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We calculate the shift current response in twisted double bilayer graphenes (TDBG) by applying
the perturbative approach to the effective continuum Hamiltonian. We have performed a systematic
study of the shift current in AB-AB and AB-BA stacked TDBG, where we have investigated the
dependence of the signal on the twist angle, the vertical bias voltage and the Fermi level. The
numerical analyses demonstrate that a large signal is generated from the formation of the moiré
minibands. Notably, we also found that there is a systematic sign reversal of the signal in the two
stacking configurations below the charge neutrality point for large bias voltages. We qualitatively
explain the origin of this sign reversal by studying the shift current response in AB-stacked bilayer
graphene.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of moiré systems has been one of the major
focusses of modern condensed matter physics. By stack-
ing two sheets with a relative twist angle, the total sys-
tem shows a moiré pattern originating from the lattice
mismatch between the two layers. This moiré pattern
leads to a modification of the band structure of the sys-
tem, where the most notable example is the flat band
formation and the experimental observation of supercon-
ductivity in twisted bilayer graphene (TBG) at an angle
known as the magic angle 𝜃 ∼ 1.1◦ [1–3]. Studies has ex-
panded to other graphene-based moiré systems, such as
twisted monolayer-bilayer [4–13], twisted trilayer [14–20],
and other twisted multilayer graphene [21–24].

Twisted double bilayer graphene (TDBG) is a moiré
system where two sheets of AB-stacked bilayer graphene
(BLG) are stacked with a relative twist angle, as shown
in Fig. 1. A variety of studies on TDBG has been per-
formed, such as the observation of strongly correlated
phenomena [25–40], owing to its highly tuneable band
structure, where a band gap can be opened through
the application of a vertical bias voltage. Importantly,
TDBG can be fabricated in two distinct stacking struc-
tures, known as AB-AB and AB-BA, respectively shown
in Fig. 1 (a) and (b). The AB-AB stacking is composed
of two bilayer sheets stacked and twisted with the same
orientation, while the AB-BA stacking introduces a 180◦

offset on the second layer. A schematic diagram of the
respective variants are shown in Fig. 1 (a) and (b). It
is known that the two variants have completely different
valley Chern numbers while hosting very similar band
structures [21, 25, 26].

Simultaneously, the shift current response has been un-
der intense investigation due to its potential to probe the
topology, quantum geometry and the symmetry of a vari-
ety of materials [41–47]. This is a second order nonlinear
optical response where light is rectified into dc current
in noncentrosymmetric materials [48–50]. It is charac-
terised by a quantity known as the shift vector, which is
expressed in terms of the difference between the Berry
connection of the initial and final band of the optical ex-
citation. The shift current response has been experimen-

tally measured in various 2D materials [43, 51–58], where
the two main types which have been actively studied
are the family of transition metal dichalcogenides [59–69]
and ferroelectric 2D materials, such as transition metal
monochalcogenides [52, 55, 70] and CuInP2S6 [54, 71].

Nowadays, the scope of investigation of the shift cur-
rent has expanded to moiré materials [31, 38, 72–76]
where there is no need to rely on the polarisation of the
monolayer to observe a finite shift current; for example,
two non-polar materials with a lattice mismatch can be
stacked in order to create an interface with broken in-
version symmetry. The shift current response in TBG,
being one of the simplest moiré system, has been stud-
ied theoretically [31, 73, 77, 78]. However, the 𝐶2𝑧 sym-
metry renders the in-plane shift current to vanish [78],
thus, an extra term is required in the TBG Hamiltonian
to break such symmetry. This is achieved by introduc-
ing an asymmetric potential between the A and B sites
which can be experimentally realised through the align-
ment with hBN. There have also been studies of the shift
current in other graphitic systems [31, 38, 74] and het-
erostrucutres [53, 63, 72], such as WSe2/black phospho-
rene heterostructure [53] and twisted TMD heterobilay-
ers [72, 79].

In the present work, we theoretically study the shift
current response in AB-AB and AB-BA stacked TDBG.
This is motivated by the fact that TDBG is composed of
AB-stacked BLG, which has broken 𝐶2𝑧 symmetry, allow-
ing for a finite in-plane shift current response without the
need for any substrate or external field unlike TBG. Fur-
thermore, the band structure of TDBG is highly tuneable
through the application of a vertical bias voltage, giving
an extra degree of freedom to investigate the behaviour of
the shift current. The fact that the two variants of TDBG
exhibit similar band structures with distinct topologies
[21, 25, 26] offers a platform to study how this contrast
influences the shift current response. One previous work
has studied the shift current response in AB-AB and AB-
BA stacked TDBG for fixed values of the twist angle,
Fermi level and vertical bias voltage [31], however, the
relationship between the two variants was unclear. Here,
we systematically investigate the twist angle, Fermi level
and vertical bias voltage dependence on the TDBG shift
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current to study its relation to the stacking configuration.
In particular, we have found a systematic sign reversal in
the signals of the AB-AB and AB-BA variants when a
large vertical bias voltage is applied. We further give a
qualitative explanation on the origin of this sign reversal
by studying the shift current in AB-stacked BLG.

