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Square lattice Hubbard models with tunable hopping ratio t′/t are highly promising for realizing
a variety of quantum phases and for shedding light on key puzzles in correlated quantum materials,
including higher-temperature superconductivity. We show that twisted square lattice homo-bilayers
generically offer such tunability when the flat bands originate from the corner of the Brillouin zone.
We reveal an emergent symmetry at low twist-angles, absent in single layers, that necessitates the
vanishing of nearest neighbor hopping (t = 0). This symmetry can be lifted by an inter-layer
displacement field or by an in-plane magnetic field, introducing tunable t and anisotropy, allowing
access to a wide range of t′/t ratios for correlated electrons on a moiré square lattice.

The discovery of two-dimensional Van der Waals mate-
rials [1–3] has recently led to the realization of a number
of exotic states of matter in twisted multilayers, which
feature moiré lattices [4]. These materials have been
shown to have the capability to simulate important quan-
tum Hamiltonians such as the Hubbard model [5, 6] or
Ising, XY and Heisenberg models [7], with parameters
tunable in-situ by, e.g. gating [5, 8].

While the great majority of the current moiré mate-
rials are built from hexagonal layers[9], there is signif-
icant interest in achieving highly tunable square lattice
platforms. The square lattice Hubbard model is widely
believed to capture the essential physics of the cuprates
including high-Tc superconductivity[10–17], and has mo-
tivated the development of other square lattice based
materials. Such a program has recently led to suc-
cessful fabrication of new unconventional superconduc-
tors [18–20] and motivated experiments on tunable cold-
atom fermionic Hubbard models [21]. However, accessing
low temperature physics in the latter remains an ongo-
ing challenge, emphasizing the significant advantage of
moiré platforms that combine tunability with elevated
electronic energy scales. Here we outline a strategy to-
wards achieving a tunable square lattice Hubbard model
that relies on a novel aspect of moire’ materials, the emer-
gence of new symmetries in the limit of low twist angles.

Previously, extensions beyond hexagonal symmetry
were considered for different 2D Bravais lattices, includ-
ing the square lattice [22], where in addition to crys-
talline symmetry, the Brillouin zone position of the band
top/bottom plays a key role. Twisted square lattices are
being explored in the contexts of twisted bilayers of stag-
gered or uniform flux states [23, 24], states with quadratic
band touching [25], twisted cuprates [26–31] and FeSe
[32]. They have also been recently implemented in a
number of analogue systems, such as cold atoms [33–35],
optical [36–38] and acoustic [39] metamaterials.
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FIG. 1. (a) Momentum space of a twisted square lattice
bilayer; green dashed line marks the moiré Brillouin zone
near the microscopic M point. (b) Moiré Brillouin zone with
marked maxima of the single-layer dispersion. (c,d) Action
of the L-symmetry in (c) momentum and (d) real space. (c)
Layers are interchanged and then momentum of top (bottom)
layer is shifted by -(+) qM . (d) The momentum shifts in (c)
lead to an alternation of the wavefunction sign at AA sites,
forbidding the nearest-neighbor hopping on the moiré lattice.

We will consider here the general case of flat moiré
bands in twisted homobilayers of square-lattice materials
using the continuum description at low twist angles. In
order to obtain an effective square lattice model on the
moiré scale, we must begin with electrons either at the
center (Γ) or corner (M) of the original Brillouin Zone
(momenta (0, 0, or (π, π), Fig. 1 (a)). Following Ref. 22
we focus on the latter (Fig. 1 (b)), since interference
effects arising from valley momentum lead to more pro-
nounced moiré patterns. A second reason, tunability of
model parameters, will be discussed at length below. Un-
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like the hexagonal counterpart [5], tight-binding calcula-
tions for twisted square Bravais lattices suggest that the
flat moiré bands forming around the corner of the Bril-
louin zone is not described by a nearest-neighbor tight-
binding model [22], raising the question of what effective
models they do realize.

In this work, we reveal that the moiré bands arising
near the M point of the Brillouin zone possess an ap-
proximate symmetry at low twist angles, which we refer
to as L- symmetry (L for “layer”) (Fig. 1 (c)). This sym-
metry involves interchanging the bands of two layers, but
does not reduce to any mirror or rotational symmetries,
and thus is an emergent property of the twisted bilayer.
In real space, the symmetry alternates the sign of the
flat band wave-function (Fig. 1 (d)), forbidding nearest
neighbor tunneling t. Interlayer displacement field or in-
plane magnetic field break the L-symmetry, allowing t to
be continuously increased. Tuning the twist angle and
displacement field allows for the realization of strongly
interacting t − t′ − U Hubbard models with widely tun-
able t/t′ ratios. The latter parameter plays a key role
in realizing superconductivity in square lattice Hubbard
[13, 40–42] and t-t’-J models [15, 43] and opens access to
the frustrated spin states ([44–47] and references therein)
in the Mott insulating regime.

