
Magnetic injection photocurrents in valley polarized states of twisted bilayer graphene
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Magic-angle twisted bilayer graphene displays a complex phase diagram as a function of flat band
filling, featuring compressibility cascade transitions and a variety of competing ground states with
broken spin, valley and point group symmetries. Recent THz photocurrent spectroscopy experiments
have shown a dependence on the filling which is not consistent with the simplest cascade picture of
sequential filling of equivalent flat bands. In this work, we show that when time-reversal symmetry is
broken due to valley polarization, a magnetic injection photocurrent develops which can be used to
distinguish different spin-valley polarization scenarios. Using the topological heavy fermion model we
compute both shift and injection currents as a function of filling and argue that current experiments
can be used to determine the spontaneous valley polarization.

Introduction - Magic-angle twisted bilayer graphene
(TBG) [1] is a unique correlated electron system display-
ing a wide variety of broken-symmetry ground states [2–
10] and unconventional superconductivity [11–13]. These
states originate from the partial filling of spin and val-
ley degenerate flat bands, where the enhanced Coulomb
interaction favors competing states with different flavor
polarization. Some of these states are believed to be
time-reversal symmetry breaking spin and orbital mag-
nets displaying the anomalous Hall effect, which has been
reported at odd fillings ν = 1, 3 in the electron [6–8] and
hole sides [14], and under some circumstances near ν = 2
[10]. These states appear to emerge from a parent high-
temperature state where the different flavours are filled
sequentially as a function of carrier density, causing a
periodic reset of the chemical potential known as cas-
cade behavior, observed both in local tunneling [15–18]
and compressibility [19, 20]. Since the cascade behaviour
remains up to much higher temperatures (20-30 K) [18–
20] than those where insulating states develop at integer
fillings, the cascade itself does not necessarily signal sym-
metry breaking [21, 22], while the AHE does.

Photocurrent THz spectroscopy [23–25] is a unique op-
tical proble [26, 27] to examine the symmetry and quan-
tum geometry of TBG flat bands [28–34], and can offer
a unique insight regarding the breaking of time reversal
symmetry. Recent experiments have shown photocur-
rents are sensitive to the cascade behaviour [35], albeit
with low temperature sign-changing features which are
inconsistent with a naive periodic resetting of the chem-
ical potential. This suggests that photocurrents are sen-
sitive to the flavor polarization realized at each filling.

In this work, we propose that a particular photocurrent
mechanism known as magnetic injection current [36–44]
which switches sign with magnetization, is the dominant
one in the valley polarized states and may be respon-
sible for the observations. Using the topological heavy
fermion model (see sketch in Fig. 1 a), we compute both
shift and injection currents for continuously varying flat

(b)
MBZ

(c) 1 2 43

(a)

2|M|

2|   |

2|      |1

FIG. 1. (a) Sketch of a TBG flake in the presence of an in-
cident in-plane electric field E(t) and the resulting induced
non-linear current J(t). The two local f orbitals (per val-
ley and spin) in the heavy fermion description of TBG are
depicted in red and blue at the AA positions of the moiré
pattern, whereas the c electrons of the delocalized conduction
bands are shown in black. The high symmetry points of the
moiré Brillouin zone (MBZ) are shown in the figure inset. (b)
Bands of the non-interacting THFM close to magic angle in
the absence (gray) and presence (black) of a layer-even sub-
lattice mass. (c) Schematic of the allowed optical transitions
between occupied and unoccupied bands at integer ν. Flat
to flat (FF) transitions are depicted in pink and flat to dis-
persive (FD) in black. Solid and dashed, and red and blue
encode different valley and spin flavors, respectively.

band filling in the Hartree-Fock approximation, and dis-
cuss how these two contributions may be separated from
symmetry considerations.

Bulk photovoltaic effects - In non-centrosymmetric sys-
tems in the presence of constant light irradiation, a DC
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photocurrent is generated with the general form

Ji = σijk(EjE
∗
k + E∗

jEk) + iηijk(EjE
∗
k − E∗

jEk), (1)

where σijk = σikj denotes the linear PGE while ηijk =
−ηikj denotes the circular PGE. Both effects are gener-
ated via two main mechanisms known as shift and injec-
tion currents [45]. Focusing only on LPGE, relevant to

current experiments, we have σijk = σsh
ijk + σinj

ijk where

σsh
ijk =

πe3

2ℏ2

∫
k

∑
nm

fnmIm[rknm;ir
j
mn − rknmr

j
mn;i]δ(ω − ωnm),

(2)

σinj
ijk = τ

πe3

ℏ2

∫
k

∑
nm

fnm∂ki
ωnmRe[rjnmr

k
mn]δ(ω − ωnm),

(3)

and τ is the scattering time. σsh
ijk is a T -even response

while σinj
ijk is a T -odd response which occurs only in mag-

netic systems and switches sign when polarization is re-
versed. When electronic excitations can be described
in terms of independent valleys related by time-reversal
symmetry, as in TBG, the magnetic injection current can
be seen as a valley photocurrent [29, 46], which becomes
a true charge photocurrent once time reversal symmetry
is broken. In clean magnetic systems with large τ , the
injection current dominates over the shift current.