The present paper is organised as follows. In Sec-
tion II, we introduce the effective continuum Hamiltonian
for TDBG and the theoretical expression of the shift cur-
rent. Then, in Section III, we present our results of the
shift current response in TDBG and provide a discussion
on the interpretation on the results in Section IV. Finally,
we will conclude the present paper in Section V.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

A. Twisted double bilayer graphene

The primitive lattice vectors of the graphene lattice
are chosen to be a1 = 𝑎(1, 0) and a2 = 𝑎(1/2,

√
3/2),

where 𝑎 = 0.246nm is the lattice constant. Then,
the corresponding reciprocal lattice vectors are b1 =

4𝜋/
√
3𝑎(

√
3/2,−1/2) and b2 = 4𝜋/

√
3𝑎(0, 1). AB-stacked

bilayer graphene (BLG), which can be prepared by stack-
ing two graphene sheets with the A and B sites of the
upper and lower layers aligned, shares the same primi-
tive lattice vectors with monolayer graphene, thus, the
Brillouin zones are also common. A schematic diagram
is shown on the left side of Fig. 1 (a), where there are
four atomic sites labelled 𝐴1, 𝐵1, 𝐴2 and 𝐵2. Sites
(𝐵1, 𝐴2), which are vertically aligned, are referred to as
the dimerised sites and experience an energy offset of
Δ′ = 0.050 eV.

Twisted double bilayer graphene (TDBG) is a system
where two sheets of AB-stacked BLG are stacked and
twisted with a relative twist angle, as shown in Fig. 1
(a), (b). To fabricate a sample of TDBG, we first stack
the two BLG without twisting. There are two ways to
perform this operation: one is to simply stack the two
BLG sheets with the same orientation and the other is
to perform a 180◦ rotation about the 𝑧-axis on one sheet
and then stacking the two. Then, a relative twist an-
gle between the two BLG sheets is introduced to form
a sample of TDBG. Here, the first variant is known as
AB-AB stacking, while the second is known as AB-BA
stacking. Their respective structures are shown in Fig. 1
(a) and (b), and the difference in their moiré patterns
can be seen. Hence, the extra 180◦ rotation leads to a
different environment at the twist interface between the
two stacking configurations, resulting in different band
topologies [25]. It should also be noted that the AB-AB
variant has the in-plane three-fold rotational symmetry
𝐶3𝑧 inherited from monolayer graphene and a two-fold ro-
tational symmetry along 𝐶2𝑥 along the 𝑥-axis. Similarly,
the AB-BA variant has 𝐶3𝑧 and 𝐶2𝑦 rotational symme-
tries.

In cases when the moiré lattice constant is much

(a) AB-AB

(b) AB-BA

FIG. 1: (a) We show a schematic diagram of AB-stacked BLG
and the stacking configuration in AB-AB stacked TDBG on
the top. The corresponding moré pattern is shown in the
bottom. In (b), we shows the same diagrams, but for AB-BA
stacked TDBG, where the blue layer gains a 180◦ offset.

greater than the graphene lattice constant, i.e. when
the twist angle is small, we can construct an effective
continuum Hamiltonian for TDBG around the 𝐾± val-
leys. When the lower layer (𝑙 = 1) and the upper
layer (𝑙 = 2) are rotated by an angle ∓𝜃/2, the recip-
rocal lattice vectors in the respective layers are given as
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b(𝑙)
𝑖

= 𝑅
[
(−1)𝑙𝜃/2

]
b𝑖, where 𝑅(𝜃) is the two dimensional

rotation matrix. This allows us to define the moiré re-
ciprocal lattice vectors GM

𝑖
= b(1)

𝑖
− b(2)

𝑖
.

The Hamiltonians for AB-AB and AB-BA TDBG are
written as

𝐻AB-AB =

©«
𝐻 (k1) 𝑔† (k1)
𝑔(k1) 𝐻′ (k1) 𝑈† (r)

𝑈 (r) 𝐻 (k2) 𝑔† (k2)
𝑔(k2) 𝐻′ (k2)

ª®®®¬ +𝑉,
𝐻AB-BA =

©«
𝐻 (k1) 𝑔† (k1)
𝑔(k1) 𝐻′ (k1) 𝑈† (r)

𝑈 (r) 𝐻′ (k2) 𝑔(k2)
𝑔† (k2) 𝐻 (k2)

ª®®®¬ +𝑉,
(1)

where we have defined

𝐻 (k) =
(

0 −ℏ𝑣0𝑘−
−ℏ𝑣0𝑘+ Δ′

)
,

𝐻′ (k) =
(

Δ′ −ℏ𝑣0𝑘−
−ℏ𝑣0𝑘+ 0

)
,

𝑔(k) =
(
ℏ𝑣4𝑘+ 𝛾1
ℏ𝑣3𝑘− ℏ𝑣4𝑘+

)
.

