the tetralayer system as
an effective bilayer system, in particular showing condi-
tions under which incommensuration effects should be
very small. Appendix B provides a degenerate perturba-
tion theory estimate of the effects of scattering by incom-
mensurate wavevectors from the outer two twisted layers
in our idealization of the tetralayer as an effective bilayer
system.

Figure 1. The bandwidth of the asymmetric TBG at the
ΓM point of the moiré Brillouin zone as a function of both
the twist angle θ and the Fermi velocity asymmetry v1/v2.
Locations where the bandwidth is less than 5 meV are shown
in white. Here the tunneling amplitude w = 110 meV and
v2 = 0.88 × 106 m/s is the Fermi velocity of bare monolayer
graphene.

II. ASYMMETRIC TWISTED BILAYER
GRAPHENE

We consider ansymmetic twisted bilayer system with
unequal Fermi velocities, described by the continuum
Hamiltonian

HATBG =

[
h1 T
T † h2

]
, (1)

where hl = ~vlσ ·
[
−i∇ + (−1)lq0/2

]
is the Hamilto-

nian of layer l = 1, 2, with σ = (σx, σy) the vector
of Pauli matrices and ∇ = (∂x, ∂y), and the tunneling

T = w
∑2
j=0 exp(−iQj · r)Tj , with Qj = qj − q0, q0 =

kθ(0,−1), q1 = kθ(−
√

3
2 ,

1
2 ), and q2 = kθ(

√
3

2 ,
1
2 ) [58].

Note that we have ignored the effect of the small rota-
tion angle θ on Pauli matrices in each layer and assumed
the Dirac points that are tunnel-coupled by T reside in
the same valley of their host graphene sheets, and we are
only describing the low-energy bands from those valleys.
The tunneling matrices Tj are given by [58]

T0 =

[
u 1
1 u

]
, T1 =

[
u e2πi/3

e−2πi/3 u

]
, T2 = T ∗1 . (2)

In the situations of interest to us, v1 6= v2, and u 6= 1
allows for different tunneling amplitudes between atoms
on the same sublattice and those on different sublattices,
which represents a simple model of lattice relaxation in
the layers [59, 67, 72]. Except where otherwise indicated,
in our numerical results we take the tunneling amplitude
to be w = 110 meV, and the effective ratio of tunnel-
ing between sites on the same sublattice and opposite
sublattice u = 0.8.
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A. Perturbative Estimate of Magic Angle

The effect of the tunneling T on the low-energy dis-
persion in each layer can be computed perturbatively as
corrections to poles of the resolvent operator, G(E) =
(E − HATBG)−1. It is useful to employ the projector
Pl onto the space of each layer to define an energy-
dependent effective Hamiltonian heff

l (E) in layer l,

E − heff
l (E) ≡ [PlG(E)Pl]

−1
, (3)

which then yields

heff
1 (E) = h1 + T (E − h2)−1T †, (4a)

heff
2 (E) = h2 + T †(E − h1)−1T. (4b)

We next evaluate the matrix elements of heff
l in the

plane-wave basis |kl〉, where kl is measured from the
Dirac point of layer l. Then Tj only connects states with
wavevectors that differ by qj , so that

〈k1|heff
1 − h1|k1〉 = w2

∑
j

Tj [E + ~v2σ · (k1 − qj)]Tj
E2 − (~v2|k1 − qj |)2

.

(5)
A similar expression for 〈k2|heff

2 − h2|k2〉 is obtained by
replacing v2 with v1 and qj with −qj . Since we are
interested in solutions E ∼ |k1|, we expand

1

E2 − (~v2|k1 − qj |)2
= −1 + 2k1 · qj

(~v2kθ)2
+O(|k1|2). (6)

Finally, using the identities∑
j

T 2
j = 3(1 + u2), (7a)

∑
j

TjσTj = 3u2σ, (7b)

∑
j

Tj(σ · qj)Tj = 0, (7c)

∑
j

Tj(σ · qj)qjTj =
3

2
(u2 − 1)σ, (7d)

the matrix elements up to O(|k|2, w4) simplify to

〈kl|heff
l − hl|kl〉 ≈ −3α2

l̄

[
(1 + u2)E + ~vl̄σ · kl

]
, (8)

where αl = w/(~kθvl) and we have denoted opposite lay-
ers by l 6= l̄.

Solving for the eigenvalue E of heff
l (E) self-consistently,

we find E = ±~v′Fl|kl| with a renormalized Fermi veloc-
ity,

v′l =
vl − 3α2

l̄
vl̄

1 + 3(1 + u2)α2
l̄

. (9)

Thus the renormalized Fermi velocities both vanish when

α =
1√
3
, α ≡ w

~kθ
√
v1v2

. (10)

(A)

(B)

Figure 2. (a) Band spectrum for asymmetric TBG with Fermi
velocity asymmetry v1/v2 = 1.33 for twist angle θ = 1.3◦,
which yields nearly flat bands. (b) Detail of low energy band
spectrum.

Thus, within this perturbative analysis, the “magic” an-
gle persists in the presence of Fermi velocity asymmetry
between the twisted layers and is set by their geometric
mean.

