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We theoretically study the excitation spectrum of a two-dimensional Dirac semimetal in the pres-
ence of an incommensurate potential. Such models have been shown to possess magic-angle critical
points in the single particle wavefunctions, signalled by a momentum space delocalization of plane
wave eigenstates and flat bands due to a vanishing Dirac cone velocity. Using the kernel polynomial
method, we compute the single particle Green’s function to extract the nature of the single parti-
cle excitation energy, damping rate, and quasiparticle residue. As a result, we are able to clearly
demonstrate the redistribution of spectral weight due to quasiperiodicity-induced downfolding of
the Brillouin zone creating minibands with effective mini Brillouin zones that correspond to emer-
gent superlattices. By computing the damping rate we show that the vanishing of the velocity and
generation of finite density of states at the magic-angle transition coincides with the development
of an imaginary part in the self energy and a suppression of the quasiparticle residue that vanishes
in a power law like fashion. Observing these effects with ultracold atoms using momentum resolved
radiofrequency spectroscopy is discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The ability to manipulate and control the low-energy
band structure in moiré heterostructures has enabled the
observation of correlated insulating [1–4], superconduct-
ing [5–7], and topological states [8–11] despite starting
from weakly interacting semiconducting materials. In a
number of cases, the emergent many-body states are the-
oretically known to result from a dramatic renormaliza-
tion of the band structure resulting in flat bands with a
minibandwidth comparable to the Coulomb interaction
scale [12–25]. For Dirac semimetals, the bands become
flat when the Dirac velocity vanishes due to a so-called
“magic-angle” condition [15]. The magic-angle effect has
been shown to be quite general and applicable to a broad
class of nodal and topological band structures in the pres-
ence of a incommensurate tunneling or potential [26–41].

Motivated by these developments, we here concentrate
on the momentum resolved spectral features of the magic-
angle effect in two-dimensional (2D) Dirac semimetals.
We specifically focus on the case when the moiré su-
perlattice is incommensurate with the underlying micro-
scopic lattice and are interested in features beyond the
continuum limit description. A series of recent works
revealed [26–28] the magic-angle effect as a universal be-
havior that arises in a variety of models that possess two
or three dimensional Dirac cones with an incommensu-
rate modulation of the onsite scalar potential or tun-
neling amplitude. One major conclusion from this [27]
and related work [31] is that it is possible to realize the
magic-angle phenomena without a twist, and instead this
effect can be realized by smooth incommensurate pertur-
bations. In each case, the magic-angle condition drives
the formation of flat bands and the concomitant forma-
tion of a finite density of states at the Dirac node energy.
In the incommensurate limit, the magic-angle condition
coincides with a single particle quantum phase transition
between a semimetal and a metal where the wavefunc-

tions Anderson delocalize in momentum space and the
Dirac velocity vanishes in a universal fashion.

These findings have motivated a variety of quantum
emulators of magic-angle graphene to be proposed [27,
28], particularly in the cold-atomic context[29, 42, 43].
In this regard, it is important to understand how to
probe the magic-angle phenomena in a wide variety of
systems. In this work, we focus on a lattice model for
magic-angle semimetals [27], that can be realized using a
quasi two-dimensional ultracold Fermi gas with artificial
gauge fields [44–46] and two incommensurate optical lat-
tices [47, 48]. We note that the considerations we focus
on here are not limited to two dimensions; the realiza-
tion of a three-dimensional Weyl semimetal using artifi-
cial spin orbit coupling in ultracold gases [49] raises the
exciting prospect of observing magic-angle phenomena
in higher dimensional semimetals [26]. In the context
of ultracold gases, previous work has identified experi-
mental signatures of the magic-angle transition through
wavepacket dynamics [27] that can be measured with
time-of-flight absorption imaging [50], here we focus on
the nature of the low-energy excitation spectrum that
can be probed using momentum resolved radiofrequency
spectroscopy [51].

A natural starting point to describe the low energy
excitations in moiré materials focuses on constructing
continuum models, i.e. finding an effective superlattice
in which to describe the downfolded and renormalized
band structure. By construction, continuum models of
moiré materials always have infinitely sharp and well de-
fined low energy quasiparticle excitations as the original
microscopic lattice has been essentially coarse grained
away. However, the question of whether or not these ex-
citations survive and remain sharp when incommensurate
effects of the twist are taken into account is a more sub-
tle but physically relevant question. Along these lines,
recent theoretical work has found that incommensurate
effects at moderate (θ = 9◦ in the chiral limit) [27] and
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small twist angles (θ ≈ 1.05◦ i.e. the magic-angle) [52] in
twisted bilayer graphene can play a significant role when
the velocity vanishes at the magic-angle through wave-
function multifractality in momentum space and subbal-
listic transport. These incommensurate effects may also
be relevant to limits in the resolution of recent angle
resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) measure-
ments of magic-angle twisted bilayer graphene [53, 54].

