arXiv:2008.07131v2 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 17 Dec 2020

A real-time TDDFT study of femtosecond laser-driven monolayer NbSe_2

Towfiq Ahmed,^{1, ∗} Jinkyoung Yoo,^2 Rohit Prasankumar,^2 and Jian-Xin Zhu^{1, 2} 1Theoretical Division, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, New Mexico 87545, USA 2Center for Integrated Nanotechnologies, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, New Mexico 87545, USA (Dated: January 3, 2021)

High harmonic generation (HHG) spectra have the potential to show novel signatures of ordered phases in condensed matter. We studied the femtosecond laser-driven electronic response of monolayer NbSe2 using state-of-the-art computational methods, which can guide future synthesis and optical characterization. Earlier studies found distinct signatures of charge density wave (CDW) ordered phases in the ground state of NbSe2 monolayers, in co-existence with superconductivity. Driving such systems with ultrashort laser pulses can shed new light on optically controlling various exotic phases (e.g. CDW) in monolayer NbSe2. This will not only provide a fundamental understanding of non-equilibrium phase-transitions in NbSe2, but also will open a path forward for revolutionizing quantum information technologies, such as valleytronics. To this end, we have studied high harmonic generation (HHG) in monolayer NbSe2 under various optical pump intensities using real-time time-dependent density functional theory (RT-TDDFT). Our calculations predict distinct signatures in HHG spectra for certain harmonics in the presence of CDW order in monolayer NbSe2. Finally, we also examined the dependence of HHG spectra on excitation intensity and qualitatively revealed its power-law behavior.

I. INTRODUCTION

Electronic instabilities have led to novel phases such as superconductivity (SC) and charge density waves (CDW) in several low dimensional transition-metal dichalcogenide (TMDC) systems. Extensive experimental and theoretical studies have identified SC phases in layered PdTe_2^1, 2H-TaS_2^2, 2H-TaSe_2^3, and 2H-NbSe_2^{4,5}. Interestingly, a coexisting CDW phase has also been identified in 2H-NbSe_2^{6,7} below T^{CDW}_c = 33 K ( 145 K in monolayer^8), and in 2H-TaSe_2^9 below T^{CDW}_c = 120 K. Earlier neutron scattering^{10} and X-ray diffraction^{11} data have revealed the existence of a periodic lattice distortion in monolayer NbSe_2, which causes the CDW ordering. However, the fundamental mechanisms governing the nature of the CDW phase in monolayer NbSe_2 have not been fully understood and remain a matter of great interest^6. Although a two-dimensional (2D) Peierls-type instability due to Fermi surface nesting was proposed earlier^{12}, more compelling experimental evidence and theoretical arguments are now in favor of electron-phonon-mediated CDW order formation in monolayer NbSe_2,^{13–16} which remains metallic below 145 K and superconducting below 1 K.^8 Realization of such unique metallic CDW phase in NbSe_2 has been supported by structural characterization^{10,11,17}, where slightly incommensurate CDW modulation in a 3 × 3 supercell of monolayer NbSe_2 was observed.

In this Article, we study the electronic response of the CDW ordered phase of monolayer NbSe_2 under femtosecond optical excitation. Electronic excitation under a strong optical driving field creates rich phenomena, such as high harmonic generation (HHG)^{18,19}, that can change across a non-equilibrium phase transition. HHG spectra of solids often carry valuable spectral signatures, which can help identify dynamic structural symmetry-breaking (or ordering)^{20}. Controlling such non-equilibrium phases

FIG. 1: (Color online) Femtosecond laser pulse and current density in an undistorted pristine NbSe2 monolayer. (a) Incident external pulse field in the time domain with different intensities: 10^{10} (red), 10^{12} (blue), and 10^{14} (black) W/cm^2. (b) Fourier transformed pulse field in the frequency domain for an intensity of 10^{14} W/cm^2. The real and imaginary parts of the frequency-dependent field are shown with black and blue curves, respectively. (c) Current density temporal response of the system under different intensities. The inset shows finer spectral structure that was enhanced with higher intensity pulses.

in monolayer NbSe_2 with femtosecond laser pulses could, in principle, provide a pathway for understanding the fundamental competition between order parameters (e.g. SC and CDW). This in turn will potentially lead to new insights for tuning material functionalities, such as conductance and valley degrees of freedom^{21}, that are highly relevant for quantum information technology.

