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Flat band electronic modes in twisted graphene bilayers are responsible for superconducting and
other highly correlated electron-electron phases. Although some hints were known of a possible
connection between the quantum Hall effect and zero flat band modes, it was not clear how such
connection appears. Here the electronic behavior in twisted bilayer graphene is studied using the
chiral model Hamiltonian. As a result, it is proved that for high-order magic angles, the zero
flat band modes converge into coherent Landau states with a dispersion σ2 = 1/3α, where α is a
coupling parameter that incorporates the twist angle and energetic scales. Then it is proved that
the square of the hamiltonian, which is a 2 × 2 matrix operator, turns out to be equivalent in
a first approximation to a two-dimensional quantum harmonic oscillator. The interlayer currents
between graphene’s bipartite lattices are identified with the angular momentum term while the
confinement potential is an effective quadratic potential. By considering the zero mode equation,
the boundary conditions and a scaling argument, a limiting quantization rule for high-order magic
angles is obtained, i.e., αm+1 − αm = 3/2 where m is the order of the angle. From there, an
equipartition and quantization of the kinetic, confinement and angular momentum contributions is
found. All these results are in very good agreement with numerical calculations.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 2018 it was found experimentally that twisted
bilayer graphene (TBG) presents strongly correlated
electron-electron quantum phases leading for example
to unconventional superconductivity and Mott insulator
states [1]. More recently, trilayer twisted graphene
has been found to be the most strongly interacting
correlated material [2, 3]. Such remarkable discoveries
presented a new paradigm in the so-called Moiré ma-
terials and unveiled the importance of two-dimensional
(2D) materials to understand unconventional supercon-
ductivity in cuprates and heavy fermions systems, as
they share similar quantum phase diagrams [1, 2, 4].
TBG advantages are i) its simplicity, as they are made
from a single chemical element, and ii) they have a high
degree of manipulation that cuprates doesn’t have. In
recent years, there has been a significant interest in
these phases of matter from a fundamental point of view
[5–13] but also because they present a lot of possible
electronic applications and quantum computing advan-
tages [13, 14]. There is also an interesting connection
between topological phases, edge states, semimetals,
and fractional quantum Hall effect (FQHE) [15–26]. A
recently paper establishes a connection between heavy
fermion models and TBG [4], opening the prospect of
using heavy fermions physics to the superconducting
physics of TBG and more strongly correlated phases.

The discovery of such phases was proceeded by the
Bistritzer-Mac Donald (BM) theoretical observation that
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twisted bilayer graphene (TBG) develops flat bands at
certain twisting angles which are called magic [27]. BM
considered a continuum Dirac model in which the moiré
periodicity between layers produces moiré Bloch´s bands
[27]. The model is continuum in the sense that the inter-
layer potential between Carbon π orbitals is a smooth
function of the spatial separation projected onto the
graphene planes and also the hopping is local and pe-
riodic, allowing to apply the Bloch´s theorem for any
rotation angle. For TBG it was demonstrated that non-
Abelian gauge fields arise due to the coupling between
layers in the low-energy regime [28, 29].

Flat band modes that arise at magic angles, also known
as zero energy modes, have been investigated in many
recent works [30–39], and in particular, there were hints
in the mathematics for a possible connection with the
quantum Hall effect (QHE) and the lowest Landau level
[30, 33]. There are interesting properties of the zero mode
wave function [33–35], in particular, the connection with
the lowest Landau level reveals that TBG presents topo-
logical phases [33, 40].

Importantly, the wave function is reminiscent of a
quantum hall wave function because is described in
terms of Jacobi theta functions such as in the quantum
hall effect wave function [30–32]. This hidden wave
function is important to understand because leads
to particular localization properties, orbital current,
density wave function distribution, and symmetries of
the pseudo-magnetic gauge fields. Yet, exactly how
this analogy arises was not clear as no connection
between the quantum harmonic oscillator and the
TBG hamiltonian was ever found. Tarnopolsky et. al.
also found that magic angles were quantized but no
explanation was provided for this fact [30]. Thus there
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were two open questions related to the same problem.
The present work shows how these two questions relate
to each other, and also answers them. Moreover, we
find that in fact, the zero flat band modes converge into
coherent Landau levels. As we will discuss, this is done
by using boundary layer differential equations theory
and squaring the Hamiltonian [29, 41], a process that
has also been used in supersymmetry [42–44].

II. CHIRAL TBG AND SQUARED TBG
HAMILTONIANS

The chiral Hamiltonian of twisted bilayer graphene is
a variant of the original Bistritzer-MacDonald Hamil-
tonian in which the AA tunneling is set to zero
[32]. Here we use as basis the wave vectors Φ(r) =(
ψ1(r), ψ2(r), χ1(r), χ2(r)

)T
where the index 1, 2 rep-

resents each graphene layer and ψj(r) and χj(r) are
the Wannier orbitals on each inequivalent site of the
graphene’s unit cell. The chiral Hamiltonian is given by
[30, 31, 45],

H =

 0 D∗(−r)

D(r) 0

 (1)

where the zero-mode operator is defined as,

D(r) =

 −i∂̄ αU(r)

αU(−r) −i∂̄

 (2)

and,

D∗(−r) =

 −i∂ αU∗(−r)

αU∗(r) −i∂

 (3)

with ∂̄ = ∂x + i∂y, ∂ = ∂x − i∂y. The potential is,

U(r) = e−iq1·r + eiφe−iq2·r + e−iφe−iq3·r (4)

where the phase factor is φ = 2π/3 and the vec-

tors are given by q1 = kθ(0,−1), q2 = kθ(
√

3
2 ,

1
2 ),

q3 = kθ(−
√

3
2 ,

1
2 ), the moiré modulation vector is kθ =

2kD sin θ
2 with kD = 4π

3a0
is the magnitude of the Dirac

wave vector and a0 is the lattice constant of monolayer
graphene. The model contains only the parameter α, de-
fined as α = w1

v0kθ
where w1 is the interlayer coupling of

stacking AB/BA with value w1 = 110 meV and v0 is the
Fermi velocity with value v0 = 19.81eV

