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We propose that light can break mirror symmetries and combining symmetries with a uniform time
translation, and their breaking is characterized by an off-diagonal charge conductivity. Taking periodically
driven graphene as an example, we show that mirror symmetries about the xz and yz planes and the
combining symmetries, the symmetries of combinations of the mirror operations about these planes and a
uniform time translation, can be broken by linearly or circularly polarized light. We also show that this
symmetry breaking induces the time-averaged off-diagonal symmetric or antisymmetric charge conductivity
in a nonequilibrium steady state with linearly or circularly, respectively, polarized light. Our results are
experimentally testable in pump-probe measurements. This work will pave the way for controlling mirror
symmetries via light and utilizing the light-induced mirror symmetry breaking.

1. Introduction

Light can break symmetries in time and space. For
example, circularly polarized light (CPL) can break the
time-reversal symmetry.! ) If CPL is applied to a non-
magnetic material, it can induce the magnetization;* the
direction of this light-induced magnetization can be re-
versed by changing the helicity of CPL.%) CPL can also
induce the anomalous Hall effect (AHE),%7) in which
a charge current perpendicular to an applied electric
field is generated;® 19 the magnitude and direction of
this current can be changed by varying the amplitude
and helicity of CPL.%711:12) Then, bicircularly polar-
ized light,'3'%) which consists of a linear combination of
left-handed and right-handed CPL, can break not only
the time-reversal, but also the inversion symmetry.'®
In fact, it can be used to realize noncentrosymmetric
magnetic topological phases'®) and generate electric po-
larization.'®) Since the application of light enables us
to engineer electronic, magnetic, or transport properties
without changing materials, it is crucial to understand
which symmetry is broken by light and how its symme-
try breaking affects the properties.

In this paper, we show the mirror symmetry break-
ing by CPL or by linearly polarized light (LPL), which

results in an off-diagonal antisymmetric or symmetric,
c _ C

respectively, charge conductivity (i.e., oy, = —o,, or
agy = 0590, respectively). This is demonstrated for pe-

riodically driven graphene. The difference between the
cases with CPL and LPL comes from the difference in
the time-reversal symmetry. The main results are sum-
marized in Table I. Our results suggest that a combina-
tion of time-reversal symmetry breaking and mirror sym-
metry breaking is the origin of the light-induced AHE,
and that the off-diagonal symmetric charge conductivity
could be used to detect whether mirror symmetries are
broken or preserved in the presence of the time-reversal
Ssymimetry.

*E-mail address: arakawa@phys.chuo-u.ac.jp

Table I. Properties of systems driven by CPL or LPL. The dif-
ference among LPL1, LPL2, and LPL3 is about the polarization:
Az #0 and Ay # 0 in LPL1; Az # 0 and Ay = 0 in LPL2; and
Az = 0and Ay # 0in LPL3. Trey represents the time-reversal sym-
metry, om or O';n represents the mirror symmetry about the xz or yz
plane, respectively, and C3 represents the C3 rotational symmetry
around the z axis. omT%, o, Tt, or C3T} represents the symmetry
of a combination of the mirror operation about the zz or yz plane
or the C3 rotation operation and a uniform time translation T%.
agx represents an off-diagonal charge conductivity. om T or o/ Tt
is preserved with LPL3 or LPL2, respectively, if Ty : t — ¢t — %
C3Ty is preserved with CPL if T} : t — t + %

CPL LPL1 LPL2 LPL3
Trev Broken Preserved  Preserved Preserved
Om Broken Broken Preserved Broken
omT} Broken Broken Preserved Preserved
ol Broken Broken Broken  Preserved
o1y Broken Broken Preserved Preserved
Cs Broken Broken Broken Broken
CsT; Preserved Broken Broken Broken
agm Antisymmetric Symmetric Vanishing Vanishing
2. Model

Our periodically driven electron system is described

by the Hamiltonian,

H = Hy(t) + Hy, + Hgp.

(1)

Here H(t) is the Hamiltonian of the system driven by
a light field A(t), the effect of which is treated as the

Peierls phase factors:

Hs(t) = Z Z Z eab(k’t)cLaockbU’

k a,b=A,Bo="T,]

(2)
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where eap(k,t) = epa(k,t)* = tnn 212:0 e iteAll R

, T
Eaa(k:7t) 07 RO = t(o 1)7 Rl = t(_§ - %)7

- %), tnN is the hopping integral between
nearest neighbor sites on a honeycomb lattice!” with-
out A(t), and c};w and cp., are the creation and an-
nihilation operators of an electron for momentum &k,
sublattice a, and spin o. Hereafter, we set h = ¢ =
kg = ann = 1, where ann is the length between near-
est neighbor sites. Then, Hy, is the Hamiltonian of the
Buttiker-type heat bath,'®'9) which is in equilibrium
at temperature T: Hy, = >, > (€, — ub)b;rpbip, where
bip and bjp are the annihilation and creation operators
of a bath’s fermion at site ¢ for mode p, and ¢, and
up, are the energy and chemical potential of a bath’s
fermion; py, is determined from the condition that there
is no current between the system and bath. In addition,
Hyy, is the system-bath coupling Hamiltonian:!!>12-20)
Hy, = Zl Zp Za:A,B Za:¢,¢ Vpao(C;‘raabiP + bzpciacr)a
where V4, is the system-bath coupling constant.

