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We explain the appearance of magic angles and fractional Chern insulators in twisted K-valley
homobilayer transition metal dichalcogenides by mapping their continuum model to a Landau level
problem. Our approach relies on an adiabatic approximation for the quantum mechanics of valence
band holes in a layer-pseudospin field that is valid for sufficiently small twist angles and on a lowest
Landau level approximation that is valid for sufficiently large twist angles. It simply explains why
the quantum geometry of the lowest moiré miniband is nearly ideal at particular flat-band twist
angles, predicts that topological flat bands occur only when the valley-dependent moiré potential is
sufficiently strong compared to the interlayer tunneling amplitude, and provides a powerful starting
point for the study of interactions.

Introduction— Recent experiments [1–5] have reported
the first observations of fractional Chern insulator (FCI)
states, exotic states of matter that display a fractional
quantum Hall effect in the absence of a magnetic field
[6]. It has been understood for some time [7–12] that
FCI states do occur in artificial theoretical model sys-
tems. In this Letter we address FCI states in the hole
fluids of AA-stacked K-valley transition metal dichalco-
genide (TMD) twisted homobilayers, where the effect
was first observed [1, 2]. Earlier theoretical work had
hinted that FCI states might appear in this type of two-
dimensional electron system by showing that their moiré
minibands could carry Chern numbers [13, 14], that the
moiré band width could mysteriously vanish [15–17] near
a magic twist angle, and that the bands have almost ideal
quantum geometry [18] when flat [19]. There are however
many open questions; for example, the FCI states so far
appear at a few hole filling fractions and they appear over
a wider regime of twist angle than theoretically expected.
In this Letter we address the most baffling question - why
do the magic angles appear in the first place? Our an-
swer points to a strategy for quantitative descriptions of
these moiré FCI states.

Continuum models of TMD moirés [13, 20] are ex-
pected to give an accurate description of their low-energy
physics. In bilayers, the layer-dependent terms can al-
ways be expressed in terms of an effective field that acts
on the layer pseudospin. For AA-stacked K-valley ho-
mobilayers [13–15] the effective field has a topologically
non-trivial spatial structure with one Skyrmion for each
moiré period. It is natural to suspect that there is a
connection between the real space Skyrmion lattice and
the momentum space Chern numbers, although it was
recognized from the beginning [13] that the correspon-
dence is not universal. Instead the Chern number of the
topmost valence moiré miniband depends on the phe-
nomenological parameters (Vm, ψ, ω) that enter the con-
tinuum model, whose values vary from system to sys-
tem [13–15, 18, 21, 22], and can vanish even though the
Skyrmion lattice is always present. Here Vm, ψ, and ω
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respectively specify the strength and shape of the moiré
potentials in each layer, and the strength of interlayer
tunneling.
In this Letter we exploit an approximation to the TMD

continuum model that is motivated by the presence of
the Skyrmion lattice, one that maps it to holes in Lan-
dau levels subject to a periodic potential, to explain the
magic angle behavior. We start by using an adiabatic
approximation for the layer pseudospin to transform the
continuum Hamiltonian into one for layerless holes under
the effect of a periodic potential and a periodic magnetic
field with a non-zero mean. By separating the effective
magnetic field into average and sinusoidal contributions,
we further project the problem to the lowest Landau level
(LLL) induced by the average effective magnetic field,
whose strength is one flux quantum per moiré unit cell.
Within the LLL, both field and potential variations can
be grouped into an effective potential with honeycomb
lattice symmetry that is accurately characterized by a
single real parameter ξ1, whose value is determined by
the continuum model parameters. We show that the
magic angle behavior occurs when ξ1 vanishes. At the
magic angle, our series of transformations has mapped
the bilayer Hamiltonian to the ordinary fractional quan-
tum Hall problem, making the fractional Hall effect in-
evitable.
Adiabatic Approximation— We start from the contin-

uum model Hamiltonian for TMD homobilayers [13],

HTMD = −ℏ2 k2

2m∗ σ0 +∆(r) · σ +∆0(r)σ0, (1)

where ∆ = (Re∆T , Im∆T , (∆b−∆t)/2), ∆T is the com-
plex interlayer tunneling amplitude, ∆0 = (∆b +∆t)/2,
where ∆t and ∆b are the potential energies in the top and
bottom layers, σ are the Pauli matrices and σ0 the iden-
tity matrix. Eq. (1) is a valley-projected single-particle
Hamiltonian; the full Hilbert space includes two valleys
that are related to each other by time-reversal. For de-
tails on the continuum model see the supplemental ma-
terial [23].
Next we apply a unitary transformation U(r) that ro-

tates ∆(r) to the z-direction at each position [24–27]

U†(r) [∆(r) · σ]U(r) = |∆(r)|σz. (2)
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FIG. 1. Spatial distribution of the (a) effective magnetic field Beff(r) generated by the layer pseudospin Skyrmion in units of

flux quantum per unit cell area, (b) the kinetic potential D in units of ℏωc, and (c) the effective Zeeman field ∆̃(r) in meV.
Black dots indicate moiré superlattice sites. The Wigner-Seitz cell boundary is marked by solid lines and the κ, m and γ
high symmetry points that are key to magic angle behavior (see main text) are indicated. (d)-(f) The corresponding Fourier
expansion coefficients. The inset in (f) shows the first six shells of reciprocal lattice vectors. The magnetic form factors have
the numerical values 1, 0.163, 4 × 10−3, 7 × 10−4, 3 × 10−6, 8 × 10−8 for the six plotted shells. These illustrative plots are for
unstrained MoTe2 [13] model parameters: Vm = 8 meV, ψ = 89.6◦ and ω = −8.5 meV.