Here, to theoretically examine the CDW ordered phase of monolayer NbSe_2 under an intense optical field, we employed real-time time-dependent density functional theory (RT-TDDFT)^{22,23} as implemented in the SALMON code^{24}. A state-of-the-art non-perturbative TDDFT formulation, also known as the velocity gauge^{25–28} method, was used in our theoretical approach in order to preserve translation symmetry in periodic solids under a strong driving field. Starting with an undistorted (non-CDW) monolayer of 2H-NbSe_2, we calculated HHG spectra for varying intensities. Several peak features (odd and even higher harmonic modes) displayed the qualitative nature of symmetry in the system, while a nonlinear electronic response was identified with increasing field amplitude. In this nonlinear limit, we then studied the HHG spectra of a CDW ordered NbSe_2 monolayer by considering a commensurate 3 × 3 lattice. Earlier theoretical work^{29} found negligible difference in the electronic structure between commensurate and nearly incommensurate superlattice structures in 2D NbSe_2. Here, our calculations show interesting differences in some particular HHG spectral modes between CDW and non-CDW-ordered phases in NbSe_2 monolayers, thus providing guidance for the experimental identification of structural distortions associated with CDW ordering under intense optical excitation.

II. METHODS

First-principles RT-TDDFT calculations were performed to understand the nonlinear response of monolayer NbSe_2 under a strong optical field.

A. Theoretical Approach

The workhorse of our calculations is RT-TDDFT, which is a non-perturbative method suitably designed for electronic excitations under a strong external field. This real-time approach is developed on the foundation of conventional density functional theory (DFT)^{30,31}, but goes well beyond the perturbative or linear response range of the time-dependent DFT (TDDFT)^{32} approach. The two key features on which the RT-TDDFT method for periodic systems relies are (i) stable and efficient realtime propagation of the time-dependent Kohn-Sham orbitals using a time-dependent Hamiltonian, and (ii) ‘velocity gauge’ formulation of the Hamiltonian, where a time-dependent vector gauge field is used in the kinetic term instead of a time-dependent interaction term, which otherwise would break the translation symmetry of periodic systems.

Bertsch and Yabana^{25,26} originally proposed the velocity gauge formulation of the real-time time-dependent Kohn-Sham (TDKS) equation, which has recently been implemented in a few TDDFT codes. We briefly describe the governing RT-TDDFT equations here, starting with a general time-dependent Kohn-Sham Hamiltonian: ih̄ ∂ ∂t ψ_i (r, t) = Ĥ_{KS} ψ_i (r, t), (1)

where

Ĥ_{KS} = p^2 2m + V̂_{ion} + ∫ dr^′ e^2 |r − r^′| n(r, t) + V_{xc}[n(r, t)] + eE(t) · r. (2)

The third term represents the Hartree Coulomb interaction, while the fourth term V_{xc} is the exchangecorrelation potential and the electron density n(r, t) = ∑ i |ψ(r, t)|^2. One instantly recognizes that the timedependent external interaction potential term eE(t) · r breaks the translational symmetry of periodic systems. Such concerns are addressed by adopting the ‘velocity gauge’, where a vector field, defined as A(t) = −c ∫_t E(t^′)dt^′, (3)

is used to gauge-transform the KS wave functions as

ψ^′(r, t) = exp [ ie h̄c A(t) · r ] ψ(r, t). (4) The velocity-gauge TDKS Hamiltonian now takes the form:

Ĥ^{RT}_{KS} = 1 2m [ p + e c A(t)