(2)

The velocities are defined as 𝑣𝑖 =
√
3𝑎 |𝛾𝑖 |/(2ℏ), 𝛾𝑖 be-

ing hopping integrals, and 𝑘± = 𝜉𝑘𝑥 ± 𝑖𝑘𝑦, 𝜉 being the
valley index 𝐾𝜉 . Namely, 𝛾0 = −2.4657 eV is the in-
tralayer nearest neighbouring hopping, 𝛾1 = 0.4 eV is
the hopping between the dimerised sites, 𝛾3 = 0.32 eV
and 𝛾4 = 0.044 eV are the diagonal hopping between
the (𝐴1, 𝐵2) and (𝐵1, 𝐵2) sites, respectively. Also, k𝑙 =

𝑅
[
(−1)𝑙𝜃/2

]
(k − K (𝑙)

𝜉
) and K (𝑙)

𝜉
are the K𝜉 valleys in

the respective layers. By inspecting the Hamiltoani-
ans, we can see that the top left block corresponds to
the 4 × 4 Hamiltonian for AB-stacked BLG. We have
the same Hamiltonian in the bottom right block for
𝐻AB-AB, however, for 𝐻AB-BA, we can see that the pairs
[𝐻 (k2), 𝐻′ (k2)] and [𝑔(k2), 𝑔† (k2)] are interchanged, re-
flecting the difference in stacking configuration. The in-
terlayer moiré potential 𝑈 (r) is given by

𝑈 (r) =
(
𝑢 𝑢′

𝑢′ 𝑢

)
+

(
𝑢 𝑢′𝜔−𝜉

𝑢′𝜔𝜉 𝑢

)
𝑒𝑖 𝜉G

M
1 ·r (3)

+
(

𝑢 𝑢′𝜔𝜉

𝑢′𝜔−𝜉 𝑢

)
𝑒𝑖 𝜉 (GM

1 +GM
2 )·r,

where 𝑢 = 0.0797 eV, 𝑢′ = 0.0975 eV [25, 80] and 𝜔 =

exp(2𝜋𝑖/3) is the cube root of unity. The final term 𝑉 is
the diagonal matrix modelling the vertical bias voltage

𝑉 =

©«
3
2Δ I

1
2Δ I

− 1
2Δ I

− 3
2Δ I

ª®®®¬ . (4)

We note that a finite Δ breaks the 𝐶2𝑥/𝐶2𝑦 rotational
symmetries in the AB-AB/AB-BA stacked TDBG. In

this system, the twist angle 𝜃 and the vertical bias volt-
age Δ are the parameters that can be modified experi-
mentally.
The numerical evaluation of Hamiltonians in Eq. (1)

involves expanding 𝑈 (r) in term of the Fourier compo-
nents with respect to G = 𝑛1G

M
1 +𝑛2GM

2 , with integers 𝑛1
and 𝑛2. This Fourier expansion entails the introduction
of a cutoff in k space, and in this study, we have adopted
a cutoff of ∥k∥ ≤ 4𝐺M.

B. Shift current

When two rays of light, 𝐸𝛼 (𝜔𝛼) and 𝐸𝛽 (𝜔𝛽) polarised
in the 𝛼, 𝛽 direction with frequency 𝜔𝛼, 𝜔𝛽 respectively,
are shone to a sample, we expect a current density in the
𝜇 direction 𝑗𝜇 resulting from a second order nonlinear
optical (NLO) response. Here, 𝜇, 𝛼, 𝛽 = 𝑥, 𝑦 in the present
2D set-up. Adopting the Einstein summation convention
over repeated indices, the second order NLO response is
expressed as

𝑗𝜇 (𝜔Σ) = 𝜎𝜇

𝛼𝛽
(𝜔Σ;𝜔𝛼, 𝜔𝛽) 𝐸𝛼 (𝜔𝛼)𝐸𝛽 (𝜔𝛽), (5)

where 𝜎
𝜇

𝛼𝛽
is the second order NLO conductivity tensor

and 𝜔Σ = 𝜔𝛼 + 𝜔𝛽. It should be noted that 𝜎
𝜇

𝛼𝛽
will be

finite only when the system lacks inversion symmetry [48,
49], which can be checked by inspecting the inversion
symmetry of both sides of Eq. (5).
The shift current corresponds to the case where 𝜔𝛼 =

−𝜔𝛽 = 𝜔, resulting in a dc response 𝑗𝜇 (0). If we choose to
focus on the case where the incoming light is of a single
polarisation 𝛼, the shift current conductivity in 2D is
given by the following expression [49, 50]

𝜎
𝜇
𝛼𝛼 (𝜔) =

2𝜋𝑞3

ℏ𝜔2

∫
𝑑2k

(2𝜋)2
∑︁
𝑎,𝑏

𝑓𝑎𝑏
��𝑣𝛼𝑏𝑎��2𝑅𝜇 (𝛼)

𝑏𝑎
𝛿(ℏ𝜔 − 𝜀𝑏𝑎).

