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We theoretically investigate the trARPES spectrum and optical Hall conductivity in periodically
driven twisted bilayer graphene, considering both steady-state and “projected” occupations of the
Floquet state. In periodically driven pre-thermalized systems, steady-state occupation of Floquet
states is predicted to occur when coupled to a bath, while these states have projected occupation
instantaneously after the driving starts. We study how these two regimes can give markedly dif-
ferent responses in optical transport properties. In particular, our results show that steady-state
occupation leads to near-quantized optical Hall conductivity for a range of driving parameters in
twisted bilayer graphene, whereas projected occupation leads to non-quantized values. We discuss
the experimental feasibility of probing such non-equilibrium states in twisted bilayer graphene.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of correlated insulators and supercon-
ductivity in twisted bilayer graphene (TBG) has sparked
considerable theoretical and experimental interest in
moiré materials [1–3]. Moiré materials lie at the inter-
section of topological and electronic correlation physics,
promoting novel phases that do not exist within each
paradigm individually [4–7]. Near magic angles twisted
bilayer graphene feature flat bands where electron corre-
lation effects prevail, leading to various symmetry-broken
phases [8–23]. Additionally, the valley and spin degen-
eracies can result in competing orders, with the quantum
metric and Berry curvature potentially playing a crucial
role in stabilizing a specific order [24–27].

Time-periodic fields can drive materials into exotic
non-equilibrium phases [28–37], allowing external control
to tune their band-geometric, topological [33, 38–41], and
transport properties [42, 43]. In particular, periodic driv-
ing can effectively make the bands flat in TBG even away
from the magic angles and may induce finite Chern num-
bers and large Berry curvatures [44], suggesting quan-
tized anomalous Hall transport signatures. However, un-
like equilibrium systems, the nontrivial band topology
in a many-body system does not always result in robust
quantized transport and depends delicately on the occu-
pation of Floquet states [45].

Floquet states offer a convenient basis for describing
the time evolution of periodically driven systems, similar
to the Hamiltonian basis for static systems. However,
the thermodynamics governing level occupation in static
systems does not directly translate to driven quantum
systems. The driving field induces heating and breaks ‘re-
versibility’ condition, which results in the Boltzmann dis-
tribution for equilibrium systems [45, 46]. Time-resolved
ARPES (trARPES) [47, 48] and Andreev spectroscopy
experiments [49] reveal the occupation of the filled Flo-
quet band, which qualitatively differs from the Fermi-
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Dirac distribution observed in static systems, corrobo-
rating this distinction.

Recently, several theoretical studies have investigated
the occupation of Floquet states [32, 45, 50, 51], that
depends on the system-bath coupling as well as drive
parameters. In a periodically driven closed system, the
occupation of Floquet states is determined by project-
ing the thermal density matrix onto the Floquet states.
This typically results in a finite density of excitations,
with no relaxation to lower energy levels through energy
emission [52, 53]. We refer to this as the “projected” oc-
cupation of the Floquet states. In realistic experiments,
isolating the system perfectly from the environment is
challenging, and observing this kind of Floquet state oc-
cupation in practice is unlikely. On the other hand, a
closed-form expression for Floquet occupation can be ob-
tained if the system is not fully closed, the system-bath
coupling is negligible, and the system reaches a steady-
state on timescales longer than that of the system-bath
coupling [35, 54, 55]. Generally, the excitation density is
lower here than in the closed system as the system can
emit energy to the bath and relax to lower levels. We
refer to this occupation as the “steady-state” occupation
of the Floquet states.

In this work, we theoretically investigate the trARPES
spectrum of TBG, highlighting the contrasting signatures
of projected and steady-state occupations when driven by
a circularly polarized pump pulse. Several studies have
explored band engineering in TBG and other moiré sys-
tems driven by periodic fields [44, 56–59]. Others have
examined the transport properties of periodically driven
TBG, either using a semiclassical framework [60] or as-
suming a Fermi-Dirac occupation of Floquet states [61].
However, these studies often lack a connection between
band topology and robust quantized Hall transport. We
compute the optical Hall conductivity in TBG and find
that when steady-state occupation is realized, the opti-
cal Hall conductivity approaches near-quantization for
certain values of the drive parameters. In contrast,
with projected occupation, it is never quantized. Ad-
ditionally, for a generic two-band model, we find that
the steady-state occupation is zero (one) for the upper
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(lower) quasienergy level (at zero temperature) around
a gap due to a lifted degeneracy of static bands under
the influence of a periodic drive. On the other hand, the
projected occupation is half for both levels. Addition-
ally, other gaps resulting from hybridization between the
quasienergy bands and Floquet sidebands lead to half-
occupations of the levels in both steady-state and pro-
jected occupations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: in
Section II, we describe the Floquet preliminaries (Sec-
tion IIA), occupation of the Floquet states (Section II B),
trARPES spectrum (Section IIC), optical Hall conduc-
tivity (Section IID) and the low energy effective model
of TBG with periodic driving field (Section II E). In Sec-
tion III, we discuss the numerical results of occupation
(Section IIIA), trARPES spectrum (Section III B), and
optical Hall conductivity (Section III C) of periodically
driven TBG. We conclude and summarize in Section IV.

II. FORMALISM

A. Floquet preliminaries

For a periodically driven quantum system, the Hamil-
tonian follows H(k, t) = H(k, t+ T ), where k represents
the Bloch momentum and T is the drive period. In this
case, according to Floquet’s theorem, the Schrödinger
equation yields a complete set of orthogonal solutions of
the form |Ψα(k, t)⟩ = e−iεkαt|ϕα(k, t)⟩. Here, εkα is the
quasienergy of the Floquet state |Ψα(k, t)⟩. |ϕα(k, t)⟩ =
|ϕα(k, t+ T )⟩ is the time-periodic part of the Floquet
state, dubbed as Floquet mode. Quasienergies lie within
the Floquet Brillouin zone, i.e., εkα ∈ (−Ω/2,Ω/2] cor-
respond to unique solutions to the Schrödinger equation,
where Ω = 2π/T is the frequency of the periodic drive.

