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Emergent Hyper-Magic Manifold in Twisted Kitaev Bilayers
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Kitaev quantum spin liquids have been the focus of intense research effort thanks to the discovery

of various materials (e.g., RuCls) that approximate their intriguing physics.

In this paper we

construct a mean-field approximation for a moire superlattice emerging in twisted Kitaev bilayers
in terms of solutions of commensurate bilayers. We show that the band structure of deconfined
spinons, defined on the mini-Brillouin zone of the superlattice, is greatly modified. The system
exhibits a hyper-magic manifold: a series of nearly perfectly-flat bands appear at energies above
the lowest gap, exhibiting a very large (spinon) density of states that could potentially be probed
experimentally. Intriguingly, flat-band eigenstates exhibit a localization akin to wavefunctions of

Kagome lattices.

Introduction—XKitaev quantum spin liquids (QSLs) are
forms of topological order [1] that support fermionic
and Majorana spinon excitations [2]. They have re-
cently attracted renewed interest upon discovery that
RuCls, a transition-metal halide [3-9] Van-der-Waals
material [10, 11], supports Kitaev QSL phases [1, 2, 12—
36]. Neutron-scattering [21, 22], Raman [23], and ther-
mal Hall [37-42] measurements all support this picture.
In this paper we are concerned with the broad phe-
nomenology emerging from the interplay between quan-
tum ordering and superlattices. In particular, long-
periodicity moire superlattices can greatly modify the
properties of the whole heterostructure [43-58] (see also
Refs. [59, 60] and references therein). The scope of this
Letter is therefore to propose a methodology bridging
the microscopic scales of short-range interactions (which
lead to the emergence of QSLs and exotic quasiparticles)
with those of superlattices encompassing hundreds of unit
cells. We focus on the exactly-solvable Kitaev model [2]:
a hexagonal quantum spin-1/2 system with bond depen-
dent Ising-like interactions. This model provides a qual-
itative understanding of the low-energy physics [13] of
RuCl3. Commensurate Kitaev bilayers, obtained by cou-
pling two such hexagonal lattices, have been addressed in
Refs. [61-65]. In particular, Ref. [61] details a mean-field
solution of bilayers with perfect atom-on-atom stacking.
There, it is shown that both the intralayer and interlayer
hopping amplitudes of Majorana excitations depend on
the interlayer spin coupling J. For small J, the two lay-
ers are eractly decoupled, i.e. spinons cannot tunnel be-
tween the two. On the contrary as J increases (within
the mean-field approximation, to about ~ 0.44 times the
intralayer Kitaev coupling K), interlayer hopping turns
on and grows with J. Notably, when this happens the in-
tralayer hopping decreases, i.e. spinons are less mobile in
each layer, and vanishes for J ~ 0.58 K. For larger J, the
two layers are strongly coupled and spinons cannot prop-
agate. We find that in AB bilayers, where only half of the
atoms of one layer sit on top of atoms of the other layer,
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FIG. 1. Panel (a) Moiré pattern generated from two hexago-
nal lattices, with relative twist # = 4°. The supercell, spanned
by vectors Lj2 is outlined. Approximately commensurate
AA, AB and BA stacking configurations occur at raa, raB
and rpa respectively. Panel (b) Basis vectors ai,2 for the
individual hexagonal layers. 7, 7,, and 7. are the nearest-
neighbor vectors. Colored arrows denote different bond types,
along which different spin components are coupled. Panel
(c) MBZ generated by vectors G1,2. AK connects points
K} and K?, i.e. the Dirac points of each layer. Panel (d)
Brillouin zones for the top (black) and bottom (grey) layers,
twisted and superimposed. Reciprocal lattice vectors gi,2 and
inequivalent Dirac points K 2 for each layer are indicated.

the boundaries between the three phases shift to approx-
imately twice the corresponding values of J/K reported
for AA bilayers. Mean-field results have been extended
with a variety of advanced techniques (see, e.g., Refs. [65—
70]). However, since our aim is to present a methodology
to capture qualitative changes of twisted-stack properties,
and to keep the problem tractable, we will employ mean-
field results [61] for commensurate bilayers. Other Kitaev
heterostructures have also been studied with techniques
similar to those mentioned above [71-74].