2kD
. The operators

∂ and ∂̄ are dimensionless as the Hamiltonian Eq. (1)
is written in using units where v0 = 1, kθ = 1. The
twist angle only enters in the dimensionless parameter α.
The combinations b1,2 = q2,3 − q1 are the moiré Bril-
louin zone (mBZ) vectors and also b3 = q3 − q2. Using

this basis for the reciprocal space lattice, some impor-
tant high symmetry points of the moiré Brillouin zone
are K = (0, 0), K′ = −q1, and Γ = q1 (see ref. [41]
for a diagram). For further use it is also convenient to
define a set of unitary vectors q⊥µ perpendicular to the

set qµ and given by q⊥1 = (1, 0), q⊥2 =
(
− 1

2 ,
√

3
2

)
, q⊥3 =(

− 1
2 ,−

√
3

2

)
. The moiré vectors unitary cell are given by

a1,2 = (4π/3kθ)(
√

3/2, 1/2). Observe that qµ ·a1,2 = −φ
for µ = 1, 2, 3.

In a previous work we showed how, by taking the
square of H, it is possible to write the Hamiltonian as
a 2× 2 matrix [29, 41],

H2 =

−∇2 + α2|U(−r)|2 αA†(r)

αA(r) −∇2 + α2|U(r)|2

 (5)

where the squared norm of the potential is an effective
trigonal confinement potential,

|U(r)|2 = 3 + 2 cos(b1 · r − φ) + 2 cos(b2 · r + φ)

+ 2 cos(b3 · r + 2φ)
(6)

and the off-diagonal term is,

A†(r) = −i
3∑

µ=1

e−iqµ·r(2q⊥µ ·∇+ 1) (7)

where ∇† = −∇ with ∇ = (∂x, ∂y) and µ = 1, 2, 3.

III. ZERO-ENERGY MODES AS COHERENT
LANDAU STATES

Now we investigate the asymptotic limit α → ∞ by
numerically solving (see appendix C) the Schrödinger
equation HΨ(r) = EΨ(r) where E is the energy. As
the potential is periodic, it satisfies Bolch’s theorem, and
thus ψk,j(r) = eik·ruk,j(r) where uk,j(r) has the peri-
odicity of the lattice (see appendix A). The rotational
C3 symmetry allows to further simplify the problem (see
appendix B). In Fig. 1 we present the zero mode wave
function, corresponding to E = 0 at the reciprocal space
point k = Γ for the mth magic angles (αm) with m = 8
and m = 9. The electronic maxima of the density form
hexagons which are nearly localized at rµ ≈ ±qµ. Such
observation is detailed in Fig. 1. Moreover, the wave-
function for other k points follow the same behavior al-
though the Γ point best captures the magic angle behav-
ior [41]. In the limit of αm → ∞ we have verified that
in fact, the electron density is almost localized at qµ.
Notice that here we are working with adimensional units
but this suggests a connection with the QHE as solutions
seem self-dual [46], i.e., in real space are similar to those
in reciprocal space with renormalized parameters.

Although there are expressions for the wave-function
[30, 34, 47] at any k point that hinted a relationship
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with the lowest Landau levels, they depend on the wave
function at the K point, i.e.,

ψk,j(r) = fk(z)ψK,j(r) (8)

where z = x+ iy and fk(z) is an analytic function which
satisfy the boundary condition and turns out to be a Ja-
cobi theta function. The form of the ψK,j(r) is not ana-
lytically known. Yet in Figs. 1 and 2 we see numerically
that the electron wave function reaches an asymptotic
limit almost invariant as αm →∞. In this limit, the lo-
calization centers for the Γ point wave function seem to
converge as seen in Figs. 1, 2 and 3. Such wave function
tends to be localized in certain points of space which are
not the stacking points AA, AB, and BA. In that sense,
the solutions are very different from the first magic an-
gle a fact that was explained elsewhere [41]. As seen in
Fig. 3, for other k points different from Γ the situation is
quite similar, i.e., the wave functions are more localized
as α→∞ and approach the same localization center.

FIG. 1. Numerically obtained zero-mode normalized wave
function localization for some high-order magic angles at
k = Γ. In Panels a) and b) we present Re{ψ1(r)}+Im{ψ2(r)}
(orange curves) and Im{ψ1(r)} − Re{ψ2(r)} (purple curves)
parts of a one layer symmetrized wave function components
ψ±(r) = ψ1(r) ∓ iµαψ2(r) at the symmetric line (0, y) at
magic angles α8 = 11.345 and α9 = 12.855 respectively. Pan-
els c) and d), contour plot of the global electronic density
ρ1(r) + ρ2(r) for α8 and α9 respectively. The vertical line
(yellow line) inside the real-space moire unit cell indicates
the cut along the y axis used in panels a) and b). The exter-
nal hexagon is the real-space moire unit cell, where the AB
(green), BA (yellow), and AA (red) stacking points are in-
dicated. For higher magic angles, the wave-function density
localizes in 6 high-density points, located at r = ±qµ, with
µ = 1, 2, 3, forming the red spots of maximal density.

To understand how this limiting wave func-
tion arises, let us discuss the zero-mode equation

D(r)
(
ψ1(r), ψ2(r)

)T
= 0 for states in the flat-band.