Due to the periodicity of H(k, t) and |ϕα(k, t)⟩, they
can be expressed in a Fourier series:

H(k, t) =
∑

p∈Z
e−ipΩtH(p)(k), (1)

|ϕα(k, t)⟩ =
∑

p∈Z
e−ipΩt|ϕ(p)α (k)⟩. (2)

Here we use a slight abuse of notation, representing the p-
th Fourier coefficient of H(k, t) and |ϕα(k, t)⟩ as H(p)(k)

and |ϕ(p)α (k)⟩, respectively.
Substituting Eq. (1) and Eq. (2) into the Schrödinger

equation, yields the following eigenvalue equation:

∑

n

[H(m−n)(k)−mΩδm,n]|ϕ(n)α (k)⟩ = εkα|ϕ(m)
α (k)⟩. (3)

This defines the extended-zone Hamiltonian H, the
blocks of which are given by: Hm,n = [H(m−n)(k) −
mΩδm,n]. Upon diagonalizing H, one finds the quasiener-
gies (εkα) and the Fourier components of the Floquet

mode |ϕ(p)α (k)⟩. Note that the Fourier coefficient of the
Floquet modes obeys the following normalization condi-

tion:
∑

p⟨ϕ
(p)
α (k)|ϕ(p)α (k)⟩ = 1.

B. Occupation of Floquet states

For a driven system, the ‘reversibility’ condition breaks
down, which gives rise to the Boltzmann distribution
and the Fermi-Dirac distribution for a non-interacting
static system. Consequently, the thermodynamic princi-
ples applied to a static system cannot directly translate
to periodically driven systems. The occupation of Flo-
quet states depends on the specifics of the driving proto-
col and system-bath coupling, which provide a relaxation
mechanism to the system.
For a closed, periodically driven system, the occupa-

tion of αth Floquet state (with Floquet mode |ϕα(k, t)⟩),
for a non-interacting system is obtained by projecting the
density matrix to the Floquet state,

nprα (k, t) = ⟨ϕα(k, t)|ρstatic(k)|ϕα(k, t)⟩. (4)

This is referred to as the projected occupation through-
out the remainder of the paper. Here, ρstatic(k) is the
thermal density matrix of a static system, given by

ρstatic(k) =
∑

n

f(Ekn) |ψn(k)⟩⟨ψn(k)| , (5)

where |ψn(k)⟩ and Ekn are the eigenstate and cor-
responding eigenvalue for the nth band, respectively.
f(x) = 1/

(
eβ(x−µ) + 1

)
is the Fermi-Dirac distribution

function. β and µ are the inverse temperature and the
chemical potential, respectively. The periodic drive gives
rise to a finite excitation density, and the system can not
relax to a lower energy level through emission as it is
closed from the environment.
A closed-form expression for Floquet occupation can

be obtained if the system is not fully isolated, the system-
bath coupling is negligible, and the system reaches a
steady-state on timescales longer than that of the system-
bath coupling. In this scenario, the occupation of the αth
Floquet state follows a staircase Fermi-Dirac distribution
[54, 55] given by

nssα (k) =
∑

p∈Z
f(εkα + pΩ− µ)⟨ϕ(p)α (k)|ϕ(p)α (k)⟩. (6)

This is referred to as the steady-state occupation. In
this case, the excitation density is generally lower, as the
system can relax to a lower energy level.
In the following sections, we demonstrate that the real-

ization of either projected or steady-state occupation in a
periodically driven system leads to contrasting trARPES
spectroscopy (Section III B) and optical Hall conductiv-
ity (Section III C) in twisted bilayer graphene (TBG),
as well as in Dirac and semi-Dirac systems (see Ap-
pendix B). We analytically calculate both the projected
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and steady-state occupation probabilities for weak driv-
ing at various drive-induced gap opening points (for more
details, see Section IIIA and Appendix C).

C. trARPES spectrum

In trARPES spectroscopy, the system undergoes illu-
mination by two ultrafast laser pulses: the pump and
probe pulses, with a tunable delay time between them
[48]. The pump pulse drives the system out of equilib-
rium. The probe pulse then forces the system to eject
photoelectrons, which are then captured by a photode-
tector with an angular resolution. From the trARPES
spectrum, one can directly observe the occupied states
in the quasienergy spectrum of the driven system. The
pump pulse is modeled by a vector potential, Apump(t) =
A0spump(t)(cos(Ωt), sin(Ω, t)), which is incorporated in
the Hamiltonian by Peierls substitution. Here spump(t) =

e−(t−tp)
2/2σ2

pump is a Gaussian envelop of the pump pulse
with a width of σpump, centered around time tp. The
spectrum of the trARPES represents the photoemission
intensity I(k, ω) at momentum k and frequency ω, given
by [52]

I(k, ω) = Im
1

(2t0)2

∫ t0

−t0

∫ t0

−t0

dt1dt2 Tr
[
G<(k, t1, t2)

]

× sprobe(t1)sprobe(t2)e
iω(t1−t2), (7)

where sprobe(t) = e(t−tpr)
2/2σ2

probe accounts for the probe
pulse centered around time tpr with width of σprobe.
The probing interval is in the time interval [−t0, t0].
G<
αβ(k, t, t

′) = i
〈
c†kβ(t

′)ckα(t)
〉

is the “lesser” Green’s

function [62], where ckα is the fermionic annihilation op-
erator at momentum k for α orbital. The evolution of
the annihilation operator ckα is given by,

ckα(t) =
∑

γ

[Uk(t, 0)]αγckγ(0), (8)

Uk(t, 0) = T exp

(
−i
∫ t

0

dt′H(k, t′)

)
, (9)

where Uk(t, 0) is the evolution operator in the presence
of the pump pulse and T is the time ordering operator.
The pump-probe delay time is given by ∆t = tpr − tp.
For the peak field strength, i.e., when the pump pulse
overlaps maximally with the probe pulse overlap ∆t = 0,
which is the case we assume throughout this work.