(6)
Here, 𝑞 is the charge of the carrier, 𝜀𝑏𝑎 = 𝜀𝑏 − 𝜀𝑎,
where 𝜀𝑎 is the eigenenergy of the Bloch state |𝑎⟩, 𝑓𝑎𝑏 =

𝑓 (𝜀𝑎) − 𝑓 (𝜀𝑏), where 𝑓 (𝜀) is the Fermi-Dirac occupation
function, 𝑣𝛼 = ℏ−1𝜕𝛼𝐻 is the velocity operator, where 𝜕𝛼
is used as a shorthand for 𝜕/𝜕𝑘𝛼. We also introduce the

shift vector 𝑅
𝜇 (𝛼)
𝑏𝑎

(k) = 𝐴𝜇

𝑏𝑏
− 𝐴𝜇

𝑎𝑎 − 𝜕𝜇𝜑 (𝛼)
𝑏𝑎

, defined using
the intraband Berry connection 𝐴𝛼

𝑎𝑎 = 𝑖 ⟨𝑎 |𝜕𝛼 |𝑎⟩ and the

phase of the velocity matrix element 𝜑 (𝛼)
𝑏𝑎

= arg(𝑣𝛼
𝑏𝑎
).

A close inspection of Eq. (6) allows us to deduce
a couple of key features of the shift current. First,
𝑓𝑎𝑏 𝛿(ℏ𝜔−𝜀𝑏𝑎) is the joint density of states (JDoS) which
counts the number of states that are separated by energy

ℏ𝜔, and
��𝑣𝛼

𝑏𝑎

��2 is the dipole matrix element which dic-
tates the transition rules at each 𝑘-point. Thus, we can
conclude that 𝑎 and 𝑏 respectively labels the initial and
final state of the optical transition and that the magni-
tude of the current is proportional to the number of states
available for the transition. Second, the shift current is

characterised by the shift vector 𝑅
𝜇 (𝛼)
𝑏𝑎

. It is expressed as
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the difference between the intraband Berry connections
𝐴
𝜇
𝑛𝑛 of the initial and final bands of the optical transition,

and we can understand this as being the difference in the
centre-of-mass coordinate of the electron wavepacket in

the initial and the final band [81–83]. The final 𝜕𝜇𝜑
(𝛼)
𝑏𝑎

term is present to ensure that 𝑅
𝜇 (𝛼)
𝑏𝑎

is gauge invariant.
In the present paper, we only work with Hamiltonians

which are linear in k. This allows us to rewrite Eq. (6)
as [73]

𝜎
𝜇
𝛼𝛼 (𝜔) = −ℏ2𝑒3

2𝜋

∫
𝑑2k

∑︁
𝑎,𝑏

𝑓𝑎𝑏

𝜀2
𝑏𝑎

×

Im

[∑︁
𝑐≠𝑎

𝑣
𝜇
𝑎𝑐𝑣

𝛼
𝑐𝑏
𝑣𝛼
𝑏𝑎

𝜀𝑎𝑐
+

∑︁
𝑐≠𝑏

𝑣
𝜇

𝑐𝑏
𝑣𝛼
𝑏𝑎
𝑣𝛼𝑎𝑐

𝜀𝑏𝑐

]
𝛿(ℏ𝜔 − 𝜀𝑏𝑎),

(7)

where we have set 𝑞 = −𝑒, where 𝑒 is the elemental
charge. Here, we can view the states 𝑎 and 𝑏 as the ini-
tial and final states of the real optical transition, while
state 𝑐 corresponds to some intermediate state that is
reached through virtual transitions. The numerical eval-
uation of the shift current response in the present work
was performed using this expression. We replace the
integral over the moiré Brillouin zone by a summation
over a mesh of 50× 50 and employ a Lorentzian function
𝜂/[(ℏ𝜔−𝜀𝑏𝑎)2+𝜂2] with a broadening 𝜂 = 1 meV in place
of 𝛿(ℏ𝜔 − 𝜀𝑏𝑎).