Model: We consider a twisted bilayer of square-lattice
material with band extremum (we will assume a max-
imum without the loss of generality) centered at the
atomic zone corner M = l−1

a (π, π), where la is the lattice
constant (Fig. 1 (a)). The continuum Hamiltonian for
the twisted bilayer near the M point can be derived sim-
ilarly to previous works on graphene [48, 49] and FeSe
[50] and takes the form [51]

H =

(
h(−i∇−θ/2

x + q−) T (x)

T (x)∗ h(−i∇θ/2
x + q+)

)
, (1)

where h(k) is the dispersion of electrons in a single layer
aroundM and T (x) = w0(1+e

i(g1+g2)·x+eig1·x+eig2·x).
The moiré reciprocal lattice vectors are given by g1,2 =
Rθ/2G1,2−R−θ/2G1,2 (whereG1,2 are the reciprocal vec-
tors of a single unrotated layer, while q± = R±θ/2M−M,
such that the moiré Brillouin zone corner has momentum
qM ≡ q+ − q− = (g1 + g2)/2 (Fig. 1 (b)). The moiré
translation vectors are defined via Rj · gk = 2πδjk.

To leading order in the twist angle, the model (1) takes
a simpler form:

H0 =

(
µ∇2

x T (x)
T (x)∗ µ(∇x + iqM )2

)
, (2)

where the momentum origin has been shifted by qM/2
and we used the expansion h(−i∇x) ≈ µ∇2

x. Compari-
son between the inter-layer tunneling strength w0 to the
kinetic energy µq2M/4 reveals a twist angle value

θ∗ =

√
w0

1
4µ(

√
2π/la)2

, (3)

such that emergence of isolated flat bands is expected for
θ < θ∗. An example of the band structure of the model
(2) for θ

θ∗ = 1√
3
is shown in Fig. 2 (a). The top band has

a much smaller bandwidth W compared to others and
is separated from them by a gap Egap > W , forming an
isolated flat band. Its dispersion (Fig. 2 (a), inset) fits
well to a tight-binding model:

ϵk = −2t
(
cos(kx) + cos(ky)

)
+ 2t′

(
cos
(
kx + ky

)
+ cos

(
kx − ky

))
, (4)

with t exactly equal to zero and t′ ≈ 0.014w0. This is
reflected in the eigenenergies at ΓM and MM points be-
ing degenerate, demonstrating a symmetry of the band
under a (π, π) shift. In real space, the system separates
into two decoupled moiré sublattices, consistent with the
microscopic tight-binding calculations [22]. Unlike that
case, the models in Eqn. (1,2) respect the full moiré
translation symmetry making the emergence of sublat-
tices surprising, and deserve further investigation.
This raises the question of whether there are symme-

tries of Eqn. (2) that guarantee t = 0 and to what extent
this holds in the full Eqn.(1). Such a symmetry does ex-
ist (see Fig. 1 (c) for illustration): one can directly verify

that L̂†H0L̂ = H0, where L̂ = σx exp[−iσzqMx], σi be-
ing Pauli matrices in layer space.
A qualitative argument as to why L̂-symmetry forbids

nearest-neighbor hopping is as follows. First, the states
in the flat-band (small θ) limit are localized near AA
sites, where T (x) ≈ 4w0 is maximal, and thus approx-
imately in the antibonding (+1,+1) superposition be-
tween layers. Notice that near the centers of AA sites
x = nR1 + mR2 L-symmetry reduces to ±σx, where
σx does not affect the (+1,+1) state. The sign of the
wavefunction therefore flips between neighboring tight-
binding sites (Fig. 1 (c)), forbidding nearest-neighbor
hopping.
To appreciate the scope of the symmetry noted above,

we need to analyze the symmetries of the full Hamilto-
nian (1). This is complicated by the fact that point-group
symmetries of the full system (that has D4 point group)
are realized nontrivially due to the momentum offset be-
tween two layers. As an example, consider the action of
spinless time-reversal symmetry T on (1). Indeed, a com-
plex conjugation K does not bring the diagonal of Eqn.
1 into itself, reflecting that the time-reversal invariant
points for two layers are different: Mθ/2 & M−θ/2. In-
stead, the proper action of T has to compensate for this
difference resulting in T = UKU† = K(U†)2, where