Although not essential for the analysis, it is easier
to understand the Γ point solution. For this case we

have that due to symmetry, ψ2(r) = iµαψ1(−r) where
µα = ±1 depending on the magic angle parity [30].
Therefore, we obtain,

∂̄ψ1(r) = αµαU(r)ψ1(−r) (9)

∂̄ψ1(−r) = −αµαU(−r)ψ1(r) (10)

To solve the equation in the limit α → ∞ we use the
boundary layer theory of differential equations [48], i.e.,
whenever the gradients are small, we can neglect the
derivative in Eqns. (9)-(10) when compared to the poten-
tial term. Then our solution must satisfy ψj(r)→ 0. The
solution will be different from zero only inside the bound-
ary layer, i.e., whenever ∂̄ψj(r) is of order αU(±r)ψj(r).
Taken into account the boundary layer we conclude that
the solution must be strongly peaked around certain re-
gions of space. Then is natural to seek the solution
within continuous functions having a peak while keep-
ing the form of Eq. (8). We then propose a coherent
Landau state ansatz for a given layer (and thus suppress
the subindex j),

ψ(z, z∗) = fλ(z)e−
1

4σ2
|z|2 (11)

where fλ(z) is an analytic function [49],

fλ(z) =
1

σ
√

2π
e

1
2σ2

λ∗ze−
1

4σ2
λλ∗

(12)

The parameter λ is the localization center (known as the
guiding coordinates in the QHE problem [50]) and σ the
standard deviation as the electronic density is a Gaus-
sian,

ρ(r) =
1

2πσ2
e
−|z−λ|2

2σ2 (13)

Notice how the Gaussian envelope in Eq. (11) ensures
the boundary layer condition, i.e., the vanishing of the
wave function whenever the gradient is small.

However, still we need to make remarks. As the equa-
tion involves ψ(r) and ψ(−r), the solutions can be writ-
ten as a sum of a symmetrized and antisymmetrized
forms. Therefore, it will be a linear combination of the
symmetrized/antisymmetrized wavefunctions,

ψ±(z, z∗) ≈ e−
1

4σ2
|z|2 1√

2
(fλ(z)± f−λ(z)) (14)

provided that σ →∞ to avoid overlap between the Gaus-
sians centered at λ and −λ. A second reason to neglect
the overlap effect around z = 0 is that U(0) = 0 and
∂ψ±(z, z∗)|z,z∗=0 = 0.

In what follows we will use our ansatz in the zero mode
equation to prove how it satisfies the equation and to
obtain σ.

Before doing so, observe that ψ(r) must transform ac-
cording to the C3 symmetry group and this can be en-
sured by defining a λ1 such that,
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ψ±(z, z∗) ≈ 1√
6

3∑
µ=1

e−
1

4σ2
|z|2(fλµ(z)± f−λµ(z)) (15)

where λ2 = eiφλ1 and λ3 = e−iφλ1 and the normalization
constant was modified to account for two layers and the
three λµ. Concerning the boundary conditions, i.e., the
Bloch’s theorem, we will discuss the subject after testing
the solution for a unit cell.

As the numerical simulation indicates that the elec-
tronic density is localized on ±qµ, this suggests to pro-
pose λµ = Qµ = qxµ + iqyµ where qxµ and qyµ are the com-
ponents of vector qµ = (qxµ, q

y
µ). Finally, the parameter

σ will be determined by imposing the ansatz to satisfy
Eqns. (9)-(10).

Now we test our ansatz in the zero mode equation.
Using complex numbers and that ∂̄ = 2 ∂

∂z∗ , the zero
mode equation can be rewritten as,

2
∂

∂z∗
ψ±(z, z∗) = µααmU(z, z∗)ψ±(−z,−z∗) (16)

where αm indicate a magic angle and U(z, z∗) is the com-
plex form of the coupling layer potential U(r).

In the limit α → ∞ we can expand U(z, z∗) locally
around Qµ (see appendix C) where the boundary layer
lies, therefore,

U(z, z∗)ψ±(−z,−z∗) ≈ 3z

2
ψ±(−z,−z∗). (17)

Next we use that the anti-holomorphic derivative of an
analytic function is zero from where

∂̄ψ±(z, z∗) = 2
∂ψ±(z, z∗)

∂z∗
= − z

2σ2
ψ±(z, z∗) (18)

Finally, we combine the left-side of the zero mode equa-
tion, Eq. (18), with the right-hand side and use Eq. (17)
to obtain,

− z

σ2
ψ∓(z, z∗) ≈ µα3αmzψ∓(−z,−z∗) (19)

where we see that the equation imposes the need of a
symmetric or antisymmetric solution depending on the
magic angle parity, given by the sign of µα. This can
be numerically verified in Fig. 1 where we plot the
symmetrized and antisymmetrized numerically obtained
wavefunctions for finite α. Observe that for one of the
layers ψ±(r) = ψ1(r)±ψ1(−r) = ψ1(r)∓ iµαψ2(r), the
other layer is obtained from ψ2(r)±ψ2(−r). The result-
ing symmetric/antisymmetric components of ψ±(r) are
purely real/imaginary respectively for odd/even m (see
appendix VI D). Moreover, from Eq. (19) we obtain the
width of the coherent Landau state,

lim
m→∞

σ =
1√

3αm
(20)

To test these two results, in Fig. 2 we compare the evolu-
tion of the electronic density as α→∞ for several magic
angles, in this case for the axis x = 0. The dashed line
is the asymptotic solution given by Eq. (15) which does
not contain any free parameter.

In Fig. 3 we show a log-log plot of σ versus αm as
obtained by fitting Gaussians to the numerical results.
The red line is the theoretical prediction given by Eq.
(20) giving a very good agreement with the numerical
data for higher order magic angles. In Fig. 3 b) we also
plot the maximum position of the numerically obtained
wavefunctions (|rm|), confirming the tendency for local-
ization seen in the inverse participation ratio [41]. This
is why the ansatz almost obey the Bloch´s theorem, i.e.,
zero modes are akin to other confined states in which the
overlap between wave functions at different unitary cells
is almost zero [29]. In fact, the set of coherent Landau
levels is overcomplete [51].

FIG. 2. Coherent states limit for the wave function density
along the y-axis for layer 1. The solid curves with shaded
areas are the normalized numerical solutions of the zero mode
Eqns. (9) and (10) for the indicated magic angles. The dashed
line is the normalized theoretical result using a coherent state
using the ninth-magic angle (α9). The thick vertical lines
(blue lines) indicate the limiting localization points q1 and
−q1. Notice how as the magic angle goes from the second to
the nine, the density becomes sharply peaked.