We have considered Hy, and Hgp, as well as Hg(t),
because the damping due to the system-bath coupling
makes the system a nonequilibrium steady state.!>12-20)
Such a relaxation mechanism is necessary for periodically

driven systems, in which the heating due to the driving
field exists.?!22)

3. Light-induced mirror symmetry breaking

First, we analyze the polarization dependence of the
light-induced mirror symmetry breaking. For our period-
ically driven electron system, whether a mirror symmetry
is preserved or broken is determined by the symmetry of
the kinetic energy, which is characterized by

eap(k,t) = thpt)e ™ 4 tXp(t)e 7 he et 7
(e S ke el T (3)
ky

ena(k,t) = t2 4 ()e™ + 15, (t)e T he o1
. Lk
O (4)
where t45(t) = tF,(1)*, thp(t) = t54(8)", and ) 5(t) =
tgA(t)*. Here Z, X, and Y represent the three bonds
between nearest neighbor sites (see Fig. 1). If the hopping
integrals satisfy

tap(t) = tha(t) thp(t) = t5a(t), thp(t) = tpat), (5)

the mirror symmetry about the xzz plane [Fig. 1(a)] is
preserved; otherwise, it is broken.

We begin with the system driven by LPL. The field of
LPL is described by

Apump (t) = (Agay cos Qt Agay, cos Qt), (6)

where 2 = 27/T,, is the light frequency, and T, is the pe-
riod of Apump(t). In this case, t4 5 (t) = tane T4y s

ti{B (t) — tNNeiuazg cos Qteiuay% cos Qt7 and tXB (t) —
tNNe_iu%écos Qtgiuay 3 cosQ  where y = eAy. For the
LPL with o, # 0, oy = 0, these hopping integrals satisfy
Eq. (5), which means that the mirror symmetry about
the xz plane is preserved. Meanwhile, for the LPL with

e

(Color online) The honeycomb lattice and (a) the zz or

N

Fig. 1.
(b) the yz mirror plane. The dashed lines denote the mirror planes.
The green arrows represent the bonds which are connected by the
mirror symmetry. A or B represents sublattice A or B, respectively.
The red, blue, and dark green bonds represent Z, X, and Y bonds,
respectively. The x and y axes are also drawn.

ay = 0, oy # 0 or with o # 0, oy # 0, this mirror
symmetry is broken.

We turn to the case with CPL. The field of CPL is
given by

Apump(t) = t(Ag cos Qt Agsin Qt). (7)

In a similar way, we can show that the mirror symmetry
about the xz plane is broken.

We make five remarks. First, we can similarly show
that the mirror symmetry about the yz plane [Fig. 1(b)]
is broken by LPL with a; # 0, oy = 0, by that with
ag # 0, ay # 0, and by CPL, whereas it is preserved by
LPL with a, = 0, ay # 0. Second, the same polariza-
tion dependence holds for the Floquet Hamiltonian (see
Appendix A). Third, the similar arguments can be used
to discuss whether a mirror symmetry is broken or not
in the other periodically driven electron systems. Fourth,
a mirror symmetry of a periodically driven electron sys-
tem does not necessarily match that of the trajectory
of Apump(t). For example, CPL breaks the mirror sym-
metry about the zz plane, whereas the trajectory of its
Apump(t) has the mirror symmetry in the A,-A, plane
[see Fig. 2(a)]. Fifth, our mirror symmetry, the symme-
try about a mirror operation in crystals, is essentially
different from a symmetry discussed in Ref.,?*) the sym-
metry about the energy spectrum as a function of mag-
netic flux. Namely, the light-induced symmetry breaking
discussed in Ref.??) is not about crystal’s mirror sym-
metry. To the best of our knowledge, our paper is the
first work demonstrating the light-induced breaking of
crystal’s mirror symmetry.

The above arguments show that the mirror symme-
tries about the zz and yz planes are broken with CPL or
LPL1 (i.e., LPL with finite a; and «,). To study a time-
averaged quantity in a nonequilibrium steady state, we
need to discuss not only the mirror symmetries, but also
its combining symmetries, the symmetries of combina-
tions of the mirror operations about the xz and yz planes
and a uniform time translation, because that quantity is
not affected by such a translation. (Note that such a
combining symmetry is sometimes called a space-time or
dynamical symmetry.) In general, there is a case that a
spatial symmetry is broken, but its combining symme-
try is preserved; in such a case, a time-averaged quantity
in a nonequilibrium steady state behaves as if the spa-
tial symmetry were preserved. As we show in Appendix
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Fig. 2. (Color online) (a) The trajectories of Apump(t) for CPL,

LPL1, LPL2, and LPL3. (b) The setup for the pump-probe mea-
surements of O'Sz in our periodically driven system. For the setup
of azy, the directions of the probe field and charge current are in-
terchanged. The arrow of the pump light indicates the direction
of travel, and that of the probe light indicates the direction of the

component of the corresponding electric field. (c), (d) U?(fz and Jzy

as functions of u = eAg for graphene driven by CPL, LPL1, LPL2,
and LPL3. The horizontal dashed lines in (c) and (d) correspond
to —2e?h~ ! and 2e2h ™1, respectively.

B, the combining symmetries for the mirror operations
are also broken with CPL or LPL1. This contrasts with
the combining symmetry for the C'5 rotation in graphene
driven by CPL (see Apppendix B): the C3 rotational
symmetry is broken, but the symmetry of a combina-
tion of the Cg rotation and the uniform time translation
Ti:t—t+3 ” is preserved.'”) This combining symme-
try may be called a time-screw symmetry. In appendix B,
we also show that the combining symmetry for the mir-
ror operation about the yz or xz plane is preserved with
LPL2 (i.e., LPL with a; # 0, &y, = 0) or LPL3 (i.e., LPL
with a, = 0, ay, # 0), respectively, if T; : t — t — . This
combining symmetry may be called a time-glide symme-
try. We do not necessarily call the combining symmetry
for a mirror operation a time-glide one because an anal-
ogy with an axial glide symmetry suggests that a time-
glide symmetry consists of a mirror operation and the
uniform time translation with 7,,/2. Then, the C3 rota-
tional symmetry and its combining symmetry are both
broken with LPL (see Appendix B). These results are
summarized in Table I.

