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We investigate the anomalous photo-induced band renormalization in correlated materials, exem-
plified by the case of Ta2NiSe5. The manifestation of this anomaly is characterized by the alternating
direction of band shift in response to changes in the laser parameters or electron momentum. We
attribute the phenomena to the band inversion of the material and the selective excitation of a high-
lying flat band, leading to the competition between the Hartree shift and the order collapse. These
findings are based on ab initio determined effective model for Ta2NiSe5, in which we incorporate
high-lying states and the time-dependent GW simulation to follow the non-equilibrium dynamics
induced by the laser. Our findings reveal the sensitivity of the non-equilibrium electronic dynamics
to the band structure and laser protocols, providing valuable guidance for the selection of suitable
materials and lasers in the engineering of band structures.

The development of laser sources has provided an un-
precedented opportunity to manipulate the properties of
solid-state materials by strong light pulses [1–4]. Ultra-
fast lasers can induce long-lived non-equilibrium states
in quantum materials, showcasing distinctive features
not observed in their equilibrium counterparts. Re-
cent experiments have demonstrated the potential of
photo-induced non-equilibrium states in modifying ferro-
magnetism [5], superconductivity [6–8] or charge-density
waves [9–12]. As material’s properties are closely related
to its electronic band structure, it is important to un-
derstand how it can be efficiently manipulated. The un-
derstanding is further strenghten by remarkable devel-
opment of time- and angle-resolved photoemission spec-
troscopy (ARPES) which provides a direct insight in the
light induced bandgap renormalization [13–23].

The excitonic insulator (EI) is one of the most elu-
sive states of matter. Despite its conceptual proposal
decades ago [24–26] and the implementation in artifi-
cial systems [27–29], providing conclusive evidence for its
presence in real materials remains a significant challenge.
The two most extensively studied candidates for the EI
are 1T-TiSe2 [30–32] and Ta2NiSe5 (TNS) [33–41]. For
TNS, ARPES results indeed showed the presence of the
flat valence band top below a certain temperature, in-
dicative of an ordered phase. Its origin has recently been
highly debated. Valuable insights were given by time-
resolved ARPES after high frequency excitations. The
most important observation is the transient downward
shift of the valence band, primarily localized near the Γ
point, distinguishing the response from the typical band
renormalization in semiconductors [17, 21, 42–44]. In ad-
dition, this phenomenon is observed only above a certain

pump intensity [17]. However, other experiments uti-
lizing a different pump laser frequency reported a mono-
tonic upward shift of the valence band [45]. These diverse
results show that the direction of band shift in TNS is
not only dependent on the electron momentum but also
on laser intensities and frequencies, which provide com-
pelling examples for the study of the anomalous band
renormalization.

In this work, we combine the ab-initio determined
band structure of TNS [46] with the self-consistent
time-dependent GW approximation at finite temper-
ature [43, 47–50] to study the equilibrium and non-
equilibrium properties of TNS. Our results can consis-
tently reproduce multiple phenomena observed in exper-
iments. The underlying causes of the anomalous band
renormalization are analyzed. A set of higher-lying flat
orbitals not only play a role in symmetry breaking for
equilibrium but also are responsible for a long-lived non-
thermal state under a resonant excitation with respect
to the valence band. The nonthermal population of the
flat band significantly influences the competition between
the Hartree shift and the order collapse, which can lead
either to the downward or upward band shift depending
on the pump parameters. The momentum dependence
of the band renormalization is attributed to the band in-
version of TNS. The investigation into anomalous band
renormalization in TNS also provides insights for non-
equilibrium processes in other materials.

In Fig. 1(a), we display the original energy bands
obtained from density-functional theory (DFT) calcula-
tions, categorized into three classes: lower bands, upper
bands, and flat bands. To construct the minimal model,
we select five Wannier orbitals from three atoms within
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a unit cell, as depicted in Fig. 1(c). The Hamiltonian
without the external field can be expressed as

Heq =
∑

k,α,α′,σ

ǫk,α,α′c†k,α,σck,α′,σ +HU +HV , (1)

where the first part is the single-particle Hamiltonian
and the others are many-body interactions. Here, we
exclusively consider the density-density interactions be-
tween orbitals residing on the same atom and on nearest-
neighbor Ta-Ni atoms.