IV. MAGIC ANGLE QUANTIZATION RULE
AND QUANTUM HALL EFFECT: SQUARED

TWISTED GRAPHENE HAMILTONIAN

Let us now prove why magic angles are quantized and
the relation with the quantum harmonic oscillator. Con-
sider the zero mode Eq. (9) applied to a symmetric or
antisymmetric wave function. We can scale the equation
by setting r′ = rαm and, for the time being, without
caring for the boundary conditions, we have that,

∂̄′ψ±(r′) = µαU(r′/αm)ψ±(−r′) (21)
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FIG. 3. a) Log-log plot showing the standard deviation σ of
the zero energy modes (coherent Landau states) vs αm. The
red solid line is the theoretical equation σ = 1/

√
3α while

the markers are obtained from a fit with Gaussians to the
electronic density obtained numerically from the zero mode
equation at the Γ (purple), K (black) and M (blue) points of
the Brillouin zone. The short dashed lines joining markers are
used as a guide to the eye. An excellent agreement between
the theory and the numerical results is seen for high order
magic angles. b) Log-log plot of the inverse distance from
q1 to rm, which is the position of the closest maximum of
the numerically obtained electronic density.The solid curves
visually show the asymptotic convergence rm → q1 for all
curves when α → ∞. For both panels, the green vertical
dashed lines indicate magic angles from the second to the
nine, showing the αm+1 − αm ≈ 3/2 rule for the magic angle
separation.

which suggests that changing αm is akin to scale the uni-
tary cell. However, we also need to preserve the boundary
conditions. It turns out that if,

αm = 3m (22)

the boundary conditions of the potential U(r) are pre-
served in a bigger unitary cell since for example, the ex-

ponentials in the definition of U(r) become eiq1·a
′
1,2 =

ei3mq1·a1,2 = e−i3mφ = 1. The same situation holds
for the terms with q2 and q3. Notice that the scaling
by 3 appears due to the need to traverse three unitary
cells in order to pick a phase 2π in U(r) as for example
U(r + a1) = e−iφU(r) and U(r + a2) = e−iφU(r). This
procedure is akin to consider a magnetic supercell as usu-
ally done in the Quantum Hall Effect and gives a possible
explanation to the numerically observed change in the ef-
fective magnetic flux between magic angles [33, 34]. The
scaling argument explains why magic angles αm with a

given parity are separated by 3. Now if we take into
account sequences with alternate parities (µα = ±1) we
have,

αm+1 − αm =
3

2
(23)

The previous results suggests some further connections
with the Quantum Hall Effect. Now consider the square
Hamiltonian H2 for energy zero,

(−∇2 + α2|U(r)|2)ψ1(r) + αA†(r)ψ2(r) = 0 (24)

By expanding the operators up to first order in z
as detailed in Appendix VI D, we show that A†(r) ≈
−3iLz − 3i where Lz = i(zpz − z∗p∗z) is the angular mo-
mentum and pz = px−ipy with pj = −i~∂j is the momen-
tum operator. Then by using complex notation for H2,
the symmetry relation between layer components wave
function at the Γ point and the operators expansion up
to first order, in Appendix VI D we prove that,(

4pzp
∗
z +

(
3α

2

)2

|z|2 − 3αLz

)
ψ(z, z∗) = E0ψ(z, z∗)

(25)

where E0 = 3α is a constant energy that is related to
the ground state as we will discuss. We remark a very
important fact here in the sense that the previous deriva-
tion does not need the use of the coherent states. Now
we define the creation/annihilation operator associated,

az =

√
3α

4~
z + i

2√
3α~

p∗z (26)

a†z =

√
3α

4~
z∗ − i 2√

3α~
pz (27)

from where we obtain an effective two-dimensional quan-
tum harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian,

Hzz∗ψ(z, z∗) =
(
~ωa†zaz + ωLz

)
ψ(z, z∗) (28)

with ω = 3α. Defining the conjugate operators az∗ and

a†z∗ (see appendix D), it follows that the angular momen-
tum is,

Lz =
~
2

(a†z∗az∗ − a†zaz) (29)

where L†z = Lz and therefore Eq. (28) is rewritten as,

Hzz∗ψ(z, z∗) = ~ω (Nzz∗ + 1)ψ(z, z∗) (30)

where Nzz∗ = 1
2 (a†z∗az∗ + a†zaz) in analogy to a 2D har-

monic oscillator. The constant term ~ω is the zero-point
energy of the oscillator which in this case turns out to be
E0 = 3α and comes from the second term that appears
in the definition of the A† operator.
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Thus, Eq. (25) implies that H2 can be identified with a
quantum oscillator in which the flat band has zero quanta
as Nzz∗ = 0. In principle, one can argue that since the
effective Eq. (25) is radial symmetric, Lz conmmutes
with Hzz∗ and the solutions must be all eigenfunctions
of the angular momentum. There is a problem here that
we discuss later on as the rotational symmetry of H2

is C3. But for the moment and to gain insight, for a
given harmonic of the solution of Eq. (25) we must have
Lzψm(z, z∗) = mψm(z, z∗) where the index m labels a
solution with a given angular momentum. However, for
the quantum harmonic oscillator m only takes values
m = 0, 1, .., Nzz∗ . Thus Nzz∗ = 0 implies m = 0 and
we only obtain one possible state. Moreover, this condi-
tion for the angular momentum does not hold as is easy
to see by looking at Fig. 4, where we plot the imaginary
and real parts of the Γ point wavefunction for the magic
angle with m = 8.

FIG. 4. Contour plots of the a) real and b) imaginary part
of the wavefunction ψ1(r) at the m = 8 magic angle (α8 =
11.345). The real-space unit cell is indicated as in previous
figures. The white hexagon vertexes are at the points qµ,
which are the localization centers as m→∞.

