arXiv:2512.03863v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 3 Dec 2025

Laser-induced modulation of conductance in graphene with magnetic barriers
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We study how electrons move across a graphene sheet when it encounters two magnetic barriers
with a region in between that is continuously driven by laser light. Rather than acting as a static
obstacle, this illuminated middle section becomes a Floquet cavity that opens new transport channels
through controlled photon absorption and emission. By combining Floquet theory with the transfer
matrix method, we track electron transmission through both the main energy band and the emerging
photon-assisted sidebands. We find that the laser does more than modify the potential—it reshapes
how electrons interact between the magnetic barriers, enabling a switch from ordinary transmission
to transport dominated by photon exchange. Because the magnetic field and the optical drive are
applied to separate sections of the device, the system supports interference between cyclotron-filtered
motion and discrete photon-pumping channels, producing Fano resonances and angle-dependent
transmission zeros that cannot appear in double magnetic or double laser barrier systems alone.
Under well-defined conditions, the distance between the magnetic barriers controls the coupling
between Floquet channels, allowing highly tunable resonances and even perfect transmission, despite
strong magnetic confinement. We also observe that low-energy carriers are efficiently blocked by
the magnetic regions, while conductance steadily rises with energy until it reaches a clear saturation
plateau. This hybrid design provides a versatile way to steer graphene electrons by balancing optical
pumping and magnetic momentum filtering.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Graphene is a two-dimensional material consisting of
a single type of carbon atoms arranged in a honeycomb
structure. It was isolated for the first time in 2004 [1] and
later it is demonstrated that it is rigid, flexible [2] and
can be transparent, only 2.3% of light is observed [3].
Within the framework of the tight-binding model, the
behavior of electrons in graphene is analyzed [4]. These
electrons exhibit properties similar to massless charged
particles, moving at a speed 300 times slower than the
speed of light [5, 6]. For this reason, they are often re-
ferred to as massless Dirac fermions [7]. The presence
of two atoms in the unit cell appears in the energy spec-
trum as two non-equivalent points K and K’, called Dirac
points. The energy spectrum near these points is coni-
cal, with the two bands touching at these points. How-
ever, there is no gap between the conduction band and
the valence band [8, 9]. The absence of a gap between
the two bands is the main problem with graphene, as all
the fermions move freely between these bands and can-
not be controlled. Despite all the incredible properties
of graphene, its use in technology remains limited due to
the uncontrollability of these fermions. Creating this gap
paves the way for the use of graphene in the fabrication
of electronic components, such as field-effect transistors,
sensors, photodetectors [1, 10, 11].
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Several research efforts have been made to create a
band between the two bands to control the motion of
fermions in graphene. Among these methods, deforma-
tion of graphene, which generates a pseudomagnetic field,
allows the creation of a band gap [12, 13]. In addition,
placing graphene on a substrate can also create a band
gap [14]. Doping graphene with a different type of atom
allows for variation of the energy spectrum and the cre-
ation of a band gap between the valence and conduc-
tion bands [15]. Applying a simple rectangular barrier
can create a gap [16], but another problem that arises
is total transmission for normal incidence, known as the
Klein tunneling effect [17, 18]. In this case, the transmis-
sion is independent of the width and height of the bar-
rier. The use of time-oscillating barriers allows the energy
spectrum to degenerate, resulting in multiple transmis-
sion modes, each corresponding to energy sub-bands [19-

]. This results in two transmission processes: transmis-
sion with photon exchange between the barrier and the
fermions corresponding to the side bands, and the process
without photon exchange corresponding to the central
band. The majority of fermions crossing the barrier do
so without photon exchange, and the probability for the
more distant side bands remains low. The magnetic bar-
rier is also a tool to create the forbidden band, with the
degeneration of the energy spectrum by the appearance
of Landau levels [24-27]. The confinement of fermions
remains limited due to the presence of the Klein tunnel-
ing problem. Combining a magnetic barrier with a time-
oscillating potential works better than using simple bar-
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riers alone, although the confinement is still partial [28].
Laser irradiation is also used for fermion confinement,
creating sub-bands that result in an infinite number of
transmission modes. However, the majority of fermions
cross the barrier through the central band. The intensity
of the laser irradiation can suppress the Klein tunneling
effect and confine fermions at certain levels [29]. Double
magnetic barriers can also confine fermions [30], as can
double laser barriers [31, 32], but the confinement is not
perfect.

