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We study the photoconductivity response of graphene nanoribbons with armchair edges in the presence
of dissipation using a Lindblad-von Neumann master equation formalism. We propose to control the
transport properties by illuminating the system with light that is linearly polarized along the finite direction
of the nanoribbon while probing along the extended direction. We demonstrate that the largest steady-state
photocurrent occurs for a driving frequency that is slightly blue-detuned to the electronic band gap proportional
to the width of the nanoribbon. We compare the photoconductivity in the presence of coherent and incoherent
light and conclude that the enhancement of the photoconductivity for blue-detuned driving relies on the
coherence of the driving term. Based on this result we propose a switching protocol for fast control of the
photocurrent on a time scale of a few picoseconds. Furthermore, we suggest a design for a heterostructure
of a graphene nanoribbon and a high-Tc superconductor, that is operated as a transistor as a step towards
next-generation coherent electronics.

Advances in nonlinear optics and time-resolved
spectroscopies have enabled the study of coherent elementary
excitations of quantum systems via pump-probe experiments.
This has led to the discovery of surprising phenomena,
including light-induced superconductivity [1–6], the
anomalous Hall effect [7], and the creation of exotic
phases that are only possible in the time domain, such as time
crystals [8–16].

In addition to the exploration of these fundamental
phenomena, it is of great interest to harness the control
of matter using light for technological applications. One
step in this direction is the concept of Floquet engineering,
where controlling and engineering material properties,
including topological features, has been demonstrated
in numerous platforms, such as graphene [7, 17–26].
Light-control of electronic transport in graphene has also
been the subject of intense research [27–51]. Relevant
results for applications include coherent destruction of
tunneling [30–34], photon-assisted tunneling [35–38],
nonlinear optical transport effects [39–43] and ultrafast
photoconductivity [49–51]. More interestingly, the recent
experimental demonstration of coherent control of electron
dynamics in graphene [46–48] could pave the way to the
creation of coherent electronics, which rely on the utilization
of coherent excitations.

Not only does graphene emerge as a promising candidate
for coherent electronics, but also some of its variants,
graphene nanoribbons and graphene nanotubes, are of
immediate relevance. The latter offer high tunability, feasible
integration into solid-state architectures and constitute
versatile platforms for electronic and optoelectronic
technologies [52, 53]. Graphene nanoribbons can be
synthesized with atomic precision [54] and have been
proposed for room temperature transistors [55] and
photodetectors [56] due to their high mobility properties.
This has triggered several theoretical studies on periodically
driven transport in graphene nanoribbons [57–60].

In this work, inspired by recent experimental advances [46–
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Figure 1. (a) Cartoon of a device where the current passing through a
graphene nanoribbon is being controlled by a continuous coherent
light (red) of frequency ωd that is linearly polarized along the
ŷ direction. A⃗d(t) is the vector potential. ξ(t) represents a
deformation in the wavefronts of light simulating an incoherent light
source (black dashed lines). (b) Floquet band population (red) for
an armchair nanoribbon where the coherent driving h̵ωd is slightly
above the bare band gap ∆ (marked by horizontal dashed lines)
which is the optimal condition to enhance the photoconductivity.

48], we study a continuously driven graphene nanoribbon as a
platform for coherent electronics. We focus on armchair-edge
nanoribbons that exhibit an energy gap in the band structure
depending on the width of the nanoribbon [61], allowing the
gap to be tuned to match the light frequency at which one
wishes to operate. Specifically, we propose a protocol in
which the nanoribbon is illuminated by terahertz (THz) light
linearly polarized along the finite direction and electrically
probed along the extended direction of the nanoribbon using
a DC bias, as we illustrate in Fig. 1 (a). Considering
relevant dissipative processes for this system, we use a
Lindblad-von Neumann master equation formalism [62] and
show that the steady-state longitudinal photoconductivity
reaches its maximum value when the driving frequency is
weakly blue-detuned to the energy gap (see Fig. 1(b)). We
analyze the dynamics for coherent and incoherent drives
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and demonstrate that the main photoconductivty features
are sensitive to the temporal coherence of the driving
field. In particular, we identify a large portion of the
photoconductivity that is solely due to coherent phenomena
that can not be captured by a semiclassical Boltzmann
theory, providing an example of coherent control of electronic
transport. We show the feasibility of our setup for optical
photo-switches that can operate on a time scale of a few
picoseconds as determined by realistic disspative processes in
graphene. Based on these results, we conclude by proposing
a nanoribbon-insulating-superconductor heterostructure to
operate as a transistor using coherent electronics.