Because the transformation is position-dependent, the ki-
netic energy term includes coupling between the up and
down pseudospin sectors. Projection to the up pseu-
dospin sector can, however, be justified when the r-
dependence is slow. After projection to the up pseu-
dospin sector, which we will refer to as the adiabatic ap-
proximation, the matrix Hamiltonian operator reduces
to a scalar. Because of the real space Berry phases
associated with the Skyrmion lattice [13] in the pseu-
dospin field, the kinetic-energy operator gains an effec-
tive periodic magnetic field with non-zero mean. Ad-
ditionally, there is a contribution from the off-diagonal
part of the matrix Hamiltonian, the kinetic potential
D = (ℏ2/8m∗)

∑
i=x,y [∂in]

2
, which is the local increase

in kinetic energy due to the position-dependence of the
layer spinor, with n(r) = ∆(r)/|∆(r)|. The effective

Zeeman energy is ∆̃ = |∆|+∆0, yielding [28–32]

H = − 1

2m∗

[
ℏk + eÃ(r)

]2
−D(r) + ∆̃(r). (3)

The adiabatic approximation is valid when |∆(r)| ≫
ℏ2/(m∗AM ) where AM is the moiré unit cell area. The
emergent magnetic field in Eq. (3) is proportional [14] to
the Pontryagin index density of n(r),

Beff(r) = ∇× Ã(r) =
ℏ
2e

n · (∂xn× ∂yn) , (4)

and therefore has one flux quantum per moiré period.
In magnetic thin films with non-collinear spin textures

a similar effective magnetic field is responsible for the
topological Hall effect [24–27]. See supplemental material
for details on how to obtain Eq. (3) [23].
Fig. 1(a) shows the spatial dependence of the effec-

tive magnetic field for continuum model parameters cor-
responding to unstrained MoTe2. Beff has three sharp
peaks per period centered on them points of the Wigner-
Seitz cell. We separate the effective magnetic field into an
average value, B0 = Φ0/AM , where Φ0 is the magnetic
flux quantum, and a position-dependent part, denoted by
B(r), that has zero average. The corresponding vector
potential can be split in a similar way so that

Beff(r) = B0 +B(r) = ∇×A0 +∇×A(r); (5)

A0 is a linear function of position while A(r) has the
moiré superlattice periodicity. The adiabatic Hamilto-
nian becomes

H = − ℏ2

2m∗

[
Π+

e

ℏ
A(r)

]2
−D(r) + ∆̃(r), (6)

where we have defined Π = k + eA0/ℏ. The shape of
D in Fig. 1(b) is similar to that of Beff. Both quan-
tities are peaked near the m-points of the Wigner-Seitz
cell, midway between the chalcogen on metal (XM) and
metal on chalcogen points (MX) at the κ Wigner-Seitz
cell corners. The spatial distribution of the effective Zee-
man field ∆̃ is shown in Fig. 1(c). The peaks at κ are
due to large potential difference between layers, whereas
those at γ are due to peaks in interlayer tunneling at
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metal on metal (MM) positions. As we will explain, the
magic angle behavior is intimately related to the spatial
pattern of the effective Zeeman field.

Because Beff, D and ∆̃ are periodic functions, they
have the moiré lattice Fourier expansion

Beff(r) =
∑
G

β(G) eiG·r, (7)

D(r) =
∑
G

δ(G) eiG·r, (8)

∆̃(r) =
∑
G

∆(G) eiG·r, (9)

where G are reciprocal lattice vectors. Since these three
functions have C6 rotational symmetry, the Fourier coef-

ficients are identical within reciprocal lattice vector shells
and real. Fig. 1(d)-(f) shows the Fourier expansion co-

efficients for the first six shells of Beff, D(r) and ∆̃,
respectively. The kinetic momentum term in Eq. (6)
can then be expressed in terms of the Landau level lad-
der operators a and a† and the complex vector potential
A± = Ax ± iAy, see [23]. Using A(k) = ik ×B(k)/|k|2,
we find that A±(G) =

∑
G α±(G)eiG·r, with the Fourier

coefficients given by

α±(G) =
±Gx + iGy

|G|2
β(G). (10)

It follows that the Landau level representation of the adi-
abatic Hamiltonian is

H =− ℏωc

(
a†a+

1

2

)
+

i e ℏ√
2m∗ℓ

∑
G

(
aα+(G)− a† α−(G)

)
eiG·r

− e2

2m∗

∑
G,G′

α+(G)α−(G
′) ei (G+G′)·r −

∑
G

δ(G) eiG·r +
∑
G

∆(G) eiG·r. (11)

In Eq. (11) α± has been expressed in units of Φ0/AM ,
ℏωc = 2πℏ2/(m∗AM ) ≈ 2.1(θ[deg])2 meV is the effec-
tive Landau level splitting and θ is the twist angle. The
numerical value here is estimated for MoTe2, but sim-
ilar values will hold in WSe2. At typical twist angles,
θ ∼ 3◦ − 5◦, the Landau level splitting is large enough
with respect to Landau level mixing to justify projection
of the interacting electron Hamiltonian onto the lowest
effective Landau level (see Fig. 3(c) below).

Lowest Landau level projection—Given the periodic ef-
fective fields, it is convenient to examine the lowest Lan-
dau level (LLL) projection of Eq. (11) in a representation
of Landau gauge guiding center states |X⟩. The Hamil-
tonian can be mapped to one for LLL holes experiencing
a potential [33, 34] with moiré periodicity:

⟨X ′|H |X⟩ = −ℏωc

2
δX′,X +

∑
m,Gm

ξm ⟨X ′| eiGm·r |X⟩ ,

(12)

where m is a reciprocal lattice vector shell label, Gm

belongs to shell m and

⟨X ′| eiG·r |X⟩ = e−|G|2ℓ2/4e
i
2Gx(X+X′)δX′,X+Gyℓ2 ,

(13)

where ℓ is the effective magnetic length (2πℓ2B0 = Φ0).
In Eq. (12) the effective periodic potential has contribu-

tions from both kinetic and potential terms [23]:

ξm =− ℏ e
2m∗ α+(Gm)Gm− − δ(Gm) + ∆(Gm)

− e2

2m∗

∑
G′

α+(Gm −G′)α−(G
′). (14)