To observe well-defined Floquet band structures in the
trARPES spectrum, it was shown in Ref. 53 that one has
to follow the time scale hierarchy between the duration
of pump-pulse, duration of the probe-pulse, and the time
period of the drive: σpump ≫ σprobe ≫ T .

D. Optical Hall conductivity

When subjected to periodic driving, a system’s physi-
cal properties can vary significantly from its static coun-
terpart. Studying the properties of such systems often
involves analyzing their response to weak external per-
turbations. Linear response theory provides a natural
framework for this. Ref. [63] extends the linear response
theory from static systems to strongly driven Floquet sys-
tems under the influence of a weak external probe, which
we employ to compute Optical Hall conductivity.
trARPES spectroscopy exclusively captures filled

quasienergy states, lacking information about unfilled
states. However, introducing a weak perturbation typ-
ically induces optical transitions between filled and un-
filled states. Consequently, optical conductivity can
probe the unoccupied quasienergy states.
The formula for the optical Hall conductivity σxy(ω)

probed at frequency ω, for a generic periodically driven
system with driving frequency Ω reads:

σxy(ω) =
i

ωV

∑

α,β,m,k

Im

[
D

(m)
αxβ(k)D

(−m)
βyα (k)(nα(k)− nβ(k))

ω + εα(k)− εβ(k) +mΩ+ iδ

]
.

(10)

Here D
(m)
αjβ(k) =

1
T

∫ T

0
eimΩt ⟨ϕkα(t)|∂H(k,t)

∂kj
|(t)ϕkβ⟩ rep-

resents the Fourier component of the matrix element of
the current operator in j-direction. εα(k) and nα(k) are
the quasienergy and occupation probability of α-th Flo-
quet state, respectively, δ is an infinitesimally small pos-
itive number, and V is the total area of the system. We
refer the reader to Eq. (10) for the details of the deriva-
tion of Appendix A. Note that Eq. (10) is valid for only
insulators; for metals, there will be additional corrections
corresponding to Drude conductivity [35]. Physically,
σxy(ω) encapsulates all optical transitions from a filled
to an unfilled quasienergy band, including sidebands sep-
arated by energy ω.
In a periodically driven system, circularly polarized

light explicitly breaks time-reversal symmetry and in-
duces non-trivial Chern number. However, in periodi-
cally driven systems, this does not always result in quan-
tized Hall conductivity. The occupation probability can
deviate significantly from the static Fermi-Dirac distri-
bution, causing the correspondence between the Chern
number and the DC (i.e., ω → 0) Hall conductivity to
break down. Nevertheless, if the occupation probability
closely approximates the Fermi-Dirac distribution, near-
quantized Hall conductivity can be achieved.

E. Model Hamiltonian

Twisted bilayer graphene (TBG) consists of two
graphene layers rotated relative to each other, inducing a
moiré potential due to the rotational misalignment. The
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Path along the high symmetry points in the moiré Brillouin zone of the twisted bilayer graphene
(TBG). (b) Band structure of the static TBG (dashed line) and driven TBG (solid line). (c) Projected (PR) occupation, and (d)
steady-state (SS) occupation of TBG. The parameters used for the above plots are Ω = 4.5 eV and A0 = 1.5kθ, corresponding
to an electric-field magnitude of E ≈ ΩA0 = 2.2× 104 kV/cm. The twist angle is θ = 1.1◦ and the chemical potential is µ = 0.

low energy effective Hamiltonian is given by [3]:

H0 =

(
hθ/2 U(x)
U(x)† h−θ/2

)
, (11)

where h±θ/2 = −ivF∇ · σ±θ/2. Here, vF is the Fermi
velocity of an electron in a single graphene layer, and
σθ = e−iσzθ/2σeiσzθ/2 are the rotated Pauli matrices.
U(x) is the moiré potential, given by

U(x) = U0 + U1e
iG1·x + U2e

iG2·x, (12)

Un = wAAσ0 + wAB [σx cos(nϕ) + σy sin(nϕ)], (13)

where ϕ = 2π/3 and G1,2 = kθ(
√
3/2,±3/2) are the re-

ciprocal lattice vectors, and kθ = 8π sin(θ/2)/3a, with
a as the lattice constant of graphene. Here, wAA and
wAB are the tunneling amplitudes between AA and AB-
stacked regions of TBG, respectively. The Hamiltonian
in the Eq. (11) acts on the spinor space (ψ1, χ1, ψ2, χ2),
where 1, 2 refers to two graphene layers and ψi, χi corre-
sponds two sublattices of graphene.

We periodically drive TBG with a circularly polar-
ized light, represented by the vector potential A(t) =
A0(cos(Ωt), sin(Ωt)), where Ω is the driving frequency.
This enters in the Hamiltonian by a minimal substitu-
tion, i.e.,

h±θ/2 → h±θ/2(t) = vF [−i∇+A(t)] · σ±θ/2. (14)

We treat the moiré potential in an effective long-
wavelength approximation [44]. The time-dependent
Hamiltonian reads

H(t) = H0 + h(t), (15)

where the time-dependent part h(t) is given by

h(t) = H(+1)e−iΩt +H(−1)eiΩt, (16)

Here, H(±1) are the Fourier components of H(t), given

by

[
H(−1)

]
=
[
H(+1)

