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We provide a systematic real space derivation of the continuum Hamiltonian for a graphene bilayer
starting from a microscopic lattice theory, allowing for an arbitrary inhomogeneous smooth lattice
deformation, including a twist. Two different microscopic models are analyzed: first, a Slater-Koster
like model and second, ab-initio derived model. We envision that our effective Hamiltonian can be
used in conjunction with an experimentally determined atomic lattice deformation in twisted bilayer
graphene in a specific device to predict and compare the electronic spectra with scanning tunneling
spectroscopy measurements. As a byproduct, our approach provides electron-phonon couplings in
the continuum Hamiltonian from microscopic models for any bilayer stacking. In the companion
paper we analyze in detail the continuum models for relaxed atomic configurations of magic angle
twisted bilayer graphene.

I. INTRODUCTION

Observation of the correlated electron phenomena [1],
including superconductivity [2], in the vicinity of the first
magic angle in twisted bilayer graphene [3–6] led to a
large number of experimental [7–32] and theoretical stud-
ies [33–53] of this remarkable physical system. Although
the main experimental findings [1, 2, 7–9] were repro-
duced by a number of experimental groups, there is a
nagging lack of reproducibility in the finer details of the
physical characteristics of devices, even when manufac-
tured within a same lab and even within a same device.
This is likely due to spatial inhomogeneity in the twist
angle [17–19, 21] and unintentional strain [11] produced
during the device fabrication, or more generally, due to
lattice deformations which vary over distances long com-
pared to the microscopic spacing between neighboring
carbon atoms.

It is thus being recognized that the twist angle is
not the only parameter controlling the physics of a spe-
cific device [30]. This fact motivates a development
of a theory whose input would be more than just the
twist angle θ, Fermi velocity vF and the two inter-
layer tunneling constants through the AA (w0) and AB
(w1) regions, as is the case for (the slight generaliza-
tion of) the original Bistritzer-MacDonald (BM) model,
but instead, the input would be a smooth and possi-
bly inhomogeneous configuration of the atomic displace-
ment field. This configuration could in principle be ex-
tracted from topography measured using a scanning tun-
neling microscope [10, 11, 13, 16, 54] or from Bragg
interferometry[55].

The goal of this paper is to provide a systematic
derivation of such a continuum Hamiltonian for an ar-
bitrary smooth atomic displacement uj(r) starting from
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a microscopic ab initio calibrated tight-binding model
on the carbon lattice. Expanding in gradients of uj(r)
and of slowly varying envelope of the graphene’s K and
K′ Bloch functions one can achieve any desired accu-
racy when comparing with the microscopic model, as
we demonstrate in the companion paper for the relaxed
atomic configurations of the magic angle twisted bilayer
graphene. Here, we provide the general formulas for two
different microscopic models. For the first, we consider
a microscopic hopping function which depends only on
the separation between two carbon atoms, as is the case
in the Slater-Koster type models [4, 34, 56–59]. For the
second, we allow for dependence of the inter-layer tunnel-
ing terms on the relative orientation of the interatomic
separation vector and the nearest neighbor bonds, as is
the case in the microscopic model derived from density
functional theory (DFT) determined Wannier states of
the monolayer (and untwisted bilayer) graphene’s con-
duction and valance bands in Ref. [60], as well as for the
configuration dependence of the on-site term.

The method which we develop here is inspired by the
approach advanced by Balents [38], but strives to go be-
yond it in several ways.

First, the continuum Hamiltonian is derived entirely
from the microscopic tight binding models. As a con-
sequence, all the parameters in the continuum Hamilto-
nian can be expressed by suitable moments of the hop-
ping functions and the lattice distortions, yielding realis-
tic values of the electron-phonon couplings as a byprod-
uct. This allows for a direct comparison of the theory
with the experiments if the deformed positions of atoms
are measured by local probes.

Second, when applied to the twisted bilayer graphene,
the continuum model derived here goes beyond the BM
model[6, 38] by systematically including higher order gra-
dient terms i.e. gradients of both the slowly varying enve-
lope of the fermion fields and of the atomic displacement
fields. Because they are derived directly in real space via
a gradient expansion, each term in our continuum the-
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the one-to-one mapping between (left) the undistorted atomic position rS and (right, top
view) the distorted atomic position Xj,S , where red is for the top layer and blue for the bottom layer. The separation between
two carbon atoms Xj,S −X ′j′,S′ and the corresponding nearest neighbor vector nj,S and nj′,S′ are labeled by black arrows.
The distortion described by Xj,S also includes the lattice corrugation, as shown in the side view.

ory is local [61] (although, of course, not necessarily just
‘contact’). The motivation for including higher order gra-
dient terms is directly related to the physics of the magic
angle. For a twist angle θ near the magic value 1.1◦, the
estimate of the energy scale of the leading order terms
constituting the BM model[6, 38] can be obtained by mul-
tiplying the Fermi velocity vF and the typical momen-
tum deviation from the Dirac point, ~vF |K|θ ∼ 200meV
for the intra-layer term, and ∼ 100meV for the contact
inter-layer term. The second order intra-layer deriva-
tive terms and the first order derivative in fermion and
atomic displacement fields inter-layer terms are smaller
by the factor of ∼ |K|aθ = 4πθ/3 ∼ 0.08, seemingly jus-
tifying their omission (for definitions of various parame-
ters mentioned, see the next section). As is well known,
however, at the magic angle the non-interacting band-
width is anomalously smaller than the scale of the leading
order terms by at least an order of magnitude, making
the higher order terms comparable to the non-interacting
narrow bandwidth [62]. Moreover, even if smaller, they
can be of similar order to the scale of Coulomb interac-
tion, and they break particle-hole symmetry [40–42, 63],

thus lifting degeneracy of the ground state manifold in
strong coupling [44, 48, 52, 53, 64]. Therefore, it is de-
sirable to study their effects systematically as we do here
and the companion paper.

