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We theoretically study the electronic band structure and local optical conductivity of domain wall solitons
in bilayer graphene (as well as twisted bilayer graphene) with arbitrary soliton angle, which characterizes the
local strain direction. We demonstrate that the soliton angle provides an important yet underexplored degree of
freedom that can strongly modify the local optical conductivity. The conductivity spectrum features resonance
peaks associated with interband transitions involving the topological as well as high-energy soliton states. Two
most prominent peaks exhibit continuous suppression and enhancement, respectively, with the soliton angle.
The dependence of the peaks on Fermi energy provides important information about the soliton band structure.
The local optical conductivity exhibits substantial spatial dependence, which can be used to study the spatial
distribution of the soliton states. Furthermore, we show that the conductivity spectra for all soliton angles are
broadly tunable by external pressure, which can double the energies of the resonance peaks in experimentally
achievable pressure ranges.

I. INTRODUCTION

Twisted bilayer graphene (TBG) formed by stacking two
graphene layers with a twist angle can host a wide variety of
quantum effects and phases, such as superconductivity[1, 2]
and correlated insulating phases[3] near the magic angle θ ≈
1.1◦. Moreover, minimally twisted bilayer graphene (mTBG)
(θ ≪ 1◦)[4] provides a fertile ground to explore novel quan-
tum phenomena. Four different stacking configurations can
be found in TBG: AA, AB, BA, and saddle point (SP). In
mTBG, the energetically favourable Bernal stacked regions
(AB and BA) are maximized at the expense of AA sites,
due to lattice relaxation and reconstruction[4, 5]. As a re-
sult, the Bernal stacked domains are separated by a triangu-
lar network of solitons (i.e. domain walls) with concentrated
strain[6]. Recently, a plethora of new electronic states and
phenomena have been reported in such soliton networks, for
instance, chiral one-dimensional (1D) topological states[7–
9], 1D proximity superconductivity[10], deeply confined elec-
tronic states[11] and various exotic electronic phases[12]. In
addition, recent theoretical studies have predicted many novel
phases in soliton networks in mTBG, including Floquet topo-
logical insulators[13, 14], charge density wave[15], Luttinger
liquid phase[16] and other correlated state[16].

The soliton networks also provide a promising platform to
explore many unique optical phenomena in mTBG, such as
photonic crystals for plasmons[17], plasmonic Dirac cone[18]
and nanoscale directional photocurrent[19, 20]. As for po-
laritonic response, polaritons can be strongly scattered by the
solitons due to the local optical conductivity enhancement at
solitons with respect to AB (BA) domain. Soliton networks
act as the quantum photonic crystal with a periodic array of
scatterers, which can thus control the polariton propagation in
soliton superlattices[17]. Furthermore, local optical conduc-
tivity in soliton network is directly related to the light absorp-
tion, which significantly affects the distinctive optoelectronic
response at solitons via photo-thermoelectric effect[19, 20].
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Therefore, a new approach for controlling local optical con-
ductivity at solitons can provide new opportunities for ex-
ploring the polaritonic physics and optoelectronic response in
mTBG and related two-dimensional (2D) moiré structures.

The soliton angle is a critical parameter for characteriz-
ing the local strain direction at solitons. In mTBG, there
is an in-plane displacement vector δ1 (δ2) between the two
graphene sheets in AB (BA) Bernal stacked domain, as shown
in Fig. 1(a) and (b). When traversing different domains, a lo-
cal change ∆δ in interlayer displacement δ is inevitably re-
quired at the soliton with saddle-point (SP) stacking in the
middle. The physical properties of solitons are governed by
the local soliton angle φ− the angle between the local strain
direction ∆δ and the soliton normal[6] as shown in Fig. 1(c).
Two limiting cases are φ = 90◦ for shear solitons and φ = 0◦

for tensile solitons. Practically, all intermediate configurations
are also possible. The inhomogeneities in strain and twist an-
gle are ubiquitous in realistic mTBG samples[21], leading to
distorted inhomogeneous triangular soliton networks and thus
spatial variations in soliton angles[11, 12, 22, 23].

The critical role of soliton angle in governing the physi-
cal properties of solitons and soliton superlattices in bilayer
graphene has been demonstrated in earlier studies. Initially,
the continuous soliton-angle variations within the soliton net-
works were investigated, revealing the importance of soli-
ton angle in determining the soliton width and energy of the
soliton[6]. Subsequently, although the effect of various soli-
ton angle on nanoscale optoelectronic response across solitons
was experimentally observed[19], the significance of soliton
angle was neglected at the time. Recently, advances in fab-
rication techniques have made it possible to create and con-
trol solitons with arbitrary soliton angles[11, 24–26], which is
crucial for further experimental exploration. Moreover, com-
bined theoretical and experimental study of electron transport
across solitons with varying soliton angle showed the trans-
port gap that can be significantly tuned through soliton angle
in bilayer graphene[27]. M. Koshino pointed out that electron
transport across shear and tensile solitons strongly depends
on the soliton direction and also on the atomic configuration
inside[28]. All these previous works have highlighted that the
soliton angle is a very important degree of freedom in 2D sys-
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The in-plane displacement vector δ1 and δ2 between the two graphene sheets in uniform (a) AB and (b) BA domain.
Green and orange hexagons represent the lattices of layers 1 and 2, respectively. (c) Schematic structure of soliton with arbitrary soliton angle
φ. The black dashed lines represent boundaries of the soliton in the middle. The angle between the local change ∆δ in δ and the soliton normal
is defined as the soliton angle φ. (d) Schematic diagram of external pressure applied to bilayer graphene, reducing the interlayer spacing d
between adjacent layers. The dependence of soliton width w on (e) soliton angle φ and (f) pressure ϵ are presented, respectively. In ( f ), we
take the tensile soliton (φ = 0◦) as an example.