In this work we study the single-particle Green’s func-
tion across the magic-angle quantum phase transition in a
model of a 2D Dirac semimetal. In particular, we demon-
strate that the flattening of the band is accompanied by
a vanishing of the quasi particle residue, while the An-
derson de-localization in momentum space is reflected in
the onset of a finite decay rate in the momentum space
Green’s function that remains non-zero in the metal-
lic phases of the model, see Fig. 1. By examining the
single-particle spectral function and the dispersion, our
work shows how an incommensurate superlattice poten-
tial renormalizes the excitation spectrum inducing mini-
bands with renormalized excitations described by an ef-
fective tight binding model on a series of enlarged length
scales that correspond to a hierarchy of minibands. Our
work thus elucidates crucial features of Dirac electrons in
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FIG. 1. Phase diagram of the model defined in Eq. (1)
at the Dirac node energy as a function of the quasperi-
odic potential strength W/t: The Dirac velocity ṽ and the
quasiparticle residue Z+(k = 0) are non-zero in the semimetal
(SM) phase and the reentrant semimetal (RSM) phase at
larger W . These regimes are separated by a metallic (M)
phase with a finite density of states characterized by the imag-
inary part of the single particle self energy acquiring a non-
zero value (multiplied by 10 for visual clarity). The dashed
lines are the phase boundaries obtained from the density of
states being non-zero and when the wavefunctions deloclal-
ize in momentum space in Ref. [27], demonstrating excellent
agreement between the two approaches. These results were
obtained at the Dirac node k = 0 with L = 144 and a kernel
polynomial method expansion order NC = 4096. We note
that the rise of Γ at large W is an NC artifact (see Fig. 5).

the vicinity of the magic-angle and how to probe it within
the spectral function that can be measured in both solid-
state and ultracold atomic experimental set ups.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows:
In Sec. II, we introduce the model under consideration
and give details about the numerical approach. Sec. III
contains a summary of main results. We include a dis-
cussion, in which we compare to analytical approaches,
Sec. IV, before concluding with an outlook section V.

II. MODEL AND APPROACH

We consider a model of a 2D Dirac semimetal in the
presence of an incommensurate potential

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + V̂ . (1)

The 2D Dirac semimetal is realized by taking a tight
binding model on the square lattice with spin orbit cou-
pling

Ĥ0 =
∑

r,µ=x,y

(
it

2
ψ̂†rσµψ̂r+aµ̂ + h.c.

)
, (2)

where ψ̂†r = (ĉ†r,↑, ĉ
†
r,↓) is a two component spinor of

fermionic creation operators, σµ are the Pauli matrices
in the µ = x, y direction, t is the hopping parameter for
nearest neighbor lattice sites labeled by r with a lattice
spacing a. We remark that Eq. (2) is equivalent to two
copies of the π-flux model [27]. Diagonalizing H0 pro-
duces the dispersion,

E0
±(k) = ±t

√
sin(akx)2 + sin(aky)2, (3)

that possess 4 Dirac cones E0
±(k) ≈ ±v|k| with v = ±ta

at the 4 time reversal invariant points in the Brillouin
zone (0, 0), (0, π/a), (π/a, 0), (π/a, π/a).

The incommensurate potential is given by

V̂ = W
∑
r,µ

cos(Qrµ + φµ)ψ̂†rψ̂r, (4)

with a strength W , an incommensurate wave-vector
Q = [2/(

√
5 + 1)]2(2π/a), and the origin of the poten-

tial φµ ∈ [0, 2π) is randomly sampled with 30 realiza-
tions. To consider an incommensurate wavevector with
periodic (or twisted) boundary conditions we take Q to
be a commensurate approximate Qn = (2π/a)Fn−2/Fn
and fix the linear system size to be a Fibonacci number
L = Fn such that Q = limn→∞Qn.

A. Numerical Green’s function approach

In the following we compute the retarded single parti-
cle Green’s function for the model in Eqs. (2) and (4) in
frequency (ω) and momentum (k) space

Gαβ(k, ω) = 〈k, α| 1

ω + iδ − Ĥ
|k, β〉, (5)
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where δ → 0+, α, β denote the spin state ↑, ↓, and we
have introduced momentum states

|k, α〉 =
1

L

∑
r

e−ir·kψ̂†r,α|0〉. (6)
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FIG. 2. Extracting poles from the Green’s func-
tion: The top two panels (a) and (b) contain the real
part of the two eigenvalues of the inverse Green’s function
λ±(k, ω) ≡ Re[1/G±(k, ω)] at W = 0.4t and the momentum
k = (−π/72, 0). The top plot is the real part of λ+(k, ω)
as a function of ω/t and the middle plot is the real part of
λ−(k, ω) as a function of ω/t. When λ± = 0 signals a pole in
the Green’s function allowing us to extract E±(k). Note that
the locations where λ± → ∞ represent band edges (zeroes
of the Green’s function) and we find additional excitations
then occurring at higher frequency representing higher energy
minibands due to the quasiperiodic potential downfolding and
renormalizing the band structure. The bottom panel c) is the
spectral function A(k, ω) as a function of ω/t, demonstrating
that each crossing in λ± represents a sharp excitation creating
a narrow Lorentzian in the spectral function. These results
where obtained using KPM on a linear system size L = 144
and expansion order NC = 4096 averaged over 30 samples.