Finally, it was recognized[33] that atomic relaxation of
twisted bilayer graphene near the first magic angle leads
to an increase in the size of the AB stacked regions of the
moire pattern at the expense of the AA stacked regions,
as compared to the structure resulting from a simple rigid
twist. With few exceptions [65], such relaxation has been
modeled as a simple change of AA and AB tunneling pa-
rameters w0 and w1 respectively. However, because the
difference between w0 and w1 arises from lattice distor-
tions, such relaxation must include pseudo-magnetic vec-
tor potential terms –given by combinations of first order
spatial derivatives of the atomic displacement fields– in
the intra-layer Hamiltonian. Within the gradient expan-
sion, such terms appear at the same order as the intra-
layer first order gradient of the slow Fermi fields i.e. same
order as the massless Dirac terms. Indeed, we find that
such terms are comparable to the inter-layer tunneling
terms w0,1 included in the BM model, and therefore there
is no a’priori justification for neglecting them.

II. MICROSCOPIC DERIVATION OF THE
CONTINUUM LOW ENERGY MODEL FOR AN

ARBITRARY SMOOTH LATTICE
DEFORMATION

In order to derive the effective continuum Hamiltonian
from the microscopic tight binding model, we start by
noting that generally, the distorted position Xj,S of a
carbon atom in the layer j and sublattice S can be ex-

pressed as

Xj,S = rS + uj,S(rS) ≡Xj,S(rS), (1)

uj,S(rS) = u
‖
j,S (rS) + u⊥j,S(rS), (2)

where rS = n1a1 + n2a2 + τS is the reference undis-
torted position of the carbon atom within a honeycomb
lattice (see Fig. 1), with n1,2 being integers. The basis
vectors of the undistorted lattice are τA = 0 for the sub-
lattice A and τB = (a1 + a2)/3 for sublattice B, where
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a1 = a(1, 0) and a2 = a( 1
2 ,
√

3
2 ) are the two primitive

lattice vectors and a = 0.246nm being the lattice con-
stant. The displacement uj,S(rS) describes the devia-
tion from the undistorted position of the carbon atoms.
It is general enough to account for twist, in-plane relax-
ation, out-of-plane corrugation and strain, as well as any
possible difference between atomic displacements of the
two sublattices. The vector uj,S(rS) in Eq.(2) is decom-

posed into an in-plane component u
‖
j,S (rS) and an out-

of-plane component u⊥j,S(rS). Its explicit dependence on
the undistorted lattice point rS is referred to as the La-
grangian coordinates [38, 66].

Although we start with the Lagrangian formulation, we
will reach a point in our derivation where we switch to
the more convenient Eulerian coordinates [38, 66], where
the displacements are expressed in terms of the actual in-

plane position of the atomsX
‖
j,S as opposed to the undis-

torted positions rS . Because each monolayer graphene
sheet is assumed not to fold, there is a one-to-one map-

ping between rS and X
‖
j,S . If it folded, there would

be overhangs for a sheet, and two different positions rS
would map onto the same X

‖
j,S . Without overhangs, we

can therefore adopt the Monge “gauge”[66] and use the
Eulerian coordinates and write

Xj,S = rS +U
‖
j,S(X

‖
j,S) +U⊥j,S(X

‖
j,S). (3)

The displacement functions U
‖,⊥
j,S now depend on the ac-

tual in-plane location of the distorted atoms which can

be determined by solving Eq.1 for rS in terms of X
‖
j,S

and then expressing the displacement fields in terms of

X
‖
j,S .
To illustrate the main idea, in this section we allow

the hopping amplitude t to depend only on the separa-
tion of the two carbon atoms Xj,S −X ′j′,S′ . In general,
t depends also on the orientation [60] of this vector rel-
ative to the nearest neighbor sites of the atom at Xj,S

and at X ′j′,S′ (Fig.1). Moreover, the general on-site term
acquires configuration dependence. We treat this more
intricate case in Sec. II A. Thus, we start with a micro-
scopic tight binding model

HSK
tb =

∑
SS′

∑
jj′

∑
rS ,rS′

t(Xj,S −X ′j′,S′)c
†
j,S,rS

cj′,S′,rS′ ,

(4)

where the fermion creation and annihilation op-
erators satisfy the anti-commutation relation

{c†j,S,rS , cj′,S′,rS′} = δjj′δSS′δrSrS′ . Because HSK
tb

is Hermitian,

t(X) = t∗(−X), (5)

and because (spinless) time reversal symmetry is pre-
served

t(X) = t∗(X). (6)

One example of a model with t depending only on the sep-
aration of the two carbon atoms is the often used Slater-
Koster (SK) type model[4, 34, 56–59] for the carbon pz
orbitals,

t(d) = V 0
ppπe

− |d|−a0
∆

[
1−

(
d · ẑ
|d|

)2
]

+

V 0
ppσe

− |d|−d0
∆

(
d · ẑ
|d|

)2

, (7)

where for concreteness V 0
ppπ = −2.7eV, V 0

ppσ = 0.48eV,
a0 = |τB | = 0.142nm is the distance between the two
nearest-neighbor carbon atoms on the same layer; d0 =
0.335nm is the inter-layer distance and the decay length
for the hopping is ∆ = 0.319a0.