U =

(
eiq+·x 0

0 eiq−·x

)
, (5)

(note that R∓θ/2q± = −q∓ and U† = U∗). This proce-
dure holds more generally for determining the action of
any point-group operation g on Eqn. (1), i.e UgU† – see
supplementary material for details [51].
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FIG. 2. (a) Band structure (in units of interlayer tunneling amplitude w0) of the model Eq. (2) with θ/θ∗ = 1/
√
3 and (b)

with an additional inter-layer displacement field V = 5Vc (11). Insets show the details of the top flat band, separated by Egap

from the rest. Note, the degeneracy between bands separated by momentum (π, π) is removed in the right inset. Numerical
results using plane-wave expansion are shown as continuous lines. Circles represent the analytic tight-binding model for the
top band – see Eqn’s 4, 8, & 9; for (a) we find t = 0, t′ ≈ 0.014w0, while in (b) we find t ≈ 0.07, t′ ≈ 0.014w0 giving t/t′ = 5.

The above suggests that all point-group operations will
be realized conventionally (as just g) after the following
unitary transformation of (1):

Hf = U†HU =

(
h(−i∇−θ/2

x ) U(x)

U(x) h(−i∇θ/2
x )

)
, (6)

where U(x) = 2w0

(
cos
(

g1+g2

2 · x
)

+ cos
(

g1−g2

2 ·

x
))

. The moiré translation symmetry is represented as

TR1,2 = eiq+R1,2σze
R1,2∇x in this case.

Neglecting the rotation of the intralayer dispersion

(discussed below) h(−i∇±θ/2
x ) → h(−i∇x), the L-

symmetry emerges in (6) as [Hf , σx] = 0. This sym-
metry implies that (6) can be diagonalized with bond-
ing/antibonding states of the form (1,±1)Tψ±(x), where(

µ∇2
x ± U(x)

)
ψ±(x) = Eψ±(x). (7)

Taking into account U(x + R1) = −U(x), implies that:
(i) the eigen-energies of the +/- sectors are degenerate (ii)
the eigenstates of the sectors are related via a translation
by a moiré site. Therefore, the eigenstates of (6) form
two degenerate decoupled bands with Wannier functions
localized on two different sublattices of the moiré lattice.
In the tight-binding language all hoppings between the
two sublattices vanish exactly in this case, explaining the
structure of the bands in Fig. 2 (a).

Let us now discuss the relation of the L-symmetry to
microscopic symmetries of the twisted bilayer. Eq. (7)
appears to possess all elements of the D4h point group
of the untwisted bilayer. However, the L-symmetry op-
eration σx does not commute with the translations TR1,2

(containing σz in this representation), which is notably
distinct from the z → −z mirror symmetry of the θ = 0
bilayer. There are also two exact symmetries of Eqn. 6
which do interchange layers - 180o rotations about in-

plane axes C ′
2 & C ′′

2 . These are also distinct from the L-
symmetry, as they act on the coordinates x. This implies
that for small twist angles, the M-point flat bands are
characterized by an approximate symmetry group that
is distinct from (and not a subgroup of) the space group
of the twisted bilayer. The approximate symmetry en-
forces the unexpected pattern of band degeneracies.

The rotations of momenta i∇±θ/2
x in Eq. (6) break

the L-symmetry, reducing the point-group to D4, which
is the appropriate point-group for the twisted bilayer.
However, the L-breaking corrections only arise in the 4th
order in the expansion of h(k) in k: δh(k) ∝ θkxky(k

2
x −

k2y)σz. Their magnitude is of the order O(θ5), demon-
strating that the L-symmetry is remarkably robust. We
note that in addition to the terms considered in (1), the
twisted layers also produce an electrostatic potential that
amounts to a term U0(x)σ0[5, 32], that is periodic under
a moiré translation. This term does not change any of the
arguments above and does not break the L-symmetry. If
the magnitude of this term is smaller than Egap, it will
not alter the band structure described here qualitatively
and we thus leave the detailed study of the effects of
U0(x) to future work.

Tunable intersublattice coupling: Identifying the L-
symmetry as the origin of emergent decoupled sublattices
opens the possibility to create a tunable coupling between
them by introducing layer asymmetry. For electronic sys-
tems, this can be achieved either with a displacement
field V σz or with the orbital effect of an in-plane mag-
netic field. The latter introduced by modifying Eq 6:
−i∇x → −i∇x − e0

2cBd∥σz [52], where d∥ is the distance
between two layers and e0 is the electron charge. Both
of these terms mix the bonding and antibonding eigen-
states of Eq. (7). Thus, in the Wannier basis, these terms
would generate nearest-neighbor hopping.