Because the ξ0–contribution yields only a constant en-

ergy and the magnetic form factor e−|G|2ℓ2/4 suppresses
contributions from higher shells, the LLL physics is con-
trolled almost entirely by the Fourier coefficient corre-
sponding to the first shell of reciprocal lattice vectors,
ξ1. The LLL electronic structure can be calculated an-
alytically when only ξ1 is non-zero and yields a band
width proportional to |ξ1| [23]. We will now demonstrate
that magic angle behavior occurs when ξ1 = 0. When
this condition is satisfied, the transformed Hamiltonian
is equivalent to that of interacting holes in an ordinary
Landau level and states in the same universality class as
the Laughlin state are expected for fillings 1/m.
Magic Angles— Using Eq. (10) and keeping only the

m = 1 contribution, the coefficient in Eq. (14) simplifies
to

ξ1 = ℏωc

(
|β̄1|
2

−
√
3β̄2

1

8π
− δ̄1

)
+∆1, (15)

where β̄1 and δ̄1 are dimensionless [23]. Figs. 2(a)-(c)
show the dependence of ∆1, δ1 and β1 on the shape pa-
rameter ψ and on the ratio Vm/ω. The coefficient of ℏωc

in Eq. (15) is always positive because the pseudospin field
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direction changes most rapidly near the m-points in the
unit cell [23]. Since ℏωc ∝ θ2 and ∆1 is independent of θ,
it follows that ξ1 can cross zero as a function of twist an-
gle only if ∆1 is negative. Because interlayer tunneling is
strong near the γ points in the moiré cell, it makes a pos-
itive contribution to ∆1. In order for ∆1 to be negative,
there must be a large contribution to ∆ from the moiré
modulation potential at the κ-points. These observations
explain the dependence of ∆1 on Vm/w in Fig. 2(c), from
which we conclude that magic angles will normally ap-
pear for Vm/w ≳ 0.6. As seen in Fig. 2(d), ∆1 changes
sign at approximately the same value of ψ as the Chern
number of the topmost moiré band changes from zero to
one [14, 23], illustrating that the shape of the Skyrmion
texture is critical for the formation of topological bands
in TMD homobilayers.

FIG. 2. Dependence of the first-shell Fourier coefficients (a)
β1, (b) δ1 and (c) ∆1, on the continuum model parameter
ψ and Vm/ω, the ratio of the potential and tunneling moiré
modulation strengths. The units are the same as in Fig. 1.
(d) Chern number of the topmost moiré band from the con-
tinuum model as a function of ψ and Vm/ω at θ = 2.5◦. The
regions with CK = ±1 coincide with region where ∆1 < 0.

In Fig. 3(a) we plot as an example the evolution
of ξ1 with twist angle for a model [13] of unstrained
MoTe2 bilayers. In Fig. 3(b) the band width of the adi-
abatic approximation effective LLL calculated directly
from Eq. (15) is compared to the corresponding contin-
uum model band width, showing good agreement for the
location of the magic angles. When the continuum model
is improved by accounting for structural relaxation [21],
the resulting magic angle is closer to experimental val-
ues [1, 2], θ ≈ 3.75◦. The cancellation between Zeeman
and kinetic energy terms in the Hamiltonian is reminis-
cent of a similar cancellation that occurs for arbitrary
magnetic field distributions in two-dimensional electron
gases when the ratio of the Zeeman spin-splitting to ℏωc

equals one, as first observed by Aharonov and Casher
[35]. In the supplemental material [23] we give an alter-
native version of the magic angle argument that is related

to the Aharonov-Casher cancellation [35, 36]. It implies
that our criterion for ideal flat Chern band formation is
accurate, even when LL–mixing is not negligible.

FIG. 3. (a) First Fourier coefficient of the effective periodic
potential ξ1 as a function of twist angle. (b) Band width of
the topmost moiré valence band from the continuum model
and from our effective LLL in a periodic potential model as
a function of twist angle. (c) Comparison, as a function of
twist angle, between the effective Zeeman splitting ∆Z , the
effective Landau level splitting ℏωc and the n = 1 LL–mixing

scale η1 = 6|ξ(1,0)1 |
√
2π exp(−π/

√
3)/31/4 [23]. The vertical

line indicates the magic angle (ξ1 = 0). These results are for
unstrained MoTe2 [13]: Vm = 8 meV, ψ = 89.6◦, ω = −8.5
meV.

Finally, we note that the band width of the LLL ef-
fective model goes to a finite value ∝ |∆1| in the limit
θ → 0, while for the continuum model the band width
vanishes in the same limit, emphasizing that Landau level
mixing is essential at very small twist angles. Fig. 3(c)
shows the effective LL–splitting ℏωc and the energy scale
of LL-mixing with the n = 1 LL, η1, as a function of
twist angle. Fig. 3(c) also shows a lower bound for the
effective Zeeman splitting ∆Z = 2ω, that provides an es-
timation of the range of twist angles where the adiabatic
approximation holds.
Discussion— In this Letter we have presented an anal-

ysis of K-valley twisted TMD homobilayers that is moti-
vated by the presence [13, 14] of Skyrmions in the layer
pseudospin field of their continuum model Hamiltonians.
In an adiabatic approximation, the Skyrmions give rise to
a spatially periodic effective magnetic field in the valley
projected Hamiltonian with one flux quantum per unit
cell and a spacing between Landau levels that grows like
the square of the twist angle. We show by explicit calcu-
lation that the magic angle behavior [15–18] thought to
be associated with the recently observed FCI [1, 2] states
occurs when the effective periodic potential within the
lowest effective Landau level vanishes. The transforma-
tion to a Landau level representation explains that the
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trace condition is almost satisfied in the vicinity of the
magic angle because the moiré bands inherit the ideal
quantum geometry of the LLL. It also brings the knowl-
edge gained from decades of studies of the conventional
fractional quantum Hall effect to bear on the moiré FCI
problem. For example, the fractional charge gaps of
moiré FCI states in the absence of disorder should be
∼ 0.1e2/ϵhBNℓ ∼ 0.25e2/ϵhBN

√
AM ∼ 10meV.