tems.
However, the optical properties of solitons with arbitrary

soliton angles other than shear and tensile walls have re-
mained largely unexplored to date. Previously, the local op-
tical conductivities for shear and tensile solitons in bilayer
graphene were calculated for selected single frequency[17,
29]. More recently, the local optical conductivity spectra for
shear solitons in bilayer graphene were calculated over a range
of frequencies[30]. Note that the variation of soliton angle
can strongly modify the local band structure and optical prop-
erties of the soliton [27, 29, 31]. Since the variations of lo-
cal physical properties of 1D solitons can crucially affect the
global properties of the entire soliton network and lead to new
physics in mTBG, it is of great importance to study the local
optical conductivity of solitons with arbitrary soliton angles.

In this article, we perform systematic investigations on the
band structure and local optical conductivity of 1D solitons
with arbitrary soliton angle in bilayer graphene, which is di-
rectly relevant to the optical properties of mTBG and related
2D moiré structures. We study the conductivity spectrum in
the mid-infrared region with the Fermi energy above the bulk
bandgap, which is the parameter regime similar to those in
recent experiments studying nanophotonic effects in mTBG
[17, 29–31]. We find that the soliton angle can drastically
alter the soliton band structure, including both the topologi-
cal states and high-energy soliton states. The interband tran-

sitions involving these states result in a series of distinctive
resonance peaks in the local optical conductivity. Two most
prominent peaks are continuously suppressed or enhanced, re-
spectively, by increasing the soliton angle, and their sensitive
dependence on doping can be used to identify important fea-
tures in the soliton band structure. Next, we discuss the spa-
tial distribution of local optical conductivity across a soliton.
Moreover, we show that the band structures and local opti-
cal conductivity for all soliton angles are broadly tunable by
pressure applied perpendicular to the layers. In particular, the
energies of resonance peaks in the conductivity spectra double
at experimentally achievable pressures.

II. THEORETICAL METHODS

In our calculations, we consider a single infinitely long do-
main wall soliton with an arbitrary soliton angle φ in bilayer
graphene, starting with a uniform and infinite AB-stacked do-
main to define the atomic structure as shown in Fig. 1(c). We
set the x and y-axis perpendicular and parallel to the soliton, as
well as the X - and Y-axis along the zigzag and armchair direc-
tions of the graphene lattice, respectively. The entire system
is divided into three components: the AB (x < −w/2), soli-
ton (−w/2 < x < w/2) and BA region (x > w/2), where
w represents the width of the soliton. In the X − Y coor-
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dinate system, the primitive lattice vectors of graphene are
a1 =

√
3a0eX and a2 = (

√
3/2)a0eX − (3/2)a0eY , where

eX and eY are respectively the unit vectors along X− and Y−
axis, and a0 ≈ 0.142 nm is the length of carbon-carbon bond
in graphene.

Based on the continuum model for bilayer graphene with
a spatial dependent interlayer displacement vector δ(x) =
δX(x)eX+δY (x)eY , the low energy effective Hamiltonian near
the K (K′) valley in the basis of sublattices of layers 1 and
2 (A1, B1 , A2, B2) is written as[27–29]

H =
[

H+0 U†(x)
U(x) H−0

]
. (1)

Here, H0 is the Dirac Hamiltonian for a monolayer graphene
given by[27]

H±0 =

 ±V
2 ℏv

(
ξkx + iky

)
eiϕ

ℏv
(
ξkx − iky

)
e−iϕ ±V

2

 , (2)

where V = eVi is the interlayer potential due to an external
bias Vi, ξ = ±1 labels the valley index corresponding to K
and K′, e−iϕ is introduced to account for soliton angle φ, and
ϕ = π/2 − φ denotes the angle between the armchair direction
of the graphene lattice and the soliton (y−axis).