HU =
∑

i,α

Uαni,α,↑ni,α,↓, (2)

HV =
∑

i,σ,σ′

[VTa(ni,2,σni,4,σ′ + ni,3,σni,5,σ′)

+ VTaNi ni,1,σ(ni,2,σ′ + ni,3,σ′ + ni,4,σ′ + ni,5,σ′

+ni+1,2,σ′ + ni+1,4,σ′ + ni−1,3,σ′ + ni−1,5,σ′)] ,
(3)

where i denotes the cell’s position in Γ-X direction, α
represents the orbital label and σ represents the spin. A
detailed analysis of both the real material and the model
is provided in Supplemental Materials [51]. We define
the order parameter φ by the off-diagonal terms of the
density matrix ραα′(x) in the real space [46]

φ =
|ρ12(1)|+ |ρ13(−1)| − |ρ12(0)| − |ρ13(0)|

4
, (4)

which is close to zero in the orthorhombic phase and has
a non-zero value in the monoclinic phase. In Fig. 1(b),
we present the equilibrium spectral function (i.e., imag-
inary part of the retarded Green’s function Gret) of this
model in the ordered phase at a temperature T = 116 K.
We plot the contributions from different orbitals for the
equilibrium spectral function in Fig. 2(a), both the band
inversion between upper and lower bands and the strong
hybridization between flat and lower bands can be clearly
observed near the Γ point.
To simulate the laser-induced non-equilibrium dynam-

ics, we use the length gauge to describe the coupling of
the light and the matter in the Hamiltonian [52–55]. Sup-
posing the position operator is diagonal on the basis of
Wannier functions 〈0α|r|Rα′〉 = δ0Rδαα′τα, the Hamilto-
nian in the presence of a laser field can be written as

H(k) = Heq(k −A) +
∑

α

E · τα, (5)

where A and E represent the vector potential and electric
field of the laser pulse respectively, τα denotes the center
of the orbital α within the unit cell.
First, we will analyze cases in the time domain. The

electric field of the laser pulse we use is given by E(t) =√
I exp(−t2/τ2) sin(ωt), with specific parameters τ =

4.5 fs and ω = 1.55 eV and intensity I in arbitrary
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Figure 1. (a) The energy bands of the TNS in the excitonic
phase from the DFT calculation. The bands in orange, blue
and green color represent the lower, upper and flat bands
respectively. (b) The spectral function of the model in the
equilibrium excitonic phase with the temperature T = 116 K.
(c) The sketch for the minimal model. There are three atoms
and five orbitals in a unit cell. Orbital 1 on the Ni atom
is the lower orbital. Orbitals 2 and 3 on two Ta atoms are
upper orbitals. While orbitals 4 and 5 are flat orbitals. They
mainly contribute to the corresponding bands respectively.
The orthorhombic-monoclinic structure phase transition will
occur as indicated by black arrows in a low temperature.

units. For the case of I = 0.5, its snapshot of photoemis-
sion spectrum (i.e., the lesser Green’s function G<) at
t = 29.6 fs is plotted in Fig. 2(b). It is evident that some
electrons are trapped in the flat band, which has been
observed in experiments [56]. To show the situation near
the Fermi surface more clearly, Fig. 2(d) shows zoomed-in
photoemission spectrum slices at k = 0 for various time
points in the two cases of I = 0.5 and I = 0.2. These
two figures reveal that the valence band experiences sig-
nificant depletion and broadening.

Focusing on the peak’s position evolution in Fig. 2(d),
we observe that its energy in the case of I = 0.5 con-
sistently remains below that of the equilibrium state. In
the case of I = 0.2, the peak moves upwards. We will
analyze the intensity dependence after and concentrate
on the I = 0.5 case for now. To identify the underlying
cause of the downward shift, we plot the population of
upper and flat bands against time in Figs. 2(e). There
is a significant transfer from lower bands to flat bands
during the laser pulse, which can be attributed to the
resonance between the Γ point and flat bands and the
strong hybridization between the two bands. After the
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Figure 2. (a) The contribution of different orbitals to the equilibrium spectral function. Colors are the same as those in Fig. 1.
(b) The photoemission spectrum for the case of I = 0.5 at t = 29.6 fs. (c) The time dependence of the order parameter. (d) The
photoemission spectrum at the Γ point for two different cases at different times. ‘eq‘ represents the result of the equilibrium
state. The red line indicates the shift of the peak for the case of I = 0.5. (e) The time dependence of the average local
occupation (diagonal terms of density matrix at x = 0) of upper bands and flat bands for the case of I = 0.5. (f) ln[tr(G</G>)]
at different times for the case of I = 0.5.

