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The magnetic field generated Hofstadter butterfly in single-twist trilayer graphene (TLG) is inves-
tigated using circularly polarized light (CPL) and longitudinal light emanating from a waveguide.
We show that single-twist TLG has two distinct chiral limits in the equilibrium state, and the central
branch of the butterfly splits into two precisely degenerate components. The Hofstadter butterfly
appears to be more discernible. We also discovered that CPL causes a large gap opening at the
central branch of the Hofstadter butterfly energy spectrum and between the Landau levels, with
a clear asymmetry corresponding to energy E = 0. We point out that for right-handed CPL, the
central band shifts downward, in stark contrast to left-handed CPL, where the central band shifts
upward. Finally, we investigated the effect of longitudinally polarized light, which originates from a
waveguide. Interestingly, we observed that the chiral symmetries of the Hofstadter butterfly energy
spectrum are broken for small driving strengths and get restored at large ones, contrary to what
was observed in twisted bilayer graphene.
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Keywords: Trilayer Graphene, magic angle, magnetic field, Hofstadter butterfly, circularly polarized light,
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I. INTRODUCTION

Following the discovery of superconductivity and
correlation-induced insulators, physicists have taken a
keen interest in investigating further physical properties
of twisted multi-layer graphene [1–4]. Most of the ob-
served exotic phases were caused by a small twist an-
gle between successive graphene layers, more specifically
at a magic angle, where an isolated flat energy band
appeared [5, 6]. Twisted bilayer graphene (TBLG) [7–
24], twisted trilayer graphene (TTLG) [25–29] a variety
of other multi-layer arrangements [30, 31] were among
the most thoroughly studied structures, both theoreti-
cally and experimentally. The small twist between two
or three layers of graphene produces a long-wavelength
moiré pattern as described in Refs [7, 32–35] see Fig. 1a
in particular. During the last few years, these moiré pat-
tern systems have attracted considerable interest because
they constitute a test bed for the occurrence of a variety
of anomalous and highly correlated phases. The recent
studies of TTLG have largely focused on the electronic
structure [29], the importance of topological flat energy
bands near the magic angles [36–42], and the rich optical
properties [43–52]. In this context, the moiré and Floquet
techniques have recently been integrated to obtain the-
oretical predictions regarding distinct topological phases
in moiré materials [28, 35, 53–57]. Floquet’s theory has
been exploited in studies concerned with the electromag-
netic interaction of external light sources with materials
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where light intensity and polarization have been used to
control the transport properties in these devices that are
based on twisted multi-layer graphene systems.

The objective of this research is to find out more
about the magnetic field generated Hofstadter butterfly
in single-twist TLG subjected to various types of light,
including circularly polarized light (CPL) and longitu-
dinal light emanating from a waveguide. The famous
Hofstadter butterfly shows up when a two-dimensional
periodic electron system is subjected to a perpendicu-
lar magnetic field, which then exhibits fractal patterns
in their energy spectrum [58]. The influence of light on
the Hofstadter butterfly energy spectrum has recently at-
tracted the physics community’s curiosity [59–68]. Pre-
vious research concentrated on the kicked Harper model
as well as laser-irradiated monolayer graphene (MLG) in
the presence of a uniform perpendicular magnetic field B
[59–63]. In our recent work in TBLG [69], we found that
in the non-equilibrium situation, in the presence of light,
the magnetic field generated Hofstadter butterfly exhibits
a much richer structure. Recent efforts focused on inves-
tigating single-twist BLG and single-twist TLG under the
effects of two kinds of light polarization, CPL and lon-
gitudinally polarized light originating from a waveguide
[28, 54, 70]. CPL case was treated using a rotating frame
(RF) Hamiltonian. This latter was designed to treat both
strong and weak perturbations in the high to intermedi-
ate frequency ranges [70]. In addition, this Hamiltonian
is valid in the ranges where the ordinary Van Vleck ap-
proximation fails. As a result, the computations of the
quasi-energy levels were greatly improved. In single-twist
TLG, the design of the crystalline stacking configuration,
as well as the selection of which of the three layers is to
be twisted, generates a distinct physical system with dif-
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ferent characteristics [48, 49]. We focus here on the top
single-layer twist with ABA stacking. We will look at
the chiral case, such as TBLG, which is controlled by
the interlayer coupling parameters ω0 = 0 for AA-bilayer
graphene and ω1 6= 0 for AB-bilayer graphene. It was dis-
covered that the last hopping term plays a critical role
in the creation of the flat energy bands at the magic an-
gle [71]. The main difference here is that we find that
ω0-type hopping is a key factor in the creation of the
Hofstadter butterfly in TBLG [69]. This kept us moti-
vated to check this feature in single-twist TLG. We start
by first studying angles larger than the magic angle and
intermediate twist angle, then restricting our attention
to the magic angle. Furthermore, we are expecting to
obtain a rich light-induced structure of the Hofstadter
butterfly in single-twist TLG.