We compute the Green’s function perturbatively as
well as in a numerically exact fashion using the ker-
nel polynomial method (KPM)[55]. Here we outline the
KPM approach for Gαβ(k, ω) and the analysis we use
to extract the physical content of the Green’s function
from the behavior of its simple pole structure in the

complex frequency plane. Expanding the Green’s func-
tion in terms of Chebyshev polynomials, as described in
Refs. [55, 56], we arrive at

Gαβ(k, ω) =
[
− i

a
√

1− ω̃2

(
µ0(k, α, β)g0

+ 2

NC−1∑
n=1

µn(k, α, β)gne
−in arccos ω̃

)]
, (7)

where gn denotes the Kernel used to filter out Gibbs
oscillations, a is the half-bandwidth, b is half of the
band asymmetry, a = (Emax − Emin)/(2 − ε), b =
(Emax + Emin)/2, where Emax and Emin are the maxi-
mum and minimum eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian and
ε is a small parameter to avoid divergence, here ε = 0.01
[55], NC � 1 is an integer denoting the truncated value
of the series and ω̃ = (ω − b)/a is the rescaled energy.
The coefficients of the expansion can be computed using
sparse matrix-vector multiplication and are given by

µn(k, α, β) = 〈α,k|Tn(H̃)|k, β〉, (8)

where H̃ = (Ĥ − b)/a is the rescaled Hamiltonian that
has eigenvalues that lie within [−1, 1]. The Lorentz kernel
gn [55] is used to preserve the analytic properties of the
Green function, which broadens each Dirac-delta func-
tion in the spin-resolved spectral function Aαβ(k, ω) =
−ImGαβ(k, ω)/π into a Lorentzian [55] of width ΛD/NC
(for a bandwidthD), and Λ controls both the width of the
Lorentzian and the strength of Gibbs oscillations due to
truncating the series. The full spectral function is given
by

A(k, ω) = − 1

2π
Im{Tr[G(k, ω)]} =

1

2

∑
α=↑,↓

Aαα(k, ω).

(9)
Here, we work with λ = 0.5 so that we can accurately
compute the intrinsic broadening. In the following we
focus on a linear system size L = 144 where the rounding
due to the KPM expansion order dominates over finite
size rounding.

B. Extracting the excitation spectrum

To extract the physical content from the full Green’s
function in Eq. (5) we diagonalize the 2x2 matrix
Gαβ(k, ω) for each k and ω corresponding to two complex
eigenvalues G±(k, ω). To understand the pole structure
we focus on the real part of the inverse of these eigenval-
ues denoted λ±(k, ω) = Re[1/G±(k, ω)], see Fig. 2 (a),
(b). An excitation of the spectrum is realized as a pole
in the Green’s function, thus λ±(k, ω) will go through
zero at the location of the pole, defining the dispersion
ω = E±(k), and producing a large amount of spectral
weight in the (effective) Lorentzians in the spectral func-
tion A(k, ω) as shown in Fig. 2 (c). To extract Z±(k), ṽ
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and γ±(k) we expand the eigenvalues near the poles that
yields

G±(k, ω) ' Z±(k)

ω − E±(k) + iγ±(k)
. (10)

To estimate Z−1± (k) we fit λ±(k, ω) to a linear function of
ω−E±(k) for ω in close proximity to E±(k) to extract the
slope. Moreover, we obtain ṽ from the small k expansion
of E±(k) ≈ ±ṽ|k| and γ±(k) = −Z(k)Im[G±(k, ω =
E(k))−1].

In relation to the above approximation of G near a sim-
ple pole, it is instructive to consider the Dyson equation,

G(k, ω)−1 = G0(k, ω)−1 − Σ(k, ω), (11)

to understand the effect of the incommensurate poten-
tial. Firstly, in the Dirac semimetal phase of the model
we expect that the potential only generates a real part of
the self energy at low energies Σ±(k, ω) = Σ′±(k, ω) that
renormalizes the velocity of the Dirac cone ṽ and the
quasiparticle residue Z(k) whereas the imaginary part
Σ′′±(k, 0) = 0 in the thermodynamic limit. Thus, it is nat-
ural to expect that the metallic phase of the model will
be signalled by the generation of a non-zero ImΣ±(0, 0),
which in turn can lead to a finite density of states at
the Dirac node. In full analogy to Anderson’s original
definition[57], the onset of ImΣ±(0, 0) 6= 0 delineates the
delocalization transition in momentum space.