]†

= vFA0




0 0 0 0
eiθ/2 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 e−iθ/2 0


 , (17)

and the zeroth Fourier component is given by the static
Hamiltonian, i.e.,H(0) = H0. As the low energy Hamilto-
nian is constructed from two Dirac Hamiltonian and does
not incorporate the non-linear dispersion of graphene at
higher energies, only the Fourier harmonics H(0),H(±1)

of H(t) are non-zero. Now, to find the quasienergy and
the Fourier components of the Floquet mode, we solve
the eigenvalue problem of extended-zone Hamiltonian
Eq. (3).
In this study, we adopt natural units e = ℏ = 1, with

additional parameters specified as follows: a = 2.4 Å,
vF /a = 2.425 eV, wAB = 112 meV, and wAA = 0 meV
(chiral limit). For the construction of the Hamiltonian in
plane-wave basis, the reciprocal lattice vectors Gn,m =
nG1 +mG2 are restricted within −3 ≤ m,n ≤ 3. The
number of Fourier components that for the construction
of the extended-zone Hamiltonian is restricted to seven,
enough for the convergence of low-energy quasienergy
bands.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Occupation of periodically driven TBG

When a static system is periodically driven (circularly
polarized light) at a frequency much higher than the rel-
evant bandwidth, the quasienergy spectrum resembles
the real energy spectrum of the static system, except
for gap openings at zero quasienergy, when there are de-
generacy at zero energy in the static bands. These gap
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openings are attributed to broken time-reversal symme-
try of the system in the presence of periodic drive. At
these gap openings, interestingly, steady-state occupa-
tion predicts complete filling (assuming at zero temper-
ature and chemical potential at zero quasienergy) of the
lower quasienergy band and the upper quasienergy band
to remain empty. This starkly contrasts with the project
occupation’s prediction that both the upper and lower
quasienergy bands will be exactly half-filled around the
gap opening. A derivation of the above is presented in
Appendix C.

On the other hand, at lower values of driving frequency
(lower than the bandwidth of static system) and for very
weak driving amplitude, the quasienergy spectrum re-
sembles a folded static energy spectrum within a Floquet
Brillouin zone (−Ω/2,Ω/2], except gap openings at zero
(in addition to the gaps that forms out of broken time-
reversal symmetry) as well as at quasienergy ±Ω/2. This
is due to the mixing of bands as they fold. Interestingly,
whenever a gap opens because of folded bands mix, both
SS and PR occupation predict exactly half occupation
of the quasienergy bands (see Appendix C). The above
analysis is true only for weak driving amplitude, and at
arbitrary driving intensity, SS and PR occupations can
differ significantly at all parts of the spectrum.

In the case of twisted bilayer graphene (TBG), around
twist angle θ = 1.1◦, in the chiral limit, the two central
bands are almost flat (bandwidth ∼ 3.5 meV). These
bands are degenerate at the two Dirac points in the moiré
Brilloin zone (mBZ), i.e., KM and K ′

M (see Fig. 1(a))
due to the C2T symmetry present in graphene, where
C2 is 180◦ rotation and T is the spinless time-reversal
symmetry operator. Time-reversal symmetry is bro-
ken when a circularly polarized light is applied, and
the quasienergy spectrum gap out at the KM and K ′

M
points in the mBZ.This results in two gapped central
quasienergy bands that are even flatter, with a band-
width of approximately 0.28 meV, as shown in Fig. 1(b).
Consequently, the occupation in the quasienergy bands

is redistributed, differing from that of the static bands.
For these calculations, we set µ = 0 to determine the oc-
cupation of the quasienergy bands. At zero temperature,
the value of PR occupation is nearly half for the two flat
bands (above and below µ = 0) as shown in Fig. 1(c),
whereas the value of SS occupation is nearly one and
zero for flat bands above and below µ = 0 respectively
as shown in Fig. 1(d). Additionally, we present the PR
and SS occupations for Dirac and semi-Dirac systems in
Appendix B.

B. trARPES spectrum of periodically driven TBG

In this section, we compute the trARPES spectrum of
the periodically driven TBG. For analytical calculations
we assume, σpump ≫ T , and drop the Gaussian part
from Apump(t). In this limit, the vector potential for
the pump pulse becomes periodic, and one can use tools
from Floquet theory to simplify Eq. (7). The evolution
operator in Eq. (9), in the Floquet basis is given by,

Uk(t, 0) =
∑

α

e−iεkαt |ϕα(k, t)⟩ ⟨ϕα(k, 0)| , (18)

where εkα is αth quasienergy band and |ϕα(k, t)⟩ is the
corresponding Floquet mode. Following Eq. (8) and
Eq. (18), one can simplify the trace of lesser Green’s func-
tion in the Floquet basis as

Tr
[
G<(k, t1, t2)

]
=
∑

α,β

∑

m,n

ei(εkα+mΩ)t2e−i(εkβ+nΩ)t1

× ⟨ϕβ(k, 0)|G<(k, 0, 0)|ϕα(k, 0)⟩
× ⟨ϕ(m)

α (k)|ϕ(n)β (k)⟩. (19)

For analytical simplicity, we assume tpr = tp = 0 and
t0 = NT , where N ≫ 1 is a large number. Substituting
Eq. (19) into Eq. (7) and performing the temporal in-
tegrals, one obtains the photoemission intensity I(k, ω)
as:

I(k, ω) =
πσ2

probe

4N2T 2

∑

α,β
m,n

Im
[
⟨ϕα(k, 0)|G<(k, 0, 0)|ϕβ(k, 0)⟩ ⟨ϕ(m)

β (k)|ϕ(n)α (k)⟩
]

× exp
(
−σ2

probe(ω − εkα − nΩ)2/2
)
exp
(
−σ2

probe(ω − εkβ −mΩ)2/2
)