The remainder of this work is structured in the follow-
ing manner. We describe single-twist TLG in Sec. II, and
we base our discussion on the main features of the equi-
librium state, beginning with the equilibrium model. In
particular, we investigate which of the single-twist TLG’s
hopping processes has the greatest impact on the Hofs-
tadter butterfly. In addition, we demonstrate how the
various hopping terms affect symmetry in relation to the
central branch or E = 0, and we investigate the impact
of the twist angle on this feature. In Sec. III, a non-
equilibrium case, we first discuss the effect of circularly
polarised light. The second type of light polarization,
longitudinal light emanating from a waveguide, is dis-
cussed in Sec. IV. Last, we summarize our main findings
and present our conclusions.

II. EQUILIBRIUM STUDIES

A. Theoretical approach

To begin with, we adopt the continuum model Hamil-
tonian for single-twist TLG in Refs. [28, 29] with twisted
top layer (TTL). The TTL can be captured by twisting
the middle-bottom and top layers in opposite directions.
The effective model of single-twist TLG projected onto
the +K valley reads as follows:

H =

−ivF(σ−θ/2 ·∇) T12(r) 0

T †12(r) −ivF(σθ/2 ·∇) T23

0 T †23 −ivF(σθ/2 ·∇)

 ,

(1)
where the MLG tight-binding Hamiltonians reflecting the in-
tralayer hopping of the l-th layer are depicted by the diagonal
blocks in Eq. (1)

h`(θ`) = −ivF(σθ` ·∇), (2)

where the Fermi velocity in each graphene layer is represented
by vF = 106 m/s. σ = (σx, σy) represent Pauli matrices act-
ing on sublattice. TTL can be specified using parameters like
θ1 = −θ/2, and θ2 = θ3 = θ/2. The rotated Pauli matrices
are given by

σθ` = (cos(θ`)σx − sin(θ`)σy, cos(θ`)σx + sin(θ`)σy) . (3)

(a)

B

(b)

FIG. 1. (a) Illustration of the moiré pattern of twisted trilayer
graphene (TTLG). (b) A schematic illustration of the moiré
Brillouin zone (MBZ).

The off-diagonal block matrix elements in (1) represent inter-
layer hopping. They are given by

T12(r) =

3∑
j=1

e−iqj ·rTj , (4)

T23 =

3∑
j=1

Tj , (5)

where q1 = kθ(0,−1), q2,3 = kθ(±
√

3, 1) are the MBZ’s near-
est neighbor vectors with the modulation kθ = 2kD sin( θ

2
).