To separate out the effects of the quasiparticle residue
and the generation of a non-zero ImΣ±(k, ω) we study
these two contributions separately. To do so we focus on
an effective damping rate on-shell that is not suppressed
by the residue, namely

Γ±(k) ≡ ImΣ(k, ω = E±(k)) (12)

and are able to track the phases of the model by focusing
on Γ(0) as shown in Fig. 1. We note that the quasiparticle
damping rate is then given by γ±(k) = Z±(k)Γ±(k).

Due to the quasiperiodic potential the low energy spec-
trum is strongly renormalized. This appears in the band
structure as effectively downfolding the Brillouin zone to
create a whole new set of excitations that live within a
renormalized miniband. As shown in Fig. 2, in addi-
tion to the original Dirac excitation expected near zero
energy we see several new poles appear in the Green’s
function. Moreover, we also find zero’s of the real part
of the Green’s function that signify the edge of a mini-
band. Note that it is important not to artificially identify
such a divergence with a pole as the figure makes it look.
We now turn to understanding this low energy excitation
spectrum in detail.

C. Perturbation theory

As the Dirac semimetal is perturbatively stable, we can
substatiante this perspective as well as understand the

structure of the Green function in the semimetal phase by
applying perturbation theory. The self-energy to leading
order in the potential is [27]

Σ(k, ω) =

d∑
µ=1

∑
ξ=±

W 2

4
G0(k + ξQêµ, ω), (13)

where d = 2 and êµ ∈ {(1, 0)T , (0, 1)T } for d = 2. The so-
lution of this equation leads to [27] a quasiparticle residue

Z±(k = 0) =
1

1 + 4α2
, (14)

and a renormalized Dirac velocity

ṽ =
1− 2(1− cos(Q))α2

1 + 4α2
(15)

in terms of a dimensionsless coupling α = W/[2t sin(Q)].
While we find that the residue remains non-zero for any
α, ṽ contains a magic-angle condition defined by when
the renormalized velocity vanishes that occurs pertur-
batively at α2

c,pert. = 1/[2(1 − cos(Q)]. We stress that
the existence of a magic-angle extends beyond pertur-
bation theory as demonstrated in several models using
numerics [26–28], though the location shifts depending
on symmetries and form of the model. Thus, perturba-
tively the quasiparticle residue remains finite when the
model passes through the magic-angle. As we will show
below, in the incommensurate limit the residue vanishes
in a power law fashion at the magic-angle.

III. RESULTS

Using the method described above, we extract the
excitation spectrum and renormalized spectral weight
from the Green’s function. While previous work has
inferred the nature of the excitation spectrum of the
model defined in Eq. (1) from the density of states and
the response of eigenvalues to twisted boundary condi-
tions, here, we extract this excitation spectrum directly
from numerically computing G(k, ω) on a finite system
size averaged over 30 samples of different phases of the
quasiperiodic potential. Due to the symmetries of the
model after we average it is sufficient to consider the
momentum along the kx direction, i.e. without loss of
generality we only focus on k = (k, 0).

For the given choice of Qa/2π = [2/(
√

5 + 1)]2 and
focusing on the range of W/t . 1, as shown in Fig. 1
the model has three relevant phases of interest, a Dirac
semimetal phase, a metallic phase, and a reentrant Dirac
semimetal phase. The excitations only remain sharp in
the semimetal phase albeit with a renormalized Dirac ve-
locity that decreases on approach to the transition but
importantly the imaginary part of the self energy van-
ishes in the thermodynamic limit. This is also consistent
with the non-zero value of the quasiparticle residue at the
Dirac node Z±(k = 0). In contrast, the metallic phase
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FIG. 3. Low energy dispersion relation extracted from the Green’s function in each phase of the model, in the semimetal
(a) W = 0.1t and (b) W = 0.4t; the metal (c) W = 0.54t; and the reentrant semimetal (d) W = 0.6t. These figures were
obtained from the KPM with NC=4096 for L = 144. The red line in (a) and (b) is the dispersion for W = 0. The gray scale
denotes the value of the spectral weight of each excitation (in particular logA(k, E±(k) is shown). In (a) we show the full energy
range to see the start of the formation of the first mininband. In (b) we see the first miniband has formed as the dispersion
is repeating outside the first mini Brillouin zone (BZ) of size GMB1 , marked with vertical black dashed lines. The onset of the
second BZ downfolding is manifested by small discontinuities at k corresponding to GMB2 ' 0.06π/a. In the metallic phase
(c), the bands have become extremely flat (note the rescaled ordinate) and several new minibands have formed. We expect the
finite number of minibands here is attributed to the finite system size we have considered. In the reentrant semimetal phase
the second miniband has formed of extent GMB2 (marked with blue vertical dashed lines). The miniband dispersions in (b)
and (d) are folded into their respective BZs in Fig. 4.

develops a finite Γ(k = 0) concomitantly with a finite
density of states and the quasiparticle residue vanishes
in a power law fashion on approach to the metallic phase
(in the metallic regime we find it is no longer possible to
accurately estimate the residue). In the metallic phase
the low energy excitations are no longer sharp and the na-
ture of this damping is investigated further in Sec. III B.