We note here that by defining βl = 1+3(1+u2)α2
l , we

can write (in the plane-wave basis)

heff
l ≈ (1− βl̄)E + βl̄~v′lσ · k, (11)

and the projected resolvent operator takes the form

(E − heff
l )−1 ≈ 1

βl̄
[E − ~v′lσ · k]

−1
. (12)

The poles of this operator occur at E = ±~v′l|kl| with a

residue 1/βl̄. The square-root of this residue, 1/
√
βl̄, sig-

nifies the renormalization of the wavefunction amplitude
due to projection to layer l.
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Figure 3. Sketch of the asymmetric TBG system composed
of two layers of twisted graphene with a dielectric applied
beneath the bottom layer. Dirac cones are shown representing
the different Fermi velocities in the two layers.

B. Realization by Asymmetric Dielectric Screening

We now briefly discuss a mechanism through which
different Fermi velocities could be generated for the two
layers of a TBG system by exploiting the renormalization
of the Fermi velocity via Coulomb interactions [70]. In
particular we focus on a situation in which a dielectric
layer is present only on one side of the TBG system, as
sketched in Fig. 3, with d1 and d2 denoting the distances
between the dielectric and each of the graphene sheets.
For concreteness we take d1 < d2. We expect for such
geometries d2 ≈ 2d1.

For wavevectors k with |k| � 2π/d1 ≡ Λ1 the dielec-
tric will have little effect, while for k � 2π/d2 ≡ Λ1, di-
electric screening is essentially the same for both layers.
We model the difference in dielectric screening between
the layers by an effective potential that applies only to
the layer closer to the dielectric, of the form

δV (|k|) =

{(
1
κ −

1
κ0

)
2πe2

|k| , Λ2 < |k| < Λ1,

0, otherwise,
(13)

where κ0 is a dielectric constant due to the intrinsic
screening of graphene applying to both layers, and κ is
the dielectric constant applied to the layer closer to the
dielectric.

Because δV has a cutoff on the low momentum side,
we can estimate its effect perturbatively through an
exchange self-energy correction, Σ, to the Matsubara
Green’s function,

G−1(k, iω) = G−1
0 (k, iω)− Σ(k), (14)

which to the lowest order and in δV in the zero-
temperature limit (see Fig. 4) has the form [73]

Σ(q) =

∫ ∞
−∞

d~ω
2π

∫
d2k

(2π)2
δV (|k|)G0(k + q, iω). (15)

q qk+ q

δV (|k|)

1

Figure 4. Feynman diagram for the Asymmetric TBG self-
energy. Because of the presence of the dielectric, an effective
potential difference δV (k) contributes to corrections to the
propagator in one of the layers. Here the solid line with the
arrow is the bare propagator G0(k + q, iω).

Here,

G0(k, iω) = −1

~
iω + vFk · σ
ω2 + v2

F |k|2
, (16)

is the unperturbed Green’s function, where we have set
the chemical potential to zero so that we work near the
charge-neutrality point, vF is the bare Fermi velocity,
and σ = (σx, σy) are Pauli matrices.

Since we are interested in the renormalization of Fermi
velocity, we consider small values of |q| in Eq. (15)
while the form of δV guarantees that |q| � |k| for
non-vanishing values of the integrand. Then, integrat-
ing over ω first and expanding, up to O(q2), 1/|k + q| ≈
1/|k| − k · q/|k|2, we have

Σ(q) = −1

2

∫
d2k

(2π)2
δV (|k|) (k + q) · σ

|k + q|
(17a)

≈ −q · σ
8π

∫
δV (k)dk (17b)

= −
[
e2

4

(
1

κ
− 1

κ0

)
ln

Λ2

Λ1

]
q · σ. (17c)

Using Eq. (14) one sees that the Green’s function retains
its non-interacting form, albeit with a renormalized ve-
locity. Since this renormalization applies only to the layer
closer to the dielectric substrate, the ratio of effective
Fermi velocities for the two layers becomes

v1

v2
= 1 +

(κ0 − κ)e2

4κκ0~vF
ln

Λ2

Λ1
. (18)

With Λ2/Λ1 ≈ 2, a very large value of κ (as would be ap-
propriate for example to SrTiO3 [71]), and a background
dielectric constant of κ0 = 4, one finds v2/v1 ∼ 1.1. The
Fermi velocities of the two layers of TBG can thus be
made different by ∼ 10% due to such one-sided dielectric
screening. Finally, note that in these perturbative cor-
rections we are including a contribution that makes the
two Fermi velocities different, but do not include higher
order logarithmic corrections due to Coulomb interac-
tions, which cause the Fermi velocities to acquire some
momentum dependence [? ].
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θ12

θ34

θ23

Figure 5. Sketch of the tetralayer graphene system. The
angles between the two layers in the top and bottom bilayer
are θ12 and θ34, respectively, and the angle between the two
bilayers is θ23.