In this paper, we will not need to use the specific form
of t in (7). As explained later, we only rely on its fast
decay. To obtain the continuum effective Hamiltonian
from the microscopic tight binding model (4), we next
write

HSK
tb =

∑
SS′

∑
jj′

∑
rS ,rS′

ˆ
d2r d2r′ δ(r − rS)δ(r′ − r′S′)

× t(r + uj,S(r)− r′ − uj′,S′(r′))c†j,S,rcj′,S′,r′ , (8)

interchange the order of summation and integration and
apply the “Dirac comb” formula∑

rS

δ(r − rS) =
1

Amlg

∑
G

eiG·(r−τS).

Here G = 2π (m1a2 −m2a1) × ẑ/Amlg is the recipro-
cal lattice vector of the undistorted monolayer graphene,

m1,2 are integers, and Amlg = |a1 × a2| =
√

3
2 a

2 is
the area of the undistorted monolayer graphene unit
cell. Since the physically important states come from
the vicinity of the Dirac points, we can decompose the
fermion fields into two slowly spatially varying fields ψ
and φ multiplied by the fast spatially varying functions
from the valley K = 4πa1/(3a

2) and K ′ = −K as

A
−1/2
mlg cj,S,r ' e

iK·rψj,S(r) + e−iK·rφj,S(r). (9)

The factor of A
−1/2
mlg is included to satisfy the anti-

commutation relation

{ψj,S(r), ψ†j′,S′(r
′)} = {φj,S(r), φ†j′,S′(r

′)}
=δjj′δSS′δ(r − r′). (10)

The effective Hamiltonian at the valley K can now be
written as

HK
SK,eff =

1

Amlg

∑
jj′

∑
SS′

∑
G,G′

ˆ
d2r d2r′ eiG·(r−τS)e−iG

′·(r′−τS′ )

t(r + uj,S(r)− r′ − uj′,S′(r′))e−iK·(r−r
′)ψ†j,S(r)ψj′,S′(r

′).

(11)
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The effective Hamiltonian at the valley K ′ is related to
HK
SK,eff by spinless time reversal symmetry.

The hopping amplitude t is a short ranged function
that decays exponentially fast as its argument increases
beyond a few carbon lattice spacings, while ψ varies
slowly over such length scales. In order to take advan-
tage of this fact it is convenient to switch to Eulerian
coordinates[38]. By doing so, the locality of the effective
theory will become manifest[38]. Thus, we now perform a

coordinate transformation from r toX‖, where for each j

and S we let the integration variable beX‖ = r+u
‖
j,S(r),

and similarly for the primed variables. We also introduce

new X‖-dependent fermion fields as

Ψj,S(X‖) =

∣∣∣∣J ( ∂r

∂X‖

)∣∣∣∣ 1
2

ψj,S(r)

=

∣∣∣∣∣J
(
∂(X‖ −U‖j,S(X‖))

∂X‖

)∣∣∣∣∣
1
2

ψj,S(X‖ −U‖j,S(X‖)),

(12)

where J is the Jacobi determinant[? ]. As emphasized in
Ref. [38], U is not small for twisted structures, and the
formalism developed here does not make this assump-
tion. However, we do assume that U is smooth i.e. its
gradients are small. Therefore, the Ψ fields are also slow.
By the property of the Dirac delta functions under the
change of variables (and because the transformation be-

tween X‖ and r is one-to-one) these fields satisfy the
canonical fermion commutation relations

{Ψj,S(X‖),Ψj′,S′(X
′‖)} = δjj′δSS′δ(X

‖ −X ′‖). (13)

For notational simplicity, we also introduce the sym-

bol Jj,S(X‖) ≡
∣∣∣J ( ∂r

∂X‖

)∣∣∣ 1
2

. The effective continuum

Hamiltonian now becomes

HK
SK,eff =

1

Amlg

∑
jj′

∑
SS′

∑
G,G′

e−i(G·τs−G
′·τS′ )

ˆ
d2X‖ d2X ′‖ Jj,S(X‖)Jj′,S′(X ′‖)e−i(G−K)·U‖j,S(X‖)e

i(G′−K)·U‖
j′,S′ (X

′‖)

t(X‖ +U⊥j,S(X‖)−X ′‖ −U⊥j′,S′(X
′‖))ei(G·X

‖−G′·X′‖)e−iK·(X
‖−X′‖)Ψ†j,S(X‖)Ψj′,S′(X

′‖). (14)

In order to exploit the short range nature of t,

we switch to the center-of-mass x = 1
2 (X‖ +

X ′‖) and relative coordinates y = X‖ − X ′‖.