We propose a confinement method based on the combi-
nation of laser and magnetic fields. Specifically, our con-
finement consists of double magnetic barriers separated
by an intermediate region irradiated by a monochromatic
linearly polarized laser field. The magnetic barriers are
formed by nanostructured ferromagnetic strips placed
over the graphene layer. Since the proposed fields are
oriented in opposite directions, one upward and the other
downward, the resulting average magnetic field across
both barriers is zero [33]. We show that a time-oscillating
laser field quantizes the energy spectrum, leading to two
distinct transmission processes: one with photon ex-
change and one without. It is found that the transmission
is blocked by the magnetic field and the laser irradiation.
The perfect transmission remains and is observed in a
left-shifted region, while the anti-resonances (perfect re-
flection) are observed in a small region. Increasing the
distance between the barriers decreases the transmission,
indicating a reduction in the number of fermions crossing
the barrier. This leads to a decrease in the conductance,
which is consistent with observations for double magnetic
and double laser barriers, since increasing this distance
increases the probability that fermions undergo destruc-
tive interference before crossing the second barrier. It
is also noted that the tunneling effect for our system is
significantly different from that of a double magnetic bar-
rier [30], a double laser barrier [32], and a typical dou-
ble electrostatic barrier. The tunneling difference origi-
nates from the simultaneous energy modulation and spa-
tial separation of magnetic and laser regions, which intro-
duces interference between cyclotron momentum filtering
(magnetic barriers) and discrete Floquet sideband chan-
nels (laser region). Since photons are exchanged only in
the region between the magnetic barriers, the transmis-
sion exhibits field-mediated channel coupling governed by
boundary matching conditions, rather than static barrier
tunneling alone. This leads to a qualitative change in res-
onance structure and carrier confinement, which is absent
when only magnetic or laser fields are applied individu-
ally.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
present the theoretical model describing our system and
derive the solutions for the energy spectrum in each re-
gion separately. In Sec. III, we apply the boundary con-
ditions together with the matrix transfer approach to ex-
plicitly determine the transmission and conductance. To
provide a deeper understanding and illustration of our
results, we perform numerical analysis in Sec. IV, pro-

viding various discussions and comparisons with existing
literature. We conclude the manuscript in Sec. V.

To analyze these phenomena quantitatively, we now
introduce the theoretical framework that describes elec-
tron transport in graphene under combined magnetic and
laser barriers. This model lays the foundation for under-
standing the transmission channels, Floquet sidebands,
and the mechanisms leading to Fano resonances and anti-
resonances.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

We apply two different magnetic fields, By and By, to
a graphene sheet to study the resulting effects on fermion
dynamics. The first magnetic field, By, is applied to re-
gion 1, which has a width denoted as d;. The second
magnetic field, By, is applied to region 3, which has a
width denoted ds. These two magnetically influenced re-
gions are separated by an intermediate region of width
L. This intermediate region is controlled by a laser field
generated by a periodic electric field. Two practical con-
figurations generate static magnetic barriers in graphene.
The first uses two ferromagnetic bars placed in opposite
directions, producing a stable magnetic region with sharp
interfaces [24, 33]. The second approach employs litho-
graphically patterned electrodes that generate a local-
ized magnetic profile via controlled currents [26]. While
we model the barriers using a J-function approximation,
finite-width implementations capture the same qualita-
tive effects on electron transmission. For a better illus-
tration, we visualize the system profile as shown in Fig.
1. The positions of the barrier interfaces are identified as
r1=29=0,23=dy, x4 =di+ L and z5 = dy + L + ds.
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FIG. 1. Schematic of a graphene sheet divided into 5 regions,
where regions 1 and 3 are controlled by two magnetic fields
of different amplitudes and region 2 is irradiated by a linearly
polarized laser field.

Mathematically, we introduce the vector potential Ay,
which corresponds to the laser field generated by a sinu-

soidal electric field Ef, = — 8:34tL in the dipole approxima-
tion [34]. Here, we assume that the laser wavelength is

much larger than the lattice constant and that its inten-
sity is low enough for the electronic response to remain



in the linear regime [35]. They are given by

Ap = (Agcos(wt),0), Ep = (Epsin(wt),0) (1)

with relation Fy = Agw. We also consider two barriers
created by the following magnetic fields applied along the
z-direction

B1 = Bl [(5(1’) — 5(SC — dl)] €, (2)
B2 = BQ [5(1’ — (dl + L)) — 5(1’ — (dl + L + dQ))] €.
3)

These fields give rise to the vector potential Ag in the
Landau gauge for the five regions as

0, <0
Ay =Bilg, 0<x<d;
Ag(z) =<0, di<x<L+d (4)
Ay = Bolg, di+L<zxz<di+L+ds
0, x>di+ L+ ds

and we have included the magnetic length Ip = ,/% in

the unit system (A = e = ¢ = 1), where By and By are
the field intensities. For the case of a single magnetic
barrier, see [33].