We can clearly see a confinement in the radial direction
but with nodes along a ring. The number of nodes indi-
cates an angular momentum different from zero. This is
not a surprise as Eq. (25) is a first-order expansion on z
and describes only a quadratic potential around the ori-
gin. How can modify this? There are many ways, as for
example by using a higher order expansion of the Hamil-
tonian. A second way is to observe that at magic angles
there is a precise energy and angular momentum balance
as in the quantum harmonic oscillator.

To understand this, first we prove in general the
equipartition of energy at magic angles. Considering that
α = αm we can apply the operator ∂ to the zero mode
Eq. (9), from where,

∂∂̄ψ1(r) = αmµα[∂U(r)ψ1(−r) + U(r)∂ψ1(−r)] (31)

Using ∂∂̄ = ∇2 and that D∗(−r)(χ1(r), χ2(r))T = 0,
as well as the symmetry relations at the Γ point χ1(r) =
µαψ2(r) = i(µα)2ψ1(−r), we obtain,

−∇2ψ±(r) = (α2
m|U(r)|2 + αm∂U(r))ψ±(r) (32)

By taking the expected values of the previous equation
and using the symmetry of the potential, it follows the

equipartition of kinetic and confinement energies,

〈T 〉m = −〈∇2〉m = α2
m〈|U(r)|2〉m (33)

In Fig. 5 we plot 〈T − V 〉 as a function of α, where V =
α2〈|U(r)|2〉. We see that the equipartition is observed at
magic angles as predicted from Eq. (32).

FIG. 5. Showing the energy equipartition. The expected
value 〈T − V 〉 is plotted as function of α at the Γ-point for
one layer. The red vertical lines indicate magic angles. Red
and blue points satisfy the relation 〈T 〉m = 〈V 〉m and coin-
cide with the magic angles. The insets are the total electronic
densities ρ(r) = ρ1(r) + ρ2(r) at the indicated α. The dis-
continuities arise when the upper band touches the flat band.
Each panel is for a different α regime.

For m → ∞, the confinement is so strong that we
can replace 〈|U(r)|2〉 by a constant (1/12)

∑
µ(|U(qµ)|2+

|U(−qµ)|2) ≈ 1, where the 12 in the denominator comes
from the normalization with six localization centers at
two layers. Therefore the expected value of the kinetic
energy is,

〈T 〉m = −〈∇2〉m ≈ α2
m (34)

Thus we conclude that the kinetic and confinement
energies are quantized and follow an energy equipartition
as in the harmonic oscillator. Let us discuss the angular
momentum. By taking the expected values in H2, we
obtain that for magic angles,

〈1|A†(r)|2〉m + 〈2|A(r)|1〉m = −αm (35)

where,

〈1|A†(r)|2〉m =

∫
BZ

ψ∗1(r)A†(r)ψ2(r)dS (36)

and

〈2|A(r)|1〉m =

∫
BZ

ψ∗2(r)A(r)ψ1(r)dS (37)

with dS the surface differential and the integral is car-
ried along the Brillouin zone. Using the quantization of
αm we obtain,

〈1|A†(r)|2〉m + 〈2|A(r)|1〉m = −3m (38)
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FIG. 6. Numerically found 〈Lz〉m as function of α. Magic
angles are indicated by the vertical lines. The horizontal lines
and red points indicate the values of 〈Lz〉m at each magic
angle at the Γ-point. Observe that the distance between hor-
izontal lines converges into one.

for a given parity. This proves that the eigenvalues of
the off diagonal part of H2 are 3m. Thus the situation is
somewhat similar to Eq. (25). To see this more clearly,
we use polar coordinates where r is the radius and ν the
polar angle. A†(r) is given by,

A†(r) =

3∑
µ=1

e−iqµ·r[2(q⊥µ · êrPr + q⊥µ · êν
Lν
r

)− i] (39)

where the radial operator is Pr = −i∂r and the angular
part of the momentum is Lν = −i∂ν . A similar equation
is obtained for A(r). As the confinement is very strong
with r ≈ 1, and also as q⊥µ · êr = 0 and q⊥µ · êν = 1 at
the localization centers ±qµ, we write,

A†(r) ≈ A†0(r) +

3∑
µ=1

e−iqµ·r(2Lν − i) (40)

where A†0(r) comes from the radial momentum contribu-
tion that we expect to be small. This is confirmed in

table I, as limm→∞〈1|A†0|2〉 ≈ 0.16. The only way to be
consistent with Eq. (35) is to have Lνψ±(r) ≈ mψ±(r).

In Fig. 6 we do see that 〈Lz〉 asymptotically grows
by one on each magic angle. We comment here that the
jumps in Fig. 6 occur whenever the ground state of H2

hybridizes with its upper neighbor band.
There is a simple interpretation of why the previous

results are akin to have in Eq. (28) an effective Nzz∗ 6=
0 and m 6= 0. The confinement centers for m → ∞
are not in the origin and this automatically implies an
angular momentum different from zero when viewed from
the origin of coordinates.

Eq. (39) can be compared with the interlayer currents
between bipartite layers that were investigated in a previ-
ous work [41]. Apart from a dimensional constant, both
expressions are proportional from where we can relate
the interlayer currents with the angular momenta. The
previous results indicate that such currents are quantized
and increase with the order of m.

m 〈1|A†0|2〉m ∆A0(m)

5 0.419 -

6 0.257 0.162

7 0.211 0.046

8 0.179 0.032

9 0.164 0.015

TABLE I. Convergence of the operator A†0(m) matrix ele-
ment as function of m. The third column is the difference
between two successive contributions ∆(m) = 〈1|A†0|2〉m −
〈1|A†0|2〉m−1.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we showed that in the twisted bilayer
hamiltonian, zero flat band modes converge into coher-
ent Landau levels. The shape and dispersion of the zero-
mode wavefunctions as a function of the twist angles was
found and showed an excellent agreement with the nu-
merical results. Then we proved that the squared twisted
bilayer hamiltonian, up to first order, describes a quan-
tum harmonic oscillator. Thereafter it was found that
for high order magic angles, the strong confinement and
the symmetry of the potential lead to solutions with well
defined angular momentum. By using a scaling argu-
ment, this allows to obtain the 3/2 magic angle quan-
tization rule which was observed numerically [30]. An-
other important consequence is that the angular momen-
tum can be related with interlayer currents between each
graphene’s bipartite lattice which are thus quantized.