The different photocurrent components are strongly
constrained by the lattice point group D6 of TBG, which
in fact forbids all photocurrents at normal incidence [33]
(i, j, k = x, y). The experimental observation of such
photocurrents, once photo-thermoelectric and other ef-
fects are excluded, implies that the C2z symmetry is bro-
ken. Since photocurrents are observed up to 60 K, which
is much higher than the temperature scale of correla-
tion effects, C2z symmetry breaking must be external
and come from the substrate. This reduces the sym-
metry to just C3z and enables two independent compo-
nents of the shift current σyyy = −σyxx = −σxxy, and
σxxx = −σxyy = −σyxy [28–31]. Symmetry requieres
that to leading order, σyyy is proportional to the layer
even part of the sublattice potential, while σxxx is pro-
portional to the layer odd part [33].

Correlated ground states - The low-temperature phase
diagram of TBG as a function of flat-band filling re-
mains a debated subject, with several ground state can-
didates predicted for different fillings. Low temperature
symmetry breaking states be divided into two classes
depending on what density matrix expectation values
are non-zero in the sublattice or Chern basis: polar-
ized states (with diagonal density matrices) vs coherent
states (with off-diagonal density matrices). This distinc-
tion is important because while coherent states like the
Kramers Intervalley Coherent (KIVC) [47] and the In-
commensurate Kekule Spiral (IKS) [48] are competitive

FIG. 2. Sequence of mean-field ground states as a function of
filling in the THFM: (a) Normalized density of states referred
to the Fermi surface as a function of filling. (b) Valley polar-
ization as a function of the filling. (c-e) Occupation of the flat
bands vs filling for three distinct ground states corresponding
to VH (c), SVH (d), and QAH (e) phases. Red and blue col-
ors and solid and dashed lines encode different spin and valley
flavors, respectively. Parameters: U = 5 meV,∆1 = 2.5meV
and J = 1meV.

ground states in the absence of an hBN substrate, the
substrate induced potential strongly favors only polar-
ized states [48–50]. These states can be characterized by
what flavors (spin and valley) are filled, with each fla-
vor having a Chern number given by the product of the
sublattice and valley eigenvalue [36, 50–52]. Filling an
odd number of bands always leads to a spin and valley
polarized Chern insulator with |C| = 1, while for fill-
ing ν = 2, a valley polarized Quantum Anomalous Hall
(QAH) state with C = 2, |↑ +, ↓ +⟩, is nearly degener-
ate with a ferromagnetic valley Hall (VH) |↑ +, ↑ −⟩ and
spin-valley Hall (SVH) |↑ +, ↓ −⟩ states with zero Chern
number[50, 53, 54]. Other symmetry breaking states like
nematic semimetals [55, 56] and stripe phases [55, 57]
are also predicted, as well as symmetry preserving Mott
and symmetric Kondo [58–61] states, which may be real-
ized at higher temperatures. Here we focus only on the
polarized states favored by the substrate.

As explained above, all states that break time-reversal
symmetry should have an extra photocurrent coming
from magnetic injection in Eq. 3. This is true for all odd-
filling states, while for half-filling it depends on the state:
The QAH state does break time-reversal symmetry, while
the SVH preserves it, and the VH preserves a spinless
time-reversal symmetry. Magnetic injection is thus for-
bidden in VH and SVH. Finally, it is also worth noting
that TBG has an approximate particle-hole symmetry
(PHS) [47, 62–67] which leads to important constraints
for the photocurrent [33], which as we will demonstrate
are realized even in the correlated states.



3

FIG. 3. (a) Shift and (b,c) magnetic injection components as a function of frequency and filling in the presence of a layer-even
sublattice mass ∆1 = 2.5 meV for the different interacting ground states described in Fig. 2. Whereas the QAH, VH, and SVH
phases give rise to the same σshift

yyy , those with different Chern number: 0 (VH/SVH) and 2 (QAH), lead to a different σinj
xxx

response near ν = 2 in (b) and (c), respectively. Same parameters as in Fig. 2.