× erf

(
NT√
2σprobe

,
iσprobe(εkα − ω + nΩ)√

2

)
erf

(
NT√
2σprobe

,
iσprobe(εkβ − ω +mΩ)√

2

)
, (20)

where erf(a, b) = [erf(a+b)+erf(a−b)]/
√
2 and erf(x) =

2
∫ x

0
dt exp

(
−t2

)
/
√
π is the error function. The en-

ergy resolution of the trARPES spectrum is inversely

proportional to σprobe. The photoemission intensity
I(k, ω) of the occupied band depends on the overlap
of the Fourier components of the Floquet mode, given
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Theoretical study of the time-resolved angle-resolved photoemission spectrometry (trARPES) spectrum
of the periodically driven TBG along the path shown in Fig. 1(a). When the width of the probe pulse is much larger than
the time period of the drive, i.e., σprobe ≫ T , trARPES matches closely to the occupation of Floquet bands shown in Fig. 1.
trARPES spectrum when (a) PR occupation, and (b) SS occupation is realized. The parameters used for the above plots are
Ω = 4.5 eV and A0 = 1.5kθ, corresponding to an electric-field magnitude of E ≈ ΩA0 = 2.2 × 104 kV/cm. The twist angle is
θ = 1.1◦, and the chemical potential is µ = 0. The width of the probe pulse is σprobe ≈ 72T .

by ⟨ϕ(m)
β (k)|ϕ(n)α (k)⟩. This intensity is maximized when

m = n and α = β, corresponding to ω = εkα + nΩ.
Otherwise, it is suppressed. The expression simplifies
further if we make the physically motivated assumption

that the probing interval is much larger than the width of
the probe pulse, i.e., NT ≫ σprobe. Under this assump-
tion, the error function approximately becomes equal to
1, resulting in:

I(k, ω) ≈
πσ2

probe

8N2T 2

∑

α,n

Im
[
⟨ϕα(k, 0)|G<(k, 0, 0)|ϕβ(k, 0)⟩ ⟨ϕ(n)β (k)|ϕ(n)α (k)⟩

]
exp
(
−σ2

probe(ω − εkα − nΩ)2
)
. (21)

Depending on whether SS or PR occupation is realized
in the system, G<(k, 0, 0) has distinct forms. For the
theoretical calculation of the trARPES spectrum with
SS occupation, we assume that a pump pulse was ap-
plied in the distant past to a system weakly coupled to
a bath. Subsequently, the system achieves a steady-state
at timescales longer than that of the system-bath cou-
pling. In this case, the lesser Green’s function is diago-
nal in the Floquet basis at a reference time t = t′ = 0,
i.e., G<

αβ(k, 0, 0) = inssα δαβ , where nssα is the steady-
state occupation of the α-th Floquet state, given by
Eq. (6). Fig. 2(b) shows the trARPES spectrum of TBG,
which closely resembles the projected occupation shown
in Fig. 1(d).

For the case of PR occupation, assume that the sys-
tem was in thermal equilibrium before the pump pulse
was applied. Subsequently, the system is completely dis-
connected from the bath and becomes effectively closed.
Thereafter, the pump pulse is applied to the system. In
this case, the lesser Green’s function at a reference time
t = t′ = 0 becomes identical to the thermal density
matrix of the system ρstatic(k) defined in Eq. (5), i.e.,
G<(k, 0, 0) = ρstatic(k). Fig. 2(a) shows the theoretical
trARPES spectrum, that matches closely with the occu-

pation shown in Fig. 1(c).
Additionally, we present the theoretical trARPES

spectrum of Dirac and semi-Dirac systems showing PR
and SS occupation in Appendix B.

C. Optical Hall conductivity of periodically driven
TBG

In this section, we study the optical Hall conductivity
of TBG driven with a circluar polarized light. We see sev-
eral features in the optical conductivity that are different
between the PR and SS occupations. In a static insulat-
ing electronic system with broken time-reversal symme-
try, one typically expects quantized DC Hall conductivity
at zero temperature, where the Fermi-Dirac distribution
governs the occupations of the bands. When the system
is driven out of equilibrium, the occupancy of the band
is no longer a Fermi-Dirac distribution, and quantization
becomes less apparent. Nevertheless, in cases where the
occupancy resembles that of a band insulator, the Hall
conductivity tends towards quantization [38]. Our study
confirms this assertion, particularly under large and mod-
erate driving frequency with SS occupation.
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FIG. 3. (a) Optical Hall conductivity σxy of the TBG driven by circluar polarized light at the K-valley with PR (dashed line)
and SS (solid line) occupation. The net optical Hall conductivity is four times (with valley and spin flavors) σxy at valley
K. The Optical Hall conductivity approaches quantized value with SS occupation. The parameters used for these plots are
Ω = 4.5 eV and A0 = 1.5kθ, µ = 0. (b) Optical Hall conductivity with SS occupation at different values of driving frequency
and A0 = 1.5kθ. (c) Optical Hall conductivity with SS occupation at different values of driving amplitude (in the unit of kθ)
and Ω = 4.5 eV. All driving parameters correspond to an electric field of the order of 104 kV/cm.

For the case of SS occupation, we observe a nearly
quantized DC optical Hall conductivity (see Fig. 3(a))
for a driving frequency Ω = 4.5 eV and vector poten-
tial amplitude A0 = 1.5kθ. These drive parameters cor-
respond to an electric field of the order of 104 kV/cm,
which is achievable with current laser technology [44]. In
this case, we obtain a DC Hall conductivity of ≈ 4e2/h
(accounting for both valleys and spins), that corresponds
to Chern number of 4, as was previously reported in Ref.
[44]. This can be understood from the SS occupation
Fig. 1(d), where the occupation of the flat conduction
and valance bands in the chiral limit mirrors that of
a band insulator. Circularly polarized light breaks the
time-reversal symmetry, inducing mass terms with oppo-
site signs in each valley of graphene. Consequently, the
combined Chern numbers stemming from the valleys and
spin-flavors in graphene sum up, yielding a total Chern
number of ±4.