MODEL AND METHODOLOGY

We consider an armchair graphene nanoribbon that is
driven by linearly polarized light along its finite dimension
ŷ with an associated vector potential

A⃗d(t) =
Ed

ωd
cos(ωdt + ξ(t))ŷ. (1)

We probe the conductivity of the nanoribbon along its
extended direction x̂ with a DC bias of Ep = E0x̂. (see
Fig. 1 (a)). Ed is the driving field strength, ωd is the driving
frequency, and E0 is the probing field strength. ξ(t) is a
fluctuating phase that we introduce to simulate incoherent
driving in order to draw a comparison to the case of coherent
driving in the discussion below. In particular, we consider a
phase diffusion process given by

ξt = (1 − λ)ξt−∆t + λ
√
∆t/τWt (2)

where Wt is an integrated discrete white noise series, i.e.
a random walk in itself, that we take Gaussian distributed
with mean 0 and standard deviation s, and τ = 2π/ωd. This
choice of phase diffusion introduces a broadening in the power
spectra of the driving field which is proportional to s2 for
λ = 1 [63, 64]. λ is a filter parameter that allows interpolating
between white noise for λ = 1 and the absence of phase
diffusion for λ = 0. For the simulation of coherent driving
we choose λ = 0, i.e. ξt is a constant that we consider equal
to zero without loss of generality. For incoherent driving we
use λ = 0.0005, which produces a smooth (strongly filtered)
random walk for ξt and a significant broadening in the driving
field power spectra.

The system is described by the Hamiltonian H =

∑kHk(t) = ∑kH
0
k +H

d
k(t) +H

p
k(t) with

H0
k = Ψ

†
k [h̵vF (kxσx + kyσy)]Ψk, (3)

Hd
k(t) = Ψ

†
k [evFAd(t)σy]Ψk, (4)

Hp
k(t) = Ψ

†
k [evFE0tσx]Ψk, (5)

where vF ≈ 10
6ms−1 is the Fermi velocity of graphene and e

is the elementary charge. Here, σx and σy are embeddings of
the first two Pauli matrices into four dimension. We consider
a four-dimensional Hilbert space Ψ†

k = (∣11⟩, ∣01⟩, ∣10⟩, ∣00⟩)

that takes into account four possible states. ∣11⟩ = ĉ†
kB ĉ

†
kA∣00⟩

represents a doubly occupied state with electrons on both
sublattices A and B, ∣01⟩ = ĉ†

kA∣00⟩ accounts for the state with
an electron on the sublattice A, ∣10⟩ = ĉ†

kB ∣00⟩ is the state with
an electron on the sublattice B, and the empty state is denoted
by ∣00⟩. See Appendix of Ref. [62] for details.

We obtain the dynamics of the system in the presence
of the external drive as given Eq. (1), by propagating the
density matrix operator using the Lindblad-von Neumann
master equation

ρ̇k =
i

h̵
[ρk,Hk(t)] +∑

j

γj(LjρkL
†
j −

1

2
{L†

jLj , ρk}). (6)

The indices j of the Lindblad operators Lj describe
the different dissipative processes of spontaneous decay,
excitation, dephasing, and incoherent exchange with an
electronic backgate. The corresponding dissipation rates
are γ−, γ+, γz and γbg, respectively. We use the values
γ− + γ+ = 0.5THz, γz = 1.125THz, and γbg = 1.25THz,
which are similar to those used in previous work [45, 62, 65].
Throughout this work, when we change the dissipation, we
always do so by rescaling the coefficients by a factor α that
keeps the ratio of these coefficients fixed, such that α = 1
corresponds to the values above. The temperature T of
the system enters the model through Boltzmann factors of
conjugate processes, e.g. γ+ = γ− exp{− 2ϵk

kBT
}, where ϵk is the

instantaneous eigenenergy scale of the driven Hamiltonian.
The Lindblad operators Lj act in the instantaneous eigenbasis
of the Hamiltonian. For further details of this method we refer
to previous works [45, 62, 65].