The U(x) term in Eq. (1) describes the interlayer interaction
in bilayer graphene shifted by a spatially varying displace-
ment δ(x), which can be expressed as

U(x) =
[

UA2A1 UA2B1

UB2A1 UB2B1

]
=

 u
(
Kξ, δ

)
u
(
Kξ, δ + τ

)
u
(
Kξ, δ − τ

)
u
(
Kξ, δ

)  .
(3)

In Eq. (3), τ is the vector from the B sites to the nearest A sites
in graphene lattice. The function u

(
Kξ, δ

)
is approximately

written in terms of a few Fourier components as u
(
Kξ, δ

)
=

γ1
3

(
1 + e−iξa∗1δ + e−iξ(a∗1+a∗2)δ

)
[28], where a∗i is the reciprocal

lattice vector of graphene satisfying ai · a
∗
j = 2πδi j and γ1

is the interlayer coupling strength. Trigonal warping terms γ3
and γ4 have been neglected for simplicity.

To describe the local properties at solitons in bilayer
graphene, the homogeneous Hamiltonian H has to be mod-
ified to take into account the spatial variation of displace-
ment δ(x). In the x − y coordinate system, the momen-
tum ky remains a good quantum number due to the trans-
lation invariance. The momentum kx perpendicular to the
soliton is replaced by the operator −i∂/∂x. In the numeri-
cal calculation, the total system is discretized in the x direc-
tion into Nx + 1 grid points (x0, x1, ..., xi, ..., xNx−1, xNx ) with
∆x = xNx − xNx−1. Consequently, the real space Hamil-
tonian H

(
x, ky

)
is solved numerically on a 1D grid along

x direction using the finite differences method. Typically,
Nx = 1200 and ∆x = 0.25 nm. As shown in Fig. 1(c), the
AB and BA domains on either side of the soliton respectively
have stacking vectors δ1 = −(

√
3/2)a0eX − (1/2)a0eY and

δ2 = −(
√

3/2)a0eX + (1/2)a0eY in the X − Y frames. Thus,
the interlayer translation vector ∆δ = δ2 − δ1 associated with

the soliton must be along the Y(armchair) direction. Follow-
ing the previous transmission electron microscopy studies, the
spatial distribution of δ(x) across a soliton has the form[6, 32]

δ(x) =
2
π

arctan
(
eπx/w
)

a0eY + δ1. (4)

The stacking order δ ∈ [1, 2] with δ = 1, 1.5, 2 corresponding
to AB, SP, and BA stacking in a bilayer system.

Owing to competition between strain energy in the soliton
and the misalignment energy cost per unit length of the soli-
ton, the widths w of the solitons are different in all soliton
configurations, which are given by the two-chain FrenkelKon-
torova model[6]:

w =
a0

2

√
1

Vsp

( Et
1 − ν2 cos2 φ +Gt sin2 φ

)
. (5)

Here, Et = 340 N/m is Young’s modulus, Gt ∼ Et/(2(1 +
ν)) = 142 N/m is the shear modulus with the Poisson ratio
ν = 0.16, and Vsp represents saddle-point energy per unit
area. In bilayer graphene, the interlayer spacing is a critical
variable for understanding the elastic distortion of the bilayer.
Accordingly, Vsp as a function of interlayer spacing d can be
obtained from the fitting results of three-dimensional gener-
alized stacking-fault energy (GSFE) predicted by theory[33],
which describes the difference of energy between the ground-
state structure and the uniform nonaligned structure. Vsp =

1.2meV/atom has a minimum value in the absence of exter-
nal disturbance[6].

Generally, the interlayer spacing d of bilayer graphene is
particularly responsive to some external perturbations, such as
the pressure along the direction perpendicular to the layers[34,
35] in Fig. 1(d). For experimentally accessible perturbation,
the vertical compression of the bilayer is defined in terms of
ϵ = (d/d0) − 1, which corresponds to an external pressure
of P = A

(
e−ϵB − 1

)
with A = 5.73GPa and B = 9.54[36].

Here d0 = 3.35Å is the interlayer distance without external
perturbation. Below, we use the compression parameter ϵ to
represent the magnitude of the external pressure. In Fig. 1(e)
and 1(f), we give the dependence of soliton width w on soli-
ton angle φ and pressure ϵ, respectively. Both can effectively
narrow solitons, but the latter has a more dramatic effect by
amplifying lattice relaxation. Without external pressure, the
width of solitons with arbitrary soliton angle φ is about 6.2
to 10.1 nm[6] as seen in Fig. 1(e). In addition, the reduc-
tion of parameter d under pressure ϵ can change the distance-
dependent interlayer coupling strength γ1[34, 36]. Then, we
focus on the relative scaling of inter- and intra-layer energies,
and the interlayer coupling γ1 has at most quadratic depen-
dence on external pressure ϵ, γ1(ϵ) = t2ϵ2 − t1ϵ + t0 with the
coefficients t[0,1,2] = [0.400, 2.234, 9.190]eV[36].