A. Dispersion and spectral weight

The dispersion is shown in Fig. 3 in each of these phases
along with the corresponding spectral weight A(k, ω) in
Eq. (9) at ω = E±(k) (depicted via a grey scale). First,
we start from a weak potential strength of W = 0.1t in
the semimetal phase shown in Fig. 3 (a). We find that
a miniband has formed due to a gap appearing at finite
energy that separates the Dirac semimetal excitations at
low energy from the rest of the spectrum at higher en-
ergies. For this potential the velocity of the Dirac exci-
tations is only weakly renoramlized (the W = 0 disper-
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sion is shown in red). Further into the semimetal phase
as shown in Fig. 3(b) we see that the Dirac cone still
remains stable but with a renormalized velocity. Inter-
estingly, we find a new Brillioun zone has emerged as
the dispersion is now periodic with a periodicity corre-
sponding to a new inverse length scale that is not simply
π/a (or a rational multiple of it). This mini Brillouin
zone (mBZ) can be understood by considering the lead-
ing perturbative process that scatters the Dirac cones in
the problem (for the model in Eqs. (1) they are separated
by π in momentum space). This produces a new mBZ

of size GMB1
= (π − Q)/a = π(

√
5 − 2)/a ≈ 0.24π/a,

(with reciprocal lattice vectors GMB1
/GMB1

= x̂, ŷ),
which is precisely where the dispersion becomes peri-
odic [27]. Intuitively, this can be interpreted as the
excitations now living on the moiré superlattice of size
aMB1

= 2π/GMB1
= 2a/(

√
5− 2) ≈ 8.5a as we explore in

more detail below. At the same time the spectral weight
is redistributed due to the downfolding of the BZ. We
find the spectral weight is maximal in the first mBZ and
the higher order zones of the first mBZ (|k| > GMB1

)
have decreasing spectral weight. We can also see the
second mBZ forming where the higher zones are missing
excitations.

The properties of the reentrant semimetal phase are
similar to the original semimetal regime but as we can
see in Fig. 3(d) a second mBZ has opened up with a
much smaller size. We also see additional higher or-
der second mBZs with smaller spectral weigth appearing.
This arises due to fourth order scattering processess pro-
ducing a second mBZ of size GMB2

= −(3π − 4Q)/a =

(9 − 4
√

5)π/a ≈ 0.056π/a. Thus, the excitations of the
second mBZ live on a much larger length scale aMB2 =

2π/GMB2
= 2a/(9− 4

√
5) ≈ 35.9a.

These results clearly demonstrate that the semimetal
phases of the model have well defined low energy Dirac
excitations that live within effective mBZs. To examine
this in more detail in Fig. 4 we have folded the spectrum

0.5 0.0 0.5
k/( /aMB1)
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E(
k)
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0.000

0.005

0.010(b)

FIG. 4. Folded band structure into the first and sec-
ond mBZs: (a) The band structure for W = 0.4t in the
semimetal phase from the top panel of Fig. 3 folded into the
first mBZ. (b) The band structure for W = 0.6t folded into
the second mBZ. We fit each folded band structure (shown as
red dashed lines) to the form for tunneling on a square moiré
lattice in Eq. (16) with a greatly renormalized tunneling am-
plitude.

for W = 0.4t into the first mBZ and folded the spectrum
into the second mBZ for W = 0.6t. We find that the dis-
persion in each mBZ EMB

± (k) follows that of the original
model with a renormalized hopping strength tMB and en-
larged lattice spacing aMB corresponding to the emergent
superlattice, namely

EMB
± (k) = ±tMB

√
sin(kxaMB)2 + sin(kyaMB)2 (16)

as shown in Fig. 4 (as dashed red lines). Thus, in the
semimetal phases of the model we can describe the low
energy physics as a tight-binding model on an emergent
superlattice, whose size depends on the overall strength
of the incommensurate potential. Which miniband is
occuring at low energy depends on the vicinity to the
magic-angle transition and it has been argued to become
an indefinite process in the thermodynamic limit at the
magic-angle [27].

In contrast to the semimetal regimes, in the metallic
phase Fig. 3 (c) we find several flat bands with a greatly
renormalized energy scale (comparing the vertical scale of
the panels of Fig. 3). This is consistent with the vanishing
Dirac cone velocity (e.g. see Fig. 1). As the Dirac velocity
has dropped substantially, the system is very susceptible
to the incommensuration and new physics emerges close
to charge neutrality. Thus, this regime requires more
physical insight then the dispersion alone, and therefore
we turn to the nature of excitations at the Dirac node.

