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Tuning the magnetic configuration of bilayer graphene quantum dot by twisting

Ma Luo∗

School of Optoelectronic Engineering, Guangdong Polytechnic Normal University, Guangzhou 510665, China

Twistronic has recently attracted tremendous attention because the twisting can engineer the
bilayer graphene-like materials into varying types of strongly correlated phases. In this paper, we
study the twisting of bilayer graphene (BLG) quantum dots (QDs) with hexagonal shape and zigzag
edges. In the untwisted BLG-QDs, the zigzag edges of graphene host spontaneous magnetism with
varying magnetic configurations. As a BLG-QD being adiabatically twisted, the quantum state
evolves as a function of the twisting angle. If the twisting angle changes across certain critical
value, the magnetic configuration of the quantum state sharply changes. For the twisting process
with increasing or decreasing twisting angle, the number and value of the critical twisting angles
are different. Thus, the twisting process with the twisting angle increasing and decreasing back and
forth could enter a hysteresis loop. The twisting of BLG QDs with adatom is also investigated.
The tuning features of the magnetic configuration of the twisted BLG-QDs could be applied for
graphene-based quantum memory devices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Graphene has been proposed to be exceptional candi-
date as building block of new-generation electronic in-
tegrated systems, because high efficient electronic and
heat conductivity can be obtained by the simple hexag-
onal structure of carbon [1–5]. The behavior of electron
at the Fermi level can be modeled by Dirac Fermion
model, which has similar dispersion as light in vacuum,
except that the speed is 300 times smaller than light
speed [6]. In nanoribbons with finite width, the size ef-
fect alters the dispersion of electron near to the Fermi
level. The band gap as well as the topological prop-
erty of armchair nanoribbon is dependent on the width of
the nanoribbon [7, 8]. On the other hand, spontaneous
magnetism of zigzag edge modifies the band structure
of zigzag nanoribbon [9–47]. The band gap is depen-
dent on the magnetic configuration as well as the width
of the nanoribbon [48–50]. In graphene quantum dot
(QD) with at least three zigzag edges, the spontaneous
magnetized states with varying magnetic configurations
can be formed with high stability [51, 52]. In bilayer
graphene (BLG) zigzag nanoribbon, the magnetic con-
figuration can be tuned by gated voltage in perpendic-
ular direction, which in turn tune the band structure
[53]. Combination of gated voltage in perpendicular di-
rection and electric field in horizontal direction can flip
the nanoribbon among different magnetic configurations
[54, 55].
The BLG can be tuned by twisting the relative angle

between the two graphene layers [56–59]. The match-
ing and coupling between the Dirac Fermion on the two
graphene layers form van-Hove singularity on the band
structure, so that ultra-flat band of electron can be en-
gineered [57]. As a result, the dynamical hopping term
become much smaller than the interaction terms, which
turns the twisted BLGs into strongly correlated materi-
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als. Novel superconductivity and ferroelectric phase are
found in these fascinating materials [60–62]. The twist-
ing can also tune the quantum state of finite size BLG
QDs [63–68], which in turn modifies the electric dipole
polarizability, optical excitation selection rule, and the
Landau level.

In this paper, we studied the spontaneous magnetism
in twisted BLG QDs with hexagonal shape and six zigzag
edges in each layer. Mean field method is applied to self-
consistently solve the tight binding model with Hubbard
interaction. There are twelve zigzag edges in total, so
that 212 different magnetic configurations could appear
in the untwisted BLG QDs. Because of the symmetry
of the structure, some configurations are equivalent. In
additional, some configurations are not stable. At the
ground state, the magnetic moments of the terminations
at each zigzag edges is anti-parallel to that at the intra-
layer neighboring zigzag edges, and parallel to that at
the inter-layer neighboring zigzag edge. The quasi-stable
excited states can be obtained by flipping the magnetic
moments at one or more than one of the zigzag edges.
As the untwisted BLG QD initially being in the ground
state, when the twisting angle is increased from zero to
a finite value, the distribution of the magnetic moments
smoothly changes as the twisting angle increases, and
sharply changes as the twisting angle reaches certain crit-
ical values. The value of the critical twisting angle are
numerically calculated. Similar phenomenon occurs to
the reversed twisting process, whose twisting angle de-
crease from a finite value to zero, except that the value
of the critical twisting angle are different. Thus, if the
BLG QDs are twisted back and forth, the quantum state
could enter a hysteresis loop.