The present system can be described by an appropri-
ate Hamiltonian near the Dirac point K, where the low-
energy excitations in graphene behave as massless Dirac
fermions. The effective Hamiltonian captures the dynam-
ics of these fermions as they are affected by the external
fields of the system. Near the Dirac point, the Hamilto-
nian takes the form

e (&

where vp is the Fermi velocity, o = (G, ) are the Pauli
matrices and p is the momentum. Since the oscillating

J

oo

laser field creates multiple energy bands, the solution to
the time-dependent eigenvalue equation Hv,(x,y,t) =
Ev;(x,y,t) can be expressed as a sum of Floquet modes
mw (m € Z), where the wavefunction is expanded as

[19-23]

wj(l‘;%t):d)j(x,y) Z Jm(a)ef’iUF(Eerw)t (6)

m=—o0
where we set w = i, €= %, and the parameter o =

% which characterizes the laser field. Here we used the

generating function of the Bessel function J,,(«), which
is equal to

eler sin(wt) _ Z o (a)e—imwt' (7)

m=—00

Note that the wave vector component k, is a conserved
quantity, then we can express the spinor associated with
7 (x)

H as ¢(x = y:
Qb]( ,Y) ;B(x)
energy conservation, the two pseudospin states of the

fermions in the j-th region can be expressed as a linear
combination of wave functions with energies €; + mw.
Solving the eigenvalue equation introduces a new index
l € Z corresponding to the Floquet sideband energy
states €; + lw. Thus, we can express the solution as

e**v¥ . Furthermore, due to

o0

iy t) = ST o (@, y) Jmi(ag)erETE,

m,l=—o0
(8)
To proceed and find the solutions of the energy spectrum,
we need to solve the Dirac equation in each region inde-
pendently. This involves taking into account the external
fields applied to each region.
In regions 1 and 5, there is only pristine graphene,
and therefore the corresponding spinors can be easily ex-
pressed as [29, 30]

) ) 1 ‘ ‘
Yi(z,y,1) = et Z [(f}%l) elkl(wiIO)ém»O +7 < 1 ) elkl(w%)} 5m7167wF(6+mw)t (4)

m,l=—o0 W
) 0 1 ) 3 .
54y Yy = vy 1 m.l
Us(,y t) =e®y Yt <W> eihi(e=aa)g  emivr(etmm)t @
l
m,l=—o0
ki + ik,
T etlm 9
n e+lw (9)

related to the energies

€+ lw = s\ kP + k2 (10)

where we defined 0,,; = Ji,—(0) and s; = sign(e + lw).

(

From (10), we can derive the propagating modes along
z-direction as

ki = /(e + lw)? — k2. (11)



In regions 2 and 4, a static magnetic field is present.
From the eigenvalue equations, we obtain two coupled

equations as follows

[—i0, —i(ky + Ap)| 6] = (e +lw)e]  (12)
(<0 +i(ky + Ap)) 67 = (e +lw)o]  (13)
and then by mapping one equation into the other, we get

a second order differential equation, similar to the one
used in [23, 32]. This gives us the spinors for j = 2,4

i , , 1 , ,
¢2(l‘,y7t) _ Z ezk,yy [le (fl ) ezqz(m—xl) + ey (_ 1 ) e—qu(m—xl)] (5m7l€_“)F(e+mw)t (14)

1
m,l=—o00

21

00 , 1 o 1
Va(wy,t) = Y e [bu (f )6"”(96 3 + ey (_ 1 )

m,l=—o0
e+lw

q + i(ky + Az)
e+ lw

gll =

corresponding to the energies

e+lw = s\ @@ + (ky + A;)? (18)

where A; = B;lp (i = 1,2) and s; = sign(e + lw). As
can be clearly seen, this leads to the propagating modes
q; along the z-direction.

In region 3, where a time-oscillating laser field is ap-

J

3N
o e—iql(z—mg):| G getvr ()t (15)
&2t
(16)
(17)

(

plied, we use Floquet theory to derive the eigenspinors.
This theory is ideal for systems with periodic time-
dependent Hamiltonians, as in (5). The solution of the
eigenvalue equation can then be expressed in terms of
Floquet modes, leading to two coupled equations

[—i0, — i(ky — m@)] 6F = (= + m=)pd  (19)

[—i0y + i(ky — mw)] ¢} = (e + mw)p?  (20)

which allow us to determine the spinor in region 3 as

) i ) o 1 O (4 i
ws(l',y,t) — elkyy Z |:b31 (1_1‘I> eiQu(z—x2) + ey (—Fl) e—lQl(.L—.Lz):| Jmfl(QZ)e_ZUF(Eerw)t (21)
m,l=o00 1
i(ky — 1
ry = gt itk — 1) (22)
V(Qi)? + (ky — lw)?
(23)

including the position x2 = d; and the following propa-
gating modes

Qi = \/ (¢ + lw)? — (k, — lw)2. (24)

Next, we can calculate the transmission coefficients as
a function of the incident energy, magnetic field, and laser
field intensities. From these we derive the transmission
probabilities. We also show that the conductance can
be calculated by integration over the allowed modes, in
accordance with the Landauer-Biittiker formalism [37].