To illustrate the effect of V , we numerically computed
the spectrum of the Hamiltonian for θ where the band
is isolated and flat (Fig 2(a)), then turned on V (Fig
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2(b)) without changing θ. Though the chosen value of
V is sizable enough to guarantee the band is well fit by
(4) with t/t′ = 5, the band remains flat and isolated.
Physically, Eqn. 6 can be interpreted as a lattice with
a layer isospin, and an applied isospin Zeeman field ±x̂,
that is staggered between opposite sublattices. Fermions
are therefore restricted to hop on the same sublattice,
unless an inter-layer electric field (isospin field ±ẑ) is
switched on. The latter leads to ‘canting’ of the isospin,
and permits hopping between sublattices.

Expressions for t & t′ in Eq. (4) can be ob-
tained using exact solutions of Eqn. (7) assuming that
W,V ≪ Egap such that Eqn. (4) holds. After vari-
able separation along orthogonal lines connecting next-
to-nearest neighbor sites of the moiré lattice, i.e ψ±(x) =
ψX,±(

x+y√
2
)ψY,±(

x−y√
2
), Eqn (7) reduces to 1D Mathieu

equations for which exact and asymptotic solutions are
known [51, 53]. The expression for t′ is given by [51]:

t′ =
w0θ

2

4θ∗2
ft′

(
θ∗

θ

)
≈

θ≪θ∗ w0
47/4√
π

( θ
θ∗

)1/2
e−4 θ∗

θ (8)

where ft′ (z) = a1
(
1, z2

)
− a1

(
0, z2

)
, a1 being the char-

acteristic value of the 1D Mathieu equation.
In presence of finite V , eigenstates of Eq. (7) split at

k = 0 by ∆E(k = 0) = 2V ⟨ψk=0
+ |ψk=0

− ⟩. Since (5) folds
the ΓM and MM points onto one another, this splitting
is equal to 8t (see (4)). The wavefunction overlap can be
obtained from Mathieu functions or using WKB approx-
imation for θ ≪ θ∗ [51, 53, 54]:

t =
V g2t

(
θ∗

θ

)
π2

≈
θ≪θ∗ V

tan2
(
π
8

)
2−7/2

e−4(2−
√
2) θ∗

θ . (9)

where gt(z) =
∫ π

0
dx ce0(x, z) ce1(x + π/2, z), ce0 being

the periodic Mathieu functions [51].
A similar approach allows us to understand the orbital

effect of an in-plane magnetic field B ̸= 0. In particular,
the nearest-neighbor hopping in first order in B takes the
form tB = iµe0c d∥⟨W+(x)|(B ·∇)|W−(x)⟩, where we use
|W±(x)⟩ to denote the Wannier functions of the Mathieu
solutions. The overlap integrals can be computed with
WKB method [51] and yield an anisotropic hopping:

tx/y ≈ i4
√
µw0

e0Bx/yd∥

2c

tan2
(
π
8

)
2−7/2

e−4(2−
√
2) θ∗

θ .(10)

The relative effect of this term compared to that of V can

be estimated as tBx/y/t
V ∼ w0θ

V θ∗
Bd∥la
θΦ0

, where the second

term is the magnetic flux per lateral moiré unit cell which
can reach values ∼ 0.1 for fields ∼ 10 T and d ∼ 1 nm,
la/θ ∼ 10 nm. For systems with large enough w0 this
is sufficient to introduce weak anisotropy. Note however,
that the exponential dependence on θ is weaker for tx/y
than for t′, and therefore its effect may become compa-
rable to bandwidth at low enough twist angles.
t − t′ − U Hubbard models: We now demonstrate

that these results allow twisted bilayers of square lat-
tice materials to realize the physics of t-t’-U Hubbard

model in strongly correlated regime with a widely tun-
able t/t’ ratio. The bandwidth of the flat band W =
max{4t + 8t′, 8t} can be seen from Eqns. (8,9) to be
exponentially small at θ < θ∗. The gap to the remote
bands Egap, on the other hand, follows 4w0θ/θ

∗ in this
regime (obtained from expansion of (6) near AA sites
[51]), demonstrating that the flat band is well isolated.
We can estimate now the displacement field strength

needed to tune the t/t′ ratio in a wide range. Consider
the value Vc, where nearest-neighbor tunneling becomes
comparable to the next-nearest neighbor t(Vc)/t