The Dirac momentum is represented by kD = 4π/3a0, with
a0 = 2.46 Å the lattice constant. In the case of TTL, T23

is position independent [28, 29]. The matrices Tj take into
account tunneling between sublattice and depend on the type
of stacking. [29]. They have the following structure

TAB
j = [TBA

j ]† =

(
ω0e

i 2jπ
3 ω1

ω1e
−i 2jπ

3 ω0e
i 2jπ

3

)
, (6)

TAA
j =

(
ω0 ω1e

−i 2jπ
3

ω1e
i 2jπ

3 ω0

)
. (7)

Because AB and BA stacking are more energetically favor-
able than AA stacked regions [54, 72, 73], we added a pa-
rameter ωi to the tunneling term to represent the effect
of relaxation. Additionally, AA and AB regions offer dis-
tinct interlayer-lattice constants [74]. In our case, we take
these variables into account in the hopping amplitudes by
considering (ω0, ω1) = (80 meV/80 meV, 110 meV) for
(AB/BA,AA)-type hopping amplitude. In a relaxed lattice,
distortions can be detected in this way [28, 54, 73] if the next
neighboring layer interactions are neglected, making them
comparable to those in TBLG.

B. Interlayer hopping and the Hofstadter butterfly

The energy spectrum was calculated numerically using the
assumption that [5]

Nmax ≈ 2

[
max (a0γRF, ω1)

ωc

]2

. (8)
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The center of our plot, which corresponds to E = 0, or
more precisely, nLL = 0, splits into two precisely degen-
erate components and shifts to higher and lower energies
69.075 meV - E[meV] - −62.3541 meV at an intermediate
twist angle of θ = 2◦. Moreover, for small enough magnetic
fields, mini gaps as wide as 332.141 meV started to appear
between LLs. According to T12, Eq. A11 (see App. A), ev-
ery single Landau level (LL) is divided into q sub-bands and
linked together. To better understand the Hofstadter butter-
fly in TTLG ABA TTL devices, we propose a second twist
angle, which we prefer to call the magic angle θM = 1.6◦

with ω0/ω1 ' 0.8. Here the Hofstadter butterfly structure
appears, see Fig. 2b, and the band gaps are minimized for
the small magic angles. Previous studies on the square, hon-
eycomb, and kagome lattices [75] and TBLG [69] investigated
a rich symmetry with α = 0.5 and a reflection symmetry with
E = 0. In contrast to the single-twist TLG, we notice that
the reflection symmetry concerning the axis of energy E = 0
is somewhere missing due to the interlayer hopping terms.

The next step in our equilibrium investigation will be to
determine whether ω0 or ω1 interlayer hopping processes are
more important than the other for the appearance of our but-
terfly in single-twist TLG, as done in TBLG studies [69].
In Fig. 2c, we show the Hofstadter butterfly in the chiral
model [71], which is equivalent to ω0 = 0. As expected, our
plot’s center merges into a zero-energy line. This is because
graphene has a single sublattice with the lowest LL, and the
parameters in T (r) that connect sublattices are directly pro-
portional to w1. Consequently, the lowest LL is unaffected by
these terms. In comparison to higher levels, this is a signif-
icant difference, which persists in both sublattices. As pre-
viously stated, we take V = T (r) as a result of perturba-
tion, then the lowest LLs eigen-bi-spinors for T (r) = 0 satisfy
|L01〉 = (0, |0〉, 0, 0) or |L02〉 = (0, 0, 0, |0〉). The first en-
ergy correction as a consequence of this can be expressed as
〈L02|V |L02〉 = 0 for w0 = 0. As a result, the lowest LL re-
mains unsplit. It’s worth noting that the other LLS also start
to collapse on each other more than in the case of TBLG [69].
For example, we can observe that ω0 influences the strength
of the lowest LL splitting. The ω0-type hoppings then become
less important in single-twist TLG [76] for small magic angles.
Now consider the opposite situation, ω1 = 0 and ω0 = 110
meV, as shown in Fig. 2d. Remarkably, we recognize that in
these circumstances, it is this term that leads the center LL

to split and the Hofstadter butterfly to appear. Tarnopolsky
and colleagues [71] investigated the lower relevant term that
allows the flat band to appear.

III. CIRCULARLY POLARIZED LIGHT

In this part, we will look at how the circularly polarized
light (CPL) affects the Hofstadter butterfly in single-twist
TLG.