III. TRANSMISSIONS AND CONDUCTANCE

Using the transfer matrix method, we connect the
eigenspinors in different regions of the system. This en-
sures that the spinor components remain continuous at
the interfaces. We assume that the barrier is infinite
along the y-direction and therefore, the edge effects of
the barriers are neglected [38, 39]. The method helps
to analyze the behavior of the system and to calculate
transmission probabilities and conductance. Indeed, we



have
¥1(0) = ¥2(0) (25)
Yo(dr) = 13(dy) (26)
3(di + L) = ¢a(di + L) (27)
Ya(dy + L+ dz) = s(dy + L + da). (28)

In our model, the magnetic barriers are represented as
idealized é-function profiles. At each barrier, the spinor
wavefunctions remain continuous, while their derivatives
exhibit a finite discontinuity proportional to the barrier
strength. This is consistent with standard treatments of
sharp magnetic interfaces [26], and it is fully accounted
for in the boundary conditions applied in (25-28). Such
a formulation captures the essential physics of abrupt
magnetic changes while allowing an analytic treatment
of electron transmission. These matching conditions at
each interface between regions will allow us to derive the
transmission coefficients for both the propagating and
evanescent modes. Taking into account the orthogonal-
ization term e™F™%! we obtain the following eight equa-
tions

5m,0 +r,m = me + Com (29)
5771,077” - T7rL7:rL = b2m£7n - Cng’:;l (30)
bom€ 7™ 4 come ™ N =N by + ] o (31)

l=—o00
oo

iqmd —iqmd1 __
b2m§m€lq b — C2m£jne Hma = Z [b?}lrl - Cglrﬂ Jm—l

l=—00

(32)

bam + cam = Z [bsleiQ’L + CszeiQ’L] Im—1 (33)
l=—00
bimbm — Cambyy = Y [bail1e’@ — eaT e’ T,y
l=—00

(34)
bame'@m > 4 cye”imd = ¢, 40, (35)
bé}ngmeiqmd2 - C4m£:neiiqmd2 = tm')/m - Om’)’:n (36)
where we set Jy,—; = Jn—i(«). To simplify the resolu-

tion of the above set, it is convenient to use the matrix
approach. Here, a matrix M connects region 1 to region

5 as follows
6177,,0 _ tm
() () @)

such that M is given by
M= M(1,2) - M(2,3) - M(3,4) - M(4,5) (38)
Mi1 Mio
= 39
(M21 M22) (39)
where M(7, j+1) is the transfer matrix coupling the region
4 with the region j + 1, 0,, is the zero vector, and the

matrices have the forms

M(1’2)<NIT |1_>_1.<ng le‘) “0)

N
M(2,3) = (Ei E ) (E; g) (41)
wr-EE) (4 4)
wo-(E8) () o
having the following elements
(N?:)m,l i( ) 5ml (44)
(N3 )t = £(6)55 i (45)
(EX)ns = =115, (46)
(KE) s = i’yiei"]ldl(S (47)
(J m,l = m l( ) (48)
Q) = £ (@) (49)
(Z5) i = Jmi(@)e =t (50)
(Ri)mlfil“ Jm—_1(a)eF Q=L (51)
(Si)m 1= iqudz(; (52)
(Ci)m,l :I: :i:qudgé‘mJ (53)

From (37) and (39), we can easily identify the trans-
mission coefficients associated with different modes as a
function of the system parameters

tm =M1 0. (54)

The transfer matrix M is of infinite order. To solve this
problem, we consider a finite number of terms from —N
to N, where N satisfies the following condition: N > «
[21, 22]. Thus, the series can be expressed as follows

tnik =Mk +1,N+1], k=0,1,---,2N. (55)
Note that the truncation condition N > « is adopted
as a convergence requirement ensuring that all relevant
Floquet sideband contributions are retained. We tested
the stability of the transmission and conductance by in-
creasing the mode cutoff and confirmed that the key fea-
tures, including resonance positions and conductance sat-
uration, remain unchanged, indicating robustness against
the cutoff parameter.