Our approach allows external magnetic fields, which
are important for the Streda formula identification [1, 2]
of the Chern insulator states, to be easily incorporated in
the theory, simply by adding an external potential con-
tribution to the average field B0. The external field will
add to the Landau level degeneracy in one valley and
decrease the Landau level degeneracy in the other valley,
and add a preference for states that are valley polarized in
the sense that aligns the orbital magnetism with the mag-
netic field. At a given effective Landau level filling factor,
increasing the effective magnetic field will increase the
interaction energy scale e2/ϵℓ, allowing interactions to
compete more strongly against effective magnetic fields.
The Landau level approach to topological moiré TMDs
introduced here also simplifies the treatment of the com-
petition between interactions and both periodic and ran-

dom disorder potentials. In general both periodic and
random potentials will give the Landau levels a finite en-
ergy width, which will compete with the electron-electron
interactions to determine the ground state at a particular
band filling ν. This competition likely explains why FCI
ground states are measured only at some filling factors.
It is interesting to speculate on what new frontiers in

fractional Hall physics might follow from the observation
of FCI states in K-valley twisted homobilayers. For in-
stance, it is natural to expect the competition between
density-wave and incompressible states that is promi-
nent in higher Landau levels [37–40] to be altered. Most
intriguingly, the effective magnetic field helps decrease
magnetic lengths and increase interaction strengths be-
yond what is otherwise achievable. When combined with
the possibility of exposing these two-dimensional electron
systems to scanning probes by eliminating boron nitride
encapsulation, this advance brings the prospects for ma-
nipulation of fractionalized quasiparticles much closer to
reality. We leave all these interesting directions for future
work.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL FOR “MAGIC ANGLES AND FRACTIONAL CHERN INSULATORS IN
TWISTED HOMOBILAYER TMDS”

CONTINUUM MODEL FOR AA-STACKED MOIRÉ TMDS

The K–valley-projected continuum model for AA-stacked TMD homobilayers was introduced in [13]. It is given,
in layer space, by

HTMD =

(
− ℏ2

2m∗ (k − kb)
2 +∆b(r) ∆T (r)

∆T (r)
† − ℏ2

2m∗ (k − kt)
2 +∆t(r)

)
. (16)

The Hamiltonian corresponding to the K ′–valley is related to this expression via time-reversal symmetry. In Eq. (16),
the top and bottom moiré potentials and the interlayer tunneling term are given by

∆b/t(r) = 2Vm
∑

j=1,3,5

cos (Gj · r ± ψ) (17)

∆T (r) = ω
(
1 + eiG2·r + eiG3·r

)
, (18)

where (Vm, ψ, ω) are the material-dependent model parameters introduced in the main text. Due to the rotation

between the layers, there is a momentum shift kb/t = kθ(−1/2,±1/2
√
3) for the bottom and top dispersions respec-

tively, Gj = kθ(cos(πj/3), sin(πj/3)), j = 1, . . . , 6 are the vectors within the first shell of reciprocal lattice vectors

and kθ = 4π/
√
3aM . We apply a gauge transformation to remove the relative momentum shift on the diagonal, after

which the tunneling is

∆T (r) = ω(ei q1·r + ei q2·r + ei q3·r), (19)

with q1 = kθ(0,−1/
√
3), q2 = G2 + q1 and q3 = G3 + q1. We also subtract ∆0 = (∆b +∆t)/2 from the diagonal, to

get

HTMD =

(
− ℏ2

2m∗k
2 + ∆b−∆t

2 Re∆T (r) + i Im∆T (r)

Re∆T (r)− i Im∆T (r) − ℏ2

2m∗k
2 − ∆b−∆t

2

)
+

(
∆b(r)+∆t(r)

2 0

0 ∆b(r)+∆t(r)
2

)

= −ℏ2 k2

2m∗ σ0 +∆(r) · σ +∆0(r)σ0, (20)

which is Eq. (1) in the main text, with ∆(r) defined therein, σ = (σx, σy, σz) are the layer–Pauli matrices and σ0 is
the identity matrix.

FIG. 4. (a) Band width of the topmost moiré band obtained from the continuum model Eq. (16) as a function of twist angle
and shape parameter ψ. The two topological regimes are determined by the Chern number of the band vanishing or not. White
dashed lines indicate the location of the magic angle within the CK = ±1 regimes. Green and yellow vertical lines indicate the
location of WSe2 and MoTe2 in the phase diagram, according to different references listed in Table I. (b)-(c) Band width as a
function of twist angle for ψ in the trivial and topological regimes, respectively. There is a clear qualitative difference, with (c)
showing the appearance of a magic angle, indicated by the vertical line. We have used Vm = 8 meV and ω = −8.5 meV.
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Material m∗(m0) Vm (meV) ψ (◦) ω(meV) Reference
MoTe2 0.62 8 -89.6 -8.5 [13]
MoTe2 0.6 20.8 -107.7 -23.8 [21]
MoTe2 0.62 11.2 -91 -13.3 [22]
WSe2 0.43 9 128 -18 [15]
WSe2 0.43 6.4 115.7 8.9 [18]

TABLE I. Effective mass m∗ and continuum model parameters (Vm, ψ, ω) for MoTe2 and WSe2, obtained from different ab
initio calculations. The lattice constants are a0 = 0.352 nm for MoTe2 and a0 = 0.332 nm for WSe2.

The twisted homobilayer TMD continuum model presents two regimes as function of the model parameters
(Vm, ψ, ω), that we refer to as topological and non-topological. In the former case the topmost moiré valence
band in valley K/K ′ has Chern number CK/K′ = ±1, while in the latter the Chern numbers of the topmost
moiré band vanish in both valleys CK/K′ = 0. In Fig. 4(a) we show the band width of the topmost moiré
band obtained from diagonalizing the continuum Hamiltonian as a function of twist angle θ and the continuum
model parameter ψ, for fixed Vm = 8 meV and ω = −8.5 meV. In the non-topological regime the band width
increases monotonically with θ, as seen in Fig. 4(b). In contrast, in the topological regime the behavior of band
width with twist angle is non-monotonic, giving rise to a magic angle, Fig. 4(c), where the band width almost vanishes.

As mentioned above, the precise values of continuum model parameters are material-dependent and are ob-
tained from ab initio calculations. Table I lists continuum model parameters for MoTe2 and WSe2, obtained in
different studies. We note that although each DFT calculation predicts different continuum model parameters, all
of them place the AA-stacked twisted homobilayers MoTe2 and WSe2 in the topological regime. This can be seen
in In Fig. 4(a), where yellow and green lines indicate the location of MoTe2 [13, 21, 22] and WSe2 [15, 18] in the
topological phase diagram. Because the band width of the resulting topological bands is experimentally tunable,
these two moiré materials were proposed as platforms to realize fractional Chern insulators.

EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN UNDER THE ADIABATIC APPROXIMATION

If we apply the unitary transformation defined in Eq. (2) in the main text to the continuum Hamiltonian for TMD
homobilayers, the transformed Hamiltonian is written, in layer space, as

H ′
TMD = U†HTMD U = − 1

2m∗

(
ℏk + eÃ↑↑ eÃ↑↓
eÃ↓↑ ℏk + eÃ↓↓

)2

+

(
|∆|+∆0 0

0 −|∆|+∆0

)
. (21)

The non-Abelian connection is e Ã = −iU† ∇U . Squaring the matrix and noting that Ã↓↑ = Ã∗
↑↓, the transformed

Hamiltonian is

H ′
TMD =

(
− 1

2m∗ (ℏk + eÃ↑↑)
2 − e2

2m∗ |Ã↓↑|2 +∆0 + |∆| − e
2m∗ Ã↑↓(2ℏk + eÃ↑↑ + eÃ↓↓)

− e
2m∗ Ã↓↑(2ℏk + eÃ↑↑ + eÃ↓↓) − 1

2m∗ (ℏk + eÃ↓↓)
2 − e2

2m∗ |Ã↓↑|2 +∆0 − |∆|

)
. (22)

In the limit when |∆| is much larger than all other energy scales, this Hamiltonian corresponds to that of two almost-
decoupled pseudospin ↑↑- and ↓↓-sectors. Therefore, the low-energy physics of holes can be well approximated by
projecting the model to the up pseudospin sector – the adiabatic approximation – yielding

H ′
TMD ≈ − 1

2m∗

[
ℏk + eÃ

]2
− e2

2m∗ |Ã↓↑|2 + |∆|+∆0 = − 1

2m∗

[
ℏk + eÃ

]2
−D + ∆̃. (23)

We have used that |Ã↓↑|2 = (ℏ2/4e2)
∑

i=x,y [∂in]
2
and the definition of the kinetic potential introduced in the main

text D = (ℏ2/8m∗)
∑

i=x,y [∂in]
2
. Eq. (23) is nothing but Eq. (3) in the main text. Note that we omit the layer

indices in Ã for shorthand.

As indicated in the main text, the scalar Hamiltonian Eq. (23) gains an effective magnetic field that we sep-
arate into its homogeneous and periodic parts to obtain Eq. (6) in the main text. After introducing the complex
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momenta Π± = Πx ± iΠy and vector potential A± = Ax ± iAy, Eq. (6) in the main text can be re-expressed as
follows

H = − ℏ2

2m∗

[
Π+

e

ℏ
A(r)

]2
−D(r) + ∆̃(r)

= − ℏ2

2m∗

[
1

2
(Π−Π+ +Π+Π−) +

e

ℏ
(Π−A+ +Π+A−) +

e2

ℏ2
A−A+

]
−D + ∆̃, (24)

where we have used the gauge ∇ · A(r) = 0. We now define the the kinetic-momentum ladder operators for the
homogeneous part of the magnetic field (Note the additional i-factor),

a† =
ℓ√
2
(Πy − iΠx) , a =

ℓ√
2
(Πy + iΠx) , (25)

to cast the Hamiltonian in the form

H = −ℏωc

(
a†a− 1

2

)
+

i e ℏ√
2m∗ ℓ

(
aA+ − a†A−

)
− e2

2m∗ A−A+ −D + ∆̃. (26)

Introducing the Fourier expansions of the functions A±(r), D(r) and ∆̃(r) (Eqs. (7)-(9) in the main text) in the
previous equation yields the adiabatic Hamiltonian presented in the main text as Eq. (11). Finally, in order to obtain
the Fourier coefficients of the vector potential from those of the effective magnetic field we use A(k) = ik×B(k)/|k|2.
The Fourier expansions of the x– and y–components of A are given by

Ax(r) =
∑
G

iGy

|G|2
β(G)eiG·r Ay(r) =

∑
G

−iGx

|G|2
β(G)eiG·r, (27)

therefore

α±(G) = i
Gy

|G|2
β(G)± i

(−i)Gx

|G|2
β(G) =

±Gx + iGy

|G|2
β(G), (28)

which is Eq. (10) in the main text.

ADIABATIC HAMILTONIAN IN THE LANDAU LEVEL BASIS

The adiabatic Hamiltonian, Eq. (11) in the main text, is given by

H =− ℏωc

(
a†a+

1

2

)
+

i e ℏ√
2m∗ℓ

∑
G

(
aα+(G)− a† α−(G)

)
eiG·r

− e2

2m∗

∑
G,G′

α+(G)α−(G
′) ei (G+G′)·r −

∑
G

δ(G) eiG·r +
∑
G

∆(G) eiG·r. (29)

The first term of this Hamiltonian has eigenenergies and eigenstates given, in the Landau gauge, by

εn = −ℏωc

(
n+

1

2

)
⟨r|n,X⟩ = 1

(2nn!π1/2ℓ)1/2
exp

(
− (x−X)2

2ℓ2

)
Hn

(
x−X

ℓ

)
, (30)

with X = kyℓ
2 the guiding center and Hn a Hermite polynomial of order n. According to [33], the matrix elements

for a plane wave in the Landau gauge basis |n,X⟩ are given by

⟨n′, X ′|ei q·r|n,X⟩ = e−
i
2 qx(X+X′) Ln,n′(q) δ(X ′ −X − qyℓ

2), (31)

where

Ln,n′(q) =

(
m!

M !

) 1
2

i|n
′−n|

(
q+
|q|

)n−n′ (
|q|2ℓ2

2

)|n′−n|/2

e−q2ℓ2/4 L(|n′−n|)
m

(
|q|2ℓ2

2

)
, (32)
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with m = min(n′, n), M = max(n′, n) and L
(µ)
m is a generalized Laguerre polynomial. We will use the previous

expression to evaluate each term of the adiabatic Hamiltonian Eq. (29), to cast it in the general form

⟨n′, X ′|H|n,X⟩ = −ℏωc

2
δn′,n δX′,X +

∑
m,Gm

ξ(n
′,n)

m ⟨n′, X ′|eiGm·r|n,X⟩ . (33)

Where m labels a reciprocal lattice vector shell and Gm belongs to the m-th shell of reciprocal lattice vectors.