A. Effective Hamiltonian

We assume CPL is transmitted perpendicular to the single-
twist TLG at frequency Ω and driving strength A. Eventually,
light comes into play through the usual minimal substitution

[28, 70, 77]

kx → kx(t) = kx −A cos(Ωt), (9)

ky → k̃y = ky −A sin(Ωr). (10)

As a result, we obtain a time-periodic Hamiltonian
H(x,k, t) = H(x,k, t + 2π/Ω). It is well known that such a
Hamiltonian can be accurately replaced by an effective time-
independent Hamiltonian [70]. A numerically advantageous
and less costly approach would be helpful in the current sit-
uation. Therefore, let us quickly examine how to derive an
effective time-dependent description and what new physical
phenomena can emerge from it. Converting a regularly driven
Hamiltonian into an RF is a non-perturbative way of finding
the effective time-independent Hamiltonian. The following
transformation can be used for this purpose [70]:

HR = U†(t) (H − i∂t)U(t). (11)

A Hamiltonian is generated by a subsequent time average if
a suitable frame is selected. This is a more honest descrip-
tion than Hamiltonians generated by van Vleck or Floquet-
Magnus approximations, which are common high frequency
regimes [78]. It was revealed that using a well-chosen unitary
transformation [28, 70] that for single-twist TLG subjected to
CPL, a highly accurate effective Hamiltonian will result

H(r, t) =

vRFR(θ1)k · σ −∆RFσ3 T̃12(r) 0

T̃ †12(r) vRFR(θ2)k · σ −∆RFσ3 T̃23

0 T̃ †23 vRFR(θ3)k · σ −∆RFσ3

 , (12)

where R(θ) denotes the rotation matrix. The Fermi velocity
has been affected and is now equal to

vRF = vFJ0

(
−6γ

Ω
J1

(
2Aa0

3

))
J0

(
2Aa0

3

)
, (13)

J0 is the zeroth Bessel function of the first kind. Light also
provokes the system to create a band gap, which is expressed
as

∆RF = − 3γ√
2
J1

(
2Aa0

3

)
J1

(
−6
√

2γ

Ω
J1

(
2Aa0

3

))
. (14)

Interlayer tunneling matrices Eq. 6 are also modified. Now
if we express Tj as Tj =

∑
i Tj,iσi, where Tj,n are expansion

coefficients, we get the new hopping matrices T̃j

T̃AB
j = [T̃BA

j ]† =
∑
i

Tj,iσ̃i, (15)
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The numerically generated Hofstadter butterfly spectrum for single-twist TLG with param-
eters (a) (θ, ω0, ω1)=(2◦, 0.9ω1, 110 meV), (b) (θ, ω0, ω1)=(1.6◦, 0.8ω1, 110 meV), (c) (θ, ω0, ω1)=(1.6◦, 0, 110 meV), (d)
(θ, ω0, ω1)=(1.6◦, 110 meV, 0).

with the matrices

σ̃1,2 = J0(ν)σ1,2, (16)

σ̃0,3 = σ0,3 +
(
J0(
√

2ν)− 1
)[
σ0,3 sin2

(
θ

2

)
± i

2
σ3 sin (θ)

]
.

(17)

where ν = (−6γ/Ω)J1 (2Aa0/3), and σ1,2,3 are the Pauli ma-
trices, and σ0 is the identity matrix.

B. Numerical Results

In this section, we look at how CPL influences the Hofs-
tadter butterfly in single-twist TLG. To achieve this, in Fig.
3, we plotted the Hofstadter butterfly resulting from this form
of light. For certain twist angles (θ = 1.6◦/θ = 1.8◦), driv-
ing strength Aa0 = 0.15, Aa0 = 0.25, Aa0 = 0.3, and driv-
ing frequency Ω = 2γ, and Ω = 3γ, CPL has an interesting
effects. Indeed, the associated energy levels split as we in-
crease the driving strength and the driving frequency. The