laser pulse, the gradual depletion of flat bands suggests
that the trapped state in flat bands is long-lasting, its
lifetime can be estimated as 200 fs by a linear extrapo-
lation. The relaxation process also induces the transfer
of population from the lower band to upper bands. As-
suming the population transfer from lower bands to flat
bands is ∆n1 and that from lower bands to upper bands
is ∆n2, one can express the Hartree shifts [57] of the bare
lower and upper bands as

∆Eupper =(
VTa

2
− 2VTaNi)∆n1 + (

UTa

4
− 2VTaNi)∆n2,

∆Elower =(2VTaNi −
UNi

2
)× (∆n1 +∆n2). (6)

The coefficients come from the fact that the local inter-
action exists only between electrons with different spins
and one Ni atom is accompanied by two Ta atoms in a
unit cell. According to the parameters from DFT [51],
it holds true that ∆Elower > 0 and ∆Eupper < 0 for any
positive values ∆n1 and ∆n2. As TNS is a topological
insulator with band inversions [58], its valence top is pre-
dominantly contributed by upper orbitals, resulting in a
negative Hartree shift ∆Eupper. In addition to the contri-
bution from the Hartree shift, the peak position is also in-
fluenced by the order parameter dynamics (the screened
Fock term). A photo-induced reduction of the order pa-
rameter leads to the collapse of the energy gap (mark the
difference with the BEC case [43]) and an upward shift
of the valence band. The band shift near the Γ point is

sensitive to the competition of the Hartree shift and the
collapse effect. In the case of I = 0.5, the Hartree shift
prevails. Similar competition has been discussed in other
materials [59]. The flat band plays an important role in
the balance of two contributions. In Fig. 2(f), the ratio of
the lesser and the greater Green’s function ln[tr(G</G>)]
is plotted for different times and its slope provides an in-
dication of the effective inverse temperature using the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem. The symmetry-induced
limited hybridization between flat and upper orbitals in-
duces the long-lived states [51] in flat bands and slows
down the thermalization and the collapse near the Fermi
surface, which makes two contributions comparable. We
emphasize that our simulations only cover a brief period
immediately following the pulse to illustrate the poten-
tial for a downward shift. For longer-term evolution, the
effect introduced by phonons becomes significant [60, 61],
which is beyond the scope of this study.

To examine the anomalous intensity-dependence and
momentum-dependence band shifts, we fix the observed
time at t = 29.6 fs while adjusting the intensity of the
pump pulse. The photoemission spectra at k = 0 and
k = 1/a for a being the lattice distance are illustrated
in Figs. 3 (a) and (b), respectively. A monotonically
upward trend in the peak position at k = 1/a is ob-
served with the increase of laser intensity. In contrast, at
k = 0, the peak position ascends at a lower laser intensity
and declines at a higher laser intensity. This observation
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Figure 3. The photoemission spectrum at k = 0 (a) and
k = 1/a (b) at t = 29.6 fs for different laser intensities I .
(c) The spectral function at t = 29.6 fs for the laser intensity
I = 0.5. (d) The spectral function at Γ and t = 29.6 fs for
different laser intensities.

is consistent with the experimental findings [17]. The
anomalous momentum-dependent band renormalization
can be explained by distinct orbital contributions at dif-
ferent momenta. The valence band at k = 1/a is primar-
ily contributed by the lower orbital, so the Hartree shift
∆Elower in Eq. (6) and the collapse effect both lift the
band. To elucidate the reason for anomalous intensity-
dependence at k = 0, we depict the spectral function
for I = 0.5 in Fig. 3(c) and provide slices of the spec-
tral function at k = 0 for varying laser intensities in
Fig. 3(d). With an increase in the intensity of the pump
laser, the three peaks observed in the equilibrium spec-
tral function merge, and the energy gap gradually di-
minishes, illustrating the aforementioned collapse effect.
When the intensity is lower than I = 0.3, the collapse
effect is more pronounced than the Hartree shift, causing
the band to move upwards. For larger intensities, the col-
lapse effect saturates, and the Hartree shift dominates,
causing the band to move downwards. The anomalous
intensity-dependent change actually reflects the nonlin-
ear response to the laser field. As the laser intensity
increases, the dominated effect may switch due to differ-
ent nonlinear thresholds. Similar anomalous phenomena
have been observed in the absorption peak of other two-
dimensional materials with excitonic structures [62, 63].