Heavy fermion model - To compute the photocur-
rent spectrum in the correlated states we consider the
topological heavy fermion model (THFM) of TBG [68],
which is a faithful representation of the continuum model
[1, 69] that separates the degrees of freedom into local-
ized, strongly interacting states f and extended, topolog-
ical states c (see Fig. 1(a)). The single-particle THFM
is given by:

Ĥ0 =
∑

|k|<Λc

∑
a,a′,η,s

(
H

(c,η)
aa′ (k)− µδaa′

)
ĉ†kaηsĉka′ηs

− µ
∑
ηs

∑
R

f̂†Rαηsf̂Rαηs +
1√
N

× (4)

×
∑

|k|<ΛC ,R
αaηs

[
eik·R− |k|2λ2

2 H(fc,η)
αa (k)f̂†Rαηsĉkaηs +H.c.

]
,

where ĉ†kasη (ĉkasη) creates (destroys) a c electron in con-
duction band a ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} with spin s, valley η, and
momentum k smaller than the c-electron momentum cut-
off ΛC [70], while f̂†Rαsη (f̂Rαsη) creates (destroys) an f
electron with orbital α ∈ {1, 2} at the moiré unit cell lo-
cated at position R, with spin s and valley η. N denotes
the number of moiré unit cells, µ the chemical potential,
and λ = 0.3375aM a dampening factor proportional to
the spread of the local orbitals with aM the moiré lattice
constant. H(cc,η) is the non-interacting Hamiltonian for
the c electrons:

H(cc,η) =

 02×2 v⋆(ηkxσ0 + ikyσz)

v⋆(ηkxσ0 − ikyσz) Mσx

 ,

(5)

and

H(fc,η)(k) = [γσ0 + v′⋆(ηkxσx + kyσy), 02×2], (6)

captures the f -c hybridization responsible for two iso-
lated flat-bands with bandwidth 2|M | separated from the
dispersive bands by |γ| − |M |. The resulting bandstruc-
ture is shown in Fig. 1(b). v⋆, v

′
⋆, M , and γ values

are obtained from the continuum model parameters at a
twist angle θ = 1.05 [68].
The leading order effect of the substrate is to exert in-

dependent sublattice potentials for top and bottom layer,
with moire effects playing a secondary role [71, 72], and
this model is often used in continuum model calcula-
tions [29, 31, 35]. In the THFM a layer-even sublattice
potential corresponds by symmetry to f -fermion orbital
polarization σz, which opens a gap and generates the ex-
pected Chern bands. The layer-odd sublattice potential,
on the other hand, does not correspond to any constant
matrix in the f or c fermion space. Symmetry analysis,
as well as an explicit projection, reveals the layer-odd
sublattice mass to be a nearest neighbor σz hopping op-
erator, leading to the overall substrate potential:

Ĥsubs =
∑
R
αsη

(
∆1σz +∆2ξ

3∑
i=1

sin (k · ai)σz

)
f̂†Rαsη f̂Rαsη,

(7)

where ∆1 is the layer even mass, and ∆2 is the layer-

odd one, and ξ−1 = 2 sin
(

−π√
3

)
+ sin

(
2π√
3

)
. The band

structure in the presence of finite ∆1 is shown in Fig.
1(b), where the usual opening of a gap is appreciated.
Adding correlations to the THFM is achieved by pro-

jecting the screened Coulomb interaction into the f and
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FIG. 4. In-plane photocurrents in the presence of a layer-odd sublattice mass for the QAH (a-d) and VH/SVH (e-h) phases as
a function of frequency and filling. (a,e) σsh

xxx (b,f) σsh
yyy (c,g) σinj

xxx and (d,h) σinj
yyy. Parameters: ∆1 = 2.5 meV, ∆2 = 1 meV,

the rest as in Fig. 3.

c degrees of freedom. This leads to a density-density
interaction between f electrons ĤU parametrized by U
and an exchange-like interaction ĤJ between f and c
electrons parametrized by J , in close resemblance to a
generalized Anderson model. To leading order in the
interaction strengths a Hartree-Fock decoupling of such
two terms leads to:

ĤU = −NU
2

(
ν2f + 8νf − Tr

[
OfOf

])
+ U

∑
R

∑
αsη

α′s′η′[
(νf +

1

2
)δαα′δss′δηη′ −Of

αsη,α′s′η′

]
f̂†Rα′s′η′ f̂Rαsη

(8)

and

ĤJ = −J
2

∑
|k|<ΛC

∑
αsη

α′s′η′

[
(ηη′ + (−1)α+α′

)×

×
(
Of

αηs,α′η′s′ −
1

2
δαα′δss′δηη′

)]
ĉ†k,α′+2,η′s′ ĉk,α+2,ηs

(9)

where Of
αsη,α′s′η′ = ⟨ψ|f†Rαηsfα′η′s′ |ψ⟩ is the density ma-

trix of the f electrons, in terms of the interacting mean-
field ground state ψ, and νf = Tr[Of ]− 4.