Additional presence of adatom in graphene can also
induce magnetism [69–74]. The spin splitting of the lo-
calized quantum state near to the adatom induce spin
dependent scattering of carrier, which can be applied in
spintronic devices. Other form of carbon materials with
adatom, such as hydrogenated buckyball fullerene (C60),
also host spontaneous magnetism with large magnetic
moment [75]. In this paper, the twisting properties of the
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BLG QDs with one adatom in the middle is investigated.
In the hysteresis loop, the magnetic moments near to the
adatom oscillate between positive and negative direction.
The bistability behavior of the magnetic moments could
be applied as nano-scale quantum memoriser.
The paper is organized as the following: In Sec. II, the

theoretical model of the twisted BLG QDs is described.
In Sec. III, the numerical result of the twisted BLG QDs
with and without adatom is discussed. In Sec IV, the
conclusion is given.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

The structure of the BLG QD is indicated in Fig. 1(a).
For better visualization, the drawing of the top and bot-
tom layers’ lattice structure are horizontally shifted to
the right and left half of the sub-figure, respectively.
Because the BLG QDs consisted of AB stack BLGs
have D3d symmetry, each graphene layer is not regular
hexagon, but hexagon with alternating length of zigzag
edge. The zigzag edges at top and bottom layers are des-
ignated in counter-clockwise sequence as ZTi and ZBi, re-
spectively, with i ∈ [1, 6], which are marked in Fig. 1(a).
The zigzag edges ZT (2j−1) and ZB(2j) with j ∈ [1, 3] have
2N zigzag terminations, and the other zigzag edges have
2N + 1 zigzag terminations, with N being integer that
represent the size of the BLG QDs. The x-y coordinate
origin locates at one of the AB stacking sites in the center
of the BLG QDs. The solid and dashed arrows indicate
the x and y axis of the lattice structure, respectively. If
the BLG is AA stack with regular hexagon in each layer,
the BLG QQ have D3h symmetry, and the x-y coordi-
nate origin locates at the hollow center of each graphene
layer. Because the AB stack untwisted BLG is more sta-
ble than the AA stack counterpart, this paper focus on
the twisting of the AB stack BLG QDs.
The tight binding model is applied to simulate the

quantum state of the BLG QDs. In each lattice site,
the π orbit is included in the model. For intra-layer mo-
tion, only hopping terms between the nearest neighbor-
ing lattice sites are included. In untwisted BLG QDs, the
inter-layer motion can be well approximated by including
only the hopping terms between the AB stacking pairs of
lattice sites. As the BLG QDs being twisted around the
center, the lattice site in the center of the top layer re-
main being on top of the lattice site in the center of the
bottom layer; none of the other lattice site in the top
layer is exactly on top of any lattice site in the bottom
layer. Exceptions occur as the twisting angle equating
to one of the magical angles, which bring commensura-
tion to the lattice structures of the two twisted graphene
layers. However, only a small portion of lattice sites in
the top layer are exactly on top of the lattice sites in the
bottom layer. As a result, for inter-layer motion, hopping
terms between lattice sites with large distance should be
included. Because the strength of the hopping terms is
exponentially decaying as function of distance, only the

hopping terms between two inter-layer lattice sites with
distance smaller than 4aC are included, with aC being
the length of carbon-carbon bound. The Hamiltonian of
the tight binding model can be written as

H =
∑

i,j,s

t(Ri,Rj)c
†
i,scj,s + U

∑

i

n̂i,+n̂i,− (1)

, where i and j are indices of lattice sites, s = ± represent
spin up and down, t(Ri,Rj) is the hopping term between

the lattice sites atRi andRj , and c†i,s(ci,s) is the creation

(annihilation) operator of the orbit at the ith lattice site
of spin s. The hopping terms in the first summation are
approximated as [76–81]

t(Ri,Rj) = Vppπ [1− (
d · ez
d

)2] + Vppσ(
d · ez
d

)2 (2)

where

Vppπ = V 0
ppπe

−
d−aC

δ (3)

Vppσ = V 0
ppσe

−
d−d0

δ (4)

with d = Ri − Rj and d = |d|, ez = ẑ, d0 = 0.335 nm
being the interlayer distance. The other parameters can
be obtained by overlap integral of the π orbit, which are
approximated as V 0

ppπ ≈ −2.7 eV, Vppσ ≈ 0.48 eV, and
δ = 0.319aC. The second summation in the Hamiltonian
is the Hubbard interaction with U being the strength of
the on-site interaction, n̂i,s is the particle number op-
erator in lattice i with spin s. By applying the mean
field approximation, the Hubbard interaction is approxi-
mated as U

∑
i(n̂i,+〈n̂i,−〉+ n̂i,−〈n̂i,+〉) with 〈n̂i,s〉 being

the particle-number expectation at lattice site i with spin
s. In the presence of hydrogen adatom, an additional
Hamiltonian HAdatom is added to Eq. (1), which is de-

fined as HAdatom = εd
∑

s d
†
sds +ωd

∑
s(d

†
scA,s+ c†A,sds),

with d†s (ds) being the creation (annihilation) operator
of the orbit at the adatom of spin s, εd = 7.5 eV, and
ωd = 0.16 eV [70].
The Hamiltonian in mean field approximation is self-

consistently solved by iterative calculation. At the first
iterative step, initial distribution of magnetic moments
at the zigzag terminations are added to the model. After
diagonalization of the Hamiltonian, the particle-number
expectation at each lattice site is calculated as