Note that not all the experiments report the down-
ward shift of the valence band top. An example can be
found in Ref. [45]. We attribute this discrepancy to the
use of a pump laser with a frequency ω = 1.77 eV. To
investigate the effect of frequency, we perform numerical
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Figure 4. (a) The laser intensity dependence of the shift of
the photoemission spectrum peak at k = 0 and t = 26.3 fs
for two different frequencies. (b) The photoemission spectrum
and the spectral function for the equilibrium state, the case of
ω = 1.55 eV, I = 0.5 and the case of ω = 1.77 eV, I = 1.4. (c)
The photoemission spectrum near the Γ point at t = 26.3 fs
for the case of I = 0.5, ω = 1.55 eV. (d) Same as (c) but for
the case of I = 1.4, ω = 1.77 eV.

calculations for the laser frequency ω = 1.77 eV to com-
pare with those results with ω = 1.55 eV. The peak shift
results for both frequencies are plotted against with the
laser intensities in Fig. 4(a). The case with the frequency
ω = 1.55 eV exhibits a downward shift behavior at sig-
nificantly lower intensities. To investigate the condition
under which the downward shift occurs, we select two ex-
amples: ω = 1.55 eV with I = 0.5 and ω = 1.77 eV with
I = 1.4. The momentum-integrated spectrum functions
and photoemission spectra at 26.3 fs for both examples
are shown in Fig. 4(b) and the momentum-resolved pho-
toemission spectra in Figs. 4(c) and (d). The distortion of
the valence band for ω = 1.55 eV is considerably smaller
than that in the high-frequency case, consistent with ob-
servations in Refs. [21, 45]. Although we still observe a
downward shift for ω = 1.77 eV at a higher intensity, the
strongly distorted electronic structure under this condi-
tion raises concerns about the validity of our model in
that condition. The selective excitation exemplified in
this paragraph is common in other photo-doped materi-
als [7, 64, 65] and usually indicates the complex excited
state structure, such as the Van Hove singularity.

Although we have focused on TNS, this work intro-
duces new and generic strategies for the bandgap renor-
malization in diverse materials. Here, we gather nec-
essary properties of materials for the anomalous band
renormalization. Firstly, a strong Coulomb interaction
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proves to be pivotal for observing the photo-induced band
renormalization. Consequently, low-dimensional materi-
als stands out as promising platforms due to their less
screened interaction. Additionally, the existence of long-
lived non-equilibrium states is crucial and in this work we
use selective excitation of flatbands to create long-lived
states. For the anomalous pump parameter dependence,
the existence of competing mechanisms is a key point.
Notably, the band inversion may induce anomalies in
momentum dependence, suggesting that topological in-
sulators with band inversions may exhibit similar anoma-
lies in the momentum space. The intensity dependence
implies the nonlinear responses, while frequency depen-
dence implies a specific excited state structure. Past ex-
periments highlight materials with excitonic structures
as candidates likely to display anomalous dependence on
the laser parameter in photo-induced phenomena [62, 63].

In conclusion, we have developed a concise model for
TNS and conducted systematic simulations to explore its
laser-induced non-equilibrium electronic dynamics. The
anomalous parameter dependence of the photoemission
spectra are carefully analyzed. This investigation not
only sheds light on the anomalous band renormalization
in TNS, but also provides insights for identifying other
materials with similar features and designing laser pro-
tocols to unveil anomalous photo-induced phenomena.
As low-dimensional materials and systems with Moire
patterns [66–69] generically poses flat bands we envision
these systems as natural candidates for long-lived photo-
modification of the bandstructure.
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correlated materials: Case study of Ta2NiSe5
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A. MODEL BUILT FROM AB INITIO CALCULATIONS