Let us add that in the chiral model, the interlayer tun-
neling in the region of AA stacking is artificially switched-
off. Nevertheless, in the full description of the contin-
uum limit for a more real twisted bilayer graphene model,
there is a persistent localization of zero-energy wavefunc-
tion in the region of AA stacking [27]. However, the re-
gion of AA stacking is much reduced than AB stacking
due to lattice relaxation in real samples with small twist
angles [30]. Consequently, in the limit α→∞ the inter-
layer tunneling of AA stacking is neglected, and therefore
the chiral limit is recovered. It is also possible to improve
the presented study simply by taking into account the
hopping between AA atoms at the individual graphene
layers. This can be done in a more or less straightforward
fashion by using the AA hopping as a perturbation pa-
rameter as done with random binary alloys in the band
split regimen or in doped graphene [52–54].

Nevertheless, our work does not pretend to completely
solve the problem. Instead, we showed that a famous
TBG model can be transformed into an effective quantum
Hall effect hamiltonian once the hamiltonian is squared.
This approach is akin to a supersymmetric transforma-
tion which seems to play a role in the proposed equiva-
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lence between the squared TBG electron hamiltonian and
a phonon hamiltonian for flexible systems [29]. Flat-band
modes are thus mapped into zero-frequency floppy modes
produced by a lack of mechanical constraints [55–60].

Due to the multiple mathematical and physical
properties of coherent states, this opens many exciting
technological and physical possibilities in moiré ma-
terials, as for example, the possibility of controlling
coherency by manipulation of the twisting angle or
the self-duality property of the wave functions [46]. In
particular, coherent modes and the strong electron-
electron coupling can be used in quantum computation
applications [61] or electron analogues to coherent
optical effects [62].

This work was supported by UNAM DGAPA PAPIIT
IN102620 (L.A.N.L. and G.G.N.) and CONACyT project
1564464. We thank Patrick Ledwith, Eslam Khalaf, Jie
Wang at Harvard University and F. Guinea, Pierre Pan-
taleon at IMDEA, Spain, for useful comments on this
project.

VI. APPENDIX

A. Wave-functions Fourier coefficients in reciprocal
space

Here we use as basis the wave vectors Φ(r) =(
ψ1(r), ψ2(r), χ1(r), χ2(r)

)T
where the index 1, 2 rep-

resents each graphene layer and ψj(r) and χj(r) are
the Wannier orbitals on each inequivalent site of the
graphene’s unit cell.

A general Bloch’s wave function with momentum k in
the mBZ at each sublattice has the form

Ψk(r) =

ψk,1(r)

ψk,2(r)

 =
∑
mn

 amn

bmne
iq1·r

 ei(Kmn+k)·r

(41)

χk(r) =

χk,1(r)

χk,2(r)

 =
∑
mn

 cmn

dmne
iq1·r

 ei(Kmn+k)·r

(42)

where amn(bmn) are the Fourier coefficients of layer 1
(layer 2) for sublattice A and cmn(dmn) are the Fourier
coefficients of layer 1 (layer 2) for sublattice B, and
Kmn = mb1 + nb2 with b1,2 are the two moiré Brillouin
zone vectors. If we substitute Eq. (41) and Eq. (42) into
HΦk(r) = EΦk(r) we can calculate the eigenfunctions
of H,

(K ′xmn + iK ′ymn)amn + α(bmn + eiφbm+1,n

+ e−iφbm,n+1) = Eamn
(43)

(K ′xmn + i(K ′ymn + q1))bmn+α(amn + eiφam−1,n

+ e−iφbm,n−1) = Ebmn
(44)

(K ′xmn − iK ′ymn)cmn + α(dmn + e−iφdm+1,n

+ eiφdm,n+1) = Ecmn
(45)

(K ′xmn − i(K ′ymn + q1))dmn+α(cmn + e−iφcm−1,n

+ eiφcm,n−1) = Edmn
(46)

where K ′mn = Kmn + k.
Here Eqns. (43-46) form a coupled linear system that

can be solved to find the corresponding eigenvalues. In
general, there are L = (2N + 1) × (2N + 1) coefficients
with N the range of the matrix and 2N + 1 the ele-
ments in the set, therefore, the Hamiltonian matrix has
dimension D = 4L. In a similar way we can obtain
the eigenfunctions of H2 but the system is easier write
as the matrix is only of size 2 × 2. Observe that all
eigenfunctions of H are always eigenfunctions of H2 but
the converse is not true. This was discussed in detail
elsewhere [29].

The system can be further reduced by using the
C3 symmetry. We denote the corresponding rota-
tional operators Rφ and R2φ by the angle φ and 2φ
respectively. Their matrix representations Dφ, D2φ

and the identity, have eigenvalues w =
{

1, eiφ, e−iφ
}

.
Eigenfunctions of the hamiltonian are also eigenfunc-
tions of such operators, and thus we have the relation
Ψk(R2φ(r)) = eiφΨk(r) and Ψk(Rφ(r)) = e−iφΨk(r),

with the property Rφ(qµ) · r = qµ · R−1
φ (r). One can

obtain a relationship between coefficients using such
rotations to reduce the problem into one trigonal sector.

To perform such calculation, it is very useful to have
the moiré reciprocal basis vector transformation rules un-
der the rotations. We reproduce below such useful rules,

Rφ(b1) = b2 − b1,

Rφ(b2) = −b1,

R2φ(b1) = −b2,

R2φ(b1) = −b2 + b1.