4. Charge transport induced by mirror symme-
try breaking

Next, we study the effects of the light-induced mir-
ror symmetry breaking on transport properties. To do
this, we use the Floquet linear-response theory!'! 1224
for pump-probe measurements [Fig. 2(b)]. In this the-
ory, we set A(t) = Apump (t) + Aprob(t) and treat the ef-
fects of Apump(t) in the Floquet theory?®26) and those of
Ao (t) in the linear-response theory.?”) The Apump(t)
for LPL or CPL is given by Eq. (6) or (7), respectively.
Note that Apump(t) is used to periodically drive the

system, whereas Ap.on(t) is used to analyze its proper-
ties.?®) In this theory, we use the Floquet Hamiltonian
for Hg(t), which is distinct from the Hamiltonian ob-
tained in a high-frequency expansion. Using the Floquet
linear- response theory, we obtain a time-averaged charge
conductivity JW in the nonequilibrium steady state!'»12)
(see Appendix C),

=5 Y >/

k a,b,c,d=A,Bo,0'=

/2 g

Q/2 27'['

R l
X tr [vgb(k)%wvgd(k)aga,w(k,w')

L 8w ]’ (8)

where the trace is taken over the Floquet states [i.e.,
tr(ABCD) = Z$7l7n7q=_w At BinCngDgm with Flo-

quet indices m, I, n, and ¢q], V = %%, N is the number

of sites, [v%,(k)]mn is the group velocity in the Floquet
representation, and [GR ,  (k,w)|mn, [G2 10 (B, @) mn,
and (G5, /(k,w')]m, are the retarded, advanced, and
lesser Green’s functions, respectively, in the Floquet rep-
resentation. (For more details, see Appendix C.) These
Green’s functions are determined from Dyson’s equation
with the damping I" due to the second- order perturbation
of Hy, (see Appendix D). Note that UW is equivalent to
the anomalous Hall conductivity if and only if it is anti-
symmetric.

Using Eq. (8), we numerically evaluate 0595 and o¢ oy
for graphene driven by CPL, LPL1, LPL2, and LPL3.
(For details of the numerical calculations, see Appendix
E.) The directions of the probe field and the observed
charge current are fixed: for USI (or oS »), the charge
current along the y (or x) axis is generated with the
probe field applied along the x (or y) axis. CPL is de-
scribed by Eq. (7), and LPL1, LPL2, or LPL3 is de-
scribed by Eq. (6) with a; = oy = 1, with a; = 1 and
ay = 0, or with a; = 0 and «, = 1, respectively [Fig.
2(a)]; as described above, the mirror symmetry about
the xz or yz plane is preserved only for LPL2 or LPL3,
respectively. We set ) = 8tnyn and tnn = 1; our light
is off-resonant, i.e., Q@ > W, where W (= 6inn) is the
bandwidth without light. (We have summarized the main
results in Table I.) Except for the results of the damp-
ing or temperature dependence of ¢¥, with LPL1, we
set I' = 0.004txy and T = 0.006txn. When discussing
the damping dependence, we set T' = 0.006¢{nyN and com-
pare the results obtained at I' = 0.004¢nN, 0.002¢NN, and
0.006tNN; when discussing the temperature dependence,
we set I' = 0.004tnn and compare the results obtained
at T = O.OOGtNN7 O.OO4tNN7 and 0.008751\11\1.

Figure 2(c) shows the u dependences of o'gx in
graphene driven by CPL, LPL1, LPL2, and LPL3. agx
for u # 0 is finite for CPL and LPL1, whereas it vanishes
for LPL2 and LPL3. The similar results are obtained also
for oC, [Fig. 2(d)]. These results are consistent with the
propertles of the mirror symmetries about the xz and
yz planes and their combining symmetries (see Table I).
Therefore, the mirror symmetries and their combining
symmetries play a vital role in discussing the off-diagonal

= Ve (K) G (K, Y04 (K)
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charge conductivities. Note that since u = eAg = eFEy/S2
is dimensionless, the v dependence of ng at fixed 2 gives
its dependence on Ej, the amplitude of the light field.
One of the main differences between the cases of CPL
and LPL1 is the relation between 051 and agy. Figure
2(d) shows the u dependences of ofy in graphene driven
by CPL, LPL1, LPL2, and LPL3. Comparing this figure

with Fig. 2(c), we see that oS, = —oy, for CPL, whereas
ogy = O'Sm for LPL1. They are the Onsager reciprocal re-

lations, 2?39 and their difference comes from the differ-
ence in the time-reversal symmetry. We should note that
of, = o, for LPL1 does not contradict the properties of
the C3 rotational symmetry (see Appendix B). Since the
anomalous Hall conductivity is off-diagonal and antisym-
metric, our results indicate that the light-induced AHE
comes from a combination of mirror symmetry breaking
and time-reversal symmetry breaking. This is consistent
with the AHE in nondriven systems.?’32) Our results
also suggest that the off-diagonal symmetric charge con-
ductivity can be regarded as an indicator for mirror sym-
metry breaking in the presence of the time-reversal sym-
metry. This might be used to detect helical higher-order
topological insulators,*®) which are protected by the mir-
ror symmetry and time-reversal symmetry, because that
conductivity vanishes with the mirror symmetry or its
combining symmetry, as shown above.