Fig. 2 shows the ground states as function of filling,
computed self-consistently within the THFM. The exis-
tence of the periodic resets in chemical potential can be
seen in the DOS in Fig. 2(a), and the evolution of the
valley polarization is shown in 2(b). Fig 2(c) shows the
partial filling of the spin and valley polarized bands for
each of the three choices, QAH, VH, and VSH.

Photocurrent results - We first consider the simplified
case where the substrate induces a layer-even sublattice
potential and the C2y axis is preserved. In the presence
of valley polarization (which breaks C2y and T but pre-
serves their product C2yT ), magnetic injection is allowed
only in σinj

xxx and shift in σsh
yyy while σsh

xxx = σinj
yyy = 0

due to C2yT . This limiting case thus has the interesting
feature that injection and shift currents can be distin-
guished by their direction. Fig. 3 shows σinj

xxx and σsh
yyy

as a function of filling and frequency, in a range than in-
cludes optical transitions between flat bands (FF) (5-15
meV) and between flat and dispersive bands (FD) (20-40
meV), schematically shown in Fig. 1(c). Both photocur-
rents show much stronger FD transitions compared to
FF transitions, as found previously without valley po-
larization [29, 31, 33], but their detailed dependence is
however different, showing several sign changes in both
frequency and filling. σsh

yyy is insensitive to the particu-

lar polarization (QAH/VH/SVH), while σinj
xxx does show

a dependence, vanishing at half-filling in the case of the
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VH/VSH states as expected. Fig. 3 also shows that the
shift current is odd under filling reversal, a direct conse-
quence of PHS. Similarly the injection current, assuming
the same sign of valley polarization through the filling
cascade, is even under filling reversal.

For a more realistic account of the effect of the sub-
strate we now add a finite layer-odd potential ∆2. In
this case, only C3z remains and both σsh

xxx and σinj
yyy be-

come allowed. Fig. 4 shows both cases for the different
polarization sequence. In general, we observe that σinj

xxx

and σsh
yyy remain the dominant components with similar

features as in Fig. 3, while σinj
yyy and σsh

xxx are smaller.
Discussion - In our work, we have predicted a magnetic

injection photocurrent in TBG which becomes enabled
due to spontaneous valley polarization. The most dis-
tinctive feature of such photocurrent is that it is magneti-
cally switchable [36]: the time-reversed ground state (i.e.
with opposite valley polarization) should have an oppo-
site photocurrent. Since valley polarization is a time-odd
B1 irrep of D6, it should be switchable with an in-plane
magnetic field [73–75], which to cubic order contains the
time-odd B1 irrep B

3
x−3BxB

2
y . An alternative way could

be to use current pulses [76–78], which were shown to flip
the AHE experimentally [7, 8]. Either method may serve
to isolate the injection current by subtracting the signal
with opposite polarizations, and also to check prediction
that the injection current is odd under filling reversal
keeping constant polarization. Another key feature of
the injection current is that it grows with the scatter-
ing time τ while the shift current does not, so cleaner
samples should show stronger injection currents.

The injection photocurrent neatly discriminates be-
tween topological QAH and trivial VH and VSH states,
which are degenerate in energy within the THFM. Their
degeneracy is only lifted by a valley-spin Hund coupling
removing the independent spin rotational symmetry of
each valley, with a magnitude and sign which is under
debate as both Coulomb scattering between valleys and
electron-phonon coupling with K-valley phonons can con-
tribute [79]. Thus, the injection current can be a useful
probe to discern the dominance of these mechanisms.

To compare our theory with the experimental obser-
vation of bulk photocurrents [35], a number of caveats
should be taken into account. Photocurrents have been
measured both in insulating and metallic samples at neu-
trality [35], suggesting C2z breaking perturbations are in-
homogeneous [80, 81] and not always lead to a global gap.
This implies that photocurrent patterns will vary accross
the sample, making an estimation of the sublattice po-
tential challenging. In addition, the crystallographic di-
rection in these experiments is not currently known, and
strain effects may also play a role in the breaking of sym-
metries. While a more systematic study is required to
isolate the injection current in the experiment, we be-
lieve the sign changes which have been observed as a
function of filling are strongly indicative of a dependence

on the spin-valley polarization. We hope the characteri-
zation of the magnetic injection provided here, including
its frequency, filling, and polarization dependence, as well
as its approximate particle-hole constraints, will serve to
unambiguously establish its existence in further experi-
ments.
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