′ = 1:

Vc =
t′

(t/V )
≈ w0

√
θ/θ∗

tan2(π8 )
√
π
e−4(

√
2−1) θ∗

θ . (11)

Crucially, Vc(θ) is an exponential function of θ; there-
fore, displacement fields much smaller than the band gap
V ≪ Egap are sufficient to induce strong nearest neighbor
hopping, retaining the isolated flat band.
The effects of Coulomb interactions can be estimated

in the limit θ ≪ θ∗, where states are localized near
AA sites. The projected Coulomb interaction between
two electrons at sites separated by a distance r is given

by [51] U(r) =
e20
4πϵ

π1/2

32lo
e−

l−2
o r2

2 I0

(
l−2
o r2

2

)
, where lo =

√
2(µw−1

0 )
1
4 q

− 1
2

M , is the wave-function spread and ϵ is the
permittivity, which can be controlled through screening
via an electrostatic gate [8]. I0(x) ≡ J0(ix) is the modi-
fied Bessel function of the first kind, the asymptotic ex-
pansion of which tells us U(r) ∼ 1/(2r). Off-site inter-
actions are thus proportional to θ at low twist angles.
However, the on-site interaction energy (r = 0),

U0 =
e20

4πϵla

π3/2

23/2

√
θθ∗, (12)

is parametrically larger, suggesting that a Hubbard-like
description is appropriate at low θ.
We summarize the energy scales discussed above as a

function of twist angle in Fig. 3, where they are ob-
tained from exact solutions of Eq. 7 using Mathieu func-
tions [51]. The results demonstrate that for θ ≪ θ∗,
an isolated flat band emerges Egap ≫ W . A lower
bound estimate of the correlation strength is obtained
by noting that the ratio: U(θ = θ∗)/w0 is related to r∗s ,
the dimensionless Coulomb electron correlation param-
eter for a single layer at density (θ∗/la)

2 in the moiré-

less limit, U(θ=θ∗)
w0

≈ r∗s√
8π

. Moreover at low θ, W is

exponentially suppressed (8,9) in contrast to the inter-
action (12), leading to the strongly interacting regime
U0 ≫ W . Finally, the relevant value of displacement
field Vc (11) is suppressed exponentially at low θ, guar-
anteeing W (Vc) ≪ Egap as θ → 0. Thus the band will
remain flat and isolated even when t is dominant, such as
is demonstrated in Fig 2 (b) where t/t′ = 5. Controlling
θ & V allows to traverse the entire t′/t phase diagram
of the Hubbard mode while remaining in the strong cou-
pling regime.
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FIG. 3. Dependence of the moiré flat band parameters [Fig.
2] on θ: gap to the remote bands (Egap), bandwidth (W with
V = 0) and displacement field necessary to achieve t/t′ = 1
(Vc, Eq. 11 ), all normalized to the inter-layer tunneling w0.
At θ < θ∗ Egap ≫ W,Vc, such that an isolated flat band with
widely tunable t′/t is realized.

Discussion and Outlook: The L-symmetry and its
consequences arise from the interference of the electron
waves arising from the vicinity of M point of individual
monolayers. This can be contrasted with moiré bands
formed from layer fields originating near Γ [32], where
twist does not create a momentum shift between the
band extrema. The dominant term in the tunneling
is then just a constant, favoring a homogeneous bond-
ing/antibonding state with a usual tight-binding descrip-
tion that should have t≫ t′.

The ability to control the ratio t′/t and U/t is crit-
ical for correlated electron physics. The ratio t′/t is
believed to be crucial for realizing superconductivity in
square lattice Hubbard [13, 40–42] and t-t’-J models
[15, 43], to the extent that for t′ = 0 no superconduc-
tivity appears[13, 14]. The exploration of a wide range
of t′/t ratios may therefore test the ultimate bounds on
Tc in the Hubbard model. Furthermore, The Hubbard
model for t′/t ∼ 1 has been argued to exhibit a number of
exotic phenomena, including a topological dx2−y2 ± idxy
pairing state[55, 56]. Also, in the Mott insulating regime
at half filling, the effective description of the system be-
comes the J-J ′ Heisenberg model, with J ′/J is set by the
ratio of t′/t. In the frustrated regime J ′/J ≈ 0.5, there

is an open question as to the existence of a potential spin
liquid phase and its character [44–47] - the system we
propose would allow traversing this phase as a function
of gate voltage. Finally, the controlled spatial anisotropy
induced by an in-plane magnetic field can help clarify the
role of nematic order on the square lattice.
We stress that our proposal requires neither special