]_2 + V̂_{ion} + ∫ dr^′ e^2 |r − r^′| n(r, t) + V_{xc}[n(r, t)], (5)

The external field or interaction potential is now incorporated in the kinetic energy term, and consequently the translational symmetry of the Hamiltonian is restored. The time-dependent KS orbitals are now evolved using: ih̄ ∂ ∂t ψ_i (r, t) = Ĥ^{RT}_{KS} ψ_i (r, t). (6)

Different time evolution propagators are constructed from the above equation, and their forms depend on the choice of basis set (e.g. overlap and Hamiltonian matrix elements) of the original DFT formalism. Detailed discussion of the propagators can be found elsewhere^{33,34}.

Finally, the time-dependent current density

J(t) = − i 2Ω ∫ Ω dr ∑ i [ψ^∗_i (r, t)∇ψ_i(r, t) − c.c.] (7)

is obtained, whose Fourier transform gives the HHG spectra:

HHG(ω) = ω^2 | | | | ∫_T 0 J(t) exp(−iωt)dt | | | | 2 . (8)

One of the central features of the real-time TDDFT method is its real-time propagators, which enables one to

FIG. 2: (Color online) HHG spectra calculated for the non- CDW phase of monolayer NbSe2 for three different pulse intensities.

treat the external pulse field with high intensity in a nonperturbative manner, as opposed to frequency-dependent TDDFT with linear response implementation. However, one must propagate the system long enough to capture the system’s response under the the external field. Therefore, such computations are mostly suitable for short pulse fields. On the other hand, for a time-periodic external field, one may consider the Floquet method, which is most efficiently solved in frequency space. The Floquet treatment in a real-time approach may not be feasible, given the computational cost. The system needs to be time-propagated for a very long time in order to capture the nonlinear response under a time-periodic external field.

B. Computational Approach

The above formalism for RT-TDDFT has been implemented in a handful of codes such as TDAP^{35}, RT- SIESTA^{26}, OCTOPUS^{36}, and SALMON^{24}, among a few others, with some variations to adapt to their original DFT methods. We used SALMON for the results presented here, which showed efficient scalable behavior in a modern HPC platform, particularly suitable for our systems of interest. Since SALMON can only treat rectangular unit cells, we considered a rectangular cut (Fig. 3(c)) with a 3×6 supercell of 2H-NbSe_2, which is the minimal size for capturing the experimentally established^{10,11} CDW distorted periodic lattice. We used 2×2×2 k-point sampling in the Brillouin zone (BZ) of the supercell. Higher accuracy was achieved using a 28×32×30 real-space grid. We have used Trouiller- Martin type LDA-FHI pseudo-potentials for Nb and Se atoms^{37,38}, where 5 (4d^45s^1) and 6 (4s^24p^4) valence electrons were considered, respectively.

For easier comparison with experiments, we have used

FIG. 3: (Color online) (a) Comparing HHG spectra in the CDW distorted phase (blue) vs the non-CDW phase (black) of monolayer NbSe2. The applied external field is along the (100)-direction. (b) The first 10 modes of the HHG spectra, as shown by the red dashed box in (a), are zoomed in here. Difference between the CDW (blue) and non-CDW (black) curves are shown for the first 10 modes of the HHG spectra. (c) 2D NbSe2 in the x-y plane. The top panel shows a 3x3 unit cell with red lines, which is prepared according to the CDW ordering observed in earlier experimental work.^{10,11} The bottom panel shows the conventional unit cell taken for this work.

a femtosecond laser pulse polarized along the [100] crystal axis (x-direction in xy plane) with a pulse shape whose x-component is defined as:

A_x(t) = −c E_o ω_o cos(ω_ot) sin^2( πt τ_L )Θ(τ − t), (9)

where the electric field can alternatively be defined as:

E_x(t) = − 1 c ∂A_x(t) ∂t = E_o ω_o ∂ ∂t [ cos(ω_ot) sin^2( πt τ_L )Θ(τ − t) ] . (10)