To develop a model that faithfully describes the real material, we conducted ab initio calculations for TNS and
extracted essential parameters. We followed the methodology used in Ref. [1]. The first step is to obtain the energy
bands through density functional theory (DFT) calculations. Our calculations utilized the Vienna ab initio simulation
package (VASP) [2]. In reality, the two-dimensional material TNS comprises two distinct layers within a unit cell.
However, for the sake of simplicity, we adopted a unit cell containing 16 atoms within the same layer, as a convention
in previous work [3]. TNS exhibits two structure phases: the orthorhombic phase and the monoclinic phase. The
former is a semimetal phase existing in the high temperature, while the latter is an insulator phase existing in the
low temperature. We want to reproduce the spontaneous symmetry breaking from the orthorhombic phase to the
monoclinic phase through pure electronic mechanisms [1]. Therefore, we extract the parameters from the orthorhombic
phase to build the model. Simultaneously, it is essential to compare the energy band results in the monoclinic phase
with the symmetry-breaking outcomes of our model. Thus, the calculations for both phases are needed. However,
the simulation for the monoclinic phase within the framework of DFT presents significant challenges. As stated in
Ref. [3], we employed the results from a triclinic cell to approximate those of the monoclinic cell. The material is
also an insulator with this structure. And the corresponding energy band of the insulator phase is shown in Fig. 1(a)
in the main text. Here, our primary focus will be on the DFT results pertaining to the orthorhombic phase. In the
calculations, we employed the lattice parameter from Ref. [4] for the orthorhombic phase and utilized the modified
Becke-Johnson (mBJ) functional with the parameter cmbj = 1.259. The first Brillouin zone was discretized using a
20× 20× 3 k-grid.

M

Z

Γ

X

Figure S1: (a) The high-symmetry points in the first Brillouin zone of TNS. (b) The blue dots represent energy
bands of DFT results and the red dots represent those of MLWFs.

The second step involves computing maximally localized Wannier functions (MLWFs) based on the DFT results.
For this purpose, we utilized the Wannier90 package [5]. In order to avoid artificial effects, the frozen window around
the Fermi surface was not used. In total, we acquired 14 MLWFs in a unit cell, with 12 orbitals centered on Ta atoms
and 2 orbitals centered on Ni atoms. In Fig. S1(b), we compare the energy bands of the MLWFs with the original
DFT results. It is evident that they match closely, indicating that the MLWFs provide an accurate description of this
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system.

lower and upper orbitals other flat orbitals

flat orbitals

lower-upper hybridization

lower-flat hybridization

σ

σ

‖

⊥

Figure S2: (a) Two upper orbitals and one lower orbital are shown with the symmetry plane σ‖ and σ⊥. (b) The
flat orbitals that are not considered in our model. (c) The flat orbitals considered in our model. (d) A sketch of the
hybridization for the nearest-neighbor Ta-Ni atoms. The orange lines represent the hybridization between the lower
and the upper orbitals and the blue lines represent that between the lower and the flat orbitals.

It’s necessary to analyze the symmetry of all the orbitals. The inter-chain interactions have been disregarded.
Hence, we have focused on seven orbitals in a single chain to construct our model. The shapes of these orbitals are
depicted in Fig. S2. The lower orbital denoted by 1○ is symmetric about the plane σ‖ but asymmetric about the plane
σ⊥. Upper orbitals denoted by 2○ and 3○ are symmetry about both the plane σ‖ and σ⊥. The results of these orbitals
are close to those presented in Ref. [1]. Moreover, our model incorporates flat orbitals with higher energies, denoted as
4○ and 5○. These orbitals exhibit asymmetry with respect to both the σ‖ and σ⊥ plane. In fact, there are additional
flat orbitals contributing to the flat band, which we have depicted in Fig. S2(b) without numeric labels. These orbitals
have the same symmetry as upper orbitals. However, they were not included in our calculations due to the limit of the
memory. And they are not as important as the flat orbitals 4○ and 5○. We will discuss the details in the following.
The symmetry of all these orbitals will determine the hybridizations (hopping of different orbitals) between them.
Hybridizations of orbitals 1-5 on the nearest-neighbor Ta-Ni atoms are illustrated in Fig. S2(d). Specifically, for a
lower orbital on the Ta atom, its hybridization with upper orbitals on the nearest-neighbor Ta atom exhibits symmetry
about σ‖ but asymmetry about σ⊥. In contrast, its hybridization with flat orbitals on these atoms exhibits asymmetry
about σ‖ but symmetry about σ⊥. When these hybridizations are considered collectively, they yield the monoclinic
structural symmetry. This explains why the material undergoes a monoclinic phase transition rather than a triclinic
phase transition. At higher temperatures, due to the much lower energy of the upper band bottom, the population
of the upper band exceeds that of the flat band. As a result, the structural symmetry is predominantly influenced
by the symmetries of lower and upper orbitals, leading to the orthorhombic system. Conversely, at relatively low
temperatures, the populations of upper and flat orbitals become comparable. This occurs because the hybridization
between lower and flat orbitals is significantly stronger than that between lower and flat orbitals. We will elaborate
on this point by hopping parameters between various Wannier orbitals in the following. Under this condition, the
structural symmetry is influenced by both hybridization symmetries, resulting in the monoclinic system.
In addition to symmetry considerations, we obtained specific hopping parameters from the Wannnier90, which can