We focus on the dynamics of a graphene nanoribbon with
armchair edges. For this case, the transverse momentum is
quantized as ky =

2πn

(N+1)√3a
where n is a natural number

and a ≈ 1.42Å is the lattice constant of graphene. We
are interested in the low-energy physics provided by the ky
channel that is closest to the Dirac points K and K ′. We
choose the Dirac point K = ( 4π

3a
,0) to be the coordinate

origin such that the smallest available transverse momentum
is ky =

2π

3
√
3(N+1)a . We consider a nanoribbon of N = 55

sites along the ŷ direction which corresponds to a nanoribbon
width of approximately W = 67nm giving rise to a band gap
∆ ∼ 2h̵vF ky ∼ 200meV, i.e. a frequency of about 2π×48THz
(see Fig. 1 (b)). We analyze the low temperature regime
(T = 80K) such that ∆ ≫ kBT so the system behaves like
a semiconductor in the absence of laser driving.

The two observables that we are interested in are the
steady-state longitudinal photocurrent

jx =
nsnvevF 2π

4π2a
√
3(N + 1)

∫
R
dkx

ωd

2π
∫

t+ 2π
ωd

t
dt′Tr(ρk(t′)σx)

(7)
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and the associated longitudinal photoconductivity Gx =

jx/E0. In the above expression t is a point in time at which
the system has reached a steady state in the co-moving frame
kx Ð→ kx − eE0t/h̵, ns = 2 is the spin-degeneracy and nv = 2
is the valley-degeneracy. The photoconductivity computed in
this way correspond to a local quantity that must be rescaled
depending on the nanoribbon geometry by the factor W /L,
where W and L are the width and length of the nanoribbon
respectively.

In contrast with the full photocurrent expression Eq. (7)
and associated photoconductivity Gx, we also perform
calculations based on a semiclassical Boltzmann-like theory
of transport in which we compute the current as jx =
e∑

k
nkvk, where

nk =
ωd

2π
∫

t+ 2π
ωd

t
Tr(ρk(t

′
)Hk(t

′
)/ϵk)dt

′ (8)

is the nonequilibrium electronic distribution averaged over
one period of the drive in the steady state. vk is the band
velocity using the instantaneous energy scale ϵk. Such an
approach to compute the photocurrent does not fully consider
all aspect of the dynamics. In particular coherent phenomena,
such as Rabi oscillations etc., are not be captured within this
treatment.

For our simulations, we consider driving field strengths up
to Ed = 40MVm−1 and driving frequencies in the range of up
to ωd = 2π × 60THz, while E0 is small enough compared to
Ed such that the DC bias is considered a linear probing field.
We typically choose E0 to be six orders of magnitude smaller
than Ed.

NUMERICAL RESULTS FOR THE LONGITUDINAL
PHOTOCONDUCTIVITY

In Fig. 2 we show the longitudinal steady-state
photoconductivity Gx for the case of perfectly coherent
driving with red solid lines and that for a noisy drive with
red dashed lines. As discussed above, we model coherent
driving via λ = 0, i.e. ξt = 0, and incoherent driving via
λ = 0.0005, which generates a stochastic process for ξt. The
black lines correspond to the semi-classical calculations of
the photoconductivity.

In Fig. 2 (a) we show the photoconductivity Gx as a
function of the driving frequency ωd for a fixed driving
field strength Ed = 5MVm−1. For coherent driving at
frequencies below the electronic band gap ∆ = 2π × 48THz
(marked by vertical dashed line), the photoconductivity
decreases very quickly. Even though the density of states
is maximal at the bottom of the band gap, the highest
conductivity occurs for slightly larger frequency ω∗d ∼ 2π ×
50THz. By increasing the driving frequency further, the
photoconductivity starts to decrease again. This means that
by tuning the driving frequency around the band gap one can
control the conductivity through the nanoribbon in a wide
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Figure 2. Steady-state longitudinal photoconductivity as a function
of the driving frequency ωd (a) and the driving field strength Ed

(b)-(c) in units of the conductance quantum G0 = 2e2/h. Full
and dashed lines correspond to the photoconductivity produced
by coherent and noisy drive, respectively. Red lines indicate
photoconductivities that are evaluated by using the master equation
formalism whereas the black lines correspond to a calculation using
a semiclassical Boltzmann-like analysis (see main-text). In panel (a)
Ed = 5MVm−1 whereas ωd = ω∗d = 2π × 50THz is used in panel
(b) and (c). The vertical dashed line in panel (a) marks the electronic
band gap. In panel (c) we plot the photoconductivity for larger value
of driving field strength Ed to show the onset of saturation.

range between a finite maximal value for ωd ∼ ω∗d and very
small conductivity for h̵ωd <∆.

For incoherent driving (red dashed lines), we find an
overall reduction and a broadening of the peak of the
photoconductivity, as well as a slight shift to higher
frequencies. We note that these effects become more
pronounced by increasing the noise strength which is
controlled by λ. This demonstrates how coherently driving
the electronic system improves the degree of control over the
photoconductivity compared to incoherent driving.