Using the eigenvalues (Em, En) and eigenfunctions
(|am⟩ , |an⟩) obtained from the above continuum model, the
nonlocal optical conductivity Σ (x, x′) of bilayer graphene can
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Band structure, wave functions, and probability densities for K valley. (a)-(f) Electronic band structure of a single
soliton for representative soliton angles φ = 90◦, 70◦, 0◦ in bilayer graphene with no pressure in (a)-(c) and pressure ϵ = −5%(P = 3.6GPa) in
(d)-(f). (g) The real parts of the wave functions and probability densities of the topological state (plot (1a)), state s1 (plot (2a) and state s2 (plot
(3a), corresponding to the three yellow points with ky = 0.04 nm−1 indicated by the black dashed line in (a). The blue dashed lines indicate the
center of soliton at x = 0 nm. Parameter used for the calculations is Vi = 80mV.
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be calculated by the Kubo formula [29]

Σαα
(
x, x′
)
=

gsgve2ℏ

4π2i

∫
dky

∑
m,n

fm − fn
(Em − En) (ℏω + iη − (Em − En))

+
∑

n

d fn
dEn

1
ℏω + iη

M∗α(x)Mα
(
x′
)
.

(6)
Here α = x or y, x and x′ are coordinates in the direction
normal to the soliton, gs = gv = 2 denotes the spin and val-
ley degeneracy in graphene, fm ( fn) is the Fermi-Dirac distri-
bution, η is the phenomenological damping rate, and ℏω is
the incident photon energy. The matrix element is defined
as Mα = ⟨am |vα| an⟩, and vα = ∂H

ℏ∂kα
represents the velocity

operator. Then the local optical conductivity can be calcu-
lated from σ(x) ≡

∫
Σ (x, x′) dx′, where Σ (x, x′) is a matrix of

(Nx + 1) ∗ (Nx + 1).

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The electronic band structures of the solitons with various
soliton angle φ and pressure index ϵ are plotted in Fig. 2 for
the positive interlayer bias Vi. These diagrams can be qual-
itatively understood as the superposition of local band struc-
tures in the soliton region (−w/2 < x < w/2) along with AB
(BA) domain (x < −w/2 and x > w/2) projected from the
2D momentum space to the 1D momentum axis ky parallel
to the domain wall. In the cases of shear (φ = 90◦) and ten-
sile (φ = 0◦) walls without external pressure in Fig. 2(a) and
2(c), we obtain similar results to those reported in previous
studies[29]. For all cases shown in Fig. 2, a finite interlayer
bias Vi can induce a bandgap in the band continua of bulk AB
(BA) bilayer graphene. However, there is still a pair of topo-
logical chiral states connecting valence and conduction bands,
because the valley Chern numbers change sign from AB to
BA region across the soliton[17, 29, 37, 38]. Strikingly, the
energy separation between the topological states can be effec-
tively controlled by the soliton angle φ, which decreases and
then increases from the shear to tensile soliton. Except for
the topological states, conventional (non-topological) bound
states separated from the band continua also appear in non-
shear solitons, the number of which is directly linked to the
soliton width w in virtue of the different quantum confinement
effects[29]. The pressure enhances the interlayer interactions
between two layers[36], therefore increasing the saddle-point
stacking energy Vsp[33]. From Eq. (5), the sharper domain
walls are generated by pressure in bilayer graphene because
of the larger Vsp. Hence, more conventional bound states are
pushed towards the band continua due to the stronger quan-
tum confinement at the soliton, thereby making some state
branches indistinguishable from the boundary states under
pressure, as shown in Fig. 2(c) and 2(f).

Interestingly, we also find dispersing high-energy states s1
close to bulk band boundaries and s2 near E = 0.25eV inside
the bulk band continua as shown in Fig. 2(a). To investigate
the physical origin of these states, we plot the real part of the
wave functions of sublattice A (black dotted curves) and B

(red dotted curves) as well as the probability densities for the
topological states, high-energy states s1 and s2 in Fig. 2(g),
plots (1a)-(3a), respectively, indicated by the yellow dots cor-
responding to ky = 0.04 nm−1 in Fig. 2(a). Regarding chi-
ral topological states, we obtain results in plot (1a) that are
consistent with those in the previous literature[39, 40]. The
electronic states s1 and s2 are also bound in the x direction
near the soliton at x = 0 nm as seen in plots (2a) and (3a).
However, the wave functions of bound states s1 are more ex-
tended than the topological states and s2, and have a clear
nodal character near the center of soliton, which are similar
to the reported results[40]. Moreover, the probability distri-
bution, |ψ|2 = |ψA|

2 + |ψB|
2, of high-energy states s1 and s2 is

slightly different from that of chiral topological states. Com-
pared to the topological states, the states s1 are less localized
while s2 are strongly confined in the soliton region.