At this stage, we introduce the current density to de-
termine the transmission 7; and reflection R; probabili-
ties. Using the continuity equation, we obtain the inci-
dent, transmitted, and reflected current densities as

J) = vp(y0 +75) (
Ji = vptiti(v+ )
JL = verfri(y +7)- (

—~
ot O
oo 3 O
T — T



Consequently, from the definition we obtain

_

Ty = =5 = t)? 59
A 2

R =L = ) 60

L= |74 (60)

The total transmission probability is obtained by sum-
ming the contributions of all individual modes. Then,
we have

T = i T,. (61)

l=—o00

The complexity of studying all transmission modes re-
quires a focus on the initial modes. Indeed, The result-
ing system consists of eight coupled equations (29-36),
each admitting an infinite number of modes. In princi-
ple, solving the full system is possible, but it leads to
a large n X n matrix that is difficult to handle numeri-
cally. To simplify the analysis, we restrict the study to
the central band and the first sidebands (I = 0, £1, +2),
resulting in a system of 40 equations. These are trans-
mission ty without photon exchange corresponds to the
central energy band e, while the first {11 and second ¢42
sidebands correspond to € + w and € &+ 2w, respectively.
They are

to =My [3,3] (62)
t_o =Mp[1,3] (63)
to1 =M1[2,3] (64)
t1 =My 1[4,3] (65)
ty =My 1[5, 3] (66)

At zero temperature, the conductance is defined as the
average flux of fermions over half of the Fermi surface
[37, 40]. Alternatively, it can be described as the integral
of the total transmission coefficient 1" over k,, which is
given by

max

g="C0 [

= o T(E,k,)dk, (67)

— kmax
ky

where Gy is the unit of conductance, and kj'®* is the
maximum wave vector component along the y-direction.
The connection between the transverse wave vector k,
and the incident angle ¢ is used to express G as

e
G=— T(E, ®) cos ¢ dpg (68)
27 ) _ gmax

and @™ can be obtained from the relation k*** =
ksin(pf@*), with k given by (10). This relation provides
a connection between the energy E and the maximum
angle ¢f'®* for the allowed transmission channels.

In order to explore and highlight the fundamental char-
acteristics of our system, we perform a detailed numeri-
cal analysis of the transport properties. This analysis fo-

cuses on the behavior of the transmission channels, which

are crucial for understanding the conductance of the sys-
tem. By studying the contribution of each mode and
its corresponding energy band, we aim to reveal how the
system responds to different external parameters such
as magnetic field strengths, laser intensity, and barrier
distances. Our results provide insight into the resonant
transmission phenomena and their effect on the total con-
ductance, shedding light on the underlying mechanisms
that govern transport in the presence of such intricate
interactions.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present a numerical analysis of our
results to explore how changes in key parameters af-
fect transmission and conductance in the system. More
specifically, we analyze these quantities as a function of
incident energy, barrier distance, incident angle, mag-
netic field, and laser field. These analyses help to clar-
ify the role of each parameter in shaping the electron
transport properties. By systematically studying these
dependencies, we gain a deeper understanding of the in-
terplay between external fields and structural configura-
tions, which is essential for optimizing the design and
performance of graphene-based devices.

Fig. 2 shows the total transmission and the first five
transmission modes as a function of the normal incidence
energyf0r31:Bg:l,dlzdgszl,w:ﬁzl
and different values of the parameter characterizing the
laser field o = % Fig. 2a is plotted for very low laser
irradiation o« = 0.1. We observe that the total trans-
mission oscillates, with the transmission without photon
exchange equal to the total transmission, while the trans-
missions with photon exchange are almost negligible due
to the low laser irradiation. This behavior is attributed
to the temporal oscillation of the laser field, which gen-
erates multiple transmission modes. The amplitude of
the irradiation influences the lateral modes, as discussed
in our previous research [29, 31, 32, 41]. We observe
Fano-type resonances induced by non-adiabatic pump-
ing from a laser field [42, 43]. The laser field can gener-
ate quasi-bound states through photon-assisted processes
between electrons and the electromagnetic field [44]. In
this scenario, tunneling transport occurs via the interfer-
ence between these quasi-bound states and the electronic
continuum. These resonances diminish in the low-energy
region, a phenomenon also observed for double magnetic
barriers [30]. In Fig. 2b, with o = 0.75, we see the ap-
pearance of the transmission by photon exchange, but
the transmission without photon exchange remains dom-
inant, almost equal to the total transmission. In Fig.
2c, where we increase the laser irradiation intensity to
a = 2, we observe that transmission with photon ab-
sorption (green and red lines) becomes more significant
than transmission with photon emission. Almost half of
the fermions cross the barrier by photon exchange. We
see that increasing the laser intensity increases transmis-
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FIG. 2. The transmissions as a function of incident energy
¢ for normal incident ¢ = 0, w = 1, By = By = 1 and
dy = d; = L = 1. Three values of o (a): a = 0.1, (b):
a = 0.75, (c): a = 2. Here T (magenta line), Ty (blue line),
T\ (red line), 71 (cyan line), T (green line), and T2 (yellow
line).

sion through the lateral bands but decreases transmission
through the central band. This also reduces the total
transmission, which suppresses the perfect transmission
[17]. Laser irradiation traps fermions in quantized energy
levels [45], affecting transmission, and heats the graphene
[46], further delaying transmission.