On the other hand, this does not hold true for the
PR occupation. In this case, both flat bands exhibit
equal occupations (≈ 1/2 for each band), as depicted
in Fig. 1(c). The optical Hall response differs markedly
between SS and PR occupations. With SS occupation,
we observe a kink at low energy, around 0.05 eV, stem-
ming from optical transitions occurring between the split
flat bands (with a gap of the order of ∼ O(A2

0/Ω)) in-
duced by circularly polarized light. Conversely, such a
kink is absent in the Hall response when PR occupation
is realized, as optical transitions between the flat bands
are Pauli blocked. As we increase the frequency (ω), we
observe peaks in the optical Hall response attributed to
optical transitions involving higher energy bands. In the
case of SS occupation, the first peak in σxy signifies tran-
sitions from the valence band to the second conduction
band. Similarly, a comparable peak is noted at a slightly

lower frequency for PR occupation, reflecting transitions
between the first and second conduction bands of the
driven TBG. Further increasing the energy reveals mul-
tiple peaks, indicative of transitions to additional higher
energy bands.

By changing the driving frequency, the system can un-
dergo topological phase transitions. In Fig. 3(b), we il-
lustrate the Ω dependence of Hall conductivity with SS
occupation for some representative values of Ω. Transi-
tioning from high-frequency driving (Ω = 4.5 eV) to mod-
erate driving frequencies (Ω = 2.5 eV), the system un-
dergoes a topological phase transition from σxy ≈ 4 e2/h
to σxy ≈ 8 e2/h. However, high-energy features remain
qualitatively similar, albeit occurring at different ω val-
ues depending on Ω.

In Fig. 3(c), we show the dependence of optical Hall
conductivity on the driving amplitude for Ω = 4.5 eV.
With increasing driving amplitude, the separation be-
tween flat bands increases, and corresponding kinks in
the plot of optical Hall conductivity shift towards a
higher value of ω. However, with all values of driving
amplitude, we get a nearly quantized DC Hall conduc-
tivity for the SS occupation.

Additionally, we present the optical Hall conductivity
of Dirac and semi-Dirac systems with SS and PR occu-
pation, as shown in Appendix B.

IV. SUMMARY

We theoretically studied the trARPS spectrum and
optical conductivity of driven twisted bilayer graphene
(TBG), near the flat-band limit. The periodic drive can
break time-reversal symmetry, giving rise to net Chern
numbers of quasienergy bands. If the periodic drive,
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which we call the pump field, is for a relatively long
time, such that the system is in a pre-thermal steady-
state, one assumes a steady-state (SS) occupation of the
quasienergy bands, then the optical conductivity gives
rise to near-quantized signatures, reminiscent of non-
trivial band topology. On the other hand, when the re-
sponse is not from a steady-state, the quasienergy bands
follow a projected (PR) occupation, and the responses
differ from quantized values. These two possible occupa-
tions of the quasienergy bands have contrasting responses
in the trARPES spectrum as well. Apart from TBG, we
compute the same in Dirac as well as semi-Dirac semi-
metallic systems, pointing out differences in response for
SS and PR-occupied states. Our findings can be ver-
ified through various existing experimental techniques.
The occupation of the Floquet bands can be seen in the

pump-probe experiment [47]. The DC limit of optical
Hall conductivity can be measured in the multiterminal
experiments [64] as well as in the time of flight measure-
ment in the optical lattice [65].
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Appendix A: Optical conductivity of periodically driven TBG

According to the linear response theory, the real part of optical conductivity is related to the imaginary part of the
current-current correlation. The retarder current-current correlation function is given by [66],
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′)]⟩, (S1)

where J i
qI(t) is current operator in direction î in interaction picture. In the above expression ⟨·⟩ ≡ Tr(ρ̂·), where ρ̂ is

the density matrix of the system. The current operator in the direction î in the interaction picture is given by,
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Here, V is the total area of the system. The correlation function in the momentum-frequency space reads [63]:
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, and nkα is the occupation of the αth Floquet state. In this formula

nkα represents either the projected (Eq. (4)) or steady-state occupation (Eq. (6)). If the quasi-energy bands are
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gapped at the chemical potential, the above equation in the thermodynamic limit q → 0 reduces to,

χij(ω) =
1

N

∑

k

∑

αβ

∑

n

D
(n)
αiβ (k)D

(−n)
βjα (k) (nkα − nkβ)

ω + iδ + εkα − εkβ − nΩ
. (S4)

The real part of optical Hall conductivity is then given by,

Reσxy(ω) = − Imχxy(ω)

ω
. (S5)

FIG. S1. The honeycomb lattice (left) and the first Brillouin zone of the monolayer graphene (right). The primitive reciprocal
lattice vectors are given by b1 = 2π

3a

(
1,
√
3
)
, b2 = 2π

3a

(
1,−

√
3
)
.

Appendix B: Additional results for trARPES and optical Hall conductivity of Dirac and semi-Dirac
semimetal

We consider a tight-binding model for the honeycomb lattice with spatially anisotropic hopping. The Bloch Hamil-
tonian for the tight binding model is given by,

H(k) =

(
0 g(k)

g(k)∗ 0

)
, (S6)

where g(k) = t1e
ik·a1+t2e

ik·a2+t3 with ti being the anisotropic hopping amplitudes to nearest neighbors, as shown in

the Fig. S1. Here, the primitive lattice vectors of the hexagonal lattice are given by: a1 = a
(

3
2 ,

√
3
2

)
, a2 = a

(
3
2 ,−

√
3
2

)

with a being the lattice constant. We drive the system using a circularly polarized light. The vector potential for the
same is given by A(t) = A0(cos(Ωt), sin(Ωt)). In the presence of circularly polarized light, the time-dependent Bloch
Hamiltonian is given by,