be utilized in the minimal model. Within the same cell, the hopping parameters are as follows: tlu = 0.078 eV between
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the lower and the upper orbitals, tlf = 0.312 eV between the lower and the flat orbitals, and the hopping between the
upper and the flat orbitals on the same site is zero, as dictated by symmetry. Furthermore, the hybridization between
the lower orbitals and the omitted flat orbitals is tlf2 = 0.213 eV. Regarding the hopping of the same orbitals in the
nearest-neighbor cell along the x direction, the values are as follows: tll = 0.320 eV for lower orbitals, tuu = −0.467 eV
for upper orbitals and tff = 0.123 eV for flat orbitals. These parameters were moderately adjusted to fit the spectral
function more closely with the DFT energy band. The obtained single-particle part of the Hamiltonian ǫ(k) is written
as

ǫ(k) = 0.3 eV×













2 cos(k)− 4.18 0.25 ∗ [1− exp(ik)] −0.25 ∗ [1− exp(−ik)] 0.8 ∗ [1 + exp(ik)] −0.8 ∗ [1 + exp(−ik)]
0.25 ∗ [1− exp(−ik)] 0.34− 4.4 cos(k) 0 0 0
−0.25 ∗ [1− exp(ik)] 0 0.34− 4.4 cos(k) 0 0
0.8 ∗ [1 + exp(−ik)] 0 0 2.32 0
−0.8 ∗ [1 + exp(ik)] 0 0 0 2.32













.

In the matrix, we use the length of the unit cell in the Γ-X direction as the unit length, and the wave vector k also
aligns with the Γ-X direction. Due to the symmetry, the hybridization between the lower orbital and upper orbitals
is zero at the Γ point, as well as that between the lower orbital and omitted flat orbitals. Because the pump laser
is resonant for the transition from the valence top to flat bands. The hybridization near the Γ point will determine
the transition probability when the pump laser is applied. Therefore, we believe that electrons in the lower orbitals
are more likely to be excited to the flat orbitals 4○ and 5○, rather than the omitted flat orbitals. That is one of the
reasons why we have excluded those flat orbitals from the model.
In addition to hopping parameters, the position matrix is also a crucial parameter used in the length gauge of

the Hamiltonian. We mentioned that the approximation 〈0α|r|Rα′〉 = δ0Rδαα′τα is used in the main text. To
demonstrate the validity of this approximation, we should compare position matrix elements for the same orbital
and different orbitals. As examples, we obtain some elements in y direction, 〈04|y|04〉 = 2.06 Å, 〈01|y|01〉 = 0 Å,
〈04|y|01〉 = −0.085 Å and 〈02|y|01〉 = −0.041 Å. Due to the localization of MLWFs, it is evident that the diagonal
elements of the position operator are much larger than the off-diagonal terms.
The third step is to obtain the many-body density-density interactions for these orbitals, denoted as term HU

and HV in the main text. For implementation, we employed the constrained random phase approximation (cRPA)
method [6] in VASP. Our results closely resemble those reported in Ref. [1]. We obtained the Hubbard interactions
UTa = 2.1 eV and UNi = 2.5 eV. The interaction between different orbitals on the nearest-neighbor Ta-Ni atoms is
VTaNi = 1.0 eV. The distinction between flat orbitals and upper orbitals is negligible here; both can be effectively
considered as Ta orbitals. In addition, the interaction between flat and upper orbitals on the same atom is represented
as VTa = 1.6 eV. It is worth stressing that we did not consider the spin-orbital coupling in this study. Spin-up and
spin-down orbitals are degenerate, hence, only one branch is considered in our model. We maintain the ratio of
interaction strengths above and apply a scaling factor. The interaction we used in the reciprocal space on the basis
of five orbitals can be written as

V (k) = 0.75 eV ×













1.25 1 + exp(ik) 1 + exp(−ik) 1 + exp(ik) 1 + exp(−ik)
1 + exp(−ik) 1.05 0 1.6 0
1 + exp(ik) 0 1.05 0 1.6
1 + exp(−ik) 1.6 0 1.05 0
1 + exp(ik) 0 1.6 0 1.05













.