We construct a mean-field approximation by interpo-
lating the results for commensurate AA and AB stacking
with the periodicity of the moire superlattice. For cer-
tain ranges of parameters, spinons can tunnel between
layers in AA regions but not in AB regions. In turn,
their intralayer hopping is suppressed in AA regions, up
to the point where it can vanish, but remains unaffected
in AB regions. This reflects on the band structure of
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excitations: a single band around zero energy becomes
separated from the other ones. Furthermore, the energy
spectrum exhibits a hyper-magic manifold [75]: some
higher-energy bands can become extremely flat, even be-
fore the flattening of the low-energy one occurs. These
bands exhibit an extremely high density of states, which
could be probed in 2D-to-2D tunneling experiments [76].
Their eigenstates exhibit localization patterns resem-
bling Kagome lattices, which could be observed in spin-
resolved scanning tunneling spectroscopy. Our results
are distinct from those of previous studies [77], which
focused on the regime of strong interlayer coupling. Fur-
thermore, our model provides a physical realization of
the hyper-magic manifold described in Ref. [75].

Twisted Bilayer Kitaev Model—A moire pattern
emerges when two copies of an identical lattice are super-
imposed with some relative twist angle 6 between them,
resulting in a periodic repetition of different commensu-
rate stacking configurations. At small twist angles the
pattern is approximately periodic, with a well-defined
moire supercell [78]. Fig. 1(a) shows the canonical ex-
ample of two hexagonal lattices of identical atoms and
identical bonds, with periodic repetition of AA, AB and
BA stacking configurations. In the following we consider
a moire heterostructure consisting of two Kitaev mono-
layers, with a relative twist between them.

The monolayer Kitaev model is defined on a hexago-
nal lattice, whose unit cell is spanned by a pair of vec-
tors a1 o = (1/2,4£v/3/2). The vectors T, = (a; — az)/3,
Ty, = (2a2 + a1)/3, 7 = —(a2 + 2a1)/3 connect ele-
ments of the A sublattice to their nearest neighbours on
the B sublattice [see Fig. 1(b)]. The reciprocal lattice
is spanned by the vectors g1 2 = b(v/3/2,+1/2), where
b = 47/v/3. These define the maximally-symmetric
hexagonal Brillouin zone (BZ) with corners at inequiv-
alent points Ki2 = +(g1 + g2)/3. Spin-1/2 quantum
variables are located at each site, coupled via bond-
dependent Ising interactions [2]. The z, y and z compo-
nents of the spins couple along the blue, green and red di-
rections respectively, as shown in Fig. 1(b). The solution
of the Kitaev model passes through the fractionalization
of each spin variable in terms of four Majorana parti-
cles [2]. Of these, three are paired between neighboring
sites to form a gauge field upon which the fourth (de-
confined) one propagates (more details are given below).
Since the gauge potential commutes with the Hamilto-
nian and with itself on different bonds, the model re-
duces to an exactly-solvable quadratic Hamiltonian for
deconfined particles [2]. The energy dispersion is akin to
graphene’s, i.e. it is gapless and exhibits Dirac cones at
the points K .

The twisted heterostructure is generated from a com-
mensurate bilayer structure by applying rigid rotations
R(£6/2) to the top and bottom layers respectively.
At zero twist angle, bonds of equal type [i.e. =z, y,
z or red, green, blue in Fig. 1(b)] are chosen to be
exactly aligned on top of each other. The resulting
moire pattern has an associated reduced moire Brillouin

zone (MBZ) in momentum space [Fig. 1(c)], and re-
ciprocal lattice spanned by vectors G12 = gf , — gi’72,
where g5,® = R(£60/2)g, are the rotated vectors of the
top/bottom layers [Fig. 1(d)]. The real-space superlat-
tice is thus characterized by vectors L, o [Fig. 1(a)] sat-
isfying L; - G; = 2mé;;. For small angles one can ap-
proximate each region of the heterostructure by the cor-
responding commensurate stacking.