0-th LLs of the butterfly’s central branch move upwards to
higher energies and are separated as shown in Fig. 3a. As a
result, the spectrum appears to be asymmetrical with respect
to E = 0 because the band-gap ∆RF violates chiral symme-
try. Compared to TBLG [69] we note that the gaps between
LLs increase in single-twist TLG. As a result, it’s an appeal-
ing choice in strongly correlated phases, since interactions are
expected to dominate in this case, as discussed in [28]. We
highlight that the central LL is shifted upward in Figs. Figs.
3a, 3b, 3c, and 3d since we are considering right-handed CPL.
Additionally, switching from a right-handed to a left-handed
CPL results in the substitution

∆RF 7−→ −∆RF. (18)

We plot the Hofstadter butterfly subject to left-handed CPL
in Fig. 3a and 3b with the same values as in Fig. 3a and 3b.
We observe that the central Landau level has been pushed
downward.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The numerically generated Floquet Hofstadter butterfly spectrum subjected to a right-handed
CPL with parameters: ω0 = 0.8 ω1, ω1 = 110 meV, (a) (θ,Aa0,Ω)=(1.8◦, 0.25, 2γ), (b) (θ,Aa0,Ω)=(1.8◦, 0.25, 3γ), (c)
(θ,Aa0,Ω)=(1.6◦, 0.15, 3γ), and (d) (θ,Aa0,Ω)=(1.8◦, 0.3, 3γ). Energy spectrum of the Floquet Hofstadter butterfly subjected
to left-handed CPL with the parameters: (e) (θ,Aa0,Ω)=(1.8◦, 0.25, 2γ), and (f) (θ,Aa0,Ω)=(1.6◦, 0.15, 3γ).
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FIG. 4. (Color online) The numerically generated Floquet Hofstadter butterfly spectrum subjected to a waveguide light. The
following driving strengths have been used AaAA = 0.2 to AaAA = 4 in addition to the parameters γ = 2364 meV, and θ = 1.6◦.

IV. WAVEGUIDE LIGHT

Following our study of CPL in the previous section, we will
look at the impact of longitudinal light originating from a
waveguide on our TTLG spectrum.

A. Theoretical Approach

We will now consider longitudinal light emanating from a
waveguide, as a second type of light. In this situation, the
waveguide’s boundary conditions allow light to have longitu-
dinal components A = Re

(
eikzz−iΩt

)
ẑ to occur in a vacuum

(More details on the derivation can be found in [54] or the
most popular references on electromagnetism [79]).The effect
of this type of light can be investigated at the tight-binding
level through a Peirls substitution

tij → tije

(
−
∫ rj
ri

A·dl
)
, (19)

where A is the vector potential. In the continuum, Hamilto-
nian hopping terms refer to ωi, which is now

wi → wie

(
−
∫ rj
ri

A·dl
)
. (20)

This phenomenon can be incorporated in the high frequency
domain of our continuum model by modifying interlayer cou-
plings as shown below

ω1 → ω̃1 = J0 (|AaAB |)ω1,

ω0 → ω̃0 = J0 (|AaAA|)ω0,
(21)

where aAA = 0.36 nm and aAB = 0.34 nm are interlayer
distances in the regions AA, and AB respectively.

B. Numerical Results

Next, we will start examining how the waveguide light
affects the Hofstadter butterfly in single-twist TLG using
our numerical results. Similarly to TBLG [69], we consider
a range of distinct values AaAA for our unit-less driving
strength. It should be remembered that

AaAB

AaAA
=
aAB

aAA
. (22)

Fig. 4 considers various values ranging from AaAA = 0.2
to 4. We notice that as AaAA increases, the individual LL
splitting decreases at first, and then increases. To better un-
derstand these splittings, we plot the renormalized hopping
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Plot of the renormalized hopping am-
plitude ω̃0 and ω̃1 as function of the deriving strength AaAA.