Thus
´

d2X‖ d2X ′‖ . . . =
´

d2x d2y . . ., and

ei(G·X
‖−G′·X′‖) = ei(G−G

′)·xei
1
2 (G+G′)·y. The integral

over x contains the phase factor ei(G−G
′)·x that oscil-

lates strongly over the scale of the monolayer graphene
lattice constant a when G 6= G′, whereas all other fac-
tors are smooth functions of x. As a consequence, the

integral over x is negligible as long as G 6= G′; this col-
lapses the double sum over G,G′ to a single sum. More-
over, the remaining fields, whether Ψ or U , are smooth
and can now be expanded in powers of gradients e.g.
Ψ(x− 1

2y) ' Ψ(x)− 1
2y ·∇xΨ(x) + 1

8 (y · ∇x)
2

Ψ(x) . . .,
because powers of y are compensated by the exponen-
tial decay of t at large y, effectively confining y to small
values. Changing G to −G and to the first order in gra-
dients, we obtain the main result of this section

HK
SK,eff'

1

Amlg

∑
S,S′

∑
jj′

∑
G

eiG·(τS−τS′ )
ˆ

d2xJj,S(x)Jj′,S′(x)e
i(G+K)·

(
U
‖
j,S(x)−U‖

j′,S′ (x)
)

ˆ
d2ye−i(G+K)·ye

iy2 ·∇x
(
U
‖
j,S(x)+U

‖
j′,S′ (x)

)
·(G+K)

t
[
y +U⊥j,S (x)−U⊥j′,S′(x)

]
×
[
Ψ†j,S(x)Ψj′,S′(x) +

y

2
·
((
∇xΨ†j,S(x)

)
Ψj′,S′(x)−Ψ†j,S(x)∇xΨj′,S′(x)

)]
. (15)

Extension to higher order gradients is straightforward (see Appendix A). We analyze the accuracy of this for-
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mula for the Slater-Koster like models of twisted bilayer
graphene [4, 59], including in-plane lattice relaxation, by
comparing the low energy continuum and tight-binding
spectra in the companion paper, by also including a sec-
ond order gradient terms in the intra-layer part of the
effective Hamiltonian. Analogous formula is derived in
the next two sections for model in Ref. [60] that includes
dependence of t on the relative orientation of the intra-
layer nearest neighbor sites and the vector connecting
two inter-layer sites Xj,S −X ′j′,S′ .

The inter-valley scattering terms are negligibly small.
This can be seen by a direct substitution of (9), follow-
ing the analysis above, and noticing that the vector 2K
is not a reciprocal lattice vector G, while 3K is. For
the intervalley scattering we therefore need to compen-
sate for the missing K using terms of order ∼ G · ∂µU .
Because for rigid twist angle θ, ∂µU ∼ θ and because the
relaxed atomic configuration is smooth on the moire scale
Lm, more generally ∂µU ∼ a/Lm � 1. This forces us to
either go to very high G ∼KLm/a for which the Fourier
transform of t is exponentially small, or, for smaller G
to extract the Fourier component of terms of the form
ei(G+K)·U(x) at K. Upon Fourier expanding U(x), the
function ei(G+K)·U(x) can be thought of as a product
of generating functions for the Bessel functions. While
non-zero, Fourier component of ei(G+K)·U(x) at K cor-
responds to Bessel functions at high indices with argu-
ments set by the ∂µU(x), which are exponentially small.
Inspecting the tight binding spectra analyzed in the com-
panion paper, which contain the intervalley scattering
terms, and comparing them with the spectra obtained
from the continuum models which neglect them, indeed
justifies neglecting the intervalley scattering terms over
the experimentally relevant energy scale.

A. Bond Orientation Dependent Hopping

In the previous section we derived the effective contin-
uum Hamiltonian when the hopping depends only on the
separation of two carbon atoms Xj,S −X ′j′,S′ , as is the
case for Slater-Koster type models [4, 34, 56–59]. In such
models, the Wannier states are essentially the atomic pz
orbitals on each carbon atom, and therefore the full az-
imuthal symmetry is retained making the inter-layer hop-
pings in-plane isotropic (see Eq.7), with no dependence

on the three nearest neighbor bond vectors n
(α)
j,S (X) at

the position of Xj,S where α = 1, 2, or 3 (see Fig. 1); and

similarly no dependence on n
(α′)
j′,S′(X

′). In the more de-
tailed microscopic model derived from DFT determined
Wannier states of the monolayer (and untwisted bilayer)
graphene’s conduction and valance bands [60], the local-
ized state indeed has a dominant pz character, but the az-
imuthal symmetry is lost due to the trigonal crystal field
of the neighboring atoms. The localized state is therefore
a superposition of several lattice harmonics with angu-
lar momenta Lz = 0, 3, 6, etc. As a consequence, the

inter-layer hopping part of t acquires the dependence on
the relative orientation of the atomic separation vector

Xj,S −X ′j′,S′ and n
(α)
j,S (X), n

(α′)
j′,S′(X

′).

Here we generalize Eq.(15) to include such effects on
the effective continuum Hamiltonian. In Eq.(4) therefore
replace

t(Xj,S −X ′j′,S′)→

t(Xj,S −X ′j′,S′ , {n
(α)
j,S (X)}, {n(α)

j′,S′(X
′)}), (16)

where the {} denotes the dependence on each term in
the set, i.e. α = 1, 2, 3. Next, from the definition of the
nearest neighbor vectors we can write

n
(α)
j,S (X) = X

‖
j,S̄

(rS + δ
(α)
S )−X‖j,S(rS), (17)

where δ
(α)
S are the three nearest neighbor bond vectors

of the undistorted lattice, that can be expressed as

δ
(α)
S = R(2π(α− 1)/3)δ

(1)
S , (18)

δ
(1)
S = τ S̄ − τS ≡ δS , (19)

where R(ω) is the two-dimensional rotation matrix with
the angle ω

R(ω) =

(
cosω − sinω
sinω cosω

)
. (20)

With our choice of the coordinate system, δ
(1)
A = τB =

1
3 (a1+a2), δ

(2)
A = 1

3 (a2 − 2a1), δ
(3)
A = 1

3 (a1 − 2a2), and

δ
(α)
B = −δ(α)

A .