Commensurate bilayers are uniquely characterised by
the in-plane displacement d of the top layer relative to the
bottom one. AB stacking occurs where d = 7, such that
the A sublattice in the top layer is aligned with the B sub-
lattice in the bottom layer. Similarly, BA stacking occurs
where d = —71,, and AA stacking occurs where d = 0.
The positions in the supercell where the local struc-
ture approximates the AA, AB, and BA stackings are
ran =0, rap = (2L1 —|—L2)/3, and rga = (Ll + 2L2)/3
respectively [Fig. 1(a)]. Commensurate bilayer Kitaev
models have previously been studied using mean-field
theory. Mean-field solutions modify the hopping ampli-
tudes of deconfined Majorana particles. Given that the
stacking arrangement influences the resulting mean-field
solution, one expects the value of tight-binding parame-
ters in a twisted bilayer to vary spatially with the super-
lattice. In twisted bilayer graphene [59, 60], these spatial
variations enter only via the interlayer hopping ampli-
tudes, while the intralayer dynamics are unchanged. On
the other hand, in the Kitaev model the interlayer and
intralayer dynamics cannot effectively be disentangled,
leading to novel twist-dependent intralayer terms.

We propose a model of the twisted Kitaev bilayer
analogous to the continuum model of twisted bilayer
graphene [78]. The full Hamiltonian is a sum of two
Kitaev monolayers H*? coupled by a Heisenberg-like in-
terlayer interaction H' of strength J, such that H =
H' + H® + H*. Each layer [ = t,b is described by an
isotropic hexagonal spin—% Kitaev model

1 a a
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where ¢ labels the unit cell, and K, is a bond-dependent
Kitaev coupling. Vectors with superscript [ are rotated
according to their layer as v®* = R(+6/2)v, while r; is a
coordinate defined in a global reference frame. Each spin
may be represented by a set of four Majorana fermions
{c,b%,bY,b*} such that S* = ib“c. Moving to the Majo-
rana fermion representation and performing a mean-field
decoupling [61, 71], one then obtains

H}( = % ; ; Ka (ufx (Ti)cri,LACri«kTClx,l,B (2)
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where the mean-field components are defined as ul, (r;) =
. l . .

<Zb$i’l,Ab‘lo’f,y+T(ll,l,B> and g (7)) = <Zcr7¢,l,ACm+r(§,l,B> re-

spectively. One may also exact a similar procedure on the



interlayer coupling term H-', yielding mean-field compo-
nents wq (r;) and wo o(7;). For structures studied here,
we give details in the supplementary material [79].

In Eq. (2) we have effectively separated the full quartic
Hamiltonian into four separate (quadratic) tight-binding
problems, one for each Majorana species. The effective
Hamiltonian of itinerant Majorana fermions in a given
layer, H', is given by the first line of Eq. (2). The second
line of Eq. (2) is instead the Hamiltonian of localized Ma-
jorana particles. As we show in [79], they remain local-
ized for all values of parameters studied in the remainder
of this paper. Thus, we will neglect them in what follows.
Direct calculation of ul,(r;) is impractical, except in the
simplest commensurate cases where translational invari-
ance may be utilized to take them to be independent of
7;, thus dramatically reducing the number of indepen-
dent mean-field components. Fig. 2 shows mean-fields
u! g and ub g calculated as in Ref. [61] for two stacking
coflﬁguratiofls, S = AA and S = AB. For AB stacking,
the boundaries between different phases appears shifted
to values of J/K which are roughly twice those found for
the AA configuration. This finding can be interpreted
as the result of the halved number of interlayer nearest-
neighbours in AB bilayers.

In each commensurate configuration, the signs of mean
fields can be flipped via a gauge transformation, thus
only their moduli have physical meaning. Conversely,
in a moire superlattice one needs to fix these signs in
such a way that, in certain limiting conditions, the be-
havior of the structure recovers the expected one. We set
ug’f’BA = ufy’f’AB, i.e. mean-fields have the same sign in AB
and BA regions. This is dictated by the requirement that,
in the limit of zero interlayer coupling, the Hamiltonian
describes two independent Kitaev layers. We construct
the twisted stack mean-fields by interpolating those of
commensurate bilayers as ul,(r;) = Y ¢ uf%ST(ri —rs),
where rs denote positions of the three stacking configura-
tions in the moire unit cell [Fig. 1(a)]. We choose the pe-
riodic function T'(r) = (1/9) Zi:l (14€CnT4e7iCGnT),
to preserve the threefold rotational symmetry of the su-
perlattice while matching the periodicity of the supercell.
G 2 are the previously defined reciprocal lattice vectors
for the moire superlattice, and G = G2 — G, while
T(r)=1[T(r) =0] for r = rps [r = raB,rBA]. There-
fore, u!, (r) represents the simplest real-valued periodic
function which smoothly interpolates between the values
of mean-field parameters of AA, AB, and BA regions.
The intralayer term can be written in momentum space
representation as