Another difference is about the quantization of of,.

o0 is quantized only with CPL. This quantization can

yx

be understood using a high-frequency expansion,3% 3%
as shown in previous studies:'*:3%) the term proportional
to Q71 gives a pure-imaginary hopping integral between
next-nearest neighbors on the honeycomb lattice, which
is similar to the term vital for the quantum Hall effect.?”)
Similarly, we can understand the non-quantized aycz with
LPL: the Q~! term becomes zero. This is consistent with
the property that LPL does not break the time-reversal
symmetry. Note that except the above interpretations,
we do not use the high-frequency expansion.

The other difference is about the I' dependence of o,
Figure 3(a) shows the I" dependence of O'Sw for graphene
driven by LPL1. 05:5 is roughly proportional to I'~!. This
contrasts the I' dependence of the off-diagonal charge
conductivity for graphene driven by CPL because it is
almost independent of T' [e.g., compare the red curve in
Fig. 2(d) of this paper and the brown one in Fig. 10 of
Ref.'V)]. Note that O'Sw with LPL1, as well as that with
CPL, is little dependent on the bath temperature T [Fig.
3(b)]. This is because the bath temperature may play a
similar role to the temperature appearing in the distri-
bution function. We should note that I' is independent
of temperature in our theory.

The sign of the off-diagonal symmetric charge conduc-
tivity can be reversed by replacing LPL1 by the LPL
for ¢y = —ay = 1 or —a, = oy = 1, a counterpart
connected by the mirror operation about the zz or yz
plane, respectively. Furthermore, it remains unchanged
by replacing LPL1 by the LPL for a; = ay = —1. The
similar properties hold for arbitrary ¢ when o, = cosf
and a, = sin . These three additional results are shown
in Appendix F. They also suggest the vital role of the
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Fig. 3. (Color online) (a), (b) The dependences of U,Sz on the
damping induced by the system-bath coupling, I', and the temper-

ature of the bath, T', for graphene driven by LPL1.
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Fig. 4. (Color online) (a), (b) Situations with and without the
mirror symmetry (or its combining symmetry with a uniform time
translation) under the probe field applied along the = axis.

mirror symmetries and their combining symmetries in
the off-diagonal charge conductivity.

5. Discussion

The importance of the mirror symmetry breaking is a
general concept. Let us consider a situation where the
probe field is applied along the = axis of a material. If
the mirror symmetry about the 2z plane (or its combin-
ing symmetry with a uniform time translation) exists,
any currents along the y axis are prohibited [Fig. 4(a)].
Meanwhile, if it is broken, the charge current along the y
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axis can be induced [Fig. 4(b)]. This current is finite (i.e.,
O‘SI # 0) if the mirror symmetry about the yz plane (or
its combining symmetry), as well as that about the xz
plane, is broken. Therefore, the mirror symmetry break-
ing by light plays the key role in the light-induced off-
diagonal charge transport. Although mirror symmetry
breaking about the xy plane is important in several sys-
tems with the Rashba spin-orbit coupling,®® 39 it is not
essential for obtaining oy, and o, ; such off-site spin-
orbit coupling is absent in our system. Note that the
importance of the mirror symmetry breaking can been
seen from Eq. (8) and the expression using the Berry
curvature because both contain the momentum summa-
tion of the product of the z and y components of the
group velocity, which can be finite without the mirror
symmetries about the xz and yz planes and their com-
bining symmetries.

Our results can be tested experimentally. In our sys-
tem, the nonequilibrium steady state can be achieved
due to I' at times larger than 7 = 2~ = O(10fs). Then,
the off-diagonal charge conductivity in graphene driven
by LPL1 could be observed experimentally in pump-
probe measurements. Note that u = e&’% = 0.1 at
Q = 8tnn ~ 24 eV corresponds to Ey ~ 171 MV cm™".
In this estimate, we have used axy ~ 0.14 nm.*®) We
have also set tny = 3 eV because, according to the first-
principles calculations without A(t),*") the energy dif-
ference between the two bands in our model at k = 0
corresponds to about 19 eV, i.e., 6inn ~ 19 eV. Because
of tnn &~ 3 eV, kgT = 0.006tNN (= 0.018 eV) corresponds
to about 209K, where kg ~ 8.6 x 107° eV K~ is used.
Since USI and ogy become finite at nonzero u’s [Figs. 2(c)
and 2(d)], the off-diagonal charge transport induced by
LPL1 is testable.

6. Conclusion

We have studied the polarization dependence of the
light-induced mirror symmetry breaking and its effects
on charge transport in periodically driven graphene. We
showed that the mirror symmetries about the xz and
yz planes and their combining symmetries are broken
by CPL and by the LPL whose A, and A, are both
nonzero. This mirror symmetry breaking leads to the
light-induced AHE in the absence of the time-reversal
symmetry. This indicates that the origin of the light-
induced AHE is a combination of the time-reversal sym-
metry breaking and the mirror symmetry breaking. In
the presence of time-reversal symmetry, the mirror sym-
metry breaking results in the off-diagonal symmetric
charge conductivity. This conductivity could be used
to detect the mirror symmetry breaking with the time-
reversal symmetry. Our results highlight the overlooked
role of the light-induced mirror symmetry breaking in the
light-induced AHE and reveal the emergence of the off-
diagonal symmetric charge transport induced by LPL.

This work was supported by JST CREST Grant No.
JPMJCR1901, JSPS KAKENHI Grant No. JP22K03532,
and MEXT Q-LEAP Grant No. JP-MXS0118067426.

Appendix A: Light-induced mirror symmetry
breaking for the Floquet Hamilto-
nian

We analyze the polarization dependence of the light-
induced mirror symmetry breaking for the Floquet

Hamiltonian. As we will show below, this polarization

dependence is the same as that for the time-dependent

Hamiltonian, which has been shown in the main text.