III. ASYMMETRIC TWISTED TETRALAYER

A second platform which approximately realizes the
asymmetric Dirac point models we consider is a graphene
tetralayer with three independent twist angles in which
the outer two are not too small, as sketched in Fig. 5.
The idea is that at such relatively large twist angles, the
main effect of the outer twists is to renormalize the Fermi
velocities of the inner layers, which in turn would imple-
ment the asymmetric twisted bilayer discussed above at
smaller inner twist angles. The renormalized Fermi ve-
locity asymmetry found increases when θ12 and θ34 are
significantly different (while neither one is too small).
For example, taking θ12 = 2.5◦ and θ34 = 10◦, we find
v′3/v

′
2 ≈ 1.57.

We shall model this system systematically below and
provide perturbative estimates as well as numerical re-
sults for its spectra.

A. Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian for the system as a whole may be
written as

H =

[
HTBG(θ12) T23(r)

T †23(r) HTBG(θ34)

]
, (19)

where HTBG(θij) is the Hamiltonian [6] for the bilayer ij
with twist angle θij ,

HTBG(θ) =

[
h+ T (r)
T †(r) h−

]
, (20)

with h± = ~vσ±θ/2 · (−i∇∓ q0/2) the Hamilto-

nian in each layer, σθ/2 = e−iθσz/4σeiθσz/4, T (r) =

w
∑2
j=0 exp(−iQj · r)Tj as before, and T23 implements

tunneling between the two bilayers by coupling layers 2
and 3.

Solving for the spectrum of the full Hamiltonian H in
general is very challenging, in particular because for an

arbitrary set of twist angles the system is not spatially
periodic. For our purposes we are interested in parameter
regimes in which there is approximate spatial periodicity,
and in which the twist angles θ12 and θ34 are exploited to
create Dirac points with different velocities, which can be
coupled together to form an approximate moiré lattice.
We note that in principle there are deviations from per-
fect discrete translational symmetry because, for general
twist angles, tunneling may be accompanied by scattering
by many different discrete wavevectors. Ref. 6 demon-
strated that for a single twisted graphene bilayer, the
scattering involved is dominated by just two wavevec-
tors and their linear combinations, so that the resulting
bands fall in a two-dimensional Brillouin zone. In the
four-layer systems we consider, the outer two layers have
relatively large twist angles compared to their neighbors,
so that their single particle states near zero energy are
well-approximated by a single plane wave. This allows us
to adopt the BM strategy for tunneling between the two
middle layers. We discuss in more detail below the jus-
tification for this, and in Appendix B estimate the effect
of retaining plane wave states not included in our basic
approach. Indeed, we find their effect to be quite small
provided the outer twist angles are not too small.

In general, the Hamiltonians HTBG(θ12) and
HTBG(θ34) in Eq. (19) host Dirac points associated
with each of their valleys, and the two degenerate states
of those Dirac points reside mostly in one of the two
members of the bilayer. Out of the four Dirac points
hosted by (a single valley) of the two bilayers, we
focus on those with the most weight in layers 2 and
3, respectively, and model the diagonal components of
Eq. (19) using a k · p approximation. Note that the
remaining two Dirac points are remote in wavevector
from low energy states in the opposite bilayer, and so
are largely decoupled from states of the two Dirac points
we retain. This yields a simple linearly dispersing mode
near each Dirac point with some Fermi velocity, as well
as wavefunctions associated with eigenstates. We can
then use these dispersive states to create a model for
tunneling between the bilayers, as we now explain.

B. Interbilayer Tunneling

To formulate the interbilayer tunneling, in analogy
with Ref. 6 we begin by calculating the matrix element
〈kµ|H|k′µ′〉 where k is the wavevector for an electron
state and µ and µ′ are indices labeling positive and neg-
ative energy states of a Dirac cone in bilayer 12 and 34,
respectively. To compute these matrix elements we need
wavefunctions for the states in the uncoupled bilayers,
which in the BM model take the approximate form

ψ
(12),µ
k (r) ∝

∑
g

eig·r


aµ1 (g)

bµ1 (g)ei(g+k)·τ1

aµ2 (g)e−i(g+k)·τ2

bµ2 (g)

 eik·r, (21)
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for the 12 bilayer, and similarly for the 34 bilayer. In this
expression, aµj denotes an amplitude on the A sublattice

of sheet j = 1, 2, and bµj is the corresponding amplitude
on the B sublattice. The wavevectors g depend on the
twist angle and are in general different for the 12 and 34
bilayers. The values of aµj (g) and bµj (g) are determined
by numerically solving the BM model for the isolated
twisted bilayer. Finally the vectors τ1 and τ2 denote the
separations of different sublattice atoms within a unit
cell of sheet j of the bilayer. Note that for the 12 and
34 bilayers, our tunneling matrices are those in Ref. 58,
which correspond to choices of τ1 and τ2 that lead to AA
stacking in the zero twist angle limit.