In this calculation, we have used a pulse-width of τ=30 fs and photon energy ω = 0.6 eV. The intensity of the pulse is related to the amplitude by I ≈ cE^2_o /8π. This equality only holds for infinite unmodulated wave trains (not pulses), but we ignored these subtle differences and considered the above approximate relation, following ref: 39. The external field (E_x(t)) pulse shapes for three different intensities (10^{10}, 10^{12}, and 10^{14} W/cm^2) are presented in Fig. 1(a). The Fourier transformed components (real and imaginary) of the most intense pulse (10^{14} W/cm^2) are shown in Fig. 1(b). In this Fourier transformed plot, the dominant peak is observed around ω = 0.6 eV. The electronic response is also expected to be strongest at this frequency, a.k.a. the fundamental frequency, as discussed below in the ‘results’ section.

FIG. 4: (Color online) Log-log plot for HHG signal vs mode number. The linear fit shows the power law decay of the peak strengths of the HHG spectra for both CDW (blue) and non-CDW (black) structural phases of NbSe2.

Calculations for both CDW and non-CDW structures were performed for a 55 fs time-propagation using Δt = 0.0019 fs as the time step. Such small time-steps are required for the computational stability of our real-time propagation algorithm. Both these values were tested to be sufficient for obtaining a converged HHG spectra. For time-propagation, we used an ‘enforced time-reversal symmetry’ propagator^{36}.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

One of our primary motivations is to identify distinct features in the HHG spectra when comparing CDW and non-CDW ordered phases of monolayer 2H-NbSe_2 under strong optical excitation. This helps establish a correlation between the external intensity and the nonlinear electronic response. Starting with the non-CDW or undistorted structural phase and using the RT-TDDFT approach, we calculated time-dependent current densities at three different intensities: 10^{10}, 10^{12}, and 10^{14} W/cm^2. The dominant peak features in the J(t) spectra are found up to 30 fs, which is also the width of the laser pulse. Beyond 30 fs, the tail of the spectra shows a complex modulated pattern with finer spectral features, as shown in the inset of Fig. 1(c), for an intensity of 10^{14} W/cm^2. This is a robust signature of the nonlinear response of the system.

Under intense optical excitation, the conduction and/or valence electrons undergo both interband and intraband transitions. The spectral features of the realtime current density take the shape of the incident laser pulse, which is an indicator of conduction electron response in metallic monolayer NbSe_2. At high enough intensities, current density spectra (inset of Fig.1(c)) cap-

FIG. 5: (Color online) Top panel: Excitation energy as a function of time for CDW (blue) and non-CDW (black) ordered 2D NbSe2. The laser field with strongest intensity of 10^{14} W/cm^2 is the purple curve. Bottom panel: Log plot of HHG intensity against laser field intensity. The slope of the linear fit represents the power of the scaling behavior (see text).

ture the nonlinear response generated due to both interand intraband transitions. Such features are best represented in the Fourier transformed frequency space, where various higher order modes in the current density spectra are readily identified. Since our pulse frequency was set to 0.6 eV, we represented the odd and even modes as the odd and even integer multiples of this fundamental frequency, respectively, for the HHG spectra.

The nonlinear high harmonic response of materials is symmetry dependent, and the corresponding optical selection rules^{20} prohibit any even modes from appearing when the system is purely centrosymmetric with full inversion symmetry. However, the monolayer 2H-NbSe_2 crystal structure is noncentrosymmetric (i.e., inversion symmetry is broken). Consequently, the HHG spectra show even modes besides the stronger odd mode peaks (Fig. 2). Similar even modes were also observed in the HHG spectrum of monolayer MoS_2^{40} which were argued to be due to intra-band currents^{18} originating from valley-contrasting Berry curvature in the absence of inversion symmetry.^{41,42} For all the three pulse intensities considered in this work, the first or fundamental peak is strongest and increases with laser intensity. However, the rest of the higher harmonic mode peaks become prominent only for the highest laser intensity 10^{14} W/cm^2 (solid black spectra in Fig. 2), where almost no enhancement was noticed for 10^{10} and 10^{12} W/cm^2 laser pulses. For these lower intensities, the HHG spectra reach a plateau right after the fundamental peak, with spectra that appear noisy for higher harmonics. On the other hand, several odd and even harmonic peaks become distinct for an intensity of 10^{14} W/cm^2.