〈n̂i,σ〉 =
∑

p

fT [ε(p, σ)]|ci(p, σ)|2 (5)

where p is index of energy level, ε(p, σ) is the pth en-
ergy level with spin s, fT (ε) is the Fermi-Dirac distribu-
tion at temperature T , and ci(p, σ) is the amplitude of
the wave function of energy level ε(p, σ) at lattice site i.
The temperature is assume to be room temperature, i.e.,
T = 300 K. The particle-number expectation is insert
back into the mean-field Hamiltonian for the calculation
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FIG. 1: Lattice structure and spatial distribution of magnetic moments of the untwisted BLG QDs without adatom in (a-c),
and with adatim in (d). For better visualization, in each sub-figure, the lattice structure of the top and bottom layers are
shifted to the right and left, respectively. The lattice site of the adatom in (d) is shifted to the top-right corner of the sub-figure.
The distributions of magnetic moments of the ground state in (a) and (d), the first quasi-stable excited state in (b) and the
AFM-AFM−-0 state in (c) are indicated by the size and color of the marker in each lattice site, with the size representing the
magnitude, the color representing the direction. The blue and red markers represent upward and downward magnetic moment,
respectively.

in the next iterative step. When the particle-number ex-
pectation is convergent to a stable solution, the iteration
is stopped. The convergent solution is either ground state
or quasi-stable excited state, which is determined by the
total energy given as

ETotal =
∑

p,σ

fT [ε(p, σ)]ε(p, σ) −
U

2

∑

i

〈n̂i,+〉〈n̂i,−〉 (6)

Distribution of magnetic moment is given as Mi =
〈n̂i,+−〉〈n̂i,−〉. The total magnetic moment of the BLG
QDs isMTotal =

∑
iMi. For the BLG QDs with adatom,

the total magnetic moment of the sites near to the
adatom is defined as MTotal =

∑
|Ri−RAdatom|<4aC

Mi,

with RAdatom being the coordinate of the adatom.
With different initial magnetic configuration, the it-

erative calculation is convergent to different solutions.
For the twisted BLG QDs with varying twisting angle,
the calculation procedure follow these steps: (1) The un-
twisted BLG QD with a given initial magnetic configura-
tion is calculated by the iterative calculation, and 〈n̂i,σ〉
are stored for the calculation of the next twisting step;
(2) Start the next twisting step by changing the twisting
angle for a small value, designated as ∆θ. (3) Update
the hopping parameters t(Ri,Rj) in the Hamiltonian;
(4) Use the stored value of 〈n̂i,σ〉 from the convergent
solution of the previous twisting step as the initial condi-
tion of the iterative calculation; (5) Iteratively calculate
the solution of the updated Hamiltonian, and calculate

〈n̂i,σ〉; (6) Go back to step (2) for the next twisting step.
This calculation procedure simulate the adiabatic process
that the BLG QD is twisted with infinitely slow speed,
because the quantum state is totally relaxed to a stable
solution at each twisting step. Because the band gap of
the BLG QDs has the order of magnitude at 0.1 eV, the
frequency of the mechanical twisting in realistic systems
(usually about 1 kHz) is much smaller than the frequency
of the dynamic phase factor of the quantum state. As a
result, the adiabatic approximation is valid. In our nu-
merical calculation, ∆θ = 0.1o is used. As the twisting
angle change for ∆θ, the Hamiltonian only change with
a small term, so that the iterative calculation in step (5)
can be convergent in less than 20 steps.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The numerical results are analyzed in three steps.
Firstly, the quantum state of the untwisted BLG QDs
with varying magnetic configuration are investigated.
Secondly, as the twisting angle monotonically increase in
a series of twisting steps, the adiabatic evolution of the
quantum state with varying initial magnetic configura-
tions are studied. Thirdly, as the twisting angle increase
to a finite value, designated as θMax after θMax/∆θ
twisting steps, and then decrease to zero after another
θMax/∆θ twisting steps, and then repeat the cycle, the
bistability of the quantum state are discussed. In the
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numerical calculation, N = 4 is assumed. The numer-
ical results with different N have qualitatively similar
features.