We will consider only the atomic configurations which
are varying smoothly not only within a sublattice but also
between the two sublattices. All configurations examined
in the companion paper are of this type. Therefore, we
can drop the S subscript in Eq.(3)

Xj,S(r) ≡Xj(r) = r +U
‖
j (Xj) +U⊥j (Xj). (21)

Correspondingly, the bond vectors in Eq.(17) become

n
(α)
j,S (X) = X

‖
j (rS + δαS) −X‖j (rS). Introducing a con-

tinuum variable r and changing the integration variable

to X‖ = r + u
‖
j (r) for each j and S, as in the previous

section makes the bond vectors n
(α)
j,S a function of X‖.

Therefore, t in Eq.(14) gains an additional dependence

on n
(α)
j,S (X‖) and n

(α)
j′,S′(X

′‖). For a smooth atomic dis-
placement fields we can then write

n
(α)
j,S (X‖) = δαS + u

‖
j

(
X‖ −U‖j

(
X‖
)

+ δαS

)
−U j

(
X‖
)

' δαS + δαS,µ
∂u
‖
j

∂rµ
' δαS + δαS,µ

∂U
‖
j

(
X‖
)

∂X
‖
µ

, (22)
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because

∂u
‖
j,ν

∂rµ
=
∂
(
X
‖
ν − rν

)
∂rµ

=
∂X
‖
ν

∂rµ
− δµν =

(
∂r

∂X

)−1

νµ

− δµν

=

∂
(
X‖ −U‖j

)
∂X‖

−1

νµ

− δµν '
∂U
‖
j,ν

∂X
‖
µ

. (23)

By going to center-of-mass and relative coordinates, and

keeping only term up the first order derivative of U‖, we
find

n
(α)
j,S

(
x± 1

2
y

)
' δ(α)

S + δ
(α)
S,µ

∂U
‖
j (x)

∂xµ
. (24)

Following the arguments that led to the Eq.(14), we find
that HK

eff can be obtained from Eq.(15) if for each layer

index j, j′, we drop the sublattice index on U i.e. we

replace U
‖,⊥
j,S (x)→ U

‖,⊥
j (x) and similarly for j′, S′, and

we replace

t [dS,S′ ]→ (25)

t

[
d,

{
δ

(α)
S + δ

(α)
S,µ

∂U
‖
j (x)

∂xµ

}
,

{
δ

(α)
S′ + δ

(α)
S′,µ

∂U
‖
j′ (x)

∂xµ

}]
.

With these replacements, Eq.(15) gives the effective con-
tinuum Hamiltonian for the bond orientation dependent
inter-layer hopping for an arbitrary, sublattice indepen-
dent, smooth atomic deformation. The additional config-
uration dependent on-site term is discussed in the next
subsection.

B. Bond Dependent On-Site Energy

The onsite terms in the tight binding model need to be
considered separately because in practice they may not
be accounted for accurately by the continuous interpola-
tion function t in the expression (25). We assume that
the difference between the full configuration dependence
of the on-site term and the contribution from t at d = 0
can be approximated by the form

Honsite =
∑
j,S

∑
rS

ε
({
|n(α)
j,S (Xj,S)|

})
c†j,S,rScj,S,rS ,

(26)

where the onsite energy ε is assumed to depend on the

length of three nearest bonds n
(α)
j,S (X), defined in Eq. 22.

Applying the same methods, we can write

Honsite =

1

Amlg

∑
j,S,G

ˆ
d2r eiG·(r−τS)ε

({
n

(α)
j,S (Xj,S)

})
c†j,S,rcj,S,r.

(27)

Next, we introduce the field operator ψj,S(r) via the
Eq. 9 in order to obtain the correction to the effec-
tive Hamiltonian at the valley K from the on-site term.

Changing the integration variable r toX‖ introduces the

Jacobi determinant |J(∂r/∂X‖)|. As shown in Eq. 12,
this factor is absorbed by the redefinition of the field op-

erator Ψj,S(X‖). In addition, eiG·r = eiG·(X
‖−U‖(X‖)).

Thus, the onsite term at the valley K can be written as

HK
onsite =

∑
j,S,G

e−iG·τS
ˆ

d2X‖ eiG·(X
‖−U‖(X‖))

ε
({
|n(α)
j,S (X‖)|

})
Ψ†j,S(X‖)Ψj,S(X‖). (28)

If G 6= 0, the factor eiG·X
‖

oscillates around zero on
the scale of the carbon-carbon distance and because it
multiplies much more slowly varying functions of X‖ the
integral vanishes. Therefore, we can keep only the term
with G = 0 in the above sum and obtain

HK
eff,onsite =

∑
j,S

ˆ
d2x ε

({
|n(α)
j,S (x)|

})
Ψ†j,S(x)Ψj,S(x).

(29)

To the linear order of gradients of U‖, the length of the
distorted nearest neighbor bond is

|n(α)
j,S (x)| ≈ |δαS |+ δαS,µ

∂U
‖
j,µ

∂xν
δαS,ν/|δ

α
S |, (30)

where the length of the undistorted nearest neighbor
bond vectors is the same |δαS | = a/

√
3. Thus, to lead-

ing order gradient expansion, the onsite energy ε is

ε
({
|n(α)
j,S (x)|

})
≈ ε

(
a√
3

)
+

√
3

a

3∑
α=1

∂ε0
∂|δαS |

δαS,µ
∂U
‖
j,µ

∂xν
δαS,ν .