H(k, t) =

(
0 g(k +A(t))

g(k +A(t))∗ 0

)
, (S7)

where

g(k +A(t)) = t1e
ik·a1+iA(t)·δ1 + t2e

ik·a2+iA(t)·δ2 + t3e
iA(t)·δ3 , (S8)

with δ1 = a
(

1
2 ,

√
3
2

)
, δ2 = a

(
1
2 ,−

√
3
2

)
, δ3 = a (−1, 0). The Fourier components of the Hamiltonian reads,

H(n)(k) =

(
0 g(n)(k)

g(n)(k)∗ 0

)
, (S9)

where g(n)(k) is given by,

g(n)(k) =
1

T

∫ T

0

einΩtg(k +A(t))dt

= t1e
i( 3kx

2 +
√

3ky
2 )ein

π
6 Jn(A0) + t2e

i( 3kx
2 −

√
3ky
2 )e−inπ

6 (−1)nJn(A0) + t3i
n(−1)nJn(A0), (S10)
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where Jn(.) is the nth Bessel function of first kind. For numerical calculations, we choose: i) t1 = t2 = t3 = λ for
Dirac and ii) t1 = t2 = λ, t3 = 2λ for a semi-Dirac semimetal. We set the energy scale as λ and the length scale as a.
Here, we discuss the steady-state (SS) occupation and projected (PR) occupation of the Dirac and semi-Dirac models.
Subsequently, we present the theoretical trARPES spectrum and optical Hall conductivity, showing the signature of
either occupation for each of the model.

The static band structure of the tight binding Dirac model is gapless at high symmetry points K and K
′
whereas

the quasienergy band structure shows gaps at these points, as shown in Fig. S2(a). The opening of gaps in the
quasienergy band structure is due to the broken time-reversal symmetry of the system by periodic drive (circularly
polarized light). This leads to the redistribution of occupation in the quasienergy bands around these gaps. Fig. S2(b)
and Fig. S2(c) show the PR and SS occupation for the Dirac model, respectively. One can easily note that the SS
occupation is nearly one and zero for the quasienergy band below and above the gap, respectively, whereas the PR
occupation is nearly half for either band around the gap. These generic features are also true for the semi-Dirac model
as well (see Fig. S3).

For both of the models, we present the trARPES spectrum when PR or SS occupation is realized. Fig. S5 and
S6 show the trARPES spectrum, illustrating the influence of PR and SS occupation for the Dirac and semi-Dirac
models, respectively. For both of the models, the DC optical Hall conductivity is nearly quantized with SS occupation,
whereas it is not quantized with PR occupation, as shown in Fig. S4. The kinks appearing at higher energies are
indicative of interband transitions. For more details, refer to Section III of the main text.
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FIG. S2. Band structure and occupation of the periodically driven single layer graphene (Dirac-system) along the high symmetry
points shown in Fig. S1. (a) Static band structure (dashed line) and quasi-energy band structure (solid line). The bands are
colored by the value of PR and SS occupation in (b) and (c), respectively. The parameters used in this plot are Ω = 10λ,
A0 = 1.5.
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FIG. S3. Band structure and occupation of the periodically driven single layer graphene (semi-Dirac system) along the high
symmetry points shown in Fig. S1. (a) Static band structure (dashed line) and quasi-energy band structure (solid line). (b)
projected (PR) occupation, which does not incorporate any relaxation mechanism. (C) steady-state (SS) occupation, which
takes into account the relaxation mechanism because of the coupling between the system and the bath. The parameters used
in this plot are Ω = 8λ, A0 = 1.5.
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FIG. S4. Optical Hall conductivity (σxy) of the Dirac Hamiltonian with SS (solid line) and PR occupation (dashed line). The
left figure shows σxy for the Dirac model. The right figure is for the semi-Dirac model. The parameters used in this plot are
the same as the ones used in Fig. S2 and Fig. S3 for Dirac and semi-Dirac, respectively.
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FIG. S5. trARPES of the Dirac model for projected occupation (left) and steady-state occupation (right). The value of
σprobe ≈ 95T . The rest of the parameters used are the same as in Fig. S2.

Appendix C: Degenrate perturbation theory to compute the value of steady-state (SS) and projected (PR)
occupation in the quasienergy bands around gaps

In this section, we apply the degenerate perturbation theory to compute the value of SS and PR occupations of
the quasienergy band around the drive-induced band gaps. Such gap opening can be of two kinds. If the static bands
have degeneracies protected by symmetry, then the driven can break symmetry and lift the degenracies. An example
of this kind is the topological gap opening at the Dirac point of irradiated graphene with circularly polarized light at
high frequency. At zero temperature, we show below that if such gap opening takes place at the chemical potential,
the lower quasienergy band remain occupied leaving the upper quasienergy band unoccupied.

At relatively lower frequency, the static bands go through ‘band-folding’, and folds in the Floquet zone to form
quasienergies. As the bands fold on themselves, there are degeracies and opening of gaps at these points. At zero
temperature, we show that whenever such gap opening takes place by mixing an occupied and an unpccupied band
of the static system, it results in equal distribution of the occupation at the point of gap opening.
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FIG. S6. trARPES of semi-Dirac model with projected occupation (left) and steady-state occupation (right).The value of
σprobe ≈ 76T . The rest of the parameters used are the same as in Fig. S3.

Gap opening by breaking symmetry

Consider a degenerate eigenvalue (which we also take to be at the chemical potential, µ = 0) with eigenstates |ψ±⟩
at some momentum point. If the driving frequency is high with a small amplitude, the effective Hamiltonian at this
point is given by high-frequency approximation as [67]

Heff = H0 + δH+ . . . , (S11)

where H0 is the static part of the Hamiltonian with a symmetry that protects the degeneracy. δH =
[
H(+1),H(−1)

]
/Ω

can be treated as a perturbation where we neglect higher-order terms in 1/Ω. If the degeneracy is lifted by this pertur-
bation, at high frequency, the corrected energies, ϵ± = |⟨ψ−|δH|ψ+⟩|, are also the quasienergies. The corresponding
eigenstates are the zeroth Fourier components of the corresponding Floquet states. Further, for weak driving, non-zero
Fourier components of these Floquet states can also be neglected as they are expected to only grow polynomially with
the driving amplitude [67].