A. Untwisted BLG QDs

We firstly review the magnetic configuration of mono-
layer graphene QDs with hexagonal shape and zigzag
edges, and then investigate that of the BLG QDs. Be-
cause the magnetic moment at the terminations of each
of the six zigzag edges can be either upward or downward,
the total number of magnetic configurations are 26. Be-
cause of time reversal symmetry, flipping the direction of
magnetic moment at every lattice site generate equiva-
lent quantum state, so that there are 25 nonequivalent
magnetic configurations. Because of the C3h symmetry,
rotating the zigzag edge indices generate equivalent mag-
netic configurations. In addition, many magnetic con-
figurations are not stable. In another words, as the it-
erative calculation start from these magnetic configura-
tions, the iteration is not convergent to the solution with
the same magnetic configurations. For the monolayer
graphene hexagonal flake, only four magnetic configura-
tions are stable, which are designated as ferromagnetic
(FM), antiferromagnetic (AFM), AFM1 and AFM2 [52].
The spatial distributions of magnetic moments for the
four magnetic configurations are plotted in Fig. 2(a-d).
Four more magnetic figurations (FM1-FM4) are given
in Fig. 2(e-h), which is not stable in monolayer graphene
hexagonal flake, but exist as the magnetic configuration
of one layer in the quasi-stable state of the BLG QDs.
The spontaneous magnetism has locally antiferromag-

netic order, i.e. the magnetic moment at one lattice
sites have opposite direction to those at the three near-
est neighboring lattice sites. Thus, for bulk and semi-
infinite sheet with one zigzag edge, the magnetic moment
at the lattice sites belonging to sublattice A (B) are up-
ward (downward). In zigzag nanoribbon, the zigzag ter-
minations of the left and right edges belong to A and
B sublattice, respectively. In the ground state and the
quasi-stable excited state, the magnetic moments at the
terminations of the two zigzag edges have opposite and
the same direction, respectively. The extra energy in
the quasi-stable excited state originates from the domain
wall of the locally antiferromagnetic order of magnetic
moment [47]. At the left and right half of the zigzag
nanoribbon, the magnetic moment at the lattice sites be-
longing to sublattice A (B) are upward (downward) and
downward (upward), respective; the domain wall is along
the middle axis of the nanoribbon.
In the monolayer graphene hexagonal flake with six

zigzag edges, the terminating lattice sites at two adjacent
zigzag edges belong to opposite sublattice. In the AFM
state, the magnetic moment at the termination of two
adjacent zigzag edges have opposite direction, so that
the AFM state does not have domain wall, as shown in
Fig. 2(a). On the other hand, if the magnetic moment

at the terminations of two adjacent zigzag edges have the
same direction, domain wall of locally antiferromagnetic
order appear along the bisect line of the corner between
the two zigzag edges, which raises the total energy. In the
other magnetic configurations, domain wall with varying
length appear, as shown in Fig. 2(b-h). As a result, the
AFM state have the smallest total energy, which is the
ground state. The other three quasi-stable excited states
and four unstable states have larger total energy. The
difference between the total energy of the quasi-stable
excited states and that of the ground state is designated
as exchange energy. The exchange energy is determined
by the length of the domain wall. The FM3 state is
obtained from the AFM state by flipping the magnetic
moment at one zigzag edge (for example Z5 in Fig. 2(g)).
The domain wall connects two corners at Z4 − Z5 and
Z5−Z6, where Zi represents the i

th zigzag edge as shown
in Fig. 2, and Zi − Zj represents the corner between Zi

and Zj . If the domain wall is strictly along the bisect
lines of the two corners, which intersect at the center of
the QD, the total length of the domain wall is 2R with
R being the distance from the center of the QD to one
of the two corners. However, the relaxation of magnetic
moments pushes the domain wall toward the zigzag edge
connecting the two corners (Z5 in this case), so that the
total length of the domain wall is shorten, which in turn
decreases the total energy. Meanwhile, the domain wall
cannot be too close to the zigzag edge, otherwise, the
magnitude of magnetic moments at the domain wall is
large, which in turn increase the total energy. We can
assume that the shape of the completely relaxed domain
wall is a half-circle, as shown by the dashed thick line in
Fig. 2(g), so that the length of the domain wall is about
L1 = πR/2. The AFM1 state is obtained from the AFM
state by flipping the magnetic moment at two successive
zigzag edges (for example Z2 and Z3 in Fig. 2(b)). The
domain wall connects two non-adjacent corners at ZT1−
ZT2 and ZT3−ZT4. The length of the completely relaxed
domain wall, designated as L2, must be larger than

√
3R,

which is the length of the straight line connecting the
two corners, while smaller than 2R. The FM4 state is
obtained from the AFM state by flipping the magnetic
moment at three successive zigzag edges (for example
Z6, Z1 and Z2 in Fig. 2(h)). The domain wall connect
the two diagonal corners, ZT2 − ZT3 and ZT5 − ZT6,
which should be a straight line due to mirror symmetric.
The length of the domain wall is L3 = 2R. The domain
walls in the FM3, AFM1 and FM4 states are designated
as the first-, second- and third-type domain wall, which
are sorted by their length. The AFM2, FM, and FM1
states have two, three, and two first-type domain walls,
as shown in Fig. 2(c), (d), and (e), respectively. The
FM2 state has both first-type and second-type domain
walls, as shown in Fig. 2(f). For the four (quasi-)stable
states in Fig. 2(a-d), the total length of the domain wall
is in ascending order, which determine the sequence of
the total energy.