Lowest Landau level projection–
Let us focus first in the projection of the adiabatic Hamiltonian to the LLL, with basis states |0, X⟩. This
approximation is justified in the limit of large twist angles, since the Landau level splitting ℏωc is proportional to θ2.
The first crossed term in Eq. (29) is proportional to aA+ and is evaluated as [33, 34]

⟨0, X ′|a
∑
G

α+(G) eiG·r|0, X⟩ =
∑
G

α+(G) ⟨1, X ′|eiG·r|0, X⟩

=
∑
G

α+(G) e−|G|2ℓ2/4e−
i
2Gx(X+X′) i ℓ√

2

(
|G|2

Gx + iGy

)
δ
(
X ′ −X −Gyℓ

2
)
. (34)

The second crossed term in Eq. (29) is proportional to a†A− and vanishes due to the action of a† on the LLL state
on the left,

⟨0, X ′|a†
∑
G

α−(G) eiG·r|0, X⟩ = 0. (35)

The quadratic term in A from Eq. (29) is

⟨0, X ′|
∑

G′′,G′′′

α+(G
′′)α−(G

′′′) ei(G
′′+G′′′)·r|0, X⟩

=
∑

G′′,G′′′

α+(G
′′)α−(G

′′′) e−|G′′+G′′′|2ℓ2/4e−
i
2 (G

′′
x+G′′′

x )(X+X′)δ
(
X ′ −X −G′′

yℓ
2 −G′′′

y ℓ
2
)

=
∑
G

∑
G′

α+(G−G′)α−(G
′) e−|G|2ℓ2/4e−

i
2Gx(X+X′)δ

(
X ′ −X −Gyℓ

2
)
. (36)

In the last line we defined G = G′′ +G′′′ and relabelled G′′′ as G′.

Finally the effective Zeeman field and the kinetic potential D do not involve any LL rising and lowering op-
erators and their projection to the LLL is

⟨0, X ′|
∑
G

∆(G) eiG·r|0, X⟩ =
∑
G

∆(G) e−|G|2ℓ2/4e−
i
2Gx(X+X′)δ

(
X ′ −X −Gyℓ

2
)
. (37)

⟨0, X ′|
∑
G

δ(G) eiG·r|0, X⟩ =
∑
G

δ(G) e−|G|2ℓ2/4e−
i
2Gx(X+X′)δ

(
X ′ −X −Gyℓ

2
)
. (38)

Eqs. (34)-(38) can be grouped together to compactly write the adiabatic Hamiltonian projected to the LLL as in Eq.

(12) in the main text, with the Fourier coefficients of the effective potential ξ
(0,0)
m given by

ξ(0,0)m =− ℏ e
2m∗ α+(Gm)Gm− − e2

2m∗

∑
G′

α+(Gm −G′)α−(G
′)− δ(Gm) + ∆(Gm). (39)

We note that in the main text, because we are only considering the problem projected to the LLL, we omit the

LL-index in the basis states |0, X⟩ ≡ |X⟩ and we adopt the notation ξ
(0,0)
m ≡ ξm.

Landau level mixing–
The matrix elements ⟨n,X ′|H|0, X⟩ = ⟨0, X ′|H†|n,X⟩ determine the energy scale of LL-mixing between the LLL
and the n-th LL. These elements can be calculated by evaluating

⟨n,X ′|eiG·r|0, X⟩ = e−|G|2ℓ2/4e−
i
2Gx(X+X′)δ

(
X ′ −X −Gyℓ

2
)( in√

n!

)(
|G|
G+

)n( |G|2ℓ2

2

)n/2

, (40)
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and noting that

⟨n+ 1, X ′|eiG·r|0, X⟩ = ⟨n,X ′|eiG·r|0, X⟩
(

iG−ℓ√
2
√
n+ 1

)
. (41)

We obtain that the LL-mixing elements are given by

⟨n,X ′|H|0, X⟩ =
∑

m,Gm

ξ(n,0)m ⟨n,X ′|eiGm·r|0, X⟩ , (42)

ξ(n,0)m = − ℏ e
2m∗

(
1

n+ 1

)
α+(Gm)Gm− − ℏ e

m∗ ℓ2
n

(
α−(Gm)

Gm−

)
− e2

2m∗

∑
G′

α+(Gm −G′)α−(G
′)− δ(Gm) + ∆(Gm).

In the following section, when we explicitly evaluate the Fourier coefficients ξ
(n′,n)
m we will truncate the summation

over G′ to leading order.

MAGIC ANGLE CONDITIONS

Because the effective magnetic field has C6-symmetry, all the Fourier coefficients are real and equal within each
shell of reciprocal lattice vectors. We denote the Fourier coefficients corresponding to the i-th shell in Eqs. (7)-(9) in
the main text as βi, δi and ∆i. Plugging Eq. (28) into Eq. (39), we see that the Fourier coefficient from the G = 0
shell gives a constant energy contribution

ξ
(0,0)
0 ≡ ξ0 = − 9 e2 a2M

16π2m∗ β
2
0 − δ0 +∆0. (43)

Since the exponential factor exp(|G|2ℓ2/4) knocks down higher shell contributions, the first Fourier coefficients β1, δ1
and ∆1 will dictate the main effect of the effective periodic potential, through the coefficient

ξ
(0,0)
1 ≡ ξ1 = − ℏ e

2m∗

(
β1G+G−

|G|2

)
− e2

2m∗

(
β2
1

|G|2

)
− δ1 +∆1 = − ℏ e

2m∗ β1 −
3e2 a2M
32π2m∗ β

2
1 − δ1 +∆1. (44)

In the previous two expressions, βi has units Φ0/AM while δi and ∆i are expressed in meV. Introducing full units in
Eq. (44) we obtain

ξ1 = ℏωc

(
− β̄1

2
−

√
3β̄2

1

8π
− δ̄1

)
+∆1 = ℏωc Ω1 +∆1, (45)

where the dimensionless parameters

β̄1 =
1

4π

∫
UC

d2rBeff(r) e
iG·r and δ̄1 =

√
3

32π

∫
UC

d2r

∑
i=x,y

[∂in]
2

 eiG·r (46)

are the ones plotted in Fig. 1(d)-(e), with G in the first shell of reciprocal lattice vectors and the integration taken
over the moiré unit cell.