(31)
Due to C3 and space inversion symmetries, ∂ε/∂|δαS | is
independent of α and S. In addition,

∑
α δ

α
S,µδ

α
S,ν =

δµνa
2/2. Introducing ε0 = ε(a/

√
3) and κ =√

3
2 a (∂ε/∂|δαS |), we obtain

ε
({
|n(α)
j,S (x)|

})
≈ ε0 + κ∇ ·U‖j . (32)

Therefore, the contribution of the on-site term to the
effective continuum Hamiltonian at K is

HK
eff,onsite =

∑
j,S

ˆ
d2x

(
ε0 + κ∇ ·U‖j

)
Ψ†j,S(x)Ψj,S(x),

(33)

thus correcting the value of the deformation potential
obtained from t alone.

C. Bond Orientation Dependent Microscopic
Model of Ref. [60]

In the derivation above, we allow for a general form
of the hopping, depending on all the nearest neighbor



7

i 0 1

λ̃i/eV −18.4295 −3.7183

ξ̃i 1.2771 6.2194

x̃i 0.9071

κ̃i 2.3934

i 0 3 6

λi/eV 0.3155 −0.0688 −0.0083

ξi 1.7543 3.4692 2.8764

xi 0.5212 1.5206

κi 2.0010 1.5731

TABLE I. Parameters of the formula for the intra-layer hop-
ping with (left) j = j′ in Eq. 35 and inter-layer hopping (right,
and from Ref.[60]) j 6= j′ in Eq. 37.

bond vectors n
(α)
j,S and n

(α)
j′,S′ . The model of Ref. [60]

was derived for configurations which are locally C3 sym-

metric, i.e. all three bond vectors n
(α)
j,S are equivalent to

each other, as are the three bond vectors n
(α)
j′,S′ . In this

case, the bond dependence can be simplified because the
hopping is the same for each one of the three bond vec-
tors. With an eye towards generalizing to smooth lattice
distortions which lead to a (small) violation of the local
C3 symmetry, we write the formula for the hoppings in
Eq.(16) as

t(Xj,S −X ′j′,S′ , {n
(α)
j,S (X)}, {n(α)

j′,S′(X
′)}) =

1

9

3∑
α=1

3∑
α′=1

tjj
′

sym(Xj,S −X ′j′,S′ ,n
(α)
j,S (X),n

(α′)
j′,S′(X

′)}),

(34)

where tjj
′

sym is the hopping function of Ref. [60] when the
configuration is locally C3 symmetric. For the intra-layer
hopping

tj=j
′

sym (Xj,S−X ′j′,S′ ,n
(α)
j,S (X),n

(α′)
j′,S′(X

′)} = Ṽ0(y), (35)

where

Ṽ0(y) = λ̃0e
−ξ̃0(y/a)2

cos
(
κ̃0
y

a

)
+ λ̃1

y2

a2
e−ξ̃1(y/a−x̃1)2

,

(36)

where y = X
‖
j,S−X

′‖
j′,S′ is the in-plane projected separa-

tion vector, y = |y| is its magnitude. The intra-layer hop-
ping with j = j′ is rotationally isotropic, depending only
on y. Note that its explicit formula is not provided by
Ref. [60], in which the hopping constants are listed only
for discrete values of y, i.e. for distances of several pairs
of carbon atoms on the undistorted monolayer graphene
lattice. To obtain the values of the hopping constants
with arbitrary y, we fit these hopping constants with the
formula in Eq. 35 and extract the parameters that are
listed in the left table of Table I.

In the locally C3 symmetric case, the inter-layer part
of the tjj

′

sym depends only on two bond vectors, one at

Xj,S and another one at X ′j′,S′ , as

tj 6=j
′

sym (Xj,S −X ′j′,S′ ,nj,S ,nj′,S′) = V0(y) +

V3(y) (cos(3θ12) + cos(3θ21)) +

V6(y) (cos(6θ12) + cos(6θ21)) . (37)

The explicit formulas for Vi(y) are presented in Ref. [60]
and we include them here for completeness

V0(y) = λ0e
−ξ0(y/a)2

cos
(
κ0
y

a

)
, (38)

V3(y) = λ3
y2

a2
e−ξ3(y/a−x3)2

, (39)

V6(y) = λ6e
−ξ6(y/a−x6)2

sin
(
κ6
y

a

)
. (40)

The parameters are specified in Table I.

The variables θ12 and θ21 in Eq.(37) are the angles
between y and the nearest neighbor bond vectors on two
layers, i.e.

θ12 = cos−1

(
−y · nj,S
y|nj,S |

)
= θy − θj,S + π, (41)

θ21 = cos−1

(
y · nj′,S′
y|nj′,S′ |

)
= θy − θj′,S′ . (42)

In the above we defined θy to be the angle between the
separation vector y and the x axis, and θj,S (θj′,S′) to be
the angle between the bond vector nj,S (nj′,S′) and the

x axis. θ
(α)
j,S (θ

(α)
j′,S′) is introduced similarly but with the

superscript α to distinguish the angle of different bond
vectors. In the absence of the lattice distortion (e.g. as
for a rigid twist), the three in-plane nearest neighbors of
a carbon atom are C3 symmetric about the carbon atom,

and θ
(α)
j,S = θ

(1)
j,S + 2π(α− 1)/3. Therefore, the angles θ12

and θ21 could differ by 2π/3 if choosing a different near-
est neighbor bond, leading to the same cos(3mθ12) and
cos(3mθ21) with m being an integer. Therefore, without
distortions each term in the sum on the right hand side
of (34) is the same and the sum is redundant. In the
presence of the lattice relaxation, however, the local C3

symmetry is in general broken and the bond vectors be-
come inequivalent. In order to generalize t to include such
slowly varying atomic displacements, we use the formula
(34). With the local C3 symmetry broken, the differ-

ence between the angles θ
(α)
j,S deviates from ±2π/3. For

smooth lattice deformation the deviation is small. To
obtain this deviation, we write n