In applying Eq. (7) to our system, we can perform
a simple symmetry analysis on the 𝜎

𝜇

𝛼𝛽
tensor to find

its independent components. To do so, we return to
Eq. (5) and consider a transformation from coordinates
r′ = (𝑥′, 𝑦′) to a new set of coordinates r = (𝑥, 𝑦) given
by a rotation matrix r′ = 𝑅(𝜓) r. In this new frame, we
can rewrite Eq. (5) as

𝑗𝜇′ = 𝜎
𝜇′

𝛼′𝛽′ 𝐸𝛼′𝐸𝛽′

𝑅𝜇′𝜇 𝑗𝜇 = 𝜎
𝜇′

𝛼′𝛽′ 𝑅𝛼′𝛼𝐸𝛼 𝑅𝛽′𝛽𝐸𝛽

𝑗𝜇 =

(
𝑅−1
𝜇𝜇′𝜎

𝜇′

𝛼′𝛽′𝑅𝛼′𝛼𝑅𝛽′𝛽

)
𝐸𝛼𝐸𝛽 , (8)

leading us to the following transformation law

𝜎
𝜇

𝛼𝛽
= 𝑅−1

𝜇𝜇′𝜎
𝜇′

𝛼′𝛽′𝑅𝛼′𝛼𝑅𝛽′𝛽 . (9)

Imposing 𝐶3𝑧 symmetry, in which we set 𝜎
𝜇

𝛼𝛽
= 𝜎

𝜇′

𝛼′𝛽′

with 𝜓 = 2𝜋/3, we find [31]

𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 = −𝜎𝑦

𝑥𝑦 = −𝜎𝑦
𝑦𝑥 = −𝜎𝑥

𝑦𝑦 ,

𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦 = −𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑦 = −𝜎𝑥
𝑦𝑥 = −𝜎𝑦

𝑥𝑥 .
(10)

Therefore, 𝜎
𝜇

𝛼𝛽
only contains two independent compo-

nents, 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 and 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦. Since any signal can be expressed

in terms of 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 and 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦, in the subsequent sections, we

solely focus on these two components. We further note
that in the case where the vertical bias voltage is ab-
sent, AB-AB (AB-BA) configuration recovers the 𝐶2𝑥

(𝐶2𝑦) rotational symmetry [25], further rendering 𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦 = 0

(𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 = 0).

We finally note that in the present system, the two val-
leys 𝐾± are connected by time-reversal symmetry. This
ensures that the contributions to the shift current from
each valley are equal [73, 77] and the following results
have taken this degeneracy into account.

III. RESULTS

A. Intrinsic shift current response

We compute the shift current response in twisted dou-
ble bilayer graphene (TDBG) at a twist angle of 𝜃 = 0.8◦.
We specifically focus on the intrinsic signal in the absence
of any bias voltage Δ = 0.

The results for the 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 response in AB-AB and AB-

BA stacked TDBG are shown on the leftmost panels in
Fig. 2 (a) and (b) respectively. Focussing on the AB-
AB variant, we show the band structure on the left
panel and 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥 (𝜔; 𝐸F) as a colour density plot on the
right panel. The shift current is plotted with frequency
𝜔 = 0 ∼ 70 meV on the horizontal and Fermi level
𝐸F = −50 ∼ 50 meV on the vertical axis. Therefore,
each horizontal strip of the density plot corresponds to
a 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥 - 𝜔 plot for a certain value of 𝐸F. We note that
the scale of the vertical axis is adjusted to match that
of the band structure plot. In Fig. 2 (b), we show the
corresponding plots for AB-BA TDBG, however, due the
the 𝐶2𝑦 symmetry, 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥 is completely suppressed.

If we inspect the 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 density plot in AB-AB TDBG,

we see that there is a strong signal in the low frequency
region which gradually tails off as we move to higher fre-
quencies. This behaviour is seen throughout the plotted
𝐸F range and is due to the 1/𝜔2 prefactor in Eq. (6). This
prefactor acts to enhance the signal when the gap is small
and to cause a suppression for high frequencies. The en-
hancement is especially strong near the charge neutrality
point (CNP), indicated by the grey arrow, where bands
are concentrated giving rise to very small energy gaps. A
similar enhancement of the shift current is reported other
moiré materials [31, 72–74]. We also notice that the low
frequency signal is not of a single sign but a series of sign
changes is observed as the Fermi level is swept. Note that
the signal should technically vanish as 𝜔 → 0, however,
due to to the finite broadening and the colour scale of
the density plot, it appears that there is a finite response
in the dc limit.

The results for the 𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦 response are shown in Fig. 3 in a

similar fashion. In this case, the (b) AB-BA variant gives
a finite response while it vanishes in the (a) AB-AB case
due to the 𝐶2𝑥 symmetry. Although there are differences
between the 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥 and 𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦 responses, we find that their

overall behaviour, such as the strong enhancement at low
frequencies, are common.
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B. Effect of vertical bias voltage

Having studied the behaviour of the intrinsic shift cur-
rent response, we now move our attention to the evolu-
tion of the response as a result of the application of Δ.
We begin with the 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥 response at values of Δ = 10, 20
and 50 meV and show the band structures of AB-AB and
AB-BA stacked TDBG in Fig. 2 (a) and (b) respectively.