Within this model, the tunneling matrix element takes

the form

〈kµ|H|k′µ′〉 =
Ωc
Ω

∑
R,R′

t(R−R′)
∑
g,g′

fµµ
′
(g,g′,k,k′)

× e−i(k+g)·Rei(k
′+g′)·R′

(22)

where R,R′ are Bravais lattice sites for sheets 2 and 3, re-
spectively, Ωc is a primitive unit cell area for the graphene
Bravais lattice, and Ω is the system area. A tunneling
amplitude t(R − R′) has been introduced, which is as-
sumed to depend only on the lateral separation R −R′

between points in different sheets [6], and

fµµ
′
(g,g′,k,k′) =

[
aµ1 (g), bµ1 (g)ei(g+k)·τ1 , aµ2 (g)e−i(g+k)·τ2 , bµ2 (g)

]∗
M


aµ

′

3 (g′)

bµ
′

3 (g′)ei(g
′+k′)·τ3

aµ
′

4 (g′)e−i(g
′+k′)·τ4

bµ
′

4 (g′)

 . (23)

Here g and g′ are reciprocal lattice vectors for the 12
and 34 bilayers, respectively, and M is a 4 × 4 matrix
that describes the tunneling between bilayers 12 and 34.
Following Ref. 6, we express the amplitude t in terms of
its Fourier transform, and after summing over the lattice
sites one finds

〈kµ|H|k′µ′〉 =
∑
G,G′

∑
g,g′

t(k + g + G)fµµ
′
(g,g′,k,k′)

× δk+g+G,k′+g′+G′ . (24)

Here the vectors G and G′ correspond to the reciprocal
lattice vectors of the two inner graphene sheets, 2 and 3,
respectively.

We next adopt two simplifications which limit the
values of twist angles for which our analysis gives a
reasonable approximation. Firstly, we note that when
the angles θ12 and θ34 are not too small, the overlaps
fµµ

′
(g,g′,k,k′) are sharply peaked at g = g′ = 0. This

is discussed in more detail in Appendix A. Exploiting
this feature allows one to set g = g′ = 0. This is a cru-
cial simplification because retaining further values of g,g′

spoils the spatial periodicity of the system, rendering it
a quasicrystal [34].

The second simplification is commonly made for the
BM model. In the expected situation where the distance
between layers is larger than the graphene lattice con-
stant, t(q) vanishes very rapidly for |q| larger than the
inverse of the spacing between the two sheets. More-
over, we are interested in the bands near zero energy,
for which the values of k, k′ lie in the vicinity of Dirac
points of the 2 and 3 layers. We thus focus on values of
k + G = k′ + G′ in the vicinity of K2, the K point of

layer 2, which (assuming small θ23) are also near K3, a
K point of layer 3. On the scale of the Brillouin zone
of a single graphene sheet, the set of wavevectors cou-
pled together by 〈kµ|H|k′µ′〉 in the low energy bands
are very close together, so we ignore the small wavevec-
tor variations in t(k + G), and retain only values of G
such that k + G is near a Dirac point for the two inner
layers, and for which K2 + G has the smallest possible
value. There are three such choices for G, and for all of
them t(K2 +G) has the same value t; other choices of G
yield values for t(k+G) which are negligibly small. Thus
in our reciprocal lattice sum we retain only G = G0,1,2,

with G0 = 0,G1 = kD(− 3
2 ,
√

3
2 ),G2 = kD( 3

2 ,
√

3
2 ). In

other words, we take t(k+G) ≈ t(G). Furthermore, be-
cause the reciprocal lattice vectors of a single sheet are
very large compared to the scale of a small-angle twisted
bilayer mBZ, for each Gj , j = 0, 1, 2, we retain only a
single G′j = Gj + Qj : the other combinations couple
together states with very large single particle energy dif-
ferences, which will have little effect on the bands near
zero energy. A sketch of the geometry with the relevant
wavevectors is shown in Fig. 6.

With this reasoning, the tunneling matrix element we
adopt takes the form

〈kµ|H|k′µ′〉 =
t

Ω

∑
j

fµµ
′
(0, 0,K2+Gj ,K3+G′j)δk−k′,Qj

.

(25)
The resulting system is now formally very similar to the
BM model.

Finally we must choose a concrete form for the matrix
M entering the fµµ

′
factors. To do this, we first note

that tunneling between remote sheets is much smaller in
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Figure 6. Geometry of reciprocal lattice vectors relevant to
tunneling matrix elements in the tetralayer graphene sys-
tem. The angle between the two bilayers (θ23) is enlarged
for clarity; for the small angles θ23 we consider in this work,
|Gi| � |Qj | for all i, j.

amplitude that that between neighboring sheets, so we
retain non-zero matrix elements only for the 2× 2 block
the connects sheets 2 and 3. A natural choice is then
M23 = 1+σx, since there is no distinction between atoms
of the two sublattices in graphene beyond their locations
in the unit cell, which are explicitly taken into account in
the wavefunctions, Eq. (21). With this choice, we arrive
at our model for tunneling between the bilayers,

〈kµ|H|k′µ′〉 =
t

Ω

∑
j

fµµ
′

j δk−k′,Qj
, (26)

where

fµµ
′

0 = [aµ2 (0) + bµ2 (0)]∗[aµ
′

3 (0) + bµ
′

3 (0)], (27a)

fµµ
′

1 = [aµ2 (0)e−iφ + bµ2 (0)]∗[aµ
′

3 (0) + bµ
′

3 (0)eiφ], (27b)

fµµ
′

2 = [aµ2 (0)eiφ + bµ2 (0)]∗[aµ
′

3 (0) + bµ
′

3 (0)e−iφ], (27c)

with φ = 2π/3. The constants aµ2 (0), bµ2 (0), · · · are found
by numerically obtaining the bilayer wavefunction by
diagonalizing the Bistritzer-MacDonald model Hamilto-
nian [6] for the individual 12 and 34 bilayers at their
Dirac points.