(α)
j,S = δ

(α)
S + δn

(α)
j,S with

δn
(α)
j,S = δ

(α)
S,µ

∂U
‖
j

∂xµ
and expand the angle θ

(α)
j,S to the linear

order of the derivatives of U
‖
j as

θ
(α)
j,S = θ

δ
(α)
S

+ δθ
(α)
j,S , (43)

δθ
(α)
j,S =

(ẑ × δ(α)
S ) · δn(α)

j,S

|δ(α)
S |2

=
εµν

|δ(α)
S |2

δ
(α)
S,µ

∂U
‖
j,ν

∂xρ
δ

(α)
S,ρ . (44)

θ
δ

(α)
B

= θ
δ

(α)
A

+ π, and for our choice of the coordinate

system, θ
δ

(1)
A

= π/6, θ
δ

(2)
A

= π/6 + 2π/3, θ
δ

(3)
A

= π/6 −
2π/3.

For the inter-layer part we therefore introduce deriva-
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tives of tjj
′

sym with respect to the angles as

t
(1)
j 6=j′,S(y) =

∂tj 6=j
′

sym

∂θj,S

∣∣∣∣∣
θj,S=θδS

= (45)

− 3V3(y) sin(3(θy − θδS )) + 6V6(y) sin(6(θy − θδS )),

t
(2)
j 6=j′,S′(y) =

∂tj 6=j
′

sym

∂θj′,S′

∣∣∣∣∣
θj′,S′=θδS′

=

3V3(y) sin(3(θy − θδS′ )) + 6V6(y) sin(6(θy − θδS′ )) (46)

and vanishing for the intra-layer part

t
(1)
j=j′,S(y) = t

(2)
j=j′,S′(y) = 0. (47)

The above expressions are clearly independent under
θδS → θδS±2π/3, and therefore it does not matter which
θ
δ

(α)
S

is substituted for θδS . Thus, combining with Eq. 33,

for an arbitrary smooth lattice deformation, the effective
continuum Hamiltonian for the lattice model of Ref. [60]
is

HK
eff '

1

Amlg

∑
S,S′

∑
jj′

∑
G

eiG·(τS−τS′ )
ˆ

d2x Jj(x)Jj′(x)e
i(G+K)·

(
U
‖
j (x)−U‖

j′ (x)
) ˆ

d2ye−i(G+K)·y

×ei
y
2 ·∇x

(
U
‖
j (x)+U

‖
j′ (x)

)
·(G+K)

(
tjj
′

sym

[
y +U⊥j (x)−U⊥j′(x), δS , δS′

]
+ t

(1)
jj′,S(y)

1

3

3∑
α=1

δθ
(α)
j,S + t

(2)
jj′,S′(y)

1

3

3∑
α′=1

δθ
(α′)
j′,S′

)
×
[
Ψ†j,S(x)Ψj′,S′(x) +

y

2
·
((
∇xΨ†j,S(x)

)
Ψj′,S′(x)−Ψ†j,S(x)∇xΨj′,S′(x)

)]
+
∑
j,S

ˆ
d2x

(
ε0 + κ∇ ·U‖j (x)

)
Ψ†j,S(x)Ψj,S(x) . (48)

The comparison between the continuum and tight-
binding spectra for the model of Ref. [60] for rigid twist as
well as for the (relaxed) atomic configurations obtained
from solving continuum elastic theory for twisted bilayer
are shown in the companion paper.

III. DISCUSSION

In our derivation of the continuum effective Hamiltoni-
ans HK

eff for graphene bilayers, we have not made use of
symmetries. Although this might seem reasonable given
that we are considering arbitrary smooth inhomogeneous
atomic configurations which would remove any remain-
ing symmetries, as pointed out by Balents [38], the form
of the leading order terms in the effective Hamiltonian
can nevertheless be further constrained. That is because
HK
eff must be invariant under symmetry operations of

the undistorted lattice (i.e. AA-stacked bilayer) that
leave a valley invariant if we simultaneously transform the
fermion operators and the atomic displacement fields[38].

Although we postpone the detailed analysis of the sym-
metry, here and in the Appendix B we would like to
highlight some of its consequences. The symmetries of
interest to us will be C3, C2T , C2x, and Ry. Here C3 is
the three-fold rotation along z axis. C2T is the time re-
versal followed by the two-fold rotation along z axis with
the two sublattices interchanged. Ry is the mirror reflec-
tion along xz plane bisecting the nearest neighbor carbon
bond so that (x, y, z)→ (x,−y, z) and the sublattice in-
dex A↔ B. And C2x is Ry followed by the interchange

of the two layers i.e. followed by the xy plane mirror
reflection half-way between the layers Rz.

The consequences of C2T andRy at G = 0 for the con-
tact interlayer tunneling term –independent of the spa-
tial gradients of the atomic displacement i.e. to zeroth
order in ∇xU– were worked out in Ref.[38]. There it
was shown that, when combined with C3, only two inde-
pendent real parameters are allowed for the first shell of
wavectors G = 0,−4πa2×ẑ/

√
3a2, 4π(a1−a2)×ẑ/

√
3a2.

Physically, these correspond to the interlayer tunneling
through the AA region and the AB region, and are the
only interlayer tunneling terms kept in the Bistritzer-
MacDonald model[6, 38].