From a close examination of the spatial profile of the wave-
function, the high-energy soliton states s1 and s2 are qual-
itatively inherited from the local band structure in the cen-
tre of soliton with SP stacking. For the narrow domain walls
(width ∼ 10 nm ), other high-energy dispersing soliton states
are pushed to the boundaries of the bulk bands due to quan-
tum confinement effects, so only the states labeled s1 and s2
are visible as darker colored dispersing branches in Fig. 2. In-
triguingly, the high-energy s2 states are significantly sensitive
to soliton angle φ and pressure index ϵ. In Fig. 2(a)-(c), the
soliton band structure evolves systematically as the direction
of the wall deviates from the shear soliton. Such an evolution
originates from the fact that the local 2D band structures in-
side the different types of solitons are projected to ky axis with
the variable projection angles φ. Moreover, under the effect of
external pressure ϵ, the interlayer interaction between adjacent
graphene layers increases because of the decreasing interlayer
spacing d, resulting in the soliton states s2 shifting to higher
energies, about E = 0.32eV at ϵ = −5%(P = 3.6GPa) as
illustrated in Fig. 2(d)-(f).

In the following, we systematically investigate the local op-
tical conductivity σ(ω) as a function of soliton angle φ. We
display the σ(ω) spectra at the center of several representative
solitons at x = 0 nm (colored curves) and Bernal stacked re-
gion at x = 75 nm (gray curves) in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. These
σ(ω) spectra are normalized to monolayer graphene conduc-
tivity σmono =

e2

4ℏ . We consider three typical cases with differ-
ent Fermi energies and band gaps for practical graphene de-
vices commonly used in experiments. In a device with a sin-
gle electrical gate, the width of bandgap ∆ cannot be indepen-
dently set from the value of Fermi level εF . Hence, based on
the experimental work presented in Ref.[41], two sets of real-
istic values considered in our calculation are Vi = 20mV, εF =

60meV (Fig. 3) and Vi = 150mV, εF = 200meV (Fig. 4(a)),
respectively. In the dual-gated bilayer graphene, the band gap
∆ and Fermi energy εF can be individually controlled by top
and bottom gate voltages[42], allowing the Fermi level to lie
within the bandgap (Fig. 4(b)).

For the case of a narrow gap, the dependence of local op-
tical conductivity spectra σ(ω) on the soliton angle at room
temperature is shown in Fig. 3(a). A prominent peak in the
σ(ω) spectrum at the AB(BA) region is visible near photon
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Real parts of the local optical conductivity spectra σ(ω) for the narrow band gap at different temperatures: (a)
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and εF = 60meV.

energy ω = γ1. The σ(ω) spectra for solitons are also charac-
terized by a series of resonance peaks, the most notable of
which are the sharp peak labeled (i) for the tensile soliton
(blue line) and the peak labeled (ii) for the shear soliton (red
line). Of particular interest is the distinctive dependence of
peak (i) and (ii) on soliton angle from tensile to shear soli-
ton, where peak (i) is gradually suppressed to be comparable
to the AB(BA) domain, whereas peak (ii) emerges and grows
into a prominent peak in σ(ω) spectra. Peaks (i) and (ii) both
exhibit large enhancement relative to the optical conductivity
σ(ω) in AB(BA) region in the same frequency, which leads
to polariton scattering by the solitons and generates strong
local optical response in bilayer graphene[29]. Instead, the
domain wall becomes transparent to the polariton when its
optical conductivity σ(ω) is the same as that of the AB(BA)
domain. Therefore, it is expected that the continuous modula-
tion of nanoscale optical response at solitons can be achieved
experimentally through the soliton angle φ in the mid-infrared
range.

In order to highlight spectroscopic features in the σ(ω)

spectra of solitons, we calculate the local optical conductiv-
ity at low temperature (T = 10K) with damping parameter
η = 3meV, corresponding to a high electronic mobility sam-
ple, as shown in Fig. 3(b). The various peaks in theσ(ω) spec-
tra at low temperature become sharper compared with those at
room temperature in Fig. 3(a), allowing them to be identified
clearly. For the AB domain, the 2εF behaviour in σ(ω) ap-
pears as a visible step feature, which can be attributed to the
onset of interband transition at ω = 2εF[43]. The conduc-
tivity below 2εF shows nearly zero conductivity up to 2εF .
However, the 2εF feature is quite broad in Fig. 3(a) due to the
thermal broadening. For solitons with soliton angle φ, the en-
ergy of prominent peaks (i) and (ii) can also be well identified
in σ(ω) spectra: peak (i) is around ω = 0.1eV for the tensile
soliton, and peak (ii) is near ω = 0.23eV for the shear soliton.
Note that the σ(ω) spectra for solitons exhibit a dip at ω = γ1,
which will be discussed in Fig. 5. The main characteristics of
all these spectra are similar at different temperatures. There-
fore, we will focus on the σ(ω) spectra at room temperature
in the following discussion.
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The origin of each resonance peak in the σ(ω) spectrum
is discussed below to gain insight into the unique behavior
of σ(ω) with respect to soliton angle φ. For the tensile soli-
ton, peak (i) is attributed to interband transitions between the
conventional bound states, which are depicted by a short blue
arrow in Fig. 2(c). For the shear soliton, the transitions be-
tween the ±s1 states (as well as the topological states) and the
high-energy localized states s2, as indicated by the red arrow
in Fig. 2(a), give rise to the peak (ii) and a shoulder around
ω = 0.3eV (labeled (iii)) in the σ(ω) spectrum. The shoulder
(iii) involves the optical transition with low spectral weight
and thus appears as a weak feature. Moving from Fig. 2(c)
to 2(a), because the conventional bound states are pushed so
close to the boundaries of the band continua with increasing
soliton angle φ, the peak (i) in Fig. 3 is continuously sup-
pressed and redshifts, eventually merging into a Drude peak.
The spectral weight loss of peak (i) is balanced by the appear-
ance of the peak (ii) and (iii), due to the transitions associated
with the states s2 that gradually emerge as the soliton angle
increases. Undoubtedly, the evolution of local band structure
profoundly alters the interband transitions involving conven-
tional bound states and high-energy states (s1 and s2), result-
ing in the unique dependence of peak (i) and (ii) on soliton
angle in σ(ω) spectra: one peak wanes, the other waxes.