One naturally wonders if HHG spectra have the ability to identify features related to various photoinduced structural phases of matter. For verification, we prepared a CDW ordered 3×6 lattice structure following earlier experimental work^{10,11} (Fig. 3c), and computed the HHG spectra for an intensity of 10^{14} W/cm^2. Interestingly, enhancements of the 2nd, 6th and 10th harmonic modes were observed (Fig. 3b) for the distorted CDW phase (solid blue) in comparison to the non-CDW phase (solid black) of 2D NbSe_2. This suggests that HHG spectra can provide a useful probe for structural phases, such as CDW ordering in low dimensional systems.

The electronic response of materials under strong laser fields manifests itself through different power law scaling behavior of the HHG spectra. The peak heights of the HHG spectrum for the highest intensity (solid black curve in Fig. 2) clearly show a power law decay with increasing mode number, which is another signature of the electronic response of the system^{43} under strong driving field. This power law decay of the peak intensity is ≈ -3, as shown in Fig. 4 with a log-log plot for both the CDW (solid blue) and non-CDW NbSe_2 (solid black).

Yet another power law behavior of HHG spectra is observed as a function of the intensity of the incident laser pulse. Both the frequency (mode) and intensity dependent behaviors are caused by various linear and nonlinear quantum processes, including tunneling and multiphoton transitions in a strong laser-field, as explained by the Keldysh theory of ionization.^{43,44} We observed the intensity-dependence of the fundamental HHG peak as shown in Fig. 5 (lower panel).

The intra- and inter-band transitions are the two key features of electronic response of materials. The excitation energy can provide some qualitative insights into such processes. In the top panel of Fig. 5, we have shown the time evolution of the excitation energy of both CDW (solid blue) and non-CDW (solid black) NbSe_2, plotted against the laser intensity of 10^{14} W/cm^2. The oscillatory behavior of the excitation energy with time qualitatively shows intraband transitions of conduction electrons in metallic monolayer 2H-NbSe_2, which oscillate in their respective bands under the external laser field. On the other hand, the step-wise increment of the excitation energy (e.g., at 25 fs) qualitatively represents interband transitions (due to total energy increase). Here the energy increases as the valence electrons tunnel into the low lying unoccupied states under the external laser field.

IV. CONCLUSION

Our theoretical study of high harmonic generation in monolayer NbSe_2 under ultrashort pulsed optical excitation has demonstrated significant promise in identifying the nonlinear response and distinct HHG peak features between CDW and non-CDW structural phases. The characteristic features of the HHG spectral peaks show the underlying symmetry properties and how they may become impacted with increasing laser intensity. We have theoretically identified the enhancement of specific higher order even modes (e.g. the 2nd 6th, and 10th modes) in the HHG spectra of CDW ordered NbSe_2, in comparison to that of the non-CDW ordered phase. These predictions provide guidance for future experiments. Our study also confirms different power law scaling behaviors of HHG spectra, which are characteristic indicators of the nonlinear response of monolayer 2H-NbSe_2 system under a strong laser field. Finally, the intra- and inter-band transition processes are also revealed in our RT-TDDFT calculated excitation energy spectrum. The work presented here thus charts a general path forward for discovering new ‘tuning’ and ‘control’ principles for lower dimensional TMDC materials with competing quantum phases.

V. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

We thank Benedikt Fauseweh, Prashant Padmanabhan, and Daniel Rehn for many valuable discussions. This work was carried out under the auspices of the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) National Nuclear Security Administration under Contract No. 89233218CNA000001 and was supported by the LANL LDRD Program under the Project No. 20190026DR. We acknowledge the support by the Institutional Computing Program at LANL and NERSC, via the Center for Integrated Nanotechnologies, a DOE BES user facility, for computational resources.

∗ Electronic address: atowfiq@lanl.gov 1 C. Liu, C.-S. Lian, M.-H. Liao, Y. Wang, Y. Zhong, C. Ding, W. Li, C.-L. Song, K. He, X.-C. Ma, et al., Phys. Rev. Materials 2, 094001 (2018).

2 E. Navarro-Moratalla, J. O. Island, S. Mañas-Valero, E. Pinilla-Cienfuegos, A. Castellanos-Gomez, J. Quereda, G. Rubio-Bollinger, L. Chirolli, J. A. Silva-Guillén, N. Agraït, et al., Nature Communications 7, 11043 (2016), ISSN 2041-1723.

3 J. Wilson and A. Yoffe, Advances in Physics 18, 193 (1969).

4 E. Revolinsky, E. Lautenschlager, and C. Armitage, Solid State Communications 1, 59 (1963), ISSN 0038-1098.

5 D. Bhoi, S. Khim, W. Nam, B. S. Lee, C. Kim, B.-G. Jeon, B. H. Min, S. Park, and K. H. Kim, Scientific Reports 6, 24068 (2016), ISSN 2045-2322.

6 X. Xi, L. Zhao, Z. Wang, H. Berger, L. Forró, J. Shan, and K. F. Mak, Nature Nanotechnology 10, 765 (2015), ISSN 1748-3395.

7 F. Weber, S. Rosenkranz, J.-P. Castellan, R. Osborn, R. Hott, R. Heid, K.-P. Bohnen, T. Egami, A. H. Said, and D. Reznik, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 107403 (2011).

8 H. Wang, X. Huang, J. Lin, J. Cui, Y. Chen, C. Zhu, F. Liu, Q. Zeng, J. Zhou, P. Yu, et al., Nature Communications 8, 394 (2017), ISSN 2041-1723.

9 J.-A. Yan, M. A. D. Cruz, B. Cook, and K. Varga, Scientific Reports 5, 16646 (2015), ISSN 2045-2322.

10 D. E. Moncton, J. D. Axe, and F. J. DiSalvo, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 34, 734 (1975).

11 C. D. Malliakas and M. G. Kanatzidis, Journal of the American Chemical Society 135, 1719 (2013).

12 T. Kiss, T. Yokoya, A. Chainani, S. Shin, T. Hanaguri, M. Nohara, and H. Takagi, Hidden charge-density-wave order in a low-tc superconductor 2h-nbse2 (2003), condmat/0310326.

13 M. M. Ugeda, A. J. Bradley, Y. Zhang, S. Onishi, Y. Chen, W. Ruan, C. Ojeda-Aristizabal, H. Ryu, M. T. Edmonds, H.-Z. Tsai, et al., Nature Physics 12, 92 (2016), ISSN 1745- 2481.

14 F. Zheng and J. Feng, Phys. Rev. B 99, 161119 (2019). 15 X. Zhu, Y. Cao, J. Zhang, E. W. Plummer, and J. Guo, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 112, 2367 (2015), ISSN 0027-8424.

16 M. D. Johannes, I. I. Mazin, and C. A. Howells, Phys. Rev.

B 73, 205102 (2006).

17 C. J. Arguello, S. P. Chockalingam, E. P. Rosenthal, L. Zhao, C. Gutiérrez, J. H. Kang, W. C. Chung, R. M. Fernandes, S. Jia, A. J. Millis, et al., Phys. Rev. B 89, 235115 (2014).