Thus, in terms of the matrices fj defined in Eqs. (27),
we have

T23(r) = w

3∑
j=0

fj exp(−iQj · r). (28)

Note that in the limit where layers 2 and 3 are coupled
to one another but not to layers 1 and 4, the matrices
fj become precisely the same as the tunneling matrices
Tj+1 in Ref. 6, which differ slightly from what was used
for the (12) and (34) bilayers as described above [58].
This corresponds to adopting values of τi,j , the displace-
ments of the two atoms in sheets i and j that are tunnel
coupled, which differ in the two cases: in the zero twist
angle limit, the 12 and 34 displacements correspond to
AA stacking, while in the 23 case they correspond to
AB stacking. However for non-zero twist angles, the lo-
cal alignment varies among all possibilities, so that other
possible choices for untwisted layer alignment should not
qualitatively change our results.

C. Perturbation Theory

In this section we use a low-energy perturbation theory
in the interlayer tunneling to estimate the Fermi velocity
at a Dirac point of the mBZ in our tetralayer model, and
look for situations in which it vanishes, as an indicator for
the flat bands [6]. For the tetralayer system, our starting
Hamiltonian has the form

H =


h1 T12 0 0

T †12 h2 T23 0

0 T †23 h3 T34

0 0 T †34 h4

 (29)

where hl are the Hamiltonians for layer l and Tll′ are the
tunneling matrices between layers l and l′. Projecting the
resolvent operator into the subspace of layers 2 and 3, we
can write energy-dependent effective Hamiltonians in the
vicinity of the Dirac points at K2 and K3 respectively in
the forms

heff
2 (E) = h̃2(E) + T23

[
E − h̃3(E)

]−1

T †23, (30)

heff
3 (E) = h̃3(E) + T †23

[
E − h̃2(E)

]−1

T23, (31)

where, h̃2 = h2 + T †12g1T12 and h̃3 = h3 + T34g4T
†
34.

Following the derivation in Sec. II A we may write

h̃2(E) ≈ (1− β1)E + β1h
′
2 (32)

h̃3(E) ≈ (1− β4)E + β4h
′
3, (33)

where h′2 = ~v′2σ · k2 for k2 measured from the K2 and
h′3 = ~v′3σ · k3 for k3 measured from the K3. Here, βl ≡
[1+3(1+u2)α2

l ] and the renormalized Fermi velocities in
layers 2 and 3 are v′2 = (1−3α2

1)v/β1, v′3 = (1−3α2
4)v/β4.

This yields

heff
2 (E) ≈ (1− β1)E + β1h

′
2 + β−1

4 T23g
′
3(E)T †23, (34)

heff
3 (E) ≈ (1− β4)E + β4h

′
3 + β−1

1 T †23g
′
2(E)T23, (35)

where g′2(E) =
(
E − h′2

)−1
and g′3(E) =

(
E − h′3

)−1
.
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The analysis may be straightforwardly generalized to
examine situations in which the tunneling amplitude be-
tween layers 2 and 3 is different that between the other
layers. Assuming T23 has the same form as the tunnel-
ing in the BM model with a multiplicative factor z and
solving for the eigenvalue E self-consistently, we find

veff
2 =

β1β4v
′
2 − 3z2(α′3)2v′3

zβ1β4 + 3(1 + u2)(α′3)2
, (36)

veff
3 =

β1β4v
′
3 − 3z2(α′2)2v′2

zβ1β4 + 3(1 + u2)(α′2)2
, (37)

with α′2 = w/(~kθ23v′2) and α′3 = w/(~kθ23v′3). Both of
these effective Fermi velocities vanish when

zw/
√
β1β4

~kθ23
√
v′2v
′
3

=
1√
3
. (38)

The structure of this condition can be understood intu-
itively as follows. The factor z is the ratio of the bare tun-
neling amplitude between layers 2 and 3 with w, which is
the tunneling amplitude in the bilayers 12 and 34. The
effective tunneling between layers 2 and 3 is modified
by the wavefunction renormalization factors 1/

√
β1 and

1/
√
β4, which generically reduce it due to the projection

of the wavefunctions to layers 2 and 3, respectively. Be-
cause of the renormalizations, the final magic angle is
dependent on all three twist angles. The dependence on
θ23 is explicit, and by varying θ12 or θ34 one will change
the v′2 and v′3, respectively. We note that Eq. (38) may
be rewritten as√

α2
1 + α2

4 + z2α2
23 =

1√
3
, (39)

where α23 = w/(~kθ23vF ), with vF the Fermi velocity
of a single graphene sheet. This magic-angle condition
holds for both positive and negative twist angles.

We observe that the Fermi velocity drops to zero within
the perturbative analysis for both Dirac point simulta-
neously, so that one does not end up with two closely
spaced angles with approximately flat bands. Given that
the Fermi velocities of the two uncoupled Dirac points
are different, it is not obvious that this should happen,
and as discussed in Appendix B, inclusion of incommen-
suration effects may change this result.