band touching nor non-trivial topology for individual
layers utilizing instead the conventional band extremum
at the Brillouin zone corner expected in generic atomic
tight-binding models. Monolayer square lattice materi-
als include currently cuprates [57] as well as monolayer
FeSe [58, 59] and FeS [60]. Both FeSe & FeS monolayers
having been shown to have small Fermi surfaces about
M . Other candidate platforms deriving from exfoliable
materials [3], will be discussed in a separate publication
[61]. Finally, our main predictions of the emergent sub-
lattice symmetry can be tested in analogue simulators,
such as cold atoms [33–35], optical [36–38] and acous-
tic [39] metamaterials by studying the wave propagation
from a state localized on one sublattice only.
To conclude, we have demonstrated the existence of

an approximate L-symmetry in twisted square lattices
that results in an emergent sublattice structure for the
flat bands. The sublattices can be coupled on demand by
introducing layer asymmetry with external fields. Our re-
sults open the path towards the realization of electronic
t − t′ − U Hubbard model physics with a widely tun-
able t′/t ratio. More generally, we demonstrated the im-
portant role that emergent symmetries beyond the space
group can play in moiré systems.
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4. Moiré periodicity isn’t the commensurate one 13

B. Tight-binding in the asymptotic limit of small θ 14
1. Notation 14
2. Lattice of harmonic oscillators 14
3. Mathieu equation and wavefunctions 15
4. Wannier orbitals and tight-binding formalism 16

a. Hoppings: t,t′, & tx/y 17
5. WKB derivation of the overlaps 19

a. Overlap O0 20
b. Overlap of the gradient O1 20

This supplementary material is organized as follows. In Sec. A we present a detailed derivation of Eq. 1 in the
main text and discuss the realization of symmetries. In Sec. B, we present details of the calculations for Eqs. 8-12 in
the main text for the low twist angle limit.

Appendix A: A minimal picture of moiré tunneling

In the following subsections, we present a derivation of the moiré tunneling from the perspective of effective field
theory and symmetry. The purpose of this presentation is to provide the reader with a top-down (starting from
long-wavelength field theories) understanding of moiré, as opposed to bottom-up (starting from microscopics). The
value in this minimal picture is that it highlights the essential ingredients leading to the emergence of periodicity in
a system where microscopically no translation symmetry exists. In other words, we wish to answer the questions:
What ingredients in the low energy description must be present in order for moiré periodicity to emerge at arbitrary
non-commensurate θ? What does this low-energy description reveal to us about the sublattice structure governed by
L-symmetry? And at small θ, what are the irrelevant processes that are responsible for the microscopic breaking of
translation?

1. Boosts and the action of symmetries in different representations

To start, consider a field theory with Hamiltonian h(p̂) = p̂2, which we argue to be the accurate low-energy
description of a hypothetical system (a “layer”). For simplicity, we will consider no spin nor valley degrees of freedom,
such that h labels all relevant low-energy degrees of freedom. When we say that our layer has a symmetry, we mean
that there is an operation Ô that leaves h invariant, i.e Ô−1hÔ = h or equivalently [Ô, h] = 0. One such operation
is time-reversal T , which by construction is an operation which reverses the motion of the system. This motion is
described by p̂ = −i∇, which is the generator of translation. Since T leaves position invariant, this tells us that in
order for T −1p̂T = −p̂ one has to have T = K where K is complex conjugation.

The reason we are concerned with symmetries of the Hamiltonian, as opposed to other operators, is because the
Hamiltonian is the generator of time evolution, i.e i∂t|ψ⟩ = h|ψ⟩, and therefore governs the system dynamics. It’s
eigenenergies provide a convenient characterization of a system, because they are by definition a quantity which is
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held invariant under shifts in time, i.e [exp(−iδt h), h] ≡ 0. So that for a system described by wavefunction |ψ(t)⟩ and
constant h,

⟨ψ(t+ δt)|h|ψ(t+ δt)⟩ = ⟨ψ(t)|eiδt hhe−iδt h|ψ(t)⟩ = ⟨ψ(t)|h|ψ(t)⟩,

which tells us it doesn’t matter if we measure the energy first, or wait to measure – the average energy remains the
same. Likewise, observables whose corresponding operations commute with h inherit this property, such that their
eigenvalues label the system’s steady states.