The resulting Floquet states can thus be written as |ϕ±(t)⟩ ≈
(
|ψ+⟩+ eiθ|ψ−⟩

)
/
√
2, which is static in the limit of

small driving amplitude [31]. Here θ = arg(⟨ψ−|δH|ψ+⟩). The SS occupation of these states are nss± =
∑

l f(ε± +

lΩ)⟨ϕ(l)± |ϕ(l)± ⟩. As only the l = 0 Fourier component survives, at zero temperature nss− = 1 and nss+ = 0 as f(ε−) = 1
and f(ε+) = 0.
The density matrix before driving can be written as ρstatic = 1

2 (|ψ−⟩⟨ψ−|+ |ψ+⟩⟨ψ+|). It is easy to deduce that

the PR occupations, npr± = ⟨ϕ±|ρstatic|ϕ±⟩ = 1/2.

Gap opening at band-folded degeneracies

At lower frequencies, there can be degeneracies as the folded quasienergy bands overlap within the Floquet zone.
Let us consider that such overlaps are between folded static bands that were originally occupied and unoccupied.
In the absence of driving, an extended zone picture (see Eq. (3) of main text) of a static Hamiltonian consists of
only diagonal blocks. This leads to band-folding within a Floquet zone (−Ω/2,Ω/2] with level crossings. If E± are
the static energies of a system with E− and E+ being occupied and unoccupied, respectively, then the band-foldings
results in a degeneracy at the quasienergy ε if E+ + pΩ = E− + qΩ = ε, where ε ∈ (−Ω/2,Ω/2], for integers p and
q. The corresponding Floquet states are |ϕ+(t)⟩ = eipΩt|ψ+⟩ and |ϕ−(t)⟩ = eiqΩt|ψ−⟩, i.e., they have only (−p)th and
(−q)th Fourier components. In the extended-zone basis, the eigenstates are large column vectors with only (−p)the
and (−q)th row being non-zero, with elements of |ψ+⟩ and |ψ−⟩, respectively. Let us represent these large column
vectors by |Φ+⟩⟩ and |Φ−⟩⟩.
In the presence of driving, the extended-zone Hamiltonian is modified with off-diagonal terms, which we denote

as HO. Such off-diagonal elements lead to avoided crossings at degeneracies. Degenerate perturbation theory at
eigenvalues ε of the extended-zone Hamiltonian yields correction to the eigenvalues

ε̃± = ε± |z|, (S12)
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FIG. S7. Band structure and occupation of the periodically driven single layer graphene (Dirac-system) around high symmetry
point K. (a) Static band structure (dashed line) and quasi-energy band structure (solid line). (b) Projected (PR) occupation
(c) steady-state (SS) of the Dirac model. The parameters used in for these plots are Ω = 0.4λ, A0 = 0.08, q = (0.45, 0.0). At
Dirac point K, the value of SS occupation is nearly one and zero for the lower and upper bands, respectively, at ε = 0. In
contrast, the value of PR occupation is nearly half for each band. Additionally, the value of SS and PR occupation is half for
the quasienergy bands around a gap at ε = 0 (other than one at K) and ε = Ω

2
.

where z = ⟨⟨Φ+|HO|Φ+⟩⟩. The modified eigenstates in the extended-zone picture are given by

|Φ̃−⟩⟩ = − eiθ√
2
|Φ−⟩⟩+

1√
2
|Φ+⟩⟩, |Φ̃+⟩⟩ =

eiθ√
2
|Φ−⟩⟩+

1√
2
|Φ+⟩⟩, (S13)

where θ = arg(z). In terms of the time-dependent representation, the Floquet states are given by

|ϕ̃−(t)⟩ = −e
iθ+iqΩt

√
2

|ψ−⟩+
eipΩt

√
2
|ψ+⟩, |ϕ̃+(t)⟩ =

eiθ+iqΩt

√
2

|ψ−⟩+
eipΩt

√
2
|ψ+⟩. (S14)

The steady-state (SS) occupation of these states are:

nss± =
∑

l

f(ε̃± + lΩ)⟨ϕ̃(l)± |ϕ̃(l)± ⟩. (S15)

In the above summation only the (−q) and (−p) Fourier components contribute, hence

nss+ = f(ε̃+ − pΩ)⟨ϕ̃(−p)
+ |ϕ̃(−p)

+ ⟩+ f(ε̃+ − qΩ)⟨ϕ̃(−q)
+ |ϕ̃(−q)

+ ⟩,

=
1

2
f(E+ + |z|) + 1

2
f(E+ + |z|+ (p− q)Ω).

(S16)

As E+ − E− = (q − p)Ω, we obtain

nss+ =
1

2
f(E+ + |z|) + 1

2
f(E− + |z|).

As |z| is small, one can assume that at zero temperature, f(E+ + |z|) = 0, and f(E− + |z|) = 1, yielding nss+ = 1/2.
A similar analysis also shows nss− = 1/2.

Considering ρstatic = |ψ−⟩⟨ψ−|, it is easy to arrive at npr± = ⟨ϕ̃±(0)|ρstatic|ϕ̃±(0)⟩ = 1/2.

Our analysis is agnostic to the details of any model. In Fig. S7, we have shown the SS and PR occupations of the
quasienergy bands when the system is driven with a low-frequency circularly polarized light. We see that around gaps
ε = 0, Ω2 for the Dirac model (around Dirac point K), which is consistent with our calculation.
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