While the overall shape of photoconductivity as a function
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of ωd holds for different values of Ed, its magnitude and
in particular the blue-detuned photoconductivity peak at ω∗d
increases by increasing the driving field strength. In Fig. 2
(b) we show the maximum value of the photoconductivity
at ωd = ω∗d as a function of Ed. For small driving field
strengths it starts to increase quadratically and then changes
behaviour for higher Ed values. In the case of noisy driving
(red dashed line), the photoconductivity grows more linearly
as a function of Ed and more importantly it is always below
those photoconductivity values obtained for coherent drive
(red solid line). These two results indicate that both the blue
shift in the maximum of the photoconductivity as well as
the larger values of photoconductivity reached for coherent
driving are based on intrinsic coherent processes that play a
key role in the charge transport.

In order to support this interpretation, we compare the full
photoconductivity using the Lindblad-von Neumann master
equation formalism with that computed using a semiclassical
Boltzmann approach (see Eq. 8) which is plotted in black
in Fig. 2. Solid and dashed black lines correspond to the
semiclassical photoconductivity for coherent and incoherent
driving, respectively. In both cases, for small driving
frequencies h̵ωd < ∆, the semiclassical calculation matches
the full photoconductivity. However, a substantial deviation
between these two descriptions becomes apparent for driving
frequencies that exceed the gap, in particular around ω∗d
where the photoconductivity is maximal for coherent driving.
The difference between these two approaches allows us to
quantify the contribution to the photoconductivity that appears
only due to coherent processes which for these parameters is
about 25%. This gain of the photoconductivity constitutes
an example of coherent control of transport properties in
graphene nanoribbons.

Note that for incoherent driving (dashed lines), the
photoconductivities computed using these two different
approaches show better agreement which means that a noisy
drive is less efficient in activating coherent phenomena
contributing to the photocurrent. In that case, almost the
entire photoconductivity can be explained by a semiclassical
Boltzmann description. In Fig. 2 (b), the discrepancy between
the two dashed lines appears only for much larger values of
Ed in comparison with the coherent driving scenario. This
demonstrates that stronger Ed are needed in the case of noisy
driving in order to produce a coherent contribution to the
photocurrent.

In Fig. 2 (c), we further increase the driving field strength
Ed up to 40MVm−1. The photoconductivity changes from
an approximately linear behavior to an onset of saturation
in agreement with recent experimental results [50]. In this
regime, the coherent contribution to the photoconductivity
continues to increase, as stronger driving generates more
interband coherence in the system.

GRAPHENE-BASED PHOTOSWITCHES

For the purpose of using the photoconductivity in
coherently driven nanoribbons as a photoswitch, we present
a protocol in which the transversal driving field at the optimal
frequency ω∗d is turned on and off on a time scale of around
1ps. The longitudinal photoconductivity is shown in Fig. 3
for different dissipation rates as a function of time. In general,
after the driving field is turned on, the current saturates to
its steady-state value on the scale of picoseconds. When
the graphene nanoribbon is no longer illuminated, the current
decays to zero again. Both, the process of building up the
current and the relaxation back to zero, are determined by
the intrinsic dissipative processes and therefore scale as ∝
1/γ. Thus, strong dissipation implies that the steady state is
reached quickly such that the photocurrent saturates earlier
(black curve) in comparison to the case of low dissipation
(red curve) where the current continues to grow during
the protocol. We also note that the steady-state value of
the photoconductivity decreases with increasing dissipation.
For the use of this system as an optical switch, not only
a sufficiently large difference between the current for the
non-driven and driven regime is desirable, but also a stabilized
current response in both cases. In this sense there is a
compromise between the operation time and the different
dissipative channels present in the device. For our choice
of dissipation coefficients, similar to those used to describe
previous experiments in graphene [62], the switching times
are on the order of picoseconds which is equivalent to a
clock-rate of about 1 THz.