D. Numerical Results

We begin by showing numerical band structure results
for a representative triplet of twist angles θ12, θ23 and θ34

in Fig. 7(a). The calculations are performed by expand-
ing Eq. (1) in plane waves, with h1 and h2 taken as the
k·p approximations to the Hamiltonians near the relevant
Dirac points of the 12 bilayer and 34 bilayer, respectively
(obtained by numerically solving the BM model for each
of these bilayers individually), and the off-diagonal tun-
neling operator is given by Eq. (28). In all these calcula-
tions, the tunneling parameter w is taken to be 110meV

(A)

(B)

(C)

(D)

Figure 7. Band spectra for twisted tetralayer graphene for
combinations of angles that (a) do not yield flat bands; (b),
(c), and (d) support flat bands. For sufficiently large θ12 and
θ34 the magic θ23 approaches 1.08◦, the magic angle of TBG.
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Figure 8. Locations of the magic angles for twisted tetralayer
graphene at fixed θ12 = 10◦ and θ34 ∈ (3◦, 10◦), θ23 ∈ (1◦, 2◦).
Locations where the bandwidth is less than 10 meV are shown
in white. The pink line shows the theoretical prediction given
by Eq. (39).

between each pair of neighboring layers, which is equiv-
alent to z = 1 in the perturbative analysis above. No-
tice that because θ12 6= θ34 there is asymmetry between
the two valleys. Nevertheless, magic angles still occur in
our model of the twisted tetralayer graphene system, and
they manifest themselves in a qualitatively similar way
to TBG, see Fig. 7(b) and 7(c).

An interesting feature of this model is that, analo-
gously to the unequal Fermi velocity system discussed
above, the system hosts flat bands for θ23 at different
“magic” values, depending on the angles θ12 and θ34.
This is in contrast to TBG, for which the twist angle for
the primary magic angle is fixed at θ ≈ 1.08◦. Figures
7(b) and 7(c) show examples of this: the combinations of
the twist angles are different for the pairs of figures, yet
both sets of parameters produce flat bands. In general,
magic angles will occur when θ23 is somewhat larger than
the TBG magic angle, but for large θ12 and θ34 the first
magic angle for θ23 converges to the TBG magic angle
1.08◦. A bandstructure corresponding to this situation is
shown in 7(d).

Fig. 8 shows a plot of the bandwidth of the lowest
energy bands for the special case where θ12 = 10◦. Here
we define the bandwidth as half the gap between the
states of positive and negative energy closest to zero at
the ΓM point (Γ point of the mBZ), which typically has
the widest separation between the two flat bands. As
can be seen from the plot, the bandwidth is minimized
for a continuum of twist angles. An important feature of
this system in general, and in this example in particular,
is the perfect swapping symmetry between θ12 ↔ θ34:
Fig. 8 appears identical when θ34 is fixed at 3◦ and θ12

is varied over the same region of the parameter space.
More generally, we find that when θ12 and θ34 are not

Figure 9. Locations of the magic angles for twisted tetralayer
graphene at fixed θ12 = 3◦ and θ34 ∈ (3◦, 10◦), θ23 ∈ (1◦, 2◦).
Locations where the bandwidth is less than 10 meV are shown
in white. The pink line shows the theoretical prediction given
by Eq. (39).

too small, the values of the angles at which we find flat
bands adhere to Eq. (39) relatively well.

An interesting observation about this behavior is that
it is rather similar to that found in twisted trilayer sys-
tems, for example in Ref. 34. With a relatively large twist
angle θ12, the Dirac point coming from this bilayer has
little renormalization, so that it can be viewed as coming
from an isolated graphene sheet. The two relevant twist
angles are then θ23 and θ34. One can see in Fig. 8 that for
large θ34 the flat band occurs when θ23 approaches the
magic angle of a single twisted bilayer, while for smaller
values of θ34, we find the flat band condition moves to
larger values of θ23, precisely as found in Ref. [34]. More-
over, in the trilayer one loses the flat band behavior when
both angles are smaller than ∼ 3◦, which is precisely the
situation in which we find results in our own approach to
become unreliable.

Fig. 9 shows correponding results for a situation in
which the twist angle which is being held constant is
much smaller than in Fig. 8. The result is that the per-
turbative result is less faithful in matching the numerics.
This is unsurprising since we expect our method to be-
come increasingly unreliable as the two outer twist angles
are made smaller and smaller.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In conclusion, we have introduced a model of twisted
bilayer graphene in which the Fermi velocities of the
Dirac points of each layer may be different. We have
demonstrated that generically this asymmetry does not
spoil the “magic” flat band phenomenon. We argued that
such models are relevant for systems with asymmetric
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screening, for which there are unequal interaction renor-
malizations of the Fermi velocities, and for tetralayer sys-
tems, when the main effect of the outermost layers is a
slowing of the Fermi velocities of the Dirac points associ-
ated with the two inner layers. This situation is realized
when the outermost twist angles, θ12 and θ34, are not
too small. A perturbative analysis for the Fermi veloc-
ity of Dirac points of the fully coupled systems explains
the locations of the flat bands under certain conditions,
and interestingly shows that for both Dirac points this
vanishes at the same twist angle (θ23 for the tetralayer).
Our numerical results also support the existence of a sin-
gle minimum bandwidth as a function of twist angle for
this system.