amplitudes ω̃0 and ω̃1 as a function of the deriving strength
AaAA in Fig. 5. As shown, the hopping amplitudes ω̃0 and ω̃1

initially decrease to be minimal for small values of the derived
strength AaAA. Both quantities increase after AaAA = 4, but
ω̃0 becomes more important than ω̃1. In our case, this is
modulated by the Bessel function J0, which determines the
magnitude of level splitting. We conclude that Bessel func-
tions influence the interlayer hoppings in single-twist TLG
as it was also noticed in [69]. Of course, this finding allows
us to go one step further and conclude that the two chiral
models ω1 = 0 or ω0 = 0 can both be generated using this
type of light. Particularly, if AaAA = j0,n is the n-th zero
Bessel function J0(x), ω0 is completely set to 0. Moreover, ω1

is 0 unless AaAA = (aAA/aAB)j0,n. We notice that the gap
opening in this situation starts to close at AaA = 1.6. Under
these circumstances, and in contrast to the case of CPL, with
respect to E = 0, mirror symmetry of our energy spectrum
remains intact.

V. CONCLUSION

The current study investigated the magnetic field induced
Floquet Hofstadter butterfly spectrum in a top twisted ABA
stacked trilayer graphene in the presence of a perpendicular
magnetic field. We first investigated the characteristics of the
equilibrium state of the system in the absence of light, and
after that, we went on to study different non-equilibrium sit-
uations. We specifically considered the presence of circularly
polarized light and waveguide linearly polarized light. In the
equilibrium state, the butterfly’s central branch splits into two
precisely degenerate components, and for small twist angles,
such as θM = 1.6◦, our butterfly becomes more discernible.

Afterward, we have identified that the effect of interlayer
coupling ω0 in the AA stacking type hopping terms is
much more important than the interlayer ω1 in the AB/BA
stacking type on the appearance of the Hofstadter butterfly.
We also came to the conclusion that single-twist TLG
has two separate chiral limits, similarly to TBLG. In the
non-equilibrium case, in the presence of a CPL, we showed
how this type of light causes large gap openings at the central
branch of the Hofstadter butterfly with clearly discernible
asymmetry with regard to energy E = 0. In addition,
for right-handed CPL, the central band shifts downward,
in stark contrast to left-handed CPL, where the central
band shifts upward. We also investigated the effect of
longitudinally polarized light emanating from a waveguide on
the Hofstadter butterfly spectrum in single-twist TLG. We
showed that in the case of waveguide light, chiral symmetries
are broken at small driving strengths and restored at large
driving strengths, contrary to previous observations in TBLG.

Acknowledgment: The authors deeply appreciate discus-
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Appendix A: CALCULATION OF HOFSTADTER
BUTTERFLY

In the presence of a perpendicular magnetic field, B = Bẑ,
we substitute p̂ → p̂ + eA. We use the Landau gauge A =
B(−y, 0) and rewrite the intralayer Hamiltonian as

h(θ/2) = ωc

[
σx + iσy

2
eiθ/2a+

σx − iσy
2

e−iθ/2a†
]

(A1)

where ωc =
√

2vF/`b is the cyclotron energy, `b =
√

1/eB is
the magnetic length, and

a† =
`b√

2
[px − eBy + ipy] , (A2)

a =
`b√

2
[px − eBy − ipy] (A3)

are the raising and lowering operators of LL index. It is
straightforward to demonstrate that [a, a†] = 1, and they act
on the Landau-level n-th eigenstate as follows

a |n〉 =
√
n |n〉 , (A4)

a† |n〉 =
√
n+ 1 |n+ 1〉 . (A5)

The Hamiltonian can be diagonalized numerically using the
LLs basis |L, n, α, yc〉 where L = 1, 2, 3 represents the layers,
α = A,B represents sublattices, n represents LL index, and yc
is the guiding center. The guiding centers in T2,3 ineterlayer
hopping terms shift yc by ±∆. Thus, one can write

yc = y0 + (mq + j)∆, (A6)

with j ∈ 0, 1, ..., q − 1, and ∆ =
√

3kθ`
2/2. The moiré unit-

cell must be commensurate with the magnetic unit-cell such
that the associated Hamiltonian becomes diagonalizable for

a system of infinite size. The magnetic flux φ through the
unit-cell is given by [5]

φ =
q

p
φ0, φ0 =

hc

e
, (A7)

where p/q ∈ Q the rational number connecting the size of
bare magnetic and moiré Brillouin zones when both lattices
are commensurate. To be more specific, the end result of the
magnetic moiré Brillouin zone (MMBZ) is limited by

0 < kx =
y0

`2
<

4πp

qkθ`2
, 0 < ky <

4π√
3kθq

. (A8)

The Fourier transform thus offers a computationally conve-
nient basis

|L, n, α, j〉 =
1√
N

∑
m

eiky(mq+j)∆ |L, n, y0 + (mq + j)∆〉 .