For untwisted BLG QDs, the magnetic configurations
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FIG. 2: Distributions of magnetic moments for the eight magnetic configurations in monolayer graphene are indicated by the
size and color of the marker in each lattice site. The magnetic configurations in each sub-figure are (a) AFM, (b) AFM1, (c)
AFM2, (d) FM, (e) FM1, (f) FM2, (g) FM3, and (h) FM4. The thick black dashed lines represent the domain wall of the local
antiferromagnetic order.

can be obtained by combining the magnetic configura-
tions of the two layers. The magnetic configuration of the
untwisted BLG QDs can be designated as Φ(−)−Ψ(−)−k,
where Φ and Ψ represent the magnetic configurations of
the bottom and top layers, respectively; k represent ro-
tation of the magnetic configuration of the top layer rel-
ative to the bottom layer for k zigzag edge(s) in counter-
clockwise direction; Φ−(Ψ−) represents reversion of di-
rection at every zigzag edge of the corresponding mag-
netic configuration. Φ and Ψ could be one of the mag-
netic configurations in Fig. 2. Because the ground state
of the monolayer graphene hexagonal flake is the AFM
state, the ground state of the BLG QDs could be con-
structed by combining two layers of monolayer graphene
hexagonal flake in the AFM state. In the zigzag edge
of BLGs, the zigzag terminations of the top and bot-
tom layer belong to the same sublattice, so that the low
energy state favor the configuration that the magnetic
moment at the two terminations have the same direc-
tion [53]. As a result, the ground state of the BLG
QDs should be AFM-AFM-0 state. The quantum states
with the other magnetic configurations are quasi-stable
excited states with larger total energy. The exchange
energy is increased by two factors: the presence of one
pair of terminations at ZTi and ZBi with opposite mag-
netic moment increases the total energy (by the amount
of which designated as F ); the presence of domain wall
with total length being designated as L increases the total
energy by LW , with W being the energy of domain wall
per unit length. The exchange energy is approximately
equal to nF + LW , with n being the number of pairs

of terminations at ZTi and ZBi with opposite magnetic
moment.

Numerical results confirmed that the ground state is
the AFM-AFM-0 state. The spatial distribution of mag-
netic moments of the AFM-AFM-0 state is plotted in
Fig. 1(a). The magnetic moment have large magnitude
in the middle of each zigzag edge. The total magnetic
moment is zero. The AFM−-AFM-0 state is obtained
from the ground state by flipping the magnetic moment
at the six zigzag edges of the bottom layer, so that the
exchange energy is 6F . Numerical result of the exchange
energy is 0.23 eV, so that F ≈ 0.038 eV. The spatial
distribution of magnetic moments of the AFM−-AFM-0
state is plotted in Fig. 1(b), which have similar feature as
that of the AFM-AFM-0 state. Each of the zigzag edge
at ZT (2j−1) and ZB(2j) has 2N terminations with down-
ward magnetic moment, while each of the other zigzag
edge has 2N+1 terminations with upward magnetic mo-
ment, so that the total magnetic moment is upward with
sizable magnitude. The first quasi-stable excited state is
the AFM-FM3-3 state, which is obtained from the ground
state by flipping the magnetic moment at only one zigzag
edge (for example ZT2), as shown in Fig. 1(c). The ex-
change energy is F + L1W , because the top layer have
one first-type domain wall. Numerical result of the ex-
change energy is 0.11 eV, so that W ≈ 0.072(eV )/L1.
The exchange energy of the other quasi-stable excited
state can be estimated by the formula nF + LW . Some
of the magnetic configurations do not have stable iter-
ative solution. For example, the AFM2-AFM2-0 state
does not exist, but the iterative calculation with initial
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magnetic configuration being AFM2-AFM2-0 is conver-
gent to the AFM2-AFM2-3 state. Except for the ground
state and the AFM−-AFM-0 state, the other quasi-stable
excited states appear as transition quantum state in the
adiabatic evolution, as discussed in the following subsec-
tions.
In the presence of adatom attaching to the top layer,

the magnetic configurations can be designated as Φ(−)−
Ψ(−)− k−MA, with the additional term MA = ±1 rep-
resenting the direction of the magnetic moment at the
adatom. The magnetic configuration of the ground state
is AFM-AFM-0-+1, which is plotted in Fig. 1(d). Near
to the adatom, six lattice sites have sizable magnetic mo-
ments, which are parallel to the magnetic moment at the
adatom as well as that at the other lattice sites belong-
ing to the same sublattice. Thus, the locally antiferro-
magnetic order has no domain wall in the top layer. If
the magnetic moment at the adatom flip, those at the
lattice sites near to the adatom also flip, which in turn
generate a domain wall of the locally antiferromagnetic
order around the adatom. The domain wall increases
the total energy. Thus, for the quasi-stable excited state
with small exchange energy, the magnetic configurations
are restricted in the subset Φ(−)-AFM-k-+1. The first
quasi-stable excited state is the FM3−-AFM-0-+1 state,
with exchange energy being 0.11 eV. Another important
quasi-stable excited state for the twisting process is the
AFM−-AFM-0-+1 state, which is obtained by flipping
the magnetic moment of the bottom layer.