Focussing on the AB-AB configuration, where 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 is

always non-zero, as Δ is increased, we see that the overall
size of the signal is suppressed. This is due to the fact
that the bias voltage increases the gap size, which in turn
suppresses the signal via the 1/𝜔2 factor. On the other
hand, in the AB-BA variant, as soon as the vertical bias
voltage begins to break the 𝐶2𝑦 symmetry, we observe a
finite response. From here, the signal continues to grow
in magnitude until Δ ∼ 10 meV, from which the signal
follows the same pattern with the 1/𝜔2 suppression for
stronger Δ. A similar pattern between the signal strength
and the band gap can be seen when the twist angle 𝜃 is
increased. The results for 𝜃 = 0.4◦ and 2.0◦ at Δ = 50 meV
are given in Appendix A.

We further notice that there is a large insulating re-
gion, represented in white, near the CNP as Δ increases.
This behaviour can be simply inferred from the large
band gap that opens at the CNP. We see similar trends
in the 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦 response show in in Fig. 3 (a) and (b).

C. Comparison between AB-AB and AB-BA
stacked TDBG

We find that there is a visible relationship between the
signals of the two variants when Δ is large and the bands
are well separated. To allow for a systematic comparison
of the shift current response between the two stacking
configurations, we consider the case where a finite verti-
cal bias voltage of Δ = 50 meV is applied. On the right-
most side of Fig. 2, we show the band structure and the
corresponding 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥 plots for (a) AB-AB and (b) AB-BA
stacked TDBG.

If we begin to compare the density plots between the
two stacking configurations, we notice that there is a gen-
eral positive/negative correlation in the sign of the signal
above/below the CNP. The negative correlation is illus-
trated in Fig. 4 where we show a close-up view of the
four density plots below the CNP, indicated by the grey
dashed boxes in Fig. 2 and 3. Focussing first on the 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥

response shown in Fig. 4 (a) and (b), we have labelled
four regions from A to D where a sign reversal can be
seen. For example, in the AB-AB variant, region A has
a positive signal, while the corresponding signal in the
AB-BA variant is negative. A similar pattern is seen for
the other three regions. Likewise, in Fig. 4 (c) and (d),
where show the density plots for 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦, we find that regions

with the same label have opposite signs. We note that
this positive/negative correlation is overshadowed as we
turn down Δ and the bands begin to cluster.

IV. UNDERSTANDING SIGN REVERSAL IN
TDBG SHIFT CURRENT

In order to understand the sign reversal seen in the AB-
AB and AB-BA stacked TDBG, we consider the shift cur-
rent response in AB-stacked bilayer graphene (BLG). We
note that BLG is intrinsically centrosymmetric, hence,
requires some external symmetry breaking for a finite
response. In the present case, we apply a vertical bias
voltage of Δ = 50 meV to match the value of Δ in the
previous section. It should also be noted that BLG has
𝑀𝑥 mirror symmetry across the 𝑦-𝑧 plane, which renders
𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 to zero. Therefore, it will suffice to study 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦 to

describe its shift current response.
The continuum Hamiltonian for BLG around the 𝐾±

valleys is given by the top left 4 × 4 matrix in Eq. (1),

𝐻AB =

(
𝐻 (k) 𝑔† (k)
𝑔(k) 𝐻′ (k)

)
+𝑉AB, (11)

where 𝑉AB represents the vertical bias voltage

𝑉AB =

(
1
2Δ I

− 1
2Δ I

)
. (12)

Using this Hamiltonian, we show the band structure
(left panel) and the corresponding 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦 response (right

panel) of BLG in Fig. 5. The band structure computed
from the Hamiltonian in Eq. (11) shows a slice through
𝑘𝑥 at 𝑘𝑦 = 0 around the 𝐾+ (𝐾−) point, plotted in the
black solid (red dashed) line. The vertical bias voltage
allows for a gap-opening of around 50 meV. On the right
panel, we show the shift current response as a colour den-
sity plot with frequency 𝜔 on the horizontal and Fermi
level 𝐸F on the vertical axis. The numerical evaluation of
Eq. (7) was performed with a broadening of 𝜂 = 1 meV.
We can initially see that there is very little or no response
at frequencies below 50 meV, which is a reflection of the
fact that there are no possible optical transitions in this
frequency range due to the gap opened via the bias volt-
age. As we move up to 𝜔 = 50 meV, we start to see a
large response when the Fermi level is set within the gap.
This sharp response corresponds to the optical transition
from the band edge of the valence to that of the conduc-
tion band, where a large joint density of states (JDoS) is
realised. We also note that the size of the signal is in the
range of 10 mA nm V−2, which is an order of magnitude
smaller compared to the signal seen in TDBG. This re-
sult suggests that the effect of the moiré reconstruction
of the band structure indeed enhances the shift current
response.
We next move on to the case where two AB-stacked