Fig. 3 depicts the transmission as a function of incident
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FIG. 3. The transmissions as a function of incident energy ¢
for normal incident, w =1, «a =2, L =0.5 and di = dz = 1.
for three values of B (a): B =1, (b): B =3, (¢): B=5.
Here T' (magenta line), To (blue line), 77 (red line), T—1 (cyan
line), T (green line), and T_2 (yellow line).

energy € fora=2,w =1, L =0.5,and dy =dy =1, un-
der varying magnetic fields (B; = B = B). In Fig. 3a,
for a low magnetic field B = 1, weaker Fano resonances
are observed, indicating that the magnetic field has a lim-
ited effect on modulating transmission at this intensity.
As the magnetic field increases, additional transmission
oscillations appear, as shown in Figs. 3b and 3c. At
higher magnetic fields, the transmission exhibits more



pronounced Fano resonances, highlighting the complex
interplay between the magnetic field and the incident en-
ergy. In particular, a threshold magnetic field is required
for transmission to occur, effectively acting as an effective
mass [47]. This threshold suppresses transmission at low
energies while enhancing the whole resonance structure.
As a result, increasing the magnetic field can cause com-
plex interactions between bound and quasi-bound states.
This leads to oscillations in the energy levels, seen as
peaks. These interactions can modify the transmission
and confinement properties of electrons.

Fig. 4 shows the transmission as a function of the
inter-barrier distance L, where the laser field is applied,
for different values of a with d; = dy = 1. We observe
that as long as L increases, the probability of photon
diffusion increases. As a result, the interaction between
the fermions and the laser field becomes stronger. This
interaction leads to a reduction in transmission. Fig.
4a is plotted for a = 1, where the total transmission
oscillates around unity, indicating that a periodic per-
fect transmission is observed. The transmission with-
out photon exchange also oscillates and dominates the
other transmission modes. Transmission with photon
absorption is more likely than transmission with pho-
ton emission. Single-photon exchange transmission is al-
most equal to the probability of two-photon exchange
transmission. As « is increased, transmissions with pho-
ton emission and absorption become more probable than
transmissions without photon exchange, leading to a de-
crease in total transmission, as shown in Fig. 4b. As
mentioned earlier, increasing the laser field reduces the
transmission without photon exchange and activates the
transmission with photon exchange [29, 41]. For Fig. 4c
with o = 2, the decrease in total transmission becomes
more pronounced, and transmissions with and without
photon exchange begin to compete. The transmission
with single or double photon exchange exceeds 40% for
certain values of L. We emphasize that the total trans-
mission is affected by the laser field intensity. In addition,
transmission with photon absorption is more likely than
transmission with photon emission.

In Fig. 5, we plot the transmissions as a function of
the magnetic field ratio Bo/B; for different values of
a = &2 We observe that the transmissions decrease
as By/Bj increases. For @ = 1 in Fig. 5a, we see that
the transmissions decrease rapidly and become zero at
the value By = 8B;. It can be clearly seen that the
transmission is more likely with the exchange of a sin-
gle photon than with the exchange of two photons. In
Fig. 5b with @ = 1.5, the zero transmission point shifts
to By = 9Bj, highlighting the effect of laser irradiation.
The combination of magnetic field and laser irradiation
perturbs the fermion energy levels, reducing transmis-
sion. In addition, transmission is more likely to occur
with the exchange of one photon than with the exchange
of two photons. As « increases to 2 in Fig. 5c¢, the same
trend continues. Transmission involving the exchange
of a single photon remains more likely than transmis-
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sion involving the exchange of two photons. In addition,
the zero transmission point continues to shift, now ex-
ceeding By = 10B;. From these observations, we can
conclude that increasing the magnetic field strength sig-
nificantly suppresses transmission across all bands. This
suppression becomes so dominant that the transmission
modes are largely unaffected by further increases in laser
field intensity. In other words, the magnetic field plays
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a critical role in blocking transmission, overshadowing
the influence of the laser field at higher intensities. This
highlights the interplay between the magnetic and laser
fields in controlling electron transport [42, 43].