18 S. Ghimire and D. A. Reis, Nature Physics 15, 10 (2019), ISSN 1745-2481.

19 G. Vampa, C. R. McDonald, G. Orlando, P. B. Corkum, and T. Brabec, Phys. Rev. B 91, 064302 (2015).

20 R. W. Boyd, Nonlinear Optics, Third Edition (Academic Press, Inc., USA, 2008), 3rd ed., ISBN 0123694701.

21 L. Bawden, S. P. Cooil, F. Mazzola, J. M. Riley, L. J.

Collins-McIntyre, V. Sunko, K. W. B. Hunvik, M. Leandersson, C. M. Polley, T. Balasubramanian, et al., Nature Communications 7, 11711 (2016).

22 M. A. Marques, C. A. Ullrich, F. Nogueira, A. Rubio, K. Burke, and E. K. U. Gross, eds., Time-Dependent Density Functional Theory (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2006).

23 C. A. Ullrich, Time-Dependent Density-Functional Theory:

Concepts and Applications, Third Edition (Oxford Scholarship Online, 2011), ISBN 9780199563029.

24 M. Noda, S. A. Sato, Y. Hirokawa, M. Uemoto, T. Takeuchi, S. Yamada, A. Yamada, Y. Shinohara, M. Yamaguchi, K. Iida, et al., Computer Physics Communications 235, 356 (2019), ISSN 0010-4655.

25 K. Yabana, T. Sugiyama, Y. Shinohara, T. Otobe, and G. F. Bertsch, Phys. Rev. B 85, 045134 (2012).

26 C. Pemmaraju, F. Vila, J. Kas, S. Sato, J. Rehr, K. Yabana, and D. Prendergast, Computer Physics Communications 226, 30 (2018), ISSN 0010-4655.

27 C. Yu, S. Jiang, and R. Lu, Advances in Physics: X 4, 1562982 (2019).

28 M.-X. Guan, C. Lian, S.-Q. Hu, H. Liu, S.-J. Zhang, J. Zhang, and S. Meng, Phys. Rev. B 99, 184306 (2019).

29 J. Á. Silva-Guillén, P. Ordejón, F. Guinea, and E. Canadell, 2D Materials 3, 035028 (2016).

30 P. Hohenberg and W. Kohn, Phys. Rev. 136, B864 (1964). 31 W. Kohn and L. J. Sham, Phys. Rev. 140, A1133 (1965). 32 E. Runge and E. K. U. Gross, Phys. Rev. Lett. 52, 997 (1984).

33 D. Shin, G. Lee, Y. Miyamoto, and N. Park, Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 12, 201 (2016), ISSN 1549-9618.

34 C. O’Rourke and D. R. Bowler, The Journal of Chemical Physics 143, 102801 (2015).

35 S. Meng and E. Kaxiras, The Journal of Chemical Physics 129, 054110 (2008).

36 M. A. Marques, A. Castro, G. F. Bertsch, and A. Rubio, Computer Physics Communications 151, 60 (2003), ISSN 0010-4655.

37 M. Fuchs and M. Scheffler, Computer Physics Communications 119, 67 (1999), ISSN 0010-4655.

38 N. Troullier and J. L. Martins, Phys. Rev. B 43, 1993 (1991).

39 S. A. Sato, K. Yabana, Y. Shinohara, T. Otobe, and G. F.

Bertsch, Phys. Rev. B 89, 064304 (2014).

40 H. Liu, Y. Li, Y. S. You, S. Ghimire, T. F. Heinz, and D. A.

Reis, in International Conference on Ultrafast Phenomena (Optical Society of America, 2016), p. UF2A.2.

41 D. Xiao, M.-C. Chang, and Q. Niu, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1959 (2010).

42 K. F. Mak, K. L. McGill, J. Park, and P. L. McEuen, Science 344, 1489 (2014).

43 A. D. DiChiara, S. Ghimire, C. I. Blaga, E. Sistrunk, E. P.

Power, A. M. March, T. A. Miller, D. A. Reis, P. Agostini, and L. F. DiMauro, IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Quantum Electronics 18, 419 (2012).

44 L. V. Keldysh, Zh. Eksperim. i Teor. Fiz. 47 (1964).