The derivation of Eq. (39) in the previous section, from which Eq. (45) follows, was done for Beff pointing
in the +z–direction, corresponding to ψ ∈ (0, 180◦) in the continuum model. As seen in Fig. 1(a)-(b) in the main
text, the effective magnetic field and kinetic potential both have peaks at the m-points in the unit cell, which

yields β1 < 0 and δ1 < 0. This, together with the observation that β
2

1 ≪ β1, guarantees that Ω1 is positive. For
ψ ∈ (180◦, 360◦) the effective magnetic field changes sign, while the kinetic potential remains unchanged. In this
case, β1 > 0 and δ1 < 0, but the term ∼ aA+ in the adiabatic Hamiltonian will change sign as well. In this way we
recover the expression for ξ1 presented in the main text, Eq. (15), for general ψ. We also note that the adiabatic
approximation breaks down at model parameter ψ = 180◦ because all components of the pseudospin field vanish
at the XM and MX points (tunneling always vanishes at these points). The direction of the layer pseudospins is
reversed at these points upon crossing the ψ = 180◦ line in model space, and the direction of the effective magnetic
field changes as a result. The Landau level approach correctly predicts the sign of the highest hole band Chern
number on both sides of the ψ = 180◦ line, as seen in Fig. 2 of the main text.
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FIG. 5. (a)-(b) Spatial distribution of ∆̃ for Vm/ω = 1 and Vm/ω = 0.375. The corresponding first shell Fourier coefficients are
∆1 = −2.339 meV for (a) and ∆1 = 0.867 meV for (b). (c) Band width of the topmost moiré miniband from the continuum
model Eq. (16) as a function of twist angle and the ratio Vm/ω, for ψ = 100◦. The evolution of the magic angle across the

phase diagram is traced by the white dashed line. A magic angle emerges when the main peaks of ∆̃ are located at the κ-points
in the Wigner-Seitz cell.

When our model is projected to the LLL and the effective potential is truncated to the first shell of reciprocal lattice
vectors, the bandstructure can be obtained analytically (see the following section for the derivation). The resulting
band width is proportional to |ξ1|, hence the magic angle is determined by the vanishing of ξ1, which is guaranteed
provided ∆1 < 0. At the magic twist angle there is an effective cancellation between the local zero-point energy
of the LLL and the effective Zeeman field. The exact cancellation of these two energy scales at the first-shell level
is a manifestation of the property that the LLL is weakly sensitive to the high in-homogeneity of the effective potential.

The emergence of a magic angle in moiré TMD homobilayers depends crucially on the continuum model pa-
rameters, or equivalently in the shape of the pseudospin Skyrmion field ∆, which determines the sign of the
coefficient ∆1. To illustrate this, in Fig. 5(a)-(b) we show the spatial distribution of ∆̃ for Vm/ω = 1 and
Vm/ω = 0.375, with the main peaks located at κ and γ within the Wigner-Seitz cell, respectively. In Fig. 5 (c) we
plot the band width of the topmost band obtained from the continuum model as a function of θ and the ratio Vm/ω.
There is a critical value of the ratio Vm/ω ≈ 0.6 after which a magic angle emerges and traces a magic line (white
dashed line) in the phase diagram. In contrast, no magic angle behavior is observed below the critical value of Vm/ω

in Fig. 5 (c). Below the critical ratio, the main peaks in ∆̃ are located at γ, while above the critical ratio the main
peaks move to κ. As pointed out in the main text, the latter case will lead to ∆1 < 0 and hence to the emergence
of a magic angle. We expect that applying pressure to bilayers will increase the interlayer tunneling more strongly
than it increases the moiré modulation potential, thereby decreasing Vm/w [18] and altering ξ1. This observation
motivates experiments that seek to tune the bilayers across phase transitions and theoretical work aimed at specific
predictions in different filling factor regimes.

An alternative version to explain the cancellation of scales that gives rise to a magic angle can be obtained
by directly defining the kinetic-momentum operators without separating the effective magnetic field into constant
and moiré-periodic parts, Πα = kα + e

ℏ Ãα, which allows to rewrite the adiabatic Hamiltonian as

H = − ℏ2

2m∗ (Πx − iΠy) (Πx + iΠy) +
e ℏ
2m∗Beff −D + ∆̃

= − ℏ2

2m∗Π−Π+ +
e ℏ
2m∗Beff −D + ∆̃. (47)

A result first obtained by Aharonov and Casher for spin-1/2 charged particles in an arbitrary magnetic field [35] tells
us that the Hamiltonian Π−Π+ has a manifold of exact zero energy ground states, whose wavefunctions are given by

ψ(r) = f(z) eϕ(r), −∇2ϕ(r) = B(r). (48)

The first-shell Fourier coefficient of the periodic function e ℏBeff/2m
∗ −D + ∆̃ is given by

ξ′1 = ℏωc

(
|β̄1|
2

− δ̄1

)
+∆1. (49)
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If this coefficient vanishes, we are guaranteed an ideal flat band because the Hamiltonian reduces to Π−Π+. Note

that this expression differs from Eq. (45) for the magic angle condition only by the term ∼ β
2

1, which is negligible

since β
2

1 ≈ 0.047 is an order of magnitude smaller than β1 and δ1. We also note that the cancellation between energy
scales leading to the magic angle is only exact when we truncate to the first shell of reciprocal lattice vectors. If
further reciprocal lattice shells are considered, the band width will still reach a minimum but will not vanish, as we
will elaborate in a future publication.

Finally, we discuss Landau-level mixing in the first-shell approximation. The Fourier coefficients of the ma-
trix elements mixing the n = 0 and n = 1 Landau levels can be obtained from Eq. (42) to be

ξ
(1,0)
1 = ℏωc

(
− 1

2
√
2
β1 +

√
3

4π
β1 −

√
3β

2

1

8π
− δ1

)
+∆1. (50)

The energy scale that determines mixing between the two lowest Landau levels is then

η1 =

∣∣∣∣6 ξ(1,0)1

G0ℓ√
2
e−G2ℓ2/4

∣∣∣∣ = 6 |ξ(1,0)1 |
√
2π

31/4
e−π/

√
3, (51)

where the factor of 6 accounts for the number of reciprocal lattice vectors in the first shell. This is the quantity
that is plotted in red in Fig. 3(c) of the main text. Interestingly, there is also a twist angle for which this Fourier
coefficient will vanish and therefore LL-mixing vanishes as well, but this twist angle slightly differs from the magic
angle. However, this indicates that LL-mixing will remain small at the magic angle.