(47)

B. Fourier coefficients in Γ-point reciprocal

In the Γ point, using the symmetry of the Hamiltonian
it can be proved that the spinor components are related
through ψ2,Γ(r) = iµαψ1,Γ(−r). Tarnoposky et. al [30]
found that,

∂̄ψΓ,1(r)∓ αU(r)ψΓ,1(−r) = EΓψΓ,1(−x,y) (48)
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FIG. 7. moiré vectors rotational C3 rules. The operator Rφ

rotate by φ = 2π
3

moiré vectors b1 (b2) indicated by purple
(green) arrows.

Following this analysis a reduced equation for the Fourier
coefficients can be written as,

|Kmn + q1|eiθ(Kmn+q1)amn ∓ α(amn + eiφa−m,−n+1

+e−iφa−m+1,−n) = EΓamn
(49)

From the Γ = q1 point the symmetry of the component
of the spinors ψ2,Γ(r) = iµαψ1,Γ(−r), we found the fol-
lowing relation,∑
m,n

bmne
i(Kmn+2q1)·r = iµα

∑
m′n′

am′n′e
−i(Km′n′+q1)·r

(50)

or simplifying,∑
m,n

bmne
iKmn·r = iµα

∑
m′,n′

am′n′e
i(−Km′n′−3q1)·r

(51)

note that b1 + b2 = −3q1 and Eq. (51) is rewritten as,∑
m,n

bmne
iKmn·r = iµα

∑
m′,n′

am′n′e
iK1−m′,1−n′ ·r

(52)

change index m = 1−m′ → m′ = 1−m and n = 1−n′ →
n′ = 1− n in Eq. (52), therefore,∑

m,n

(bmn − iµαa1−m,1−n)eiKmn·r = 0 (53)

Finally, the relation between Fourier coefficients of each
layer in Γ point is simply,

bmn = iµαa1−m,1−n (54)

with µα = ±1 and also follows that,

Re{bmn} = −µα Im{a1−m,1−n} (55)

and

Im{bmn} = µα Re{a1−m,1−n} (56)

Using the C3 symmetry of the wave-function at the Γ-
point, k = q1,

Ψ(Rφ(r)) =
∑
m,n

 amn

bmne
iRφ(q1)·r

 eiRφ(mb1+nb2+q1)·r

(57)

where mRφ(b1) + nRφ(b2) + Rφ(q1) = m(b2 − b1) +
n(−b2)+q2. From the rotated vectors in Eq. (57) follows
that,∑
m,n

amne
i(mb1+nb2)·r = eiφ

∑
m,n

amne
i((−m−n+1)b1+mb2)·r

(58)

using new index m′ = −m − n + 1 → n = 1 −m′ − n′
and n′ = m follows that,∑
m,n

amne
i(mb1+nb2)·r = eiφ

∑
m,n

an′,1−m′−n′e
i(m′b1+n′b2)·r

(59)

therefore,

e−iφamn = an,−m−n+1 (60)

and,

eiφamn = a−m−n+1,m. (61)

using this last C3 symmetry in (48) at the l magic angle
it follows that,

(i

√
3

2
(m− n) + 1− 3

2
(m+ n))am,n ∓ αl(a1−m,1−n

+ a−n,m+n + am+n,−m) = 0

.

(62)

where Kmn = mb1 + nb2 = (
√

3
2 (m − n), 3

2 (m + n) − 1)
is the moiré reciprocal vector.

C. Coherent Landau level solution in the limit
α→∞

Consider a coherent state of the form,

ψ(z, z∗) = fλ(z)e−
1

4σ2
|z|2

=
1

σ
√

2π
e

1
2σ2

λ∗ze−
1

4σ2
λλ∗e−

1
4σ2
|z|2 (63)

The complete form of wave function is obtained by sum-
ming over the contributions for λ and −λ,

ψ∓(z, z∗) =
1√
2

(fλ(z)e−
1

4σ2
|z|2 ∓ f−λ(z)e−

1
4σ2
|z|2)

=
1

σ
√

2
√

2π
(e

1
2σ2

λ∗z− 1
4σ2

λλ∗− 1
4σ2
|z|2

∓ e−
1

2σ2
λ∗z− 1

4σ2
λλ∗− 1

4σ2
|z|2)

(64)
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where λ is the center of the Gaussians. Is important to
note that Eq. (64), satisfies the relation ψ∓(−z,−z∗) =
∓ψ∓(z, z∗) as we consider here the wavefunction as a
sum of symmetrized/antisymmetrized functions that can
be treated separately. We also have,

|ψ∓(z, z∗)|2 ≈ 1

2σ2(2π)
(e−

1
2σ2
|z−λ|2 + e−

1
2σ2
|z+λ|2)

(65)

where the overlap term between Gaussian’s is neglected
in the limit α → ∞. On the other hand, the coupling
potential can be written as,

U(z, z∗) = −2
∂

∂z∗
S(z, z∗) (66)

where ∂̄ = 2 ∂
∂z∗ and,

S(z, z∗) =

3∑
µ=1

e−i(Q
∗
µz+Qµz

∗)/2 (67)

where Qµ = qxµ + iqyµ. Therefore,

∂

∂z∗
S(z, z∗) =

1

2

3∑
µ=1

(−iQµ)e−i(Q
∗
µz+Qµz

∗)/2 (68)

Finally, U(z, z∗) is the complex form of the coupling
layer potential,

U(r) = U(z, z∗) =

3∑
µ=1

(iQµ)e−i(Q
∗
µz+Qµz

∗)/2 (69)

Notice that such result can be obtained straightforward
from the definition of U(r) and z and z∗, yet is illustrative
to use the function S(z, z∗) as this quantity appears in
several commutators [29].