Consider now the unitary transformation |ψ⟩ = exp(iq·x)|ψ̃⟩, with constant vector q, which has the effect of bringing

us into a representation of our system whose wavefunction evolves via i∂t|ψ̃⟩ = h(p̂ + q)|ψ̃⟩. Such a Hamiltonian
appears to describe a system whose center of momentum has been shifted to −q. We may therefore feel obliged to
relabel the total momentum as the operator Π̂ = p̂ + q, and likewise expect T −1Π̂T = −Π̂. However, if we take
T = K as before, this does not work, because q is a real-valued vector which does not change sign under complex
conjugation. This has the important consequence that K−1h(p̂ + q)K = h(−p̂ + q) ̸= h(p̂ + q), which appears to
imply that T is not a symmetry. And yet this cannot be because we established that T was a physical symmetry
from the outset, and the mathematical act of applying a unitary transformation shouldn’t change this fact.

This apparent contradiction is resolved if we recognize that T ̸= K in this new representation. Since the operation
exp(iq ·x) boosted our system by −q, the proper action of time-reversal is to first boost into a representation in which
it acts simply, apply K, then boost back. One can check that T = exp(−iq ·x)K exp(iq ·x) = K exp(2iq ·x) does just
the trick. A gauge transformation, such as the phase twist described, has the effect of bringing us into a physically
equivalent but (possibly) mathematical distinct description of our system. Regardless of our choice of gauge, if we
demand that T be a symmetry of h, then there exists a representation of T such that h = T −1hT regardless of the
shape of h.
Consider now the following (bilayer) Hamiltonian,

H =

(
h(p̂) T (x)
T (x)∗ h(p̂+ q0)

)
(S1)

which describes a local tunneling between two identical layers. Note that as written, the tunneling appears to bring
a particle from one layer into a boosted frame of an otherwise identical layer. Let us demand that T be a symmetry
of H. In order for H to be invariant under T ,

T (x)∗ei(2q0)·x = T (x), (S2)

where the phase comes from the non-trivial action of T in the boosted layer. Notice that Eqn S2 tells us the tunneling
cannot be constant and preserve T . The solution to Eqn S2 is a tunneling which is periodic under spatial shift
reciprocal to g1 = 2q0. Which is to say that time-reversal symmetric tunneling between different Galilean frames
generates a periodic lattice in at least one direction. If additional symmetries are present (e.g CN rotations), then a
lattice is generated which respects those symmetries (such as square for C4). The action of any point-group operation
g on H follows similarly to T , i.e UgU∗ with U defined in (5).
Any such emergent lattice is guaranteed to have an emergent sublattice degree of freedom. This is because we are

free to apply a unitary transformation which moves us into a representation without the relative boost between the
diagonal terms of Eqn S1, but where the information of the relative boost has been pushed onto the off diagonal,

Hf = U∗HU =

(
h(p̂) T (x)e−iq0·x

T (x)∗eiq0·x h(p̂)

)
. (S3)

This is equivalent to a folding of the original zone, which changes the translational symmetry of the eigenstates, such
that they become Bloch states of an enlarged unit cell.

2. Boosts by rotating a crystal

Let us start by defining a set of fixed “lab” coordinates, x ∈ {na1 +ma2|(n,m) ∈ Z2}, which describes a set of
discrete periodic sites. Now consider a single crystal plane with lattice coordinates rθ ∈ {nRθa1 +mRθa2|(n,m) ∈
Z2}, or equivalently rθ = Rθx, which implicitly defines the reciprocal lattice Gθ ∈ {nRθG1 +mRθG2|(n,m) ∈ Z2}
via the relationship eiGθ·rθ = 1. We label the annihilation/creation operators for the tightly bound orbitals of this
lattice d(rθ)/d

†(rθ). For our purposes, it is sufficient to consider one orbital per atomic cell, which corresponds to

one band. Expanding d̂(rθ) into crystal momenta

d̂(rθ) =
∑
k

ei(Mθ+k)·rθ d̂Mθ+k ≡ eiMθ·rθ ψ̂(rθ), (S4)
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where Mθ ≡ RθM is the crystal momenta corresponding to the rotated BZ corner (M -point). In doing this expansion,
we implicitly chose a representation of the wavefunction eiMθ·rθ = eiM·x which is an eigenstate of periodic shifts by
rθ → rθ+Rθaj . This is the natural representation of the crystal, in the sense that the periodicity of the wavefunction
aligns with that of the physical crystal axis. We are not constrained to this representation, and can choose another,
e.g

d̂(rθ) =
∑
k

ei(M+k)·rθ
(
ei(Mθ−M)·rθ d̂Mθ+k

)
≡ eiM·rθ Ψ̂(x). (S5)

If we define d̂M+k(x) ≡ ei(Mθ−M)·rθ d̂Mθ+k, we would see this is equivalent to expanding d̂(rθ) into a BZ aligned with
the the lab axis (x), and thus disaligned with the physical crystal axis (rθ). In this representation, the wavefunctions
appear to be eigenstates of shifts by rθ → rθ + aj ; however, because Mθ isn’t the corner of this chosen zone, the
annihilation operator necessarily picks up a spatial dependence in order to guarantee the proper transformation of
physical symmetries. (See Ref [62] for an example of non-trivial point group operations in twisted bilayer graphene.)