The diagonal terms have been scaled by a factor of 0.5 because the Hubbard interaction only arises between orbitals
with different spins. We apply the GW approximation to handle the interaction in our study. In principle, the
Hubbard interaction HU should be dealt within the SGW approximation [7]. However, the higher-order self-energy
terms are not expected to significantly impart the result in this study. Therefore, we only omit the Fock term of the
Hubbard interaction and handle it using the GW approximation for the sake of simplicity. Regarding the interaction
HV, since it is spin-independent, we do not make assumptions about whether the exciton is in a singlet or triplet state.
Both singlet and triplet states are permitted in our model. In addition, we only consider the interaction between
orbitals on the same atom or the nearest-neighbor atoms in this model. If we consider the interaction between orbitals
on atoms in a larger distance like two nearest Ta atoms. The Hartree shift of Eq. (5) in the main text may change.
According to the parameters in our calculations, the values of the Hartree shift will be close to zero. However, this
is the consequence of the fact that the interaction does not decrease as fast as 1/r, which may be attributed to the
inaccuracy of the method for the long-range interaction. We think it is very likely that the reality is close to our
nearest-neighbour model because of the consistency of our simulation results and the experimental observations.
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Figure S3: (a) The inverse temperature dependence of the order parameter φ. (b) The inverse temperature
dependence of the element of density matrix ρ12(x). (c) The simulated photoemission spectrum of the equilibrium
state near the Fermi surface for different inverse temperatures.

The final step involves incorporating the previously parameters mentioned above into the minimal model and solving
the non-equilibrium Green’s function in the time domain. Prior to investigating the laser-induced non-equilibrium
problem, it’s essential to examine the equilibrium characteristics of this model. The unit energy is set to 0.3eV, we
use 56 k-grids and a time step dt = 0.02 in the equilibrium and non-equilibrium simulations. The spectral function
of this model at a low temperature β = 30 (T = 116 K) has been shown in Fig. 1(a) in the main text. An apparent
energy gap of appropriately 0.2 eV can be observed, closely resembling the experimental value of 0.16 eV [3]. As the
temperature increases, the system undergoes an insulator-semimetal phase transition, accompanied by a significant
decrease in the order parameter φ as defined in the main text. Fig. S3(a) illustrates the plot of the order parameter
against the inverse temperature β. In Fig. S3(b), we present the distributions of the elements of the density matrix
ρ12 in real space at various inverse temperatures. The phase transition point is noticeable at around the inverse
temperature β = 10, corresponding to a temperature of T = 348 K. This is also close to the experimental value
Tc = 326 K. Fig. S3(a) reveals a slight increase before the decrease of the order parameter as the temperature rises.
This occurs because the element of the density matrix ρ12(x) switches from being symmetric about x = 1 to being
asymmetric about x = 0.5 during this process. Fig. S3(c) illustrates the variation in the simulated photoemission
spectrum at various inverse temperatures. Below the inverse temperature β = 14, it remains nearly unchanged except
for a minor elevation of the valence band. A sharp transition occurs between β = 14 and β = 12. The ‘M‘-shaped
valence band top disappears, and the system gradually undergoes a transition into a semimetal phase. An evident lift
for the top occurs during this process. As the temperature continues to increase, the spectrum becomes blurred. At
the same time, the lower edge of the valence top may become even lower than that in the insulator phase. All these
characteristics are similar to the experimental findings in Ref. [8], which further validates the reliability of our model.

The Hamiltonian of the model will become Eq. (5) in the main text when one considers the light-matter interaction.
For the case in this work, the frequency of the pump pulse is much higher than the band gap, rendering the drift k−A
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negligible and thus ignorable. The term E · τα will govern the laser-induced dynamics. Its value varies depending on
the polarization of the pump pulse. Since TNS is a two-dimensional layered material, its value is notably larger in x
and y directions. We set the center of Ni as the origin, which leads to τ2 = −τ3 = τ4 = −τ5 in these two directions. The
laser-induced vibrating term E ·τα is diagonal rather than off-diagonal on the basis of Wannier orbitals. So the transfer
between two orbitals is not only related to the laser intensity but also depends on the off-diagonal hybridization terms
in the Hamiltonian. The large hybridization between the lower orbitals and the flat orbitals in the matrix ǫ(k) implies
the strong excitation in the flat bands.