(Note that the Floquet Hamiltonian is distinct from that

obtained in a high-frequency expansion.) The momentum

dependence of the Floquet Hamiltonian is characterized
by

T dt i(m—n)Qt
(eap (k)]mn = / ar, ean(i,)
0

Tp
) ) K

= [tiB}mneimy + [tﬁB]mnelékx el
+ [t}AjB]mneﬂgkz 6271‘a (A1)

oodt

[GBA(k)}mn :/ Tiez(min)ﬂteBA(kat)
0 P
ky

= [tgA}mnemy + [tJ)BgA]mne ’
iy

+ [tgA]mneigkz e’

where

Tooat .-
o = [N G, (a)

p

X T dt i(m—n)Qt, X
[taplmn = o T € tan(t) (A-4)

T

- (45)

T
il = [T ),
0 P
Note that esp(k,t) and epa(k,t) have been given by
Egs. (3) and (4), respectively. (We neglect the energy
shifts due to the light frequency in the Floquet Hamilto-
nian because such momentum-independent terms do not
affect mirror symmetries.) Note that we have considered
[eaB(k)]mn and [epa(k)]mn because they give the finite
components of H,, ,, which is part of the matrix used
to obtain the quasienergy in the Floquet state.'?) As we
have explained in the main text, the mirror symmetry
about the xz plane is preserved if the hopping integrals
as a function of time satisfy Eq. (5). Therefore, for the
Floquet Hamiltonian, this mirror symmetry is preserved
if

[tiB}mn = [tgA}mm [tXB]mn = [tgA]mnv [tix(B]mn = [tgA]mrw

(A-6)

In the case of the system driven by LPL described by
Eq. (6), the hopping integrals are given by

[tiB]mn = tNNinimjm—n(ayU), (A?)
e V3o, +

[EXplon = b " T (), (A)
- — \/g x

[l = b " T (CE =), (A9)

(15 almn = NG T (1), (A-10)
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— 3oy +

[t)BgA]mn = tNNZn mefn(wu)v (A]-]-)
o 3ag, —

[tgA]mn = tNNln mjn—m(wu)a (A12)

where J;(z) is the Bessel function of the first kind with
the order [. Therefore, the mirror symmetry about the
xz plane is preserved for the LPL with o, # 0, ayy = 0,
whereas it is broken by the LPL with o, = 0, oy # 0
or oy # 0, oy # 0. Similarly, we can show that this mir-
ror symmetry is broken by CPL described by Eq. (7).
These results are the same as the polarization depen-
dence shown in the main text.

Appendix B: (3 rotational symmetry and mir-
ror symmetries without or with a
uniform time translation

We discuss the C5 rotational symmetry, the mirror
symmetries, and the combining symmetries with a uni-
form time translation. First, we show that the C3 rota-
tional symmetry is broken with CPL or LPL, that the
combining symmetry, the symmetry of a combination of
the C3 rotation and a uniform time translation, is pre-
served with CPL if T} : t — ¢t + gg, and that the com-
bining symmetry is broken with LPL. Next, we review
the mirror symmetry about the xz or yz plane with CPL
or LPL, which has been discussed in Sect. III. Then, we
show that, as well as the mirror symmetries, the combin-
ing symmetries, the symmetries of combinations of the
mirror operations about the xz and yz planes and a uni-
form time translation, are broken with CPL or LPLI.
We also show that the symmetry of a combination of the
mirror operation about the yz or xzz plane and the uni-
form time translation T; : ¢ — t — & is preserved with
LPL2 or LPL3, respectively. As shown in Sect. III, the
mirror symmetry about the yz or xz plane is broken with
LPL2 or LPL3, respectively. Note that for LPL1 «a, # 0
and o, # 0 in Eq. (6), for LPL2 ¢, # 0 and oy = 0, and
for LPL3 a; = 0 and oy # 0.

We begin with the properties about the C3 rotational
symmetry for graphene driven by CPL. This periodi-
cally driven system has the C5 rotational symmetry if
the Hg(t) remains unchanged after a counterclockwise
rotation of 120 degrees around the z axis. This condition
can be expressed as the following equation:

C3 P Hy(t)C3 = Hy(t). (B-1)

In the case of graphene, this equation can be rewritten
as follows:

C5 ' t4p(t)Cs = t4p(1), (B-2)
C5 M tXp(t)Cs = t3p(t), (B-3)
C5 't p(t)Cs = thp(t), (B-4)

where t4 5 (1) = tyne A Bo X (1) = tyne oAl B
and thgz(t) = tane CAM Rz Since the Cs rotation
transforms the Z, X, and Y bonds on the honeycomb
lattice into the X, Y, and Z bonds, respectively [see Fig.
1(a) or 1(b)], the left-hand sides of Egs. (B-2)—(B-4) be-
come

C3 "4 (1)Cs = thp(t), (B-5)

Cy'thp(H)Cs = thp(), (B-6)
Cy'thp(H)Cs = t35(1). (B:7)

Therefore, if the hopping integrals satisfy
Cy 't4p(1)Cs = th5(t) = t45(1), (B-8)
Cy 'tap()Cs = thp(t) = thp(1), (B-9)
Cy'thp()Cs = t45(t) = thp(1), (B-10)

the C3 rotational symmetry is preserved; otherwise, it is
broken. Combining Eqgs. (B-8)—(B-10) with the equations
of the hopping integrals for graphene driven by CPL,

t45(t) = tawe s (@), (B-11)
tiX(B (t) _ tNNefiu sin(Qtsz")’ (B].Q)
th (t) = tNNe_w sin(Q¢— 4 s (B13)

we find that these hopping integrals do not satisfy Egs.
(B-8)—(B-10), which means that the C3 rotational sym-
metry is broken for graphene driven by CPL. Meanwhile,
the periodically driven system has the combining sym-
metry, the symmetry of a combination of the C'5 rotation
and a uniform time translation T3, if