For the large gap case with high εF in Fig. 4(a), an examina-
tion of Fig. 3(a) and 4(a) shows that the evolution of resonance
peak (i) and (ii) in σ(ω) spectra with soliton angle φ remains
at different bandgap widths ∆. However, the local conduc-
tivity at various solitons is greatly enhanced compared to the
AB(BA) domain in the wide frequency rangeω < 0.3eV, even
after peak (i) in shear soliton and peak (ii) in tensile soliton are
completely suppressed. This feature mainly originates from
the suppression of local conductivity spectrum σ(ω) at the
AB(BA) stacking due to the Pauli blocking of interband tran-
sitions below 2εF . Moreover, the peak (ii) exhibits a larger
broadening in Fig. 4(a) compared to the narrow gap case in
Fig. 3(a), accompanied by a shift towards lower energies as
the soliton angle φ decreases. This behavior can be traced to
the imperfect nesting of the dispersion curves for the states
s2
(
ky

)
and s1

(
ky

)
under the large bandgap condition, as well

as the density of states s2 redistribution around E = 0.25eV
induced by changes in the soliton angle φ as illustrated in
Fig. 2.

The optical conductivity spectrum at zero Fermi energy
provides the possibility of exploring the topological states.
We plot the σ(ω) spectra of solitons and AB(BA) region
in Fig. 4(b), considering that the Fermi level εF lies within
the bandgap due to unintentional doping in the experiment
(Vi = 150mV, εF = 0meV). In comparison to the case with
the εF above the bulk bandgap in Fig. 3(a) and 4(a), the spec-
tral features of the local conductivity spectra σ(ω) in Fig. 4(b)
manifest a drastic discrepancy. Here, we begin with a discus-
sion of the interband transitions involved in the σ(ω) spectra,
which differs from those in Fig. 3(a) and 4(a). In the uniform
AB(BA) region, the optical transition between the valence and
conduction band results in an absorption peak at ω = 0.15eV,
where the energy is equivalent to the bandgap width ∆. The fi-
nite optical response at zero frequency is originated from ther-
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Real parts of the local optical conductivity
spectra σ(ω) for the large band gap at different Fermi energies: (a)
Vi = 150mV, εF = 200meV and (b) Vi = 150mV, εF = 0meV.
The gray lines represent the σ(ω) spectra for the AB domain at
x = 75 nm, and the colored lines show the σ(ω) spectra for soli-
tons at x = 0 nm with φ = 0◦, 30◦, 45◦, 60◦, 70◦, 80◦, 90◦. Parameters
used for the calculations are ϵ = 0%, T = 300 K and η = 15 meV.

mally excited charge carriers at Fermi energy (due to thermal
broadening of the Fermi−Dirac distribution). Also, the tran-
sition between the valence band and remote conduction band
can now occur such that a peak appears at ω = ∆+γ1 (slightly
above 0.5eV). The most intriguing feature is the emergence of
an additional peak near E = 0.13eV in σ(ω) spectra of soli-
tons with φ between 60◦ and 90◦, which is absent in Fig. 3(a)
and 4(a), but we still classify it as peak (i) here. The peak
(i) undergoes a systematic redshift as the soliton angle φ de-
creases. Notably, in addition to the conventional bound states
discussed in Fig. 3(a) and 4(a), the peak (i) in Fig. 4(b) is
actually the consequence of multiple interband transitions in-
volving topological states and states ±s1 as well. For solitons
with φ from 60◦ to 90◦, peak (i) is dominated by transitions
associated with topological states and states ±s1, due to the
conventional bound states are pushed almost to the bulk band
boundaries. Additionally, we note that the original peak (ii)
vanishes because of the empty +s1 states, while peaks (i) and
(iii) have greater spectral weight. Meanwhile, the Drude peak
at zero frequency is almost completely depleted since the car-
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FIG. 5. (Color online) The spatial dependence of (a) the local
optical conductivity spectra σ(ω) and (b) interlayer displacement δ
for shear soliton in bilayer graphene. The center of a soliton is lo-
cated at x = 0 nm. (c) The σ(ω) collected at equally spaced δ (i.e.
x = 0, 0.5, 1.5, 2.5, 4, 10 nm) along the blue arrow direction in (b)
corresponds to the transition from solitons (red dashed line) to BA
domain (gray dashed line). Parameters used for the calculations are
Vi = 150mV, εF = 200meV, ϵ = 0%, T = 300 K and η = 15meV.