B. PARAMETER DEPENDENCE OF LIFETIME OF THE LONG-LIVED STATE

In the main text, we demonstrated the long lifetime of the nonthermal distribution in flat bands and attribute it
to the absence of hybridization between the flat and the upper orbitals, arising from their distinct parities in the
orthorhombic symmetry. However, this symmetry undergoes a slight breaking in the monoclinic phase. To investigate
the robustness of long-lived state and the model’s parameter dependence, we varied the hybridization and interaction
between upper orbitals and flat orbitals as ǫ24 = ǫ42 = ǫ53 = ǫ35 = 0.3 eV × ∆uf and V24 = V42 = V35 = V53 =
0.75 eV×Vuf . The results are depicted in Figs. S4(a) and (b). Remarkably, we can observe the robustness of the long
lifetime for small variations in the hybridization. Decreased hybridizations and interactions lead to a more constrained
pathway to the prethermalization, indicating a prolonged lifetime.
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Figure S4: (a) The flat band occupation ρ44+ρ55

2
for different interactions Vuf between the upper orbitals and the

flat orbitals. (b) The flat band occupation ρ44+ρ55

2
for different hybridizations ∆uf between the upper orbitals and

the flat orbitals.

C. CALCULATION OF THE SPECTRAL FUNCTION AND THE PHOTOEMISSION SPECTRUM

In this study, two important quantities derived from our model include the spectral function and the photoemission
spectrum. The spectral function is actually the momentum-resolved density of the state. This allows for a qualitative
comparison with the energy band obtained from DFT, the difference is that our spectral function exhibits a finite
width due to the non-equal-time self-energy. The photoemission spectrum is what is actually measured in the tr-
ARPES experiment, which corresponds to the energy-resolved and momentum-resolved electron occupation in the
material. In the experiment, photoelectrons are excited by a weak, high-frequency probe laser and captured by
the detector. Whereas we can calculate the electron distribution directly without incorporating the probe pulse
in our program. Both the spectral function and the photoemission spectrum are computed through the Fourier
transformation of the Green’s function in the time domain. The spectral function corresponds to the retarded

Green’s function Gret
αα,k(t, t

′) = −iθ(t − t′)
¨

{aα,k(t), a†α,k(t′)}
∂

, and the photoemission spectrum corresponds to the
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lesser Green’s function G<
αα,k(t, t

′) = i
¨

a†α,k(t
′)aα,k(t)

∂

. In principle, we need to do a two-dimensional Fourier

transformation for two time variables t and t′. Taking the photoemission spectrum as an example, one has

I(ω, k, tp) = −Im

[

∑

α

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

dtdt′S(t′ − tp)S(t− tp) exp(iω(t
′ − t))G<

αα,k(t, t
′)

]

, (1)

where S(t) = exp(−t2/δ2) is the envelope of the probe pulse. However, we only perform a single integral to substitute
for simplicity

I(ω, k, tp) = −Im

[

∑

α

∫ tp

−∞

dt′S(t′ − tp) exp(iω(t
′ − tp))G

<
αα,k(tp, t

′)

]

. (2)

Its result is similar to the double integral.
Another point that needs to be emphasized is that the observed photoemission spectra in experiments cannot be

exactly equal to the numerical results obtained by summing over all the bands in principle. In a typical experiment,
the scattering plane usually coincides with the σ⊥ plane, and the probe pulse typically exhibits even or odd parity
about this plane [9]. Consequently, it can only detect electronic states with even or odd parity about the plane σ⊥.
Since most experiments concentrate on the electronic structure near the Γ point, and upper orbitals (which have even
parity about the σ⊥ plane in the orthorhombic phase) contribute the most in this region. The polarization of the
probe pulse is typically in the plane σ⊥. While it may seem that summing over the index α for the upper orbitals
would be sufficient to compare with experimental results. However, it is important to note that the plane σ⊥ is no
longer a strictly symmetric plane in the monoclinic phase. We have checked that the behavior near the Γ point of
the result summed for all the bands is very similar to that with only upper bands. Therefore, in the main text, we
present spectral functions and photoemission spectra for all the bands. This approximation does not qualitatively
change our conclusions of the present work.
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