T, 'Oy P Hy(t)Cs Ty = Hy(t), (B-14)

which is reduced in the case of graphene to
71037%5\3(75)037} = tiB(t)v (B-15)
710§1t§3<t)C3Tt = th(tL (B-16)
710?:1tXB<t)CSTt = tXB(t)' (B-17)

If we consider the uniform time translation,
Tt:t—>t+§—g, (B-18)

the left-hand sides of Egs. (B-15)—(B-17) are written in
graphene driven by CPL as follows:

O3 A (1) CsTy = Ty ()T, = t55(1), (B-19)
O3 () CsTy = Ty ()T, = thp(t), (B-20)
O3 () CsTy = T 4 5(OT, = thp(t), (B21)

where we have used Egs. (B-5)7(B-7) and (B-11)—(B-13).
Therefore, the combining symmetry, which may be called
a time-screw symmetry, is preserved for graphene driven
by CPL. Because of this property, the time-averaged
off-diagonal charge conductivities in the nonequilibrium
steady state with CPL satisfy of, = —0$, ") even with-
out using the Onsager reciprocal relation.

In a similar way, we can show for graphene driven by
LPL that the C3 rotational symmetry and its combining
symmetry are both broken. This result holds for arbi-
trary o, and a, of Eq. (6). Because of the breaking of
these symmetries, there is no need to satlsfy ny ng
in the case of LPL. Namely, o}, = or » with LPL1 is
symmetrically reasonable. Note that for graphene driven
by LPL the hopping integrals are given by

t45(t)

— tNNe—iuay cos(Qt), (B-22)
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til{B (t) _ tNNezu \{al cos(Qt) iu g cos(Qt)7 (B23)

thp(t)

We turn to the properties of the mirror symmetry
about the xz or yz plane. The periodically driven sys-
tem is symmetric with respect to the xz mirror plane

[Fig. 1(a)] if

— tNNefiuéaz cos(Qt)eiuQTy cos(Qt) ) (B24)

oY H(t)om = Hy(t), (B-25)
which is written in the case of graphene as
O tap(H)om = t35(t), (B-26)
T A ()om = thp(1), (B-27)
T g (t)om = thp(t). (B-28)

As we can see from Fig. 1(a), the left-hand sides of these
equations become

tap(t)om = t5a(t), (B-29)
tap(t)om = tpa(t), (B-30)
thp(t)om = tia(t) (B-31)

A combination of Egs. (B-26)—(B-28) and Eqgs. (B-29)-
(B-31) gives Eq. (5). Therefore, as we have shown in Sect.
III, the mirror symmetry about the xz plane is broken for
graphene driven by CPL and LPL with o, # 0, whereas
it is preserved for graphene driven by LPL with a, = 0
(see Table I). For the mirror symmetry about the yz
plane, Eqgs. (B-25) and (B-26)—(B-28) are replaced by

(01a) ™ Hy(t)oy, = Hy(1), (B-32)
and
( ) (B-33)
( ) (B-34)
( ) (B-35)
Moreover, as we can see from Fig. 1(b), the left-hand
B
(

sides of Eqs. (B-33)—(B-35) are expressed as
o) Ao, = tAp(t) (B-36)
(01) M tiAp (D)o = thg(?), (B-37)
(01) M thp ()t = tip(D). (B-38)

Therefore, as we have remarked in Sect. III, the mir-
ror symmetry about the yz plane is broken for graphene
driven by CPL or LPL with «, # 0, whereas it is pre-
served for graphene driven by LPL with a, = 0 (see
Table I). Then, for the combining symmetry for the xz
mirror plane, Egs. (B-25) and (B-32) are replaced by
T o Hy(t)on Ty = Hy(t), (B-39)
and
Ty o) Hy(t)oy, T

= Hs<t)7 (B40)

respectively. In the case of graphene, the former is de-
composed into

T o thp(tomT, = T "t AT, = t3p(t), (B-41)

T o WX s (o Ty = T, (B-42)

(B-43)

Hpa(OTh = tap(t),

1,X Y
tpa(t)Ty = typ(1),
and the latter is decomposed into

T o) Ao Ty = T, 451 T, = t1 (D),

T ot g ()omTy = T,

(B-44)

T Hon) Map(t)on T, = T thp()T, = thp(t),
(B-45)

T Hop) " thp(t)on Ty = T, g ()T, = thp(t).

(B-46)

In deriving the first and the last three equations, we have
used Egs. (B-29)—(B-31) and Egs. (B-36)—(B-38), respec-
tively. Using Egs. (B-11)—(B-13) or (B-22)—(B-24), we can
show that the combining symmetries for the xz and yz
mirror planes are broken for graphene driven by CPL or
LPL1. This is because in the case of graphene driven by
CPL or LPL1, there is no uniform time translation which
makes the system after the mirror operation the same as
that before it. For example, in the case of the mirror
symmetry about the yz plane with CPL, if we choose T;
in Egs. (B-44)—(B-46) as Eq. (B-18), we get

Ty Yo "tap(ton Ty = T, 40T
= txne M) = (1) #£ 1 (0), (B-47)
Ty o) ap(Won Ty = Ty tap(t)T
= tawe MO — X (1), (B-48)
Ty Yow) tap(t)onTy = Ty Hap(OT:
= tane IO = 125 () # hp(t). (B-49)

There is no uniform time translation that the three con-
ditions for the hopping integrals are satisfied simultane-
ously. In contrast, the combining symmetry for the yz or
xz mirror plane is preserved in graphene driven by LPL2
or LPL3, respectively. As we have shown in Sect. III,
the mirror symmetry about the zz plane is preserved
for graphene driven by LPL2, whereas it is broken for
graphene driven by LPL3. Meanwhile, the hopping inte-
grals for graphene driven by LPL3 satisfy Egs. (B-41)-
(B-43) if the T} is chosen as

™

By using the same T}, we can show that the hopping in-
tegrals for graphene driven by LPL2 satisfy Eqs. (B-44)—
(B-46). Therefore, the symmetry of a combination of the
mirror operation about the yz or xzz plane and the uni-
form time translation of Eq. (B-50), which may be called
a time-glide symmetry, is preserved for graphene driven
by LPL2 or LPL3, respectively.