B. Twisted from zero to 60 degrees

As the twisting angle monotonic increase in a series
of twisting steps, the quantum states of the whole sys-
tem adiabatically evolve, so that the total energy and the
spatial distribution of magnetic moments also change as
functions of the twisting angle. The adiabatical evolu-
tion that starts from a particular magnetic configuration
of the untwisted BLG QD (with adatom) is designated
as E-Φ(−) − Ψ(−) − k(−MA). In this subsection, the
evolutions with different initial magnetic configuration
are compared. Because the twisting process usually start
from the ground state, E-AFM-AFM-0 is discussed in
details.
The dependent of the total energy and total magnetic

moment on the twisting angle are plotted in Fig. 3(a)
and (b), respectively. As the twisting angle reaches a
critical value at 1.8o, the spatial distributions of mag-
netic moments of E-AFM-FM3-3 sharply change to be
the same as that of E-AFM−-AFM-0, so that the to-
tal energy and total magnetic moment of E-AFM-FM3-3
also sharply change to be the same as those of E-AFM−-
AFM-0. Similar phenomenon occurs for E-AFM-AFM-0.
As the first critical twisting angle at 2.2o being reached,
the spatial distributions of magnetic moments sharply
change to have magnetic configuration of FM−-FM-0, as
shown in Fig. 3(c), but the change of the total energy

and total magnetic moment remain being smooth. The
direction of magnetic moments at ZT (2j−1) and ZB(2j) is
flipped, while those at ZT (2j) and ZB(2j−1) remains un-
changed. At the second critical twisting angle at 3.7o, the
spatial distributions of magnetic moments sharply change
to have magnetic configuration AFM−-AFM-0, because
the magnetic moments at the terminations of ZT (2j) and
ZB(2j) are flipped, as shown in Fig. 3(d). Thus, the
following evolution sharply changes to be the same as E-
AFM−-AFM-0. More numerical results of the evolutions
with difference initial magnetic configuration have simi-
lar phenomenon with different number and value of the
critical twisting angles. Before the twisting angle reaches
4o, almost all of the evolutions have sharply changed to
be the same as E-AFM-AFM−-0. As the twisting an-
gle further increases, the spatial distribution of magnetic
moments of E-AFM-AFM−-0 undergos four more sharply
change at the critical twisting angle 43.4o, 46.5o, 50.1o,
and 50.9o, which are plotted in Fig. 3(e), (f), (g), and
(h), respectively. The quantum states with large magni-
tude of total magnetic moment is induced in Fig. 3(e)
and (g), in which the magnetic moment of all zigzag ter-
minations are parallel.

The sharply change of the magnetic configuration is
due to the competition between two factors: intra-layer
domain wall and inter-layer superexchange interaction.
In general, the locally antiferromagnetic order of mag-
netic moment has minimal total energy. In the ground
state of the untwisted BLG QD, the magnetic moment
at every lattice site is antiparallel to that at the intra-
layer nearest neighboring sites as well as at the inter-layer
nearest neighboring site (for the AB stacking sites). As
the BLG QD being twisted, the AB stacking order at al-
most all of the lattice sites are broken. Each lattice site
is neither aligned to a lattice site nor a hollow site in the
other layer. Thus, the distribution of magnetic moments
at the two layers does not have exactly inter-layer antifer-
romagnetic order (i.e. a pair of inter-layer nearest neigh-
boring lattice sites might not have antiparallel magnetic
moment), so that the superexchange energy is increased.
The numerical result in Fig. 3(a) confirm that the total
energy is increased as the BLG QD being twisted. Flip-
ping the magnetic moment at one zigzag edge can induce
a domain wall, as shown in Fig. 2, which increase the
total energy. Meanwhile, the magnetic moments at the
lattice sites within an area between the zigzag edge and
the domain wall are flipped, which could change the inter-
layer superexchange interaction. If the total number of
pairs of inter-layer nearest neighboring sites with paral-
lel magnetic moments is decreased, the superexchange
interaction energy is decreased, which in turn decrease
the total energy. At each twisting step, the quantum
state could either evolves to a similar quantum state with
the distribution of the magnetic moments slightly chang-
ing, or to another quantum state with the magnetic mo-
ments at the terminations of certain zigzag edge(s) being
flipped. The evolution choose the quantum state with
smaller total energy, so that the quantum state in the new
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FIG. 3: For the three twisting processes of BLG QD without adatom, and with initial magnetic configuration being AFM-
AFM-0, AFM-FM3-3, and AFM−-AFM-0, the evolutions of (a) the relative total energy (total energy minus the total energy
of the ground state of the untwisted BLG QD, designated as E0), and (b) total magnetic moment, are plotted by black square,
bule circle, and red diamond marked lines, respectively. The scale of the twisting angle in x-axis is stretched and contracted
for the scope smaller and larger than four degree, for better visualization. The vertical thin purple lines in (a) and (b) mark
the six critical twisting angles, where the distribution of magnetic moments of E-AFM-AFM-0 sharply change. (c-h) are the
distribution of magnetic moments with the twisting angle barely exceeding the corresponding six critical twisting angles in (a,b).
The empty and filled markers represent the magnetic moment at the lattice sites of the top and bottom layer, respectively.