Fig. 6 shows the transmission as a function of the pa-
rameter o = %, which characterizes the laser field, for
different magnetic field values B, = B; = B. In Fig.
6a, where the magnetic field is weaker (B = 0.1), trans-
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intensity a for normal incident, e = 15, dy =d2 = L =1 and
w = 1. Three values of B (a): B = 0.1, (b): B =5, (c¢):
B = 10. Here T (magenta line), Ty (blue line), 71 (red line),
T_1 (cyan line), T> (green line), and T—2 (yellow line).

mission without photon exchange dominates for a < 1.
However, as a increases, transmission with photon ex-
change becomes more likely. In addition, transmission
with a single photon exchange is nearly equal to trans-
mission with two photons, with a shift in «. For B =5 in
Fig. 6b, all transmissions decrease but retain the same
shape as in Fig. 6a. In Fig. 6c, where the magnetic
field is stronger (B = 10), the total transmission am-



plitude does not exceed 50%. Furthermore, transmis-
sion without photon exchange drops to zero at a = 1,
and for o > 1.5, transmission with exchange of two pho-
tons becomes more likely than transmission with a single
photon. In summary, increasing both the magnetic field
intensity and the laser irradiation intensity suppresses
the fermion tunneling effect. This occurs because the
fields block fermions at degenerate energy levels, leading
to a reduction in total transmission. The interplay be-
tween the magnetic and laser fields plays a critical role
in controlling the transmission behavior. As a result, the
application of stronger fields significantly limits electron
transport.

Fig. 7 presents the total transmission as a function of
the incident angle ¢ for various physical parameters. In
Fig. 7a, the total transmission is plotted for three differ-
ent values of the inter-barrier distance L. For all three
values of L, the transmission drops to zero at ¢ = —1.6,
demonstrating symmetry. As L increases, fermion has
more space to diffuse and interact with the laser field,
leading to a reduction in transmission. In Fig. 7b, the
transmission is shown for three values of . For o = 0.1
(green line), the transmission remains nearly perfect ex-
cept for a narrow interval around ¢ where it drops to
zero. As the laser field intensity increases (red and blue
curves), the transmission decreases. This reduction is due
to the lower probability of coincidence between fermion
and hole states [12, 13]. Fig. 7c displays the transmission
for three values of the magnetic field B. A symmetry is
observed, with transmission dropping to zero at a spe-
cific value of ¢. Increasing B slightly reduces the total
transmission. Additionally, the transmission consistently
drops to zero at a certain ¢, indicating an effect referred
to as anti-resonances (perfect reflection).

r-barrier distance.

In Fig. 8, we plot the conductance at zero temper-
ature as a function of the incident energy e for various
conditions of the physical parameters. Indeed, for three
magnetic fields (By = By = B) in Fig. 8a, we observe
that at low incident energies the conductance is zero, in-
dicating that low-energy fermions cannot pass through
the barrier. As the magnetic field strength increases, the
conductance decreases because fewer particles can tra-
verse the region under the influence of the applied fields.
For three inter-barrier distances L in Fig. 8b, our results
show that increasing L leads to a significant decrease in
conductance. This means that increasing this distance
gives the fermions a greater chance for destructive in-
terference and also increases their interaction with the
applied laser field. This interaction can change the en-
ergy levels of the fermions and trap them between these
energy levels, resulting in a decrease in conductance. For
three values of the laser field intensities denoted by «
in Fig. 8c, we observe that the increase of « results in
a decrease of the conductance. This decrease is due to
the effect of the interaction between the fermions and
the laser field. As « increases, the energy states of the
fermions become more perturbed. This can change their
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trajectories and reduce their chances of crossing the bar-
rier. The interaction with the laser field changes the en-
ergy levels available to the fermions and can introduce
quantum transitions between these levels. These transi-
tions can temporarily trap the fermions in certain quasi-
bound states, reducing their mobility and ability to cross



the barrier. In addition, the laser field can also induce
quantum resonance phenomena in which fermions absorb
and emit energy coherently with the field. These reso-
nances can lead to destructive interferences that affect
the transmission of the fermions. At finite temperature,
the amplitude of conductance oscillations decreases. The
broadening of the Fermi distribution leads to a wider oc-
cupation of electronic states, thereby reducing the sharp-
ness of these oscillations [18]. In summary, higher mag-
netic fields, stronger laser fields, and larger inter-barrier
distances reduce fermion transmission, leading to lower
conductance.

The numerical results presented above reveal how the
interplay between magnetic barriers and laser-induced
photon-assisted channels governs transmission, conduc-
tance, and resonant features. They provide a foundation
for drawing conclusions about the unique transport be-
havior and potential applications of this hybrid graphene
system.