Appendix C: Derivation of Eq. (8)

We derive Eq. (8). Since this derivation has been ex-
plained, for example, in Ref.,'? we explain the main
points below. Treating Ap.op(t) in the linear-response
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theory, we express a charge conductivity as

o 1.y — L OUGED)

w 5A;rob( ) (Cl)

where (j¢(t)) is the expectation value of the operator of
the charge current density j&(t) = J&(t)/V, J&(t) is the
charge current operator,

R IPI

a,b o="1,l

J/L k t Ckao(t)ckbo(t)a (02)

and v’ (k,t) = %(f’t). By substituting Eq. (C-2) into

Eq. (C-1) and doing some calculations,'?) we get

o (t.t) = o D (tt) + o (1.1), (C:3)
where
ot (k, t
C(l ab
g / VZZZ SAY b baaa(ktt)
a,b o=T,l pro
(C-4)
C(2)(t t Z Z Z (k t) (k t)
k a,b,c,do,o’=1,1
|:Gbac<7 ( )Gd<g aa—(k; t/a t)
+ Gbo’co (k’t’t )Gda aa(k;t/at):|7 (05)

and the lesser, retarded, and advanced Green’s functions
are defined as follows:

Gt (Rt 1) = i{ch .o () crbor (1)), (C-6)
Gao’bo (k7 t7 t/) = _Ze(t - t/)<{cka0 (t)7 CLbU’(t/)}>7 (C7>
G o (Rt 1) = i0(t' — 1) ({Chao (t), chyor (E)}). (C-8)

Since we consider charge transport in the nonequilibrium
steady state, we introduce the time-averaged charge con-

x elm=meegr L (kst,t). (C12)

Equation (C-10) is equivalent to Eq. (8).
Appendix D: Dyson’s equation for the Green’s
functions

The Green’s functions appearing in Eq. (8) are deter-

mined from Dyson’s equation in a matrix form,12)
G =Gy + GoXG, (Dl)
where
GRr GK GY GF R ¥K
G = A | Go= A== A
0 G 0 Gy 0 X
(D-2)

Here G®, G*, and G¥ are the retarded, advanced, and
Keldysh Green’s functions with Hy,, G&, G§, and G
are those without Hy,, and ©F, ¥4 and XK are the
retarded, advanced, and Keldysh self-energies due to the
second-order perturbation of Hyy; the matrix GF is, for
instance, given by G® = ([GR, (k,w)]mn), where a,
b=A,B,o,0 =1, |,and m,n=—o0,---,0,1,--+ ,00
The retarded, advanced, and Keldysh components are
related to the lesser component via the relation, such as

1
G< — - GK
5(
In the second-order perturbation theory, in which Hyy, is

treated as perturbation, X%, ©4, and XX are given by'?

— GR 4+ GH). (D-3)

[Eaaba (k W)} i(sm,néa,béo,g’r, (D4)

[Eaaba (k W)} = +i5m,n5a,b50,g’r; (D5)
Q

5K (k) oan = — 206 180 00.0r tanh “;Tm ,
(D-6)

where I is the damping. Then, the matrices G®, G*, and

ductivity, G¥ can be determined from the following relations:'?)
T, e} _ _
P dtay , Ry—1 _ \R ]
— lim Re / dtay / At 6C (1.1), (C-9) (N7 = (@Y, (D7)
O w=0 Joo Ty J_oo a Ay-1 —1)A
. G =(G)% (D-8)
where t, = t —t' and t,, = (¢t + t')/2. By combining < KA
Eq. (C-9) with Egs. (C-3)—(C-5) and performing some G =-GH(G)"GY, (D-9)
calculations,'? we obtain where
@/2 dw’ (Gfl)R (Gfl)K
Iy Z Gl = (D-10)
l k a,b,c,do,o’'= /9/2 2m mlnq*foo ( 0 (G_l)A>
oIGR .. (k,w )]ln y Therefore, we obtain the retarded and advanced Green’s
X {[Ugb(k’)]ml GG [06a(R)]nglGaorae (K w)lam functions with Hgp, using Egs. (D7) and (D-8) with the
tions,
G e (ks )] gm 1 T
[y v do’aoc
[’Uab(k)}ml[Gba(‘O' (k w )] [’Ucd(k:)]’ﬂq ow’ [(G_ )aaba (k w)] (Ld + mS + ir)ém,néa,béa,a"
C-10
( ) - [eab(k)]mnéo’}a’a (Dll)
where the group velocity and Green’s functions in the 3 )
Floquet representation are defined as (G )aoba (k,W)]mn = (W +mQ = iT)0m nda,p00,0r
T qt - [6 b(k)] 00,07 (D-12)
wmwm=/‘ L tm Rt k), (C11) v
o Tp where
m T dt zm n
[Gaoba (k w / dt lez(w T + “)te el/ dtﬂ [Eab(k)]nm, :/ ( )Qt b(k,t). (D13)
o Tp 0 TP

) |
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We also get the Keldysh Green’s function with Hgp, using
these Green’s functions, Eq. (D-9), and

Q
[(G_l)}fo’bal (k7 w)]mn = Zirém,n(sa,bég’al tanh W_T;n
(D-14)

Then, using these three Green’s functions and Eq. (D-3),
we obtain the lesser Green’s function with Hg,.