(A9)
We are forced to remove ky from the basis because the Hamil-
tonian is diagonal in ky. The intralayer Hamiltonian in terms
of the basis in Eq. A9 is written as

h(θ/2) = ωc
∑
L,n,j

(
e−iθ/2

√
n+ 1 |L, n+ 1, A, j〉 〈L, n,B, j|

)
+ H.c.

(A10)
The interlayer Hamiltonians, on the same basis, are

T12(k) =
∑

n′nαβj

[
T1Fn′n (z1) e−ikxkθ`

2

e
−4πi p

q
j
∣∣2n′αj〉 〈1nβj|

+ T2Fn′n (z2) eiky∆e
i
2
kxkθ`

2

e
iπ p
q

(2j−1)
∣∣2n′α, j + 1

〉
〈1nβj|

+T3Fn′n′ (z3) e−iky∆e
i
2
kxkθ`

2

e
iπ p
q

(2j+1)
∣∣2n′αj − 1

〉
〈1nβj|

]
,

(A11)

T23(k) =
∑

n′nαβj

[
T1

∣∣3n′αj〉 〈2nβj|+ T2

∣∣3n′α, j + 1
〉
〈2nβj|

+T3

∣∣3n′αj − 1
〉
〈2nβj|

]
, (A12)

with zj =
qjx+iqjy√

2
`b, and

Fnm(z) =

{
F̃nm(z) n ≥ m
F̃ ∗nm(−z) m < n

F̃nm(z) =

√
m!

n!
e−

z2

2 (−z1 + iz2)n−m Ln−mm

(
z2) (A13)

where L is referred to as the associated Laguerre polynomial.
It is crucial to clarify one subtlety concerning this Hamilto-
nian’s numerical implementation, which was emphasized as a
footnote in [5]. While the Hamiltonian is simple to execute
numerically for the most part, one must be cautious when in-
cluding states to prevent a false degeneracy at low energies.
Consider the case where we are unaware of the interlayer cou-
plings because we chose a model that is relevant near the
graphene K point. We must realize that there is only one
eigenstate with K point and zero energy per layer. On the
other hand, if we choose our fundamental states from

{L ∈ {t,m, b}, α ∈ {A,B}, n ∈ {0, . . . , nmax}}, (A14)

and then diagonalize at zero energy, we identify more wrong
states. At the K point, we could now relate back to the
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wavefunctions and analytical equations of the zero energy LL
for graphene. At each layer we have |n,±〉 = (± |n− 1〉 , |n〉).
The only contributions from sublattice B appear to be n = 0
in this case. Since our basis choice does not violate sublattice
symmetry, we can assume that the existence of zero energy
states with contributions from sublattice A is a numerical
artifact. The solutions certainly violate sublattice symmetry,
and we must guarantee that this strengthens our numerical
method. To do this, a slightly different set of basis states that
violate sublattice symmetry is used. Below, we mention such

a possibility

{L ∈ {t,m, b}, α ∈ {A,B}, n ∈ {0, . . . , nmax−δα,B}}. (A15)

False states are pushed to higher energies as a result of the ex-
plicit breakdown of sublattice symmetry in this choice of basis
states, but this has no relevance to our situation [5]. While we
emphasize this, when it comes to non-coupling layers, the false
low lying levels do not appear. This point is less important in
a plot of LLs (because the content does not show degeneracy),
but it becomes very helpful in the case of interlayer coupling.
Interestingly, LLs are split as interlayer couplings are added,
and false low energy bands have a disastrous impact. As a
result, it is critical to eliminate the erroneous contributions
using the method we just outlined [69].
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