BLG are stacked and twisted with no coupling at the
twist interface, which we will refer to as uncoupled
TDBG. Since the two sheets of BLG are uncoupled, the
shift current response of the total system is given by the
sum of the responses from each BLG.
The results of the shift current shown in Fig. 5 are

given with respect to coordinates aligned with the lat-
tice orientation of the BLG, which we will denote using
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(a) AB-AB

(b) AB-BA

FIG. 2: The band structure and 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 density plots of (a) AB-AB and (b) AB-BA stacked TDBG for various strength of the

vertical bias voltage Δ. Here, we used Δ = 0, 10, 20 and 50 meV. The grey arrows indicate the respective charge neutral gaps.
We also show the moiré Brillouin zone in the top right corner.

primed coordinates 𝜎
𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ . However, once we begin to ro-

tate the BLG sheets, we are in need to compute the com-
ponents of the shift current, 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥 and 𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦, with respect to

the fixed coordinates denoted by unprimed coordinates.
A schematic diagram of the set-up under consideration is
shown in Fig. 6. Using the transformation law in Eq. (9),

the relationship between the conductivities are given as

𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 (𝜓) = 𝜎

𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ sin(3𝜓),

𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦 (𝜓) = 𝜎𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ cos(3𝜓),
(13)

where we have used the fact that 𝜎𝑥′
𝑥′𝑥′ = 0. The detail of

the derivation is described in Appendix. B. We note that,
now, both 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥 and 𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦 are finite since 𝑀𝑥 symmetry is

broken as the two BLG sheets are twisted relative to each
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(b) AB-BA

(a) AB-AB

FIG. 3: The band structure and 𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦 density plots of (a) AB-AB and (b) AB-BA stacked TDBG for various strength of the

vertical bias voltage Δ. Here, we used Δ = 0, 10, 20 and 50 meV. The grey arrows indicate the respective charge neutral gaps.

other.

Now, that we have an expression for 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 and 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦, we

will apply this to the uncoupled TDBG. Here, we use
the parameters 𝜃 = 0.8◦ and Δ = 50 meV. In Fig. 7, we
show the schematic band structures of (a) AB-AB and (b)
AB-BA uncoupled TDBG at the 𝐾+ point, which simply
corresponds to having two copies of the band structure
shown in Fig. 5 with a shift in the Fermi energy. On
the right panels, we show the density plots for the shift
current conductivities 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥 and 𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦. Fist, we note that

the magnitudes of 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 is much smaller than 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦, which

stems from the fact that 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 grows linearly with 𝜃 for

small twist angles.

If we focus on the signs of the 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 signal on the cen-

tre panels, we can see that there is a positive/negative
correlation above/below the charge neutrality point be-
tween the two variants. This can be understood from the
fact that the relative orientation of the BLG sheets are
aligned/antialigned in the AB-AB/AB-BA variant. As
the shift current is related to the polarisation of the ma-
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A

B

C

D

(a) AB-AB

A

B

C

D

(b) AB-BA

B

C

E

F

A

D

(c) AB-AB

B

C

E

F

A

D

(d) AB-BA

FIG. 4: A close-up view of the 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥/𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦 responses in (a)/(c)

AB-AB and (b)/(d) AB-BA TDBG shown in Fig. 2 and 3.
We have labelled regions where a sign reversal between the
two stacking configurations can be seen.

terial, the 180◦ rotation of the second layer leads to a sign
reversal of the signal. The same effect is seen in the 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦

signal on the right panels. This qualitatively explains the
sign reversal that was seen in the TDBG calculation, and
it reveals that this relationship is retained even after the
effect of the moiré coupling.

V. CONCLUSION

In the present paper, we have studied the shift current
response in AB-AB and AB-BA stacked twisted double
bilayer graphene (TDBG). We have studied the intrinsic
signal and the effect on the signal as we turn on the verti-
cal bias voltage and their dependence on the Fermi level.
In the low frequency regime, we have found a strong sig-
nal and a series of sign flips across band edges. We have
further found a positive/negative correlation in the sign
of the signal between the AB-AB and AB-BA variants
above/below the charge neutrality point at large values
of the vertical bias voltage. To understand the origin of

FIG. 5: The band structure of AB-stacked BLG from the 𝐾+
(𝐾−) is plotted in the solid black (dashed red) lines in the left
panel; a vertical bias voltage of 50 meV is applied across the
layers. The shift current 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦 is plotted as a density plot in

the right panel.

the sign relationship between the two variants, we used
a simplified model for TDBG with no moiré coupling at
the twist interface. By studying the response in this sys-
tem, we have found that the sign reversal originated from
the 180◦ rotation of one of the bilayer and that the rela-
tive sign between the variants is retained even after the
effects of the moiré reconstruction of the bands.
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Appendix A: Results for 𝜃 = 0.4◦ and 2.0◦