V. CONCLUSION

We have studied the quantum transport properties of a
system consisting of two magnetic barriers, modeled by §
functions, separated by a region subjected to monochro-
matic linearly polarized laser irradiation. The periodic
nature of the Hamiltonian of the system in time required
the application of the Floquet approximation to obtain
the wave function in each region. The continuity of the
wave function across the five regions resulted in a sys-
tem of eight coupled equations, each of which contains
an infinite number of Floquet modes due to the degener-
acy of the energy spectrum. To deal with the complexity
of these equations, we used a matrix formalism which,
together with current density calculations, allowed us to
determine the transmission properties. Furthermore, the
conductance was calculated using the Biittiker formula,
which is commonly used in mesoscopic transport theory.
The degeneracy of the energy spectrum revealed two dif-
ferent transmission processes. The first involves fermions
tunneling through the magnetic barriers without ex-
changing photons with the laser field, while the second in-
volves photon exchange, either by absorption or emission,
during transmission. The hybrid configuration studied
here introduces transport phenomena that cannot occur
in isolated magnetic or laser barriers. In our system, elec-
trons interact sequentially with magnetic and laser fields.
First, the magnetic barrier filters carriers via momentum
selection. Next, the laser region induces photon-assisted
transitions that open additional transmission channels.
Finally, the second magnetic barrier further modifies the
electron energies. This sequential interplay between mag-
netic confinement and photon pumping produces Fano-
type resonances, tunable perfect transmission, and angle-
dependent anti-resonances—features that do not appear
when magnetic or laser barriers are applied individually.

Due to the inherent complexity of numerically cap-

11

GIGy

(b)

GIGy

GIGy

0.0 L L L
5 10 15 20

€

FIG. 8. The conductance as a function of the incident energy ¢
forw=0.5,Bl=B2=Banddi =dy;=d. (a): d=L =1,
B =1 (blue line), B = 2 (green line) and B = 3 (red line).
(b): d =1, B=1, L =0.5 (blue line), L = 1.5 (green line)
and L = 3 (red line). (¢): d=L =1, B=1, a = 0.5 (blue
line), @ = 1 (green line) and « = 2 (red line).

turing transmission across an infinite number of energy
bands, our analysis focused on the central energy band
corresponding to € and the first two sidebands corre-
sponding to e+w and e+2w, respectively. We found that
transmission without photon exchange tends to dominate
the process, especially at lower laser intensities. How-
ever, as the laser field intensity increases, the probability



of photon-assisted transmission increases, gradually sup-
pressing the photon-independent process. Perfect trans-
mission of fermions at normal incidence is observed, but
shifted to lower energy regions due to the presence of the
laser field and magnetic barriers. Notably, this effect can
be attenuated by tuning the system parameters, in par-
ticular the laser intensity, resulting in a gradual reduc-
tion of the total transmission. On the other hand, anti-
resonance (perfect reflection), which corresponds to the
complete suppression of transmission for certain incident
angles, is observed in smaller energy intervals and ex-
hibits symmetry around its zero transmission point. Fur-
thermore, our results show that the magnetic field shapes
the transmission spectrum. Indeed, it is found that
a stronger magnetic field creates more resonance peaks
(Fano types) and blocks low-energy fermions, thereby re-
ducing transmission and conductance. In addition, it is
found that increasing the inter-barrier distance also in-
creases the interaction between the fermions and the laser
field. As a result, both transmission and conductance are
reduced. This finding is key to understanding how bar-
rier spacing affects fermion dynamics and can help in the
design of better graphene-based devices. The issue of
normal incidence has already been observed in graphene,
as demonstrated in our previous works. At normal in-
cidence, the transmission is nearly total, which explains
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why we focused our study on this case. In contrast, for
oblique incidence, fermions can be controlled, allowing
for the adjustment of transmission properties.

The hybrid magnetic-laser barrier configuration of-
fers precise control over electron transmission through
tunable Fano resonances and photon-assisted channels
[49, 50]. Magnetic barriers in graphene can be realis-
tically approximated in the sharp-interface limit, where
momentum-dependent filtering dominates transport [24].
Angle-dependent transmission and directional electron
beam shaping, which form the basis of angle-selective
beam splitters, have been predicted from coherent wave-
matching mechanisms in graphene structures [17, 53].
This hybrid mechanism could be exploited in graphene-
based conductance filters, angle- or energy-selective elec-
tron beam splitters, and terahertz (THz) photodetectors,
where photon-assisted processes enable efficient light sen-
sitivity in the THz range [52, 54]. The interplay between
magnetic confinement and laser-induced pumping pro-
vides a versatile platform for controllable electronic and
optoelectronic device functionalities.
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