Because at the magic angle our model becomes exactly the LLL from the homogeneous part of the effective
magnetic field B0, when interactions are added the ground state for fractional fillings ν = 1/m, with m an odd
integer, will belong to the same universality class as the Laughlin state [42]. If we perturbatively move away from the
magic angle, the periodic potential will induce mixing between the ground state and excited states projected to the
LLL (we ignore LL-mixing since it is weak). The first order intra-LL correction to the Laughlin-like state, denoted

|Ψ(0)
0 ⟩, is given by

|Ψ(1)
0 ⟩ = |Ψ(0)

0 ⟩+
∑
G

ξ1 ⟨Ψ(0)
G |ρG|Ψ(0)

0 ⟩
E0 − EG

|Ψ(0)
G ⟩ = |Ψ(0)

0 ⟩ − ξ1N S(G)

∆(G)

∑
G

|Ψ(0)
G ⟩ , (52)

where S(G) = ⟨Ψ(0)
0 |ρ†G ρG|Ψ(0)

0 ⟩ is the projected structure factor of the Laughlin state at momentum G; ∆(G) is the
energy of the excitation corresponding to momentum G, N is the number of particles and the vectors G belong to the
first shell of reciprocal lattice vectors. Close to the magic angle the coefficient ξ1 is perturbatively small, hence the
gap to excitations remains finite in the thermodynamic limit. Additionally, the structure factor should not display
any sharp peaks in the Laughlin state, therefore the term ξ1NS/∆(G) remains small for twist angles around the
magic angle. In such region, the ground state will still be in the same universality class as the Laughlin state. This
guarantees that our model supports FCI ground states.

BANDSTRUCTURE OF THE LOWEST LANDAU LEVEL IN A TRIANGULAR PERIODIC POTENTIAL

For a periodic potential with C3 symmetry, the first six reciprocal lattice vectors should satisfy

ξ(G1) = ξ(G3) = ξ(G5) = |ξ|e−i χ, ξ(G2) = ξ(G4) = ξ(G6) = |ξ|ei χ, (53)

for the Hamiltonian Eq. (12) to be Hermitian. In the following we will denote the norm of these six vectors as G0.
The effective potential resulting from the adiabatic approximation of TMD homobilayers has C6 symmetry, which
imposes χ = 0, however in this section we keep the analysis more general by taking χ to be arbitrary.

The solution of Eq. (12) in the main text is well known both in the square and hexagonal lattice cases
[33, 34, 43, 44], resulting in a set of p sub-bands when the number of flux quanta per unit cell is B0AM/Φ0 = p/q. In
the following we will first focus on one flux quantum per unit cell B0 = Φ0/AM . According to Eq. (12) in the main
text, the diagonal matrix element only has contributions from terms in the potential whose corresponding reciprocal
lattice vector y-component, Gy, vanishes

ε0(X) = ⟨X|H|X⟩ = −ℏωc

2
− 2|ξ|e− 1

4G
2
0ℓ

2

cos(G0X + χ). (54)
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Similarly, the off-diagonal elements vanish unless X ′−X = ±δX =
√
3G0ℓ

2/2 and have contributions from reciprocal
lattice vectors such that Gy = ±δ X

ε±(X) = ⟨X ± δX|H|X⟩ = ⟨X|H|X ± δX⟩ = 2|ξ|e− 1
4G

2
0ℓ

2

cos

[
G0

4
(2X ± δX)− χ

]
. (55)

For one flux quantum per unit cell, the diagonal matrix elements are periodic under a translation under n δX, where
n is any integer

⟨X + n δX|H|X + n δX⟩ = 2|ξ|e− 1
4G

2
0ℓ

2

cos(G0X + nG0δX + χ) = ε0(X), (56)

which follows because nG0δX = n 2π. The off-diagonal elements, in contrast, have a periodicity of 2n δX,

⟨X ± δX + nδX|H|X + nδX⟩ = 2|ξ|e− 1
4G

2
0ℓ

2

cos

[
G0

4
(2X ± δX + 2n δX)− χ

]
. (57)

This follows from the fact that for the triangular lattice, the x–components of the reciprocal lattice vectors
G2,G3,G5,G6 are one half of the corresponding x–component of G1. This periodicity of the Hamiltonian allows to
define a second wavevector, kx, such that it can be written as tight–binding model

H(kx, ky) =

(
ε0(X) ε−(X) + e−ikx(2 δX)ε+(X)

ε−(X) + eikx(2 δX)ε+(X) ε0(X)

)
. (58)

The good quantum numbers (kx, ky) take values kx ∈ [0, π/δX) and ky ∈ [0, δX/ℓ2). The resulting spectrum is given
by

E±(kx, ky) = ε0(ky ℓ
2)±

[
ε−(ky ℓ

2)2 + ε+(ky ℓ
2)2 − 2 ε−(ky ℓ

2) ε+(ky ℓ
2) cos(2 kx δX)

]1/2
. (59)

Plugging the expressions for ε0(x) and ε±(x) into Eq. (59), the spectrum is

E±(kx, ky) = −ℏωc

2
− 2|ξ|exp

(
− π√

3

)[
cos(aMky + χ)±

[
cos2

(
aMky
2

− π

2
− χ

)
+cos2

(
aMky
2

+
π

2
− χ

)
− 2 cos(

√
3aMkx) cos

(
aMky
2

− π

2
− χ

)
cos

(
aMky
2

+
π

2
− χ

)]1/2]
. (60)

In particular for χ = 0, as in the case of the main text, we get

E±(kx, ky) = −ℏωc

2
− 2|ξ|e−π/

√
3

[
cos(aMky)±

(
2 sin2

(
aMky
2

)
+ 2 cos(

√
3aMkx) sin

2

(
aMky
2

))1/2
]
. (61)

The band width of this two–band spectrum is what we plot in Fig. (3) of the main text to compare with the continuum
model band width.
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