As mentioned in the introduction, the anomalous de-
crease of the bandwidth near the magic twist angle pro-
motes the importance of the next-to-leading order terms
in setting the anisotropies, thus selecting from the nearly
degenerate manifold of correlated states that are ob-
tained if only the leading order terms are kept. Instead of
listing all of the consequences of the above symmetries on
such higher order terms, here we only mention in pass-
ing that C2T and the combined operation C2xRy will
be seen to allow for a particularly interesting inter-layer
tunneling contact term which, as shown in the companion
paper, is the main source of the particle-hole symmetry
breaking in the model of Ref. [60], but which is altogether
absent in the Slater-Koster type models[4, 34, 59].
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Appendix A: Quadratic Order

In Sec. II, we expand the effective continuum model

to the first order of y = X‖ − X ′‖. Numerically, we
found that the intra-layer part needs to be expanded to
the second order of y to achieve the agreement between
the two dispersion produced by HK

eff and the microscopic
tight binding model Htb. To the second order of y, we
have

Ψ†j,S(x+
y

2
)Ψj′,S′(x−

y

2
) ' Ψ†j,S(x)Ψj′,S′(x)+

y

2
·
[
(∇Ψ†j,S(x))Ψj′,S′(x)−Ψ†j,S(x)(∇Ψj′,S′(x))

]
+

1

8
yµyν

[
(∂µ∂νΨ†j,S(x))Ψj′,S′(x)− 2(∂µΨ†j,S(x))(∂νΨj′,S′(x))

+Ψ†j,S(x)(∂µ∂νΨj′,S′(x))
]
. (A1)

Appendix B: Symmetry

For a smooth but otherwise arbitrary U
‖,⊥
j,S (x) the ef-

fective Hamiltonian HK
eff in Eq.(15) is invariant under

C2T if we simultaneously transform the fermion opera-
tors and the atomic displacement fields[38] as

C2T : Ψj,S(x) −→ Ψj,S̄(−x), (B1)

U
‖
j,S(x) −→ −U‖

j,S̄
(−x), (B2)

U⊥j,S(x) −→ U⊥j,S̄(−x), (B3)

where S̄ is the sublattice index different from S, provided
the microscopic hopping function t(y+U⊥j,S −U

⊥
j′,S′) =

t∗(−y+U⊥j,S −U
⊥
j′,S′). This is certainly satisfied for the

Slater-Koster type model (7); C2T is also satisfied for
the orientation dependent hopping function of Ref.[60].

The consequences of this symmetry for the contact
term of the inter-layer tunneling part of HK

eff (i.e. the

first term in the third line of Eq.(15)) can be seen if we

assume that the U
‖,⊥
j,S (x) is independent of S. Then the

said term can be expressed as∑
G

ˆ
d2x e

i(G+K)·
(
U
‖
t (x)−U‖b (x)

)
Ψ†t,S(x)Ψb,S′(x)×

TGSS′
(
∇xU‖t (x),∇xU‖b(x),U⊥t (x)−U⊥b (x)

)
+ h.c.

(B4)

Note that Eqs. (5-6) guarantee that HK
eff is Hermitian.

Now, C2T forces

TGSS′
(
∇xU‖t (x),∇xU‖b(x),U⊥t (x)−U⊥b (x)

)
=

σxSS1
TG∗S1S2

(
∇xU‖t (x),∇xU‖b(x),U⊥t (x)−U⊥b (x)

)
σxS2S′ .

(B5)

This implies that (temporarily suppressing its argu-
ments),

TGSS′ = 1SS′W
G
0 +σxSS′W

G
1 +σySS′W

G
2 +iσzSS′W

G
3 , (B6)

where WG
j

(
∇xU‖t (x),∇xU‖b(x),U⊥t (x)−U⊥b (x)

)
are

purely real functions.
Another useful constraint can be obtained from the

combination of C2x and Ry

C2xRy : Ψj,S(x) −→ Ψj̄,S(x), (B7)

U
‖
j,S(x) −→ U

‖
j̄,S

(x), (B8)

U⊥j,S(x) −→ −U⊥j̄,S(x), (B9)

under which HK
eff in Eq.(15) is also invariant if t(y +

U⊥j,S−U
⊥
j′,S′) = t(−y+U⊥j,S−U

⊥
j′,S′) as satisfied by the

Slater-Koster type model (7); C2xRy is also a symmetry
of the orientation dependent hopping function of Ref.[60].
Then, C2xRy forces

TGSS′
(
∇xU‖t (x),∇xU‖b(x),U⊥t (x)−U⊥b (x)

)
=

TG∗S′S

(
∇xU‖b(x),∇xU‖t (x),U⊥t (x)−U⊥b (x)

)
.(B10)

The anti-Hermiticity of iσz implies that WG
3 must be

odd under ∇xU‖t (x) ↔ ∇xU‖b(x). But, the contact
inter-layer tunneling term in Eq.(15) is clearly even under

∇xU‖t (x)↔ ∇xU‖b(x). Therefore, for the Slater-Koster
type models WG

3 = 0. This is indeed what we find from
detailed analysis presented in the companion paper. On
the other hand, for the model based on the ab-initio hop-
ping integrals [60], there is an additional dependence of
the hoppings on the orientation of hopping vector to the
nearest neighbor vectors. In this case, WG

3 6= 0 even for
a rigid twist. As we show in the companion paper, this
term gives the largest contribution to the particle-hole
asymmetry.
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