B. Residue and damping at the Dirac node

To characterize the nature of the Dirac point we com-
pute the quasiparticle residue, Z±(k = 0), the Dirac ve-
locity ṽ from the low energy excitations E±(k) ≈ ±ṽ|k|
and a measure of the damping rate Γ±(k = 0) that re-
flects a finite imaginary part of the self energy rate that
is insensitive to changes in the residue. We note that at
k = 0 the ± eigenvalues of the Green function are degen-
erate so we just take the + value here. While previous
work has identified the magic-angle transition through
measuring ṽ from the low energy scaling of the density
of states, we here compute ṽ directly from the extracted
excitation spectrum.

The presence of sharp and coherent Dirac excitations
in the semimetal phases is exemplified through a finite
quasiparticle residue and velocity as well as a vanishing
damping rate in the thermodynamic limit. As shown in
Fig. 1 the quasiparticle residue is regular in the semimetal
phase and so the damping rate is essentially determined
by Γ±(k), see below Eq. (12). We therefore focus on
Γ±(k = 0) as shown in Fig. 5 (a). In the semimetal
phase of the model, we expect that there is no intrinsic
quasiparticle lifetime and these exictations are therefore
infinitely long-lived in the thermodynamic limit. Thus in
our finite size KPM simulations the damping rate should
be an extrinsic effect due to the method, and we expect
that Γ±(0) ∼ 1/NC , in each semimetal phase in excellent
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FIG. 5. Scaling of the damping rate and residue: The left panel (a) shows the damping rate Γ+ and the middle panel
(b) shows the scaled damping rate, NcΓ+, demonstrating that damping in each semimetal phase behaves like Γ+ ∼ 1/NC and
the damping is solely extrinsic due to the KPM broadening in these regimes. As shown in the insets as NC gets larger, we can
see that Γ+ is sharpening up while developing additional structure that survives the large NC limit. The right panel c) shows
the NC dependence of the residue for W ≤ 0.52, We can see the residue starts from 1 at W = 0.0 and decreases and eventually
vanishes in a power law fashion Z+ ∼ |W −Wc|y with y = 0.33± 0.04 near Wc = 0.525 [27] via the fit shown as a dashed line
on approach to the magic-angle transition (inset). The solid black line is the residue from perturbation theory, Eq. (14).

agreement with the collapsed data in Fig. 5 (b). In the
metallic phase of the model we find that the self energy
has developed an intrinsic non-zero imaginary part that
does not vanish for increasing NC but is instead develop-
ing additional structure for increasing NC , see the insets
of Fig. 5 (a) and (b).

At this point it is instructive to compare this result to
real space Anderson delocalization based on the locator
expansion [57]. Here, delocalization is observed by when
the local self energy acquires an imaginary part demon-
strating the presence of resonant states that destabalize
the localized phase. Similarly, here we find that the self
energy at the Dirac node k = 0 becomes non-zero in
the metallic phase of the model, where the single particle
wavefunctions have been shown to Anderson delocalize in
momentum space [27]. The excellent agreement between
the phase boundaries in Fig. 1 solidifies this connection.

As previously discussed, the extracted velocity de-
creases and vanishes on approach to the metallic phase
from either semimetal regime as shown in Fig. 1. These
numerical results are consistent with the perturbative ex-
pectation in Eq. (15) of a vanishing velocity ṽ ∼ |W−Wc|
at the transition. The presence of sharp and coherent
Dirac excitations in the semimetal phases of the model is
also clearly demonstrated by the finiteness of the quasi-
particle residue at the Dirac point. As seen in Fig. 5 (c)
we find Z±(k = 0) is finite in the semimetal phases of
the model (in the metallic phase we find it is not well de-
fined as Z±(k = 0) changes sign). Near the magic-angle
transition at Wc = 0.525 ± 0.005 for the Q considered
here [27], our data is consistent with Z vanishing like a
power law, namely

Z±(k = 0) ∼ |W −Wc|y. (17)

A fit this power-law form is shown in Fig. 5 (c) (in-
set), which yields an exponent y = 0.33 ± 0.04. This

exponent suggests a non-zero anomalous dimension η at
the magic-angle transition. If we assume conventional
scaling relations, consistent with a continuous transition
with a diverging correlation length ξ ∼ |W −Wc|−ν we
have ReG(k, ω = 0) ∼ 1/k1−η, which we can relate to
the Green function in the semimetal regime to obtain
Z(k = 0) ∼ ξ−η ∼ |W −Wc|ην where we find ην ≈ 0.33.