i
H' = ) Zfl(kvo)cL7l7Ack,l,B
k

- 3)
i
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where k is measured from the BZ center, G runs
over the set +G, (n = 1,2,3) and fi(k,G) =
(1/3)3 s>, K‘lufx7seiG'TSei(k+G)""i. We assume the
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FIG. 2. Panel (a) Mean-field solutions for AA (top) and

AB (bottom) stacked bilayers as a function of J/K in the
isotropic limit. Panel (b) In blue, the spectrum of itinerant
Majorana fermions for J/K = 0.448. Twist angle § = 1.1°.
The grey background represents the spectrum of the decou-
pled twisted bilayer (J/K = 0). Panel (c) Same as Panel (b),
but for J/K = 0.46. K and K’ are Ki and K? of Fig. 1(c)
respectively.

following conventional [78] form for interlayer interac-
tions between itinerant Majorana fermions

2
L_ § E i(g i —an ) ot .
H™ =—iJ Wey,up €770 170 Y Ck,t,,uckan-,b,u’
n=0 k,uv
(4)

where G,, = G, —AK, go = Gy = 0, and AK =
(G1 4+ G2)/3. wa,an, Wa,aB, and we BA are parame-
ters derived from the Majorana mean-field theories of
commensurately stacked bilayers, and J is the Heisen-
berg exchange. Analogous to intralayer mean fields, we
have wlAB = w]l3A. We also take wo BB = Wa,aa. All
terms simplify considerably in the isotropic limit where
K, = K, = K, = K: the mean-field components
u!, ¢ = uk, and w,,s = wg become independent of bond
direction. We note that although these mean-fields en-
ter as free parameters in our equations, their values are
determined by the (physical) couplings J and K via the
solutions of the commensurate bilayers.

Results—The k-dependent Hamiltonian is expanded in
a plane-wave basis [78, 80] and diagonalised to yield the
itinerant Majorana fermion spectrum. We calculate the
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FIG. 3. Panel (a) The local density of states (LDOS) around
the energy of the first flat band (E = 0.36K). Panel (b) Phase
of the first flat band wavefunction at I, projected onto the A
sublattice of the top layer. Here J = 0.46K. L is the length
of the moire unit vector.

spectrum across the first MBZ around (K} + K?)/2,
and study the isotropic limit for simplicity. As seen in
Fig. 2(a) the mean-fields (and therefore hopping ampli-
tudes) depend on the ratio J/K, and as such the band
structure is sensitive to changes in J. As shown in
Fig. 2(a), for J/K < 0.44, both waa, wap = 0, and
the system consists of two effectively decoupled mono-
layers with maximal intralayer mean-fields uglb = +0.5.
We refer to the values of the mean-fields in this regime as
the “QSL” values. We stress that the mean-field solution
is exact in this case. The band structure obtained in this
regime is shown in light gray in Figs. 2(b) and (c¢) for
reference. It corresponds to the folding of Dirac cones of
isolated layers within the mini-Brillouin zone of a twisted
(decoupled) bilayer. The band structure presents a linear
low-energy dispersion around the corners of this smaller
zone (K and K’), and it is degenerate at higher ener-
gies at both the M (middle point of the hexagonal mini-
Brillouin zone) and I points. In particular, higher-energy
bands are six-fold degenerate at the latter.

For 0.44 < J/K < 0.58, uf\& and waa deviate from
their QSL values, while the mean-fields for the AB stack-
ing remain unchanged, i.e. the interlayer couplings
wap = wpa vanish exactly. Under these conditions the
interlayer coupling becomes finite over the entire super-
cell, but is reduced in the neighborhoods of rap and rga,
and vanishes exactly at those points. Conversely, the in-
tralayer hopping is minimum around AA regions. As
J/K enters in this range of values, the sixfold degener-
acy at I' breaks, and bands split off and begin to flatten.
There is no low-energy gap opening around the Dirac
points even for large J/K, although the lowest band be-
comes increasingly energetically isolated from the rest.