Here, we show the band structures and shift current
plots for AB-AB and AB-BA TDBG for 𝜃 = 0.4◦ and
2.0◦ with Δ = 50 meV. The results for 𝜃 = 0.4◦ and 2.0◦

are shown in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9, respectively. We can see
that the signal strength is strong at 𝜃 = 0.4◦, while it
is suppressed at 𝜃 = 2.0◦. This is a similar behaviour
to what was seen when the vertical bias voltage Δ was
increased, in which, the widened band gap suppressed
the signal strength via the 1/𝜔2 factor. We further note



9

AB BLG

(b)(a)

Light
Current

Rotated AB BLG

(c) (d)

FIG. 6: A schematic diagram of the set up of the shift current

conductivities (a) 𝜎𝑥′
𝑥′𝑥′ , (b) 𝜎

𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ in the coordinates aligned

with the BLG lattice orientation and (c) 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 , (d) 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦 in the

fixed coordinates, where the BLG sheet is rotated through an
angle 𝜓.

that the sign reversal that was seen below the charge

neutrality point in the (𝜃,Δ) = (0.8◦, 50 meV) case is
overshadowed at 𝜃 = 2.0◦, which is mainly due to the
fact that the bands are much more dispersive compared
to the 𝜃 = 0.8◦ case.

Appendix B: Transformation of the conductivity
tensor in non-moiré TDBG

In this appendix, we show the detail of the calculation
that was performed to obtain Eq. (13). Using the explicit
forms for the rotation matrix

𝑅(𝜓) =
(
cos(𝜓) sin(𝜓)
− sin(𝜓) cos(𝜓)

)
, (B1)

and the conductivity tensor in the coordinates aligned
with the BLG lattice

𝜎′ =

(
𝜎𝑥′
𝑥′𝑥′ −𝜎𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ −𝜎𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ −𝜎𝑥′
𝑥′𝑥′

−𝜎𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ −𝜎𝑥′
𝑥′𝑥′ −𝜎𝑥′

𝑥′𝑥′ 𝜎
𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′

)
, (B2)

we can perform the matrix multiplication in Eq. (13) to
obtain the 𝜎 tensor in the unprimed coordinates. It reads

𝜎 = 𝑅−1 𝜎′ (𝑅 ⊗ 𝑅), (B3)

where the 4× 4 matrix 𝑅(𝜓) ⊗ 𝑅(𝜓) is explicitly given as

𝑅(𝜓) ⊗ 𝑅(𝜓) =
(
cos(𝜓) sin(𝜓)
− sin(𝜓) cos(𝜓)

)
⊗ 𝑅(𝜓)

=

(
cos(𝜓) 𝑅(𝜓) sin(𝜓) 𝑅(𝜓)
− sin(𝜓) 𝑅(𝜓) cos(𝜓) 𝑅(𝜓)

)
=

©«
cos2 (𝜓) cos(𝜓) sin(𝜓) cos(𝜓) sin(𝜓) sin2 (𝜓)

− cos(𝜓) sin(𝜓) cos2 (𝜓) − sin2 (𝜓) cos(𝜓) sin(𝜓)
− cos(𝜓) sin(𝜓) − sin2 (𝜓) cos2 (𝜓) cos(𝜓) sin(𝜓)

sin2 (𝜓) − cos(𝜓) sin(𝜓) − cos(𝜓) sin(𝜓) cos2 (𝜓)

ª®®®¬ . (B4)

Then, the 𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 and 𝜎

𝑦
𝑦𝑦 components are given as

𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 (𝜓) = 𝜎𝑥′

𝑥′𝑥′ cos(3𝜓) + 𝜎
𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ sin(3𝜓),

𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦 (𝜓) = −𝜎𝑥′

𝑥′𝑥′ sin(3𝜓) + 𝜎
𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ cos(3𝜓).
(B5)

Recalling that 𝜎𝑥′
𝑥′𝑥′ = 0 from the 𝑀𝑥 mirror symmetry,

we finally end with

𝜎𝑥
𝑥𝑥 (𝜓) = 𝜎

𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ sin(3𝜓),

𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦 (𝜓) = 𝜎𝑦′

𝑦′𝑦′ cos(3𝜓),
(B6)

which is the expression we have used in Section IV.
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(a) AB-AB [moiré OFF]

BLG 1

BLG 2

(b) AB-BA [moiré OFF]

FIG. 7: The band structure of (a) AB-AB and (b) AB-BA
stacked uncoupled TDBG is shown in the left panels. The
plot is around the 𝐾+ point, the twist angle is set to 𝜃 = 0.8◦

and a vertical bias voltage of Δ = 50 meV is applied. The con-
tribution from the first (second) BLG is plotted in the solid
(dotted) black lines. The corresponding moiré reciprocal lat-
tice vector is also labelled. On the centre and right panels, we
show the corresponding 𝜎𝑥

𝑥𝑥 and 𝜎
𝑦
𝑦𝑦 plots, plotting frequency

𝜔 and Fermi energy 𝐸F on the horizontal and vertical axes
respectively.
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