rier density in this case is minimized.
Next, we explore the spatial dependence of the local optical

conductivity spectra across a domain wall. The spatial distri-
bution of σ(ω) spectra near the soliton is depicted in Fig. 5(a)
for Vi = 150mV, εF = 200meV, with φ = 90◦ as an exam-
ple. Here x = 0 nm is the center of soliton approximating SP
stacking, with uniform AB and BA domains on either side.
As seen in Fig. 5(a), the local optical conductivity at the soli-
ton displays a marked discrepancy compared to that of the

AB(BA) region, indicating a strong dependence on the inter-
layer displacement δ. The position-dependent stacking order
δ corresponding to various regions in real space is presented
in Fig. 5(b), with red and gray dashed lines denoting the po-
sitions of δ = 1.5 (SP stacking) and δ = 2 (BA stacking), re-
spectively. To provide a step-by-step view of the evolution of
electronic properties across the soliton, several σ(ω) spectra
at equally spaced stack order δ variations along the blue ar-
row direction are plotted in Fig. 5(c). Since the stacking vec-
tor δ undergoes a transition from SP to uniform BA stacking,
the spectral weight of peaks (ii) and (iii) is rapidly depleted,
suggesting that the high energy states (s1 and s2) are predomi-
nantly confined in the soliton’s central region. Moreover, with
the transverse from the soliton center at x = 0 nm to the AB
region, the distinct dip at ω = γ1 in σ(ω) for soliton gradu-
ally evolves into a prominent peak for AB domain, exhibiting
a significant spatial dependence. The feature at ω = γ1 is at-
tributed to interband transitions involving the band at E = γ1.
However, from the spatial profile of the wave function, the
states at E = γ1 are only located in the AB (BA) domain and
the probability density is almost zero at the soliton, therefore,
resulting in a dip near ω = γ1 in σ(ω) for the soliton region.

Finally, we show that external pressure (commonly used
in experiments) can significantly tune the optical proper-
ties at the solitons. Fig. 6 shows the local optical con-
ductivity spectra σ(ω) for several values of φ under dif-
ferent external pressures ϵ, taking the large bandgap case
(Vi = 150mV, εF = 200meV) as an example. The blue and
red vertical dashed lines represent frequencies correspond-
ing to peaks (i) and (ii) in the σ(ω) spectra without pressure
(Fig. 4(a)), respectively. Comparing the case of ϵ = −5%(P =
3.6GPa) in Fig. 6(a) and ϵ = −8%(P = 6.8GPa) in 6(b), both
of which are experimentally achievable pressures, it is clear
that the spectral features in σ(ω) evolve dramatically with in-
creasing pressure ϵ, shifting towards higher energies. Espe-
cially, the energies of each resonance peak in Fig. 6(b) are
almost twice that of the non-pressure case. Peak (iii) moves
to the energies beyond E = 0.5eV and is therefore not visible
within the range displayed in Fig. 6. In addition, in the σ(ω)
spectra of the shear walls, the shoulder slightly above peak
(ii) becomes more prominent with the increase of pressure ϵ.
The shoulder arises from the interband transitions between the
topological states and the s2 band, which can also be observed
around E = 0.22eV in Fig. 4(a).

The physics of the remarkable energy doubling of reso-
nance peaks in σ(ω) spectrum with external pressure is now
elaborated in detail. To clarify, the significant blue shifts of
peaks (i) and (ii) in Fig. 6 are essentially of the same origin,
that is, interlayer coupling enhancement due to reduced in-
terlayer spacing caused by pressure. Under the influence of
the increased pressure ϵ, the domain walls become sharper
as a consequence of lattice reconstruction amplified by en-
hanced interlayer interaction. For example, the width of ten-
sile soliton narrows from about 10 nm at no pressure to about
4 nm at ϵ = −8% as shown in Fig. 1(f). Narrower walls sub-
ject the conventional bound states to a stronger quantum con-
finement effect[29], which results in larger energy separation
between the conventional bound states at the same momen-
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Real parts of the local optical conductiv-
ity spectra σ(ω) under external pressure (a) ϵ = −5%(P = 3.6GPa)
and (b) ϵ = −8%(P = 6.8GPa). The vertical blue and red dashed
lines represent frequencies corresponding to peaks (i) and (ii) in
the σ(ω) without pressure in Fig. 4(a). The gray lines represent
the σ(ω) spectra for the AB domain at x = 75 nm, and the col-
ored lines show the σ(ω) spectra for solitons at x = 0 nm with
φ = 0◦, 30◦, 45◦, 60◦, 70◦, 80◦, 90◦. Parameters used for the calcu-
lations are Vi = 150mV, εF = 200meV, η = 15 meV and T = 300 K.