For the tetralayer system, open questions remain on
the impact of the formal incommensuration between the
moiré lattices of the outer pairs of layers relative to the
moiré lattice associated with the inner pair. In Ap-
pendix B we study the impact of retaining a subset of
the incommensurate reciprocal lattice vectors g and g′

that define the outer moiré lattices. Specifically we use
degenerate perturbation theory to calculate the correc-
tion to the energy (accurate to first-order in the tunnel-
ing amplitude) at the ΓM and MM points of the lowest
energy bands to obtain an estimate of their bandwidth.
The analysis indicates that the change in bandwidth is
very small for most twist angles, but can become signif-
icant at the magic angles, perhaps not surprising as the
degeneracy without the extra plane wave states coupled
in is very nearly exact. Interestingly, we find within our
estimation procedure that the magic angle breaks up into
two closely spaced angles of maximal flatness, suggesting
that our observation of a single magic angle found even
with differing Dirac point Fermi velocities may not be
precisely the case for the tetralayer realization of this
system. Beyond this, we find that when the outer twist
angles (θ12, θ34) are small enough, the change in band-
width becomes sufficiently large as to indicate that g
and g′ with larger magnitudes should not be ignored (see
Fig.10 in Appendix A and related discussion). For larger
outer angles we believe our simpler treatment (in which
incommensuration is ignored) correctly predicts that this
system still hosts magic angles, and gives a good estimate
of what these angles are.

One possible direction for future work is to treat the
systems discussed in this work using a tight-binding
model in order to investigate how well the continuum
model approximation holds. For the ATBG system, this
can be accomplished with a twisted bilayer graphene sys-
tem where the nearest neighbor tunneling is different in
the two layers. An application to the tetralayer system
is less obvious, because one needs commensuration of all
four lattices to define a unit cell. Finding sets of such
commensurate angles represents an interesting challenge.

Because of the change in Fermi velocities, the magic
angles of the system acquires a certain level of tunability.
In principle this broadens the set of circumstances un-
der which interaction effects can lead to collective phases

such as Mott insulators and superconductivity, and pos-
sibly others with broken spin or valley symmetries. In
this sense the system we have studied in this work adds
to the possible richness of physics in twisted graphene
systems.
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Appendix A: Wavevector dependence of the overlap
element fµ,µ′(g,g′,k,k′)

In Sec. III A, we mentioned that the overlap element
fµµ

′
(g,g′,k,k′) is much larger for g = g′ = 0 than for

other values of g,g′. To demonstrate this, we we define
the quantity

f ≡ 1

12

∑
µµ′

2∑
j=0

∣∣∣fµµ′

j

∣∣∣ , (A1)

with fµµ
′

j defined in Eq. (27) in the main text, and plot
contributions to f from different g as a function of twist
angle θ in Fig. 10. As can be seen in the figure, at
large enough twist angles only the g = 0 component is
non-negligible. As the twist angle is made smaller, f
begins to find some support on the smallest magnitude
nonzero reciprocal lattice vectors. There are six such
vectors that all share the same magnitude; these six are
summed together to generate the red curve marked with
crosses in the figure. As θ is turned down still further, f
spreads out to larger magnitude wavevectors which are
all summed together to give the blue triangle curve.

Taken together, this figure shows that as long as the
interbilayer twist angles θ12 and θ34 are not too small,
then retaining only the g = 0 wavevectors for the overlap
element fµµ

′
(g,g′,k,k′) is acceptable as a simplifying as-

sumption. To make this concrete we demand that f must
contain at least 90% of its weight on the g = 0 lattice
sites. This cutoff occurs at a twist angle of about 2.4◦.
Accordingly, none of the numerics discussed in Sec. III D
involve a bilayer twist that is less than 2.4◦.

Discussion of the error associated with this approxi-
mation is discussed further in Appendix B.
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Figure 10. Overlap f as a function of the twist angle θ12 =
θ34 = θ for three different sets of momenta. The dashed lines
indicate the 90% g = 0 cutoff for f and its corresponding
angle. In all three curves, g′ = 0.

Figure 11. Estimate of correction to energy states nearest zero

energy at ΓM point due to scattering by g
(λ)
i 6= 0 in the moiré

reciprocal lattice of bilayers λ = 12, 34 for θ12 = θ34 = 10◦,
with u = 0.8. Inset: Detail of the correction near the magic
angles.

Appendix B: Effect of g,g′ 6= 0 on Tetralayer
Bandwidth

In Section III A we develop a simple model of a twisted
four layer system in which the outer twist angles are well
above magic angles, so that we can model the system
as a pair of Dirac systems with different Fermi velocities
that are coupled by an effective twisted bilayer tunneling

term. In so doing we ignore the effective moiré period-
icity of the two outer bilayers; including this formally
renders the system aperiodic. In this section we consider
the impact of including the principle wavevectors that
cause this aperiodicity. In particular we develop an es-
timate of their impact on the flat-band phenomenon in
the tetralayer system.