Appendix E: Details of the numerical calcula-
tions

We numerically calculate O'Ey of Eq. (8) in the fol-
lowing procedure. To calculate the momentum summa-
tion, we set k = %bl + %bQ and N; = N; =
360, where 0 < m; < Ni, 0 < mg < Ny, by =

t(% 2, by = t(% —21), and N1 N, = §. We cal-

culated the frequency integral using f?f/i? dw'F(w') =

S PAWF(WL), where W), = —Q/24 sAW, Wiy = Q/2,
and Aw’ = 0.001tyN. Then, to calculate the frequency

. . OF (W'
derivatives of the Green’s functions, we used 82‘*,’) =~

F(w/+Aw;)A75(w/7Aw/) . We took the trace over the Floquet
states [i.e., tr(ABCD) = Z;’j’l,n)q:_m A BinCrgDym],
replaced the summation over the Floquet indices,

oo Mmax . _
S g by ST g Sk g = 2.

Appendix F: Additional numerical results

We show additional numerical results. Figure F-1(a)
compares the u dependences of ng in graphene driven
by the LPL for o, = oy = 1, which has been considered
as the case of LPL1 in the main text, and by the LPL for
oy = —ay = 1. (Note that in both cases the mirror sym-
metries about the xz and yz planes and their combining
symmetries are both broken, which means that the lat-
ter LPL also belongs to LPL1.) The 0’59378 in these two
cases are the same in magnitude and opposite in sign. In
addition, 053: = agy holds in both cases, as shown in Fig.
F-1(b). We should note that the systems driven by the
LPL for o, = oy = 1 and by the LPL for o, = —cy =1
are connected by a mirror operation with respect to the
xz plane, which interchanges parts of the system above
and below the zz mirror plane of Fig. 1(a). This is be-
cause this mirror operation replaces t45(t), t 5(t), and
tX5(t) by t44(t), tx (1), and th ,(¢), respectively [see
Eq. (5)] and t44(t), t5 4(t), and t5,4(¢) in the former
case are the same as t4;(t), t45(t), and t55(t) in the
latter case. Note that these hopping integrals with the
LPL for ap = oy = 1 are given by

tﬁB (t) _ tNNe—iu cos Qt7

w3 L
t,)q(B (t) _ tNNezu 5> cos Qt elug cos Qt,

Y —iuB cos Qt Liuk cos Ot

tAB (t) — tNNe " P COs elu/2 COSs , (F'l)
Z ] s Qt

tBA (t) — tNNelu cos ,

X —iuZ cos Ot ,—iu} cos Ot

tBA (t) — tNNe mu 5 COSs e Z'U.2 COs ,

tY 1) =t iu@ cos Qt ,—iul cos Qt F.2
Ba(t) = tnne e : (F-2)

whereas those with the LPL for o, = —ay = 1 are given
by

zZ i Qt
tAB (t) _ tNNezu cos ,

i3 cos _iul cos
ti(B(t) _ tNNezu 5 cothe iUy coaQt7

tXB (t) _ tNNefiué cos Qtefiu% cos Qt7 (F3)
tgA(t) _ tNNefiu cos Qt’

t)BgA (t) _ tNNe—iug cos Qteiu% cos Qt7

tlng(t) _ tNNeiué cos Qteiu% cos Qt (F4)

Moreover, Figs. F-1(c) and F-1(d) show that the sign of
oy, (= 0%,) can be reversed by changing from the LPL for
0y = oy = 1 to that for —a,; = a,, = 1. This result can
be similarly understood because the system driven by the
LPL for —o, = oy = 1 is a counterpart connected by the
mirror operation about the yz plane. Then, O’SI(: ng)
driven by the LPL for a, = a, = —1 becomes the same
as that for o, = a, = 1, as shown in Figs. F-1(e) and
F-1(f). This is because the system driven by the LPL for
oy = oy = —1 is connected to that driven by the LPL
for oy = —ay; = 1 by the mirror operation about the yz
plane (or to that driven by the LPL for —a, = a,, =1
by the mirror operation about the xz plane). The simi-
lar properties hold in more general cases in which «a,, and
oy, are written as a; = cosf and o, = sin6, as shown
in Figs. F-2(a) and F-2(b). Namely, ng(: a_gy)’s driven
by the LPL for 8 = 6, and 6y + 180° (e.g., 8 = 30° and
210°) are the same in magnitude and sign, whereas those
for 6 = 360° — 0y and 180° — 6y (e.g., § = 330° and 150°)
have the opposite sign to 8 = 6y and 6y + 180° and the
same magnitude; these properties can be understood in
a similar way. Therefore, these results indicate that the
sign of the off-diagonal symmetric charge conductivity
can be changed by switching LPL1 to a counterpart con-
nected by the mirror operation about the xz or yz plane.
Note that the relation between the LPL for a; = o, =1
and for o, = —ay = 1 is similar to that between left-
and right-handed circularly polarized light because the
systems driven by left- and right-handed circularly po-
larized light are connected by the mirror operation (and
also by a time-reversal operation'?).
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Fig. F-1. (Color online) (a)—(f) The polarization dependences of agz and agy as functions of u = eAp for graphene driven by LPL.
The blue, green, light blue, and yellow lines correspond to the cases with the LPL for oy = oy =1, for ag = —ay =1, for —az = ay =1,
and for oy = ay = —1, respectively.
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Fig. F-2. (Color online) The 6 dependences of a,?z and Ugy at (a) u = 0.4 and (b) w = 0.8 in graphene driven by LPL for oz = cosf
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