tum ky as seen in Fig. 2(c) and 2(f). At the same time, the
high-energy soliton state s2 is sensitive to the interlayer in-
teraction γ1 related to interlayer spacing. Thus, when vertical
pressure ϵ is applied, the states s2, which was initially near
E = 0.25eV, are driven to higher energy by the greater in-
terlayer coupling γ1 enhanced by pressure, which exists near
E = 0.38eV with γ1 = 0.63eV at ϵ = −8%. Indeed, the
external pressure strongly alters the local band structures at
solitons such that optical transitions involving these soliton
states require higher incident photon energy, which directly
contributing to the dramatical blueshift of the associated res-
onance peak (i), (ii) and (iii) in σ(ω), with energy doubling
even at ϵ = −8%(P = 6.8GPa) as shown in Fig. 6(b).

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In summary, we investigated systematically the effect of
soliton angle as a new and important degree of freedom on the
soliton band structure and local optical conductivity in bilayer
graphene. Our results suggest that the local electronic struc-
ture evolves profoundly with the soliton angle, including the
topological states, the high-energy soliton states, and conven-
tional bound states. Many distinctive spectroscopic features
appear in the conductivity spectra, which result from inter-
band transitions involving these soliton states. The resonance
peaks are highly sensitive to doping, hence the important fea-
tures in the soliton band structure can be directly measured
in experiment. Additionally, we discussed the spatial evolu-
tion of local optical conductivity across a domain wall, show-
ing that the soliton states are highly localized in the center of
the domain wall. Furthermore, we presented the conductiv-
ity spectra for all soliton angles are widely tunable by exter-
nal pressure, which can double the energies of the resonance
peaks at 6.8Gpa.

Now, we discuss the implications of our work. First, our
result reveals that the varied soliton angle very intensely mod-
ifies the resonance peaks in local optical conductivity across
solitons, with the main peaks ranging from a six-fold in-
crease compared to the AB (BA) region to complete suppres-
sion. This result implies that the nanoscale optical response
in bilayer graphene can be controlled dramatically through
the soliton angle, since the scattering and propagation of po-
lariton near the walls is governed by the local optical con-
ductivity of soliton[17, 29, 30]. Second, we find that ex-
ternal pressure can greatly tune the resonance-enhanced dy-
namical conductivity at solitons covering a broad frequency
range. This can be used for the modulation of different polari-
tons in 2D material structures, including plasmon polaritons
in graphene[17] and phonon polaritons in mTBG/hBN[44]
as well as mTBG/MoO3 structures[45]. Third, we system-
atically explore the broadband optical conductivity at vari-
ous solitons for the first time, indicating that the control of
nanophotonic properties through soliton angle and pressure
can be realized across a broad spectral range. Fourth, our re-
sults show the soliton angle can significantly change the lo-
cal band structure, which is expected to strongly affects the
local photo-thermoelectric effect across the solitons and thus
can be used to control nanoscale photocurrent generation in
bilayer graphene[19, 20]. Finally, because the collective plas-
monic mode of the entire soliton network in mTBG is sensi-
tively dependent on the local band structure governed by the
soliton angle[18], novel plasmonic effects can be generated in
the soliton network through designing and controlling soliton
angle profile.

Recent experimental studies have demonstrated the abil-
ity to precisely control the soliton networks and single soli-
ton. Previously, the direct manipulation of individual soli-
ton through an atomic force microscope tip[46] and soliton
anchoring by out-of-plane dislocations[24] provide pathways
for creating solitons with designed atomic structures. Then,
the ability to manipulate the distortion of soliton superlat-
tices is further enhanced by applying the homogeneous uniax-
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ial strain to the substrate via piezoelectric-based mechanical
actuation[11]. More recently, an innovative approach involv-
ing in-plane bending of monolayer ribbons using an atomic
force microscope tip has been demonstrated[25], which al-
lows for the controlled creation of soliton superlattices with
continuous variation in moiré pattern. With these advances,
the soliton angle profile can be potentially designed and con-
trolled in 2D systems.

The optical properties of 2D systems, when pressurized
in the transparent diamond anvil cells (DACs), can be di-
rectly measured by performing in situ photocurrent[47],
photoluminescence[48] and infrared spectroscopy in a wide
frequency range[35]. With continued recent advances in fabri-
cation techniques, many types of pressure tunable devices can
be envisioned. One possible device structure is micron-scale
parallel soliton arrays with pre-designed soliton angle featur-

ing desired infrared response. The photoresponse of such soli-
ton arrays can be strongly tuned over a broad spectral range
through applying pressure in DACs, which is promising for
pressure tunable photonic devices such as photodetectors[49].
Our study reveals the potential to explore a broad spectrum
of photonic physics through tuning the soliton angle profile in
soliton networks and interlayer coupling in mTBG and related
2D moiré structures.
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