In Fig. 4 we compare the switching dynamics of the
photoconductivity for coherent (red line) and noisy (red
dashed line) driving. We also show, with black lines, the
photoconductivity dynamics for an alternative protocol in
which, instead of modulating the amplitude of the drive, we
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Figure 3. Longitudinal photoconductivity as a function of time for
various dissipation strengths. The driving field is switched on after a
time of 80 driving periods and switched off after another 160 driving
periods. From top to bottom the dissipation rates increase as α =
2,3,4,5. We use Ed = 5MVm−1.
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Figure 4. Time-dependence of photoconductivity using two different
protocols. First, the ampltiude of the drive is switched on and off
while keeping the drive frequency constant (red lines). Second, the
drive frequency is modulated around the bare electronic band gap
(black lines). Solid lines indicate the photoconductivity obtained
with coherent driving, whereas dashed lines correspond to the case
of noisy driving. We use α = 2 and Ed = 5MVm−1.

modulate the drive frequency around ∆. In the later case, we
switch the driving frequency from an initial value h̵ωi

d < ∆

to the optimal value ωf
d = ω∗d and back to ωi

d while keeping
the driving field strength Ed fixed. In both cases, we find
that the initial and final stage of the switching behavior is
very similar with and without noisy driving. However, for the
frequency switching protocol, in the presence of noisy driving,
the switch-off process is slower indicating that it is difficult to
the system to release the excess of energy back to the bath.We
emphasize that in both protocols coherent excitation improves
the performance of the switching behavior by displaying a
larger steady-state current. In the presence of incoherent
driving (dashed lines) the photoconductivity is suppressed
even under the action of the drive so it is more difficult to
switch between the different regimes.

We propose to use the light-mediated switching of
conductivity presented here as a technology, in particular
for graphene-based photoswitches or transistors without the
use of external lasers. In Fig. 5, we show an example in
which we propose to fabricate a heterostructure, composed
of a graphene nanoribbon, and a high-Tc superconductor.
The two materials are separated by an insulating layer.
Applying a DC voltage to the high-Tc material along the
c-axis (VS in the figure) induces voltage-generated light
emission, due to the AC Josephson effect [66–68]. The
emitted light drives the nanoribbon, resulting in a coherently
generated photoconductivity, as we described in the previous
section. We note that this switching voltage pulse VS

translates into a pulse protocol in which the frequency is
tuned from small values to large values and back, similar
to the frequency protocol described in the previous section.
The heterostructure device that we describe here, constitutes
a DC operated conductivity switch, in which the AC
Josephson effect provides the frequency upconversion, and

Figure 5. Transistor design, based on a heterostructure of a graphene
nanoribbon, an insulating layer (transparent slab) and a layered
high-Tc superconductor (ochre), from top to bottom. By means of
a switching voltage VS , the high-Tc superconductor (HTSC) emits
light in the THz range that controls the current passing through
the graphene nanoribbon. The latter is probed by applying a
collector-emitter voltage VCE .

the coherent photoconductivity of a nanoribbon the frequency
downconversion. The overall functionality is reminiscent of a
transistor.

We note that light emission on the order of a few THz
has been demonstrated in layered cuprate superconductors
like LSCO or BSCCO. Superconductors of the type
La2−xBaxCuO4 can emit light with frequencies around 0.5
THz [69] whereas Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8 reaches between 0.85 and
2.5 THz [68]. Even higher frequencies up to 11 THz in
Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+δ have been experimentally achieved [70]
which matches the size-dependent electronic band gaps of
armchair graphene nanoribbons. We emphasize that in [71]
it was demonstrated that LSCO was cleaved along the c-axis,
providing the type of sample that we propose to use. With
these experimental achievements, our proposal constitutes a
realistic device in the field of coherent electronics.

CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated coherently-enhanced
photoconductivity of a graphene naoribbon. Specifically, we
have shown that driving an armchair nanoribbon with coherent
light results in a larger photoconductivity compared to driving
with incoherent light. We utilize a master equation-based
methodology to generate these predictions, and compare them
to a standard semiclassical Boltzmann approach. We show a
discrepancy of roughly 25% between the photoconductivity
obtained using these two approaches, for realistic parameters.
This deviation is due to purely coherent phenomena linked to
Floquet physics that are not be captured by a quasiequilibrium
rate equation formalism or Boltzmann-like treatments that
do not take into account the coherence of the dynamics.
We find that this discrepancy diminishes as we introduce
incoherent driving, further supporting our understanding that
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this is a coherent current contribution. We propose to use this
phenomenon of coherently enhanced photoconductivity, as
part of a heterostructure device, composed of a nanoribbon
and a high-Tc superconductor. By applying a DC voltage
to the high-Tc superconductor, THz radiation is emitted
due to the AC Josephson effect, which in turn drives the
nanoribbon coherently. Thus, the DC voltage applied to
the superconductor controls whether the nanoribbon is
conducting or insulating, which constitutes functionality
comparable to that of a transistor. With this we put forth a
coherent electronic device within current experimental reach.
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