We begin by writing the total four-layer Hamiltonian
H as a sum of five individual operators,

H = H
(12)
0 +H

(12)
T +H

(34)
0 +H

(34)
T +H

(23)
T . (B1)

In this expression, H
(ll̄)
0 represent Dirac Hamiltonians

near the K points of layers l and l̄ and H
(ll̄)
T is the tun-

nel coupling between them. In the absence of H
(23)
T the

bilayer Hamiltonians for λ = 12, 34 can be diagonalized
individually

H(λ) ≡ H(λ)
0 +H

(λ)
T (B2)

=
∑
n

∑
k∈BZλ

|w(λ)
n (k)〉ε(λ)

n (k)〈w(λ)
n (k)|. (B3)

where the ket |w(λ)
n (k)〉 represents a state with crystal

momentum k in band n. In general, such a state contains

wavevector content at all values of k+g
(λ)
i where g

(λ)
i is

moiré a reciprocal lattice vector of bilayer λ.
We now divide each of the TBG wavefunctions into two

parts, |wλn(k)〉 = |wλ,0n (k)〉 + |δwλn(k)〉, where |wλ,0n (k)〉
contains plane waves with wavevector k, and |δwλn(k)〉
contains wavevectors k + gi with gi 6= 0. We then write
Finally, we project to the two bands closest to zero en-
ergy, denoted by n = ±.

The approximation scheme adopted in the main text
involves dropping the terms containing |δwλn(k)〉 with λ
from H. Denoting this as H0, we can also write

H0 =
∑
k

∑
m

|ϕ(0)
m (k)〉E(0)

m (k)〈ϕ(0)
m (k)|. (B4)

Here, E
(0)
m (k) is our approximation for the energy lev-

els of the four-layer system, and |ϕ(0)
m (k)〉 are the corre-

sponding wavefunctions.
We wish to estimate the error incurred by dropping the∣∣δwijn (k)

〉
terms from the Hamiltonian, particularly for

n = ± bands whose states, as one approaches a flat band
condition, become nearly degenerate. Our approach is to
re-introduce the largest of the Hamiltonian terms that
were dropped, and diagonalize the resulting Hamilto-
nian within a relatively manageable subspace of the full
Hilbert space. Our analysis is essentially a form of degen-
erate perturbation theory, and so we expect results that
are correct to linear order in the tunneling amplitude w.
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We thus write the Hamiltonian in the approximate form

H = H0 +
∑
n=±

∑
k

∑
λ=12,34

6∑
i=1

{∣∣∣δw(λ)
n (k− g

(λ)
i )
〉
ε(λ)
n (k)

〈
w(λ),(0)
n (k)

∣∣∣+ h.c.
}

+O(w2), (B5)

Figure 12. Estimate of correction to energy states nearest

zero energy at ΓM point due to scattering by g
(λ)
i 6= 0 in the

moiré reciprocal lattice of bilayers λ = 12, 34 for θ12 = 6◦ and
θ34 = 4◦, with u = 0.8. Inset: Detail of the correction near
the magic angles.

and diagonalize this Hamiltonian within a subspace of{
|φ(0)
m (k)〉

}
, retaining k = k0 and k = k0 + g

(λ)
i for the

six shortest g
(λ)
i for each of λ = 12 and 34. All the bands

m generated in our numerical diagonalization of H0 are
retained. Note that if one represents the band structure
of H0 in an extended zone scheme, this procedure for

estimating the effects of scattering through the g
(λ)
i vec-

tors amounts to retaining a small subset of states in each
of the higher order Brillouin zones. Here the dimension
of the Hilbert space is 244 corresponding to a cutoff ra-
dius of

√
61kθ. If more wavevectors are included in the

calculation, the results do not noticeably change.
Figures 11, 12, and 13 illustrate representative results

for the separation between the two bands nearest zero
energy at ΓM and MM , the Γ and M points of the (23)
moiré Brillouin zone. (Note that for the first magic an-
gle, for a single twisted graphene bilayer the ΓM point
is the location of greatest bandwidth.) While in general
the correction due to the coupling in of states by the g

vectors is small, we see it becomes of order the band-
width at the magic angles. Nevertheless, we see that the
band flattening survives their inclusion. Interestingly,
near but just away from the magic angles, the correc-
tion can actually cancel away the small bandwidth at
the magic angle, in such a way that the angle of narrow-
est separation between the two low energy bands at ΓM
splits into two closely spaced magic angles. It is unclear
if this small scale structure would survive the inclusion
of further plane wave states coupled in by the g vectors.
However, the result is suggestive of the possibility that
introducing asymmetry between the Dirac points cou-
pled through the (23) interface using twisted outer layers
could introduce extra structure not present in the single
bilayer system.

Figure 13. Estimate of correction to energy states nearest

zero energy at MM point due to scattering by g
(λ)
i 6= 0 in the

moiré reciprocal lattice of bilayers λ = 12, 34 for θ12 = 6◦ and
θ34 = 4◦. Note the absence of a minimum in the separation of
the two low energy bands at the second magic angle, which is
also a feature of the unperturbed band structure. The energy
separation at that location in the Brillouin zone is quite small
over a large range of angles. Inset: Detail of the correction
near the magic angles.
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