Notably, very flat higher-energy bands appear close to
other dispersive bands for J/K 2 0.46, thus forming a
hyper-magic manifold [75]. In the absence of modula-
tion of intralayer hopping amplitudes, flat and dispersive
bands are degenerate at the I' point. In Fig. 2, along-

side the band structure, we also show the spinon density
of states, which is seen to become very large at energies
corresponding to flat bands. We expect these features
to be reflected in, e.g., spin-dependent 2D-to-2D tunnel-
ing spectra [76], which could thus be used to prove the
existence of the hyper-magic manifold.

Visually, the group of bands above the lowest one in
Fig. 2(c) strongly resembles the spectrum of a Kagome
lattice. The latter tri-partite model exhibits two disper-
sive bands touching a perfectly-flat low-energy band at
the I" point. To verify whether Kagome physics emerges
in twisted Kitaev bilayers, we study the flat band wave-
function. Fig. 3 shows the local density of states around
the energy of the first flat band shown in Fig. 2(c). The
wavefunction appears to be highly localised away from
AA stacked regions, with maxima arranged in a trigonal
coordination about each of the AB/BA stacked regions.
Intriguingly, the localisation is akin to that of a Kagome
lattice. It is also instructive to study the phase of the
wavefunction. In Fig. 3(b) we plot the wavefunction of
the first flat band at the I" point, projected onto the A
sublattice of the top layer. We find phase vortex/anti-
vortex pairs centered about the AB/BA stacked regions.
This explains the apparent drop in the amplitude of the
wavefunction at those points: certain components of the
wavefunction must necessarily vanish there, due to the
singular nature of the phase.

In [79] we show band structures calculated for higher
values of J/K, which exhibit a higher degree of flatten-
ing. There, we also show results obtained for unphysical
choices of mean-fields [i.e., not constrained by the value
of J/K according to Fig. 2(a)]. We find that for some
choices of intra- and inter-layer parameters, it is possi-
ble to make the flat band degenerate with the lowest one
at the I' point. We also show band structures exhibit-
ing a larger hyper-magic manifold similar to that seen in
[75], and demonstrate a mapping from our model to one
of twisted-bilayer graphene equipped with complex inter-
layer couplings. These results highlight the higher degree
of tunability of twisted multilayers of quantum-ordered
materials compared to twisted graphene bilayers [59, 60].

Conclusion—By considering variations in local stack-
ing across a moire heterostructure and their effect on
mean-field parameters, we have constructed a mean-field
approximation for a twisted bilayer of Kitaev quantum
spin liquids. We have produced a working approxi-
mation for intra- and inter-layer tight-binding hopping
amplitudes of deconfined Majorana particles in terms
of solutions of mean-field theories on commensurately
stacked bilayers. Accounting for these effects yields a
complex band structure, which exhibits a hyper-magic
manifold [75] of flat bands and Kagome-like features

Although at mean-field level relatively large values of
J/K are needed for the interlayer tunneling amplitude
to become finite, in reality we expect the required J to
be much smaller. In fact, calculations beyond mean-
field [62-64] show that the decoupled Kitaev phase is
much less robust than predicted by mean-field theory. We



stress that this “fragility” of the decoupled phase works
in our favor, since it can make the hyper-magic mani-
fold visible at smaller J/K. This in turn implies that
the twisted Kitaev physics we describe can be observable
in realistic van-der-Waals materials, where the interlayer
Heisenberg coupling is not expected to be large. Note
that the value of J/K at which the hyper-magic manifold
forms, can be tuned with the twist angle. This greatly
improves the potential to experimentally realize the band
flattening described here.

While preparing this manuscript, we became aware of
a related work [81]. While our results for small values
of J/K agree with Ref. [81], we capture the effect of the

varying stacking arrangement on the intralayer hopping,
which was neglected in other works. We show that such
terms can allow one to isolate flat from dispersive bands.
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