The data in the close proximity toWc becomes strongly
NC dependent, see Fig. 5 (c) inset, which represents a
finite energy resolution effect similar to a finite size ef-
fect [58]. The power law vanishing of Z±(0) is also af-
fected by the finite system size and the intrinsic round-
ing introduced by our method to extract Z based on a
fit to the low energy form near the pole (see Sec. II). We
thus attribute the finiteness of the residue at the tran-
sition to these extrinsic effects of our computational ap-
proach. Note that if we instead compute Z±(k = 0)
perturbatively we find that it does not vanish at the
magic-angle and to second order in the potential we find
Z±(k = 0)|W=Wc

= 1/[1 + 2/(1− cos(Q))], see Eq. (14),
suggesting that the vanishing of the residue arises due to
strong coupling incommensurate effects at the transition.

IV. DISCUSSION

The momentum resolved spectral features we have
studied clearly show the presence of the magic-angle phe-
nomena that appears as a vanishing quasiparticle residue
and the onset of a non-zero quasiparticle lifetime, in ad-
dition to the already expected vanishing velocity. The
model we have focused on in Eqs. (2),(4), can be realized
in an ultracold Fermi gas using artificial gauge fields.
The spectral functions we have studied can be directly
measured in this set up using momentum resolved ra-
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diofrequency spectroscopy as has been done in the Fermi
Hubbard model[51]. The width of the spectral peak at
zero momentum can be used to measure the quasiparticle
damping rate, while the amplitude can be related to the
quasiparticle residue. The presence of a harmonic trap
will round out the singular behavior of the magic-angle
transition into a cross over, making a box trap [59] the
ideal setting to explore this transition.

As we have seen in this manuscript, perturbation the-
ory provides an excellent platform to interpret a num-
ber of the observed effects we see such as the formation
of minibands with excitations on the moiré length scale
and a vanishing velocity. However, perturbatively the
quasiparticle residue does not vanish and the quasiparti-
cle damping rate remains zero, in stark contrast to what
we find in this incommensurate limit. Thus, it is a nat-
ural question to ask how do we construct a theoretical
description for the phenomena associated with the magic-
angle that we have found. Along these lines, a natural
approach is extending the perturbative expression of the
self energy to a self-consistent framework. Here, we sum-
marize perhaps one of the simplest self-consistent theo-
ries, and why it eventually is not capable to accurately
account for the observed phenomena and leave the devel-
opment of a proper analytical treatment for the future.

Returning to the Dyson equation presented in Eq. (11),
the simplest self-consistent generalization to Eq. (13) is
to replace G0(k, ω) on the right hand side by G(k, ω)
given in Eq. (11)

Σ(k, ω) =

d∑
µ=1

∑
ξ=±

W 2

4
G(k + ξQêµ, ω). (18)

This is the quasiperiodic variant of the standard self-
consistent Born-approximation in the theory of disor-
dered systems. Note that Eq. (18) can be seen as a
locator expansion in momentum space and resembles the
method used by Sokoloff [60] to study higher-dimensional

Aubry-André models. As each operator-insertion of V̂
amounts to a hopping by ±Qêx,y, V̂ induced contribu-
tion to the self-energy can be represented graphically as
closed momentum space trajectories consistent of hops
at distance Q. Out of all possible contributions, the self-
consistent approximation, Eq. (18), keeps only semiclas-
sical trajectories which originate from k (i.e. loops are
neglected).

We have solved the self-consistent equations numeri-
cally, Fig. 6, but unfortunately we find the self-consistent
treatment leads to a finite decay rate even at infinitesi-
mal strength of incommensuration (for a discussion see
Appendix A). We therefore leave the study of an analyt-
ical theory for the eigenstate quantum phase transition
to the future. We speculate, that an appropriate large-
N generalization of our model, for which Eq. (18) is the
controlled saddle point equation, will display the critical
state in a 1/N vicinity of W/t = 0.

FIG. 6. Solution of the imaginary part of the self energy using
the self-consistent equation (18) for, L = 144, δ = 0.00001,
Q = π110/144, where δ acts as the small imaginary part of
the initial self energy.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work we have studied the single particle Green’s
function across magic-angle phase transitions in incom-
mensurate two-dimensional Dirac semimetals. We find
that the stable semimetal phase consists of renormalized
low energy Dirac excitations on an emergent moiré lat-
tice that changes as the strength of the incommensurate
potential is varied. This results in a decreased veloc-
ity and quasiparticle residue. Interestingly, we find that
in the incommensurate limit at the magic-angle transi-
tion the quasiparticle residue vanishes and the imaginary
part of the single-particle self-energy becomes non-zero,
signalling a non-zero density of states at the Dirac node.