twisting step is quasi-stable. As the twisting angle exceed
the first critical angle of E-AFM-AFM-0 at 2.2o, flipping
the magnetic moments at the terminations of ZT (2j−1)

and ZB(2j) result in a quantum state with smaller total
energy, so that the sharply change of the quantum state
occurs. Because of the same mechanism, at a few larger
critical twisting angles, the distribution of the magnetic
moments sharply changed. Because the three fold rota-
tion symmetric of the untwisted BLG QD are preserved
during the twisting, the pattern of the flipping have three
fold symmetric, i.e., for each layer, magnetic moments at
the terminations of the three zigzag edges with odd (or
even) indices must be flipped together. If the initial dis-
tribution of magnetic moments of the untwisted BLG QD
breaks the three fold rotation symmetric, such as the first
quasi-stable excited state in Fig. 1(c), after the twisting
angle exceeding the first critical angle, the quantum state
sharply changes to have a magnetic configuration with
three fold rotation symmetric.

As the twisting angle reaches 60o, the lattice structure
of the BLG QDs become AA stacked. Evolutions with
varying initial magnetic configurations reach the same
magnetic configuration (similar to that in Fig. 3(h)).
Using the same marker of zigzag edges as those in Fig.
1(a), the magnetic configuration is AFM-AFM-0. How-
ever, with the twisted angle being 60o, ZTi is on top of
ZB(i−1). Thus, at each pair of zigzag edges, the magnetic
moments at the top and bottom layer are antiparallel.
Because of the three fold rotation symmetry, the lattice
structure of the BLG QDs with twisting angle being 120o

is the same as that of the untwisted BLG QDs. If the
BLG QDs are further twisted from 60o to 120o, the evolu-

tions of the quantum states is back to the AFM-AFM−-0
state.

In the presence of an adatom on top of the center of
the top layer, the distribution of magnetic moments also
sharply change during the evolution, but the flipping of
the magnetic moments at the top layer is restricted. Be-
cause the adatom locates at the center axis of the sys-
tems, the twisting does not change the position of the
adatom, nor does it change the relative position of the
adatom to the top layer. As discussed in the previous
subsection, flipping the magnetic moment at the adatom
or the zigzag edges of the top layer generates domain
walls in the top layer with extra length, which in turn
cost more energy. Thus, during the twisting process, the
magnetic moment at the adatom and the zigzag edge
of the top layer is locked, i.e., the magnetic configura-
tions are restricted in the subsets Φ(−)-AFM-k-+1 and
Φ(−)-AFM−-k-−1. This restriction reduces the chance
of the sharp changing of the distribution of the magnetic
moments during the twisting process. The numerical re-
sults of the total energy, MTotal, and MAdatom during
the twisting process versus the twisting angle are plotted
in Fig. 4(a), (b), and (c), respectively. Only two criti-
cal angles exist, after exceeding which the distributions
of the magnetic moments are plotted in Fig. 4(d) and
(e). For E-AFM-AFM-0-+1, at the first critical angle
(2o), the evolutions sharply changed to be the same as
E-AFM−-AFM-0-+1. Similar phenomena occur for E-
AFM-FM3-3-+1. At the second critical angle (42o), the
magnetic moments at both of the the adatom and the
top layer flip, so that MAdatom flips sign.
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FIG. 4: For the three twisting processes of BLG QD with adatom, and with initial magnetic configuration being AFM-AFM-0-
+1, FM3−-AFM-0+1, and AFM−-AFM-0-+1, the evolutions of (a) the relative total energy, (b) total magnetic moment, and (c)
total magnetic moment near to the adatom, are plotted by black square, bule circle, and red diamond marked lines, respectively.
The scale of the twisting angle in x-axis is stretched and contracted for the scope smaller and larger than four degree, for better
visualization. The vertical thin purple lines in (a-c) mark the two critical twisting angles, where the distribution of magnetic
moments of E-AFM-AFM-0-+1 sharply change. (d,f) are the distribution of magnetic moments with the twisting angle barely
exceeding the corresponding two critical twisting angles in (a-c). The empty and filled markers represent the magnetic moment
at the lattice sites of the top and bottom layer, respectively.