Substituting Eqns. (66)-(68) in Eq. (48) for magic
angles,

2
∂

∂z∗
ψ∓(z, z∗) = ±αm(−2

∂

∂z∗
S(z, z∗))ψ∓(−z,−z∗)

= ±αm(

3∑
µ=1

(iQµ)e−i(Q
∗
µz+Qµz

∗)/2)ψ∓(−z,−z∗)

(70)

using the fact that in the limit α→∞ the wave function
is localized in Qµ and in other points is zero, we can
expand (70) up to first order,

2
∂

∂z∗
ψ∓(z, z∗) ≈ ±αm

3∑
µ=1

(iQµ)(1− i1
2

(Q∗µz

+Qµz
∗))ψ∓(−z,−z∗)

(71)

and since
∑
µQµ =

∑
µQ

2
µ = 0 and

∑
µ |Qµ|2 = 3, it

follows that,

2
∂

∂z∗
ψ∓(z, z∗)

.
=

(
3αm

2

)
(−z)(ψ∓(z, z∗)) (72)

since ∓ψ∓(−z,−z∗) = ψ∓(z, z∗). Normalizing, the final
form of the ansatz wave function for α→∞ is,

ψ±(z, z∗) =
1√
6

√
3α

2π

3∑
µ=1

(fQµ(z)e−
1

4σ2
|z|2

± f−Qµ(z)e−
1

4σ2
|z|2)

(73)

D. Equivalence between H2 and the Quantum
Harmonic Oscillator

From the square Hamiltonian at the zero flat band
H2Ψ(r) = 0 it follows that,

(−∇2 + α2|U(−r)|2)ψ1(r) + αA†(r)ψ2(r) = 0 (74)

which can be rewritten in complex notation and by ex-
panding |U(−r)|2 in the boundary layer,

(4pzp
∗
z +

(
3α

2

)2

|z|2)ψ(z, z∗) + iµααA
†(z, z∗)

×ψ(−z,−z∗) = 0

(75)

where A†(r) = A†g(r) +A†f (r), with the definitions [41],

A†g(r) = −2i

3∑
µ=1

e−iqµ·rq⊥µ ·∇ (76)

and

A†f (r) = −i
3∑

µ=1

e−iqµ·r. (77)

We work first with A†g(r)

A†g(z, z
∗)ψ(−z,−z∗) = −2i

3∑
µ=1

e−
i
2 (Q∗µz+Qµz

∗)(Q⊥,∗µ ∂z∗

+Q⊥µ ∂z)ψ(−z,−z∗)
(78)

Now for α → ∞, we expand the exponential up to first
order and considering that Q⊥µ = iQµ, it follows that

A†g(z, z
∗)ψ(−z,−z∗) = −2i

3∑
µ=1

(1− i

2
(Q∗µz +Qµz

∗))

×(iQµ∂z − iQ∗µ∂z∗)ψ(−z,−z∗)
(79)

with
∑3
µ=1Qµ = 0 and

∑3
µ=1 |Qµ|2 = 3 we have that,

A†g(z, z
∗)ψ(−z,−z∗) = −3i(z∂z − z∗∂z∗)ψ(−z,−z∗)

= 3(zpz − z∗pz∗)ψ(−z,−z∗)
(80)
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Making a similar procedure for A†f (z, z∗) we obtain,

A†f (z, z∗)ψ(−z,−z∗) ≈ −3iψ(−z,−z∗) (81)

Substituting Eq. (80) and Eq. (81) in Eq. (75),

(4pzp
∗
z+

(
3α

2

)2

|z|2)ψ(z, z∗) + 3iµαα(zpz

− z∗pz∗)ψ(−z,−z∗) = −µα3αψ(−z,−z∗)
(82)

However the angular momentum in complex notation is
defined as Lz = i(zpz − z∗pz∗), and defining the zero-
point energy constant E0 = 3α, we have that,

(4pzp
∗
z +

(
3α

2

)2

|z|2)ψ(z, z∗) + 3αLzµαψ(−z,−z∗)

= −µαE0ψ(−z,−z∗)
(83)

for odd parity µα = 1 the solution is anti-symmetric
ψ(−z,−z∗) = −ψ(z, z∗) and for even parity µα = −1
the solution is symmetric ψ(−z,−z∗) = ψ(z, z∗). There-
fore, the equation is reduced as,

(4pzp
∗
z +

(
3α

2

)2

|z|2 − 3αLz)ψ(z, z∗) = E0ψ(z, z∗)

(84)

On the other hand, the quantum harmonic oscillator in
complex notation is,

Hzz∗ψ(z, z∗) =

(
2pzp

∗
z

m
+

(
mω2

2

)
|z|2
)
ψ(z, z∗) (85)

from where we identified by comparison with Eq. (84)
that m = 1

2 and ω = 3α, therefore we can define a cre-
ation/annihilation operators associated as,

az =

√
3α

4~
z + i

2√
3α~

p∗z (86)

a†z =

√
3α

4~
z∗ − i 2√

3α~
pz (87)

from where,

a†zaz =
3α

4~
|z|2 +

4pzp
∗
z

3α~
+ i

2√
3α~

√
3α

4~
(z∗p∗z − zpz)

(88)

multiplying both sides of Eq. (88) by 3α~ follows that

~(3α)a†zaz =

(
3α

2

)2

|z|2 + 4pzp
∗
z − 3αLz

= Hzz∗ − 3αLz

(89)

from where we obtain an effective two-dimensional quan-
tum harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian,

Hzz∗ψ(z, z∗) =
(
~ωa†zaz + ωLz

)
ψ(z, z∗) (90)

We can also define the conjugate operators,

az∗ =

√
3α

4~
z∗ + i

2√
3α~

pz (91)

a†z∗ =

√
3α

4~
z − i 2√

3α~
p∗z (92)

and it follows that the angular momentum is,

Lz =
~
2

(a†z∗az∗ − a†zaz) (93)

where L†z = Lz is Hermitian and therefore Eq. (90) is
rewritten as,

Hzz∗ψ(z, z∗) = ~ω (Nzz∗ + 1)ψ(z, z∗) (94)

with Nzz∗ = 1
2 (a†z∗az∗ +a†zaz) = 1

2 (Nz +Nz∗) with Nz =

a†zaz and Nz∗ = a†z∗az∗ in analogy to a 2D harmonic
oscillator where ω = 3α. The constant term ~ω is the
zero-point energy of the oscillator which in this case is

exactly E0 = 3α and comes from the A†f operator.
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