It will be very interesting to explore related effects in
models of twisted bilayer graphene that incorporate in-
commensurate effects. Also, the approach we have used
can also be helpful in analyzing ARPES data on twisted
van der Waals heterostructures [53, 54, 61] as our re-
sults suggest that near the magic-angle the excitations
will have an intrinsic broadening due to incommensu-
rate effects of the twist that will affect the resolution
of the low-energy flat bands. Keeping in mind that the
states at the Dirac node are certainly special, we con-
clude by highlighting that similar phenomena might also
be of relevance in semimetallic twisttronics systems at
large twist angles [62, 63] or at small twist angles away
from the Dirac energy [64]. Beyond twisttronics, the
comprehensive study of low-energy excitations at eigen-
state quantum phase transitions in higher dimensional
quasiperiodic [65] and quasicrystalline systems[66, 67] re-
mains thus a formidable task for the future.
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Appendix A: Self-consistent theory and large-N
approach

This appendix provides additional details for the effec-
tive self-consistent Eq. (18) of the main text, including
details for the behavior observed numerically in Fig. 6
and an appropriate large-N limit.

1. Explanation of numerical observations

In Fig. 6 we present the numerical solution of the
self-consistent equation, which displays a damping reate
Γ(k = 0) ∝ W 2/t. This can be explained as follows:
First, note that a non-zero ImΣ(k, ω) for any given k
implies non-zero ImΣ(k′, ω) at another momentum k′ at
some order N(k,k′) of perturbation theory in W . Essen-
tially this reflects Mott’s classic arguments [69] according
to which either all states at a given energy ω are localized
in k-space (ImΣ(k, ω) = 0,∀k), or all states are delocal-
ized (ImΣ(k, ω) 6= 0,∀k). Second, note that ImΣ(k, ω)
is negative semidefinite by causality. Third, taking the
integral of Eq. (18) leads to

∫
BZ

ddk

(2π)d
Imtr[Σ(k, ω)] = −πdW

2

4
ν(ω), (A1)

where ν(ω) = −
∫
BZ
ddkImG(k, ω)/(2dπd+1) is the den-

sity of states.
We thus find that the integral over a negative semi-

definite function is finite if ν(ω) 6= 0, which implies that
the function is non-zero. By Mott’s argument it even im-
plies ImΣ(k, ω) < 0,∀k. Thus, Eqs. (18), (A1) rigorously
imply a non-zero decay rate at least for all momentum
eigenstates at non-zero energies. Finally, we discuss the
limit ω = 0. Considering that a finite decay rate implies
non-zero ν(ω) even at ω = 0 and assuming a continuity
of the self-energy both as a function of W and ω, this
explains the numerical finding, ImΣ(k = 0, ω = 0) 6= 0.

2. Large-N treatment

What is a model which features Eq. (18) as a controlled
mean field equation? We found a large-N generalization
of Eq. (4), in which an additional quantum number a, b =
1, . . . N of fermions is introduced and the Hamiltonian is
replaced by

Ĥ0 =
∑

r,µ=x,y,a

it

2
ψ†r,aσµψr+µ̂,a +H.c. (A2a)

V̂ =
∑
ab,µ

Wµ
ab

2

∑
r

eiQrµψ†r,aψr,b +H.c. (A2b)

where Wµ
ab are complex random N × N matrices with

only non-zero moment 〈Wµ,∗
ab W

µ′

a′b′〉 = δaa′δbb′δµµ′W 2/N .
This ensures that the total number of eiQrµ insertions is
balanced by the same number of e−iQrµ insertions, and
translational symmetry is restored. It also ensures aver-
age flavor symmetry (i.e. Σaa′ ∝ δaa′). In this model,
the physics at each site in real space is thus essentially
given by random matrix theory at large N � 1 where the
leading diagrams for the self-energy are given by rainbow
diagrams. The resummation of such diagrams leads to
Eq. (18) of the main text. As explained there, it is equiv-
alent to keeping semiclassical trajectories of hopping in
momentum space.

It is important to emphasize that, despite the random
matrix character, Eq. (A2) does not correspond to a dis-
order model. In a given realization, the matrices Wµ

ab are
the same for all sites, i.e., in contrast to Hamiltonians
describing physical disorder, the number of random vari-
ables does not diverge in the thermodynamic limit. It is
also important to observe that Eq. (A2) is not the same
as Eq. (1) when N → 1, since both amplitude and phase
of W fluctuate. At the same time, in analogy to random
matrix theory, the rainbow diagrams in our model are
responsible for a finite density of states.
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572, 215 (2019).

[3] A. Ghiotto, E.-M. Shih, G. S. Pereira, D. A. Rhodes,
B. Kim, J. Zang, A. J. Millis, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi,
J. C. Hone, et al., Quantum criticality in twisted transi-
tion metal dichalcogenides, Nature 597, 345 (2021).

[4] T. Li, S. Jiang, L. Li, Y. Zhang, K. Kang, J. Zhu,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, D. Chowdhury, L. Fu, et al.,
Continuous mott transition in semiconductor moiré su-
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