C. Hysteresis Loop

In this subsection, the back and forth twisting of the
BLG QDs with the twisting angle being between zero
and θMax is investigated. In order to explained the hys-
teretic properties of the evolutions of the quantum states,
an evolution with two twisting steps is described. The
initial system is the twisted BLG QD with twisting an-
gle being θ. The twisting angle is changed to be θ +∆θ
and θ at the first and second twisting step, respectively.
Designating the quantum states at the three successive
twisting angles as Θ, Θ′, and Θ′′, the iteration calcu-
lations at the first and second twisting steps start from
the initial quantum state Θ and Θ′, whose convergent
solutions are Θ′ and Θ′′, respectively. If [θ, θ +∆θ] does
not cross any critical angle, Θ′ (Θ′′) is slightly different
from Θ (Θ′), and Θ′′ is exactly the same as Θ, i.e. the
first twisting step is reversible. By contrast, if [θ, θ+∆θ]
cross a critical twisting angle, Θ′ is largely different from
Θ. Because Θ′ is quasi-stable, as the twisting angle be-
ing tuned back to θ at the second twisting step, Θ′′ is
slightly different from Θ′, so that Θ′′ is largely different
from Θ. Thus, the changing of the quantum state in the
first twisting step is irreversible. In another words, the
evolution of quantum state is dependent on the histor-
ical path of θ. If θMax is smaller than the first critical
twisting angle, the evolution is not hysteretic, i.e., the

quantum state evolves back to the initial quantum state
as θ reaches zero at each cycles. If θMax is larger than a
critical twisting angle, as the twisting angle reaches zero
at each cycles, the quantum state is different from the
initial quantum state.

The numerical results from the previous subsection
show that the first-critical twisting angle of E-AFM−-
AFM-0(-+1) is 43.5o (42o) for the BLG QDs without
(with) adatom. Thus, if θMax is smaller than 43.5o (42o),
the back and forth twisting with initial quantum state
being AFM−-AFM-0(-+1) is not hysteretic. If the ini-
tial quantum state is not AFM−-AFM-0(-+1), before θ
reaches 4o, the quantum state sharply change to be the
same as that of E-AFM−-AFM-0(-+1). As a result, in
order to obtain hysteretic evolution of the quantum state
in the BLG QD without (with) adatom, θMax need to be
larger than 43.5o (42o). Because the quantum states with
different distributions of magnetic moments have differ-
ent value of total magnetic moment (and total magnetic
moment near to the adatom), which can be measured in
experiment, the quantum states of the BLG QDs with-
out and with adatom are characterized by MTotal and
MAdatom in the following discussion.

For the BLG QD without adatom, MTotal as a func-
tion of twisting angle in the evolution is plotted in Fig.
5(a). In the first half of the first cycle, as θ increases
from zero and exceeds 3.8o, MTotal sharply change from
zero to -1.9. The following evolution is periodic. In the
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FIG. 5: The hysteretic evolutions of (a) the total magnetic
moment in BLG QD without adatom, and (b) the total mag-
netic moment near to the adatom in BLG QD with adatom.
The initial quantum state are the ground state. The twisting
angle repeatedly increases from zero to 45o and then decrease
to zero.

other words, the evolution enter the hysteresis loop at
this twisting step. As the twisting angle further increases
and exceeds 43.5o, MTotal sharply changes from -1.8 to
-4.8. In the second half of each cycle, as the twisting an-
gle decreases from 45o to zero, MTotal does not sharply
change at the twisting angle 43.5o, but sharply change
to zero, -1, and -2 at three other twisting angles, 42.8o,
13.5o and 5.0o, respectively. Thus, the second half of the
hysteresis loop has four platforms. As the twisting angle
increasing and decreasing, the functional dependence of
MTotal on θ are different from each other. At zero twist-
ing angle (except for the initial state at the beginning of
the first cycle), the quantum states evolve back to be the
AFM−-AFM-0 state.
For the BLG QD with adatom, MAdatom as a function

of θ in the evolution is plotted in Fig. 5(b). The feature
of the evolution is similar to that in Fig. 5(a), except that
the second half of the hysteresis loop has two platforms.

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, the quantum states of twisted and un-
twisted BLG QDs with and without adatom are stud-
ied. The ground state of the untwisted BLG QDs is
obtained by minimizing the superexchange interaction,
which is determined by the distributions of the magnetic
moments. As the twisting angle of the BLG QDs change
across one of the critical angles, distribution of the mag-
netic moments sharply changes. For the process of in-
creasing and decreasing twisting angle, the number and
value of the critical angles are different. As a result, the
back and forth twisting can drives the evolution of the
distribution of the magnetic moments into a hysteresis
loop. The memorial feature of the nano-structures could
be use to construct nano-scale memory devices based on
mechanical twisting.
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