In order to demonstrate this effect, it will be useful to define an operator (like momentum), and study how it
transforms under symmetry in either representation. For this purpose, we construct a Bloch-periodic momentum
operator,

p̂B =
∑
Gθ

∫
rθ

d̂†(rθ)
(
− i∇rθ +Gθ

)
d̂(rθ)

=
∑
Gθ

∫
rθ

ψ̂†(rθ)
(
− i∇rθ +Mθ +Gθ

)
ψ̂(rθ), (S6)

which is just the momentum operator projected onto Bloch states. (We employ the notation
∫
x
≡
∫
d2x.) Notice

that p̂B is defined modulo a reciprocal lattice vector aligned with the crystal axis (Gθ), such that it is invariant under
inserting the identity eiGθ·rθ = 1. The action of T in this representation is the complex conjugate, which brings p̂B

into

T
[
p̂B

]
=
∑
Gθ

∫
rθ

ψ̂†(rθ)
(
+ i∇rθ +Mθ +Gθ

)
ψ̂(rθ), (S7)

but because there exists a Gθ such that Mθ = Gθ −Mθ, we can write

=
∑
Gθ

∫
rθ

ψ̂†(rθ)
(
+ i∇rθ −Mθ −Gθ

)
ψ̂(rθ) = −p̂B. (S8)

This is the expected action of momentum under T . In the other (Ψ) representation, this is not the case. Noting the
identity x ·∇x = rθ ·∇rθ , we can write Eqn S6 as

p̂B =
∑
Gθ

∫
x

Ψ̂†(x)
(
− iRθ∇x +M+Gθ

)
Ψ̂(x), (S9)

which is centered on M and not Mθ. Since M is not connected to −M by some Gθ, we cannot employ that strategy
in guaranteeing the physical condition T

[
p̂B

]
= −p̂B. The solution is that, in addition to complex conjugation, Ψ̂(x)

picks up a phase under T :

T
[
ψ̂(rθ)

]
= Kψ̂(rθ) (S10)

T
[
Ψ̂(x)

]
= Kei2M·rθ Ψ̂(x) = Kei2(M−Mθ)·rθ Ψ̂(x). (S11)

The quantity (M − Mθ) · rθ = M · (Rθx − x) carries information about the displacement uθ ≡ Rθx − x of our
rigidly-rotated layer from the lab frame [49].
Because rotating a crystal rotates the crystal BZ, this change of representation into a rotated frame of reference is

equivalent to a boost for modes labelled by k ̸= 0, such as for k = M. Just as with T , the choice of boosted frame has
the effect of mutating point-group operations into space-group operations via the introduction of the phase factors.
The effect of the boost is trivial in the case of a single layer, as we are always free to choose the natural representation
of the crystal. But in the case of twisted bilayers, the relative rotation between the crystals is physical, the effect of
which is preserved regardless of our choice of gauge.
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To understand this explicitly, consider the case of twisted bilayers with relative displacement u = uθ/2 − u−θ/2 =
Rθ/2x−R−θ/2x. We then write the Hamiltonian

Ĥ =

∫
x

Ψ̂†(x)

(
h(−iR−θ/2∇x +M) T ∗(x)

T (x) h(−iRθ/2∇x +M)

)
Ψ̂(x), (S12)

where Ψ̂ = (Ψ̂1, Ψ̂2)
T defines our layer-spinor space. Notice that by applying the gauge Ψ̂l → e−iM·xΨ̂l, we can recen-

ter the layer’s momenta about M = (π/a, π/a), which is the corner of the BZ aligned with our common “unrotated”
lab coordinates, producing

Ĥ =

∫
x

Ψ̂†(x)

(
h(−iR−θ/2∇x +M−M−θ/2) T ∗(x)

T (x) h(−iRθ/2∇x +M−Mθ/2)

)
Ψ̂(x) =

∫
x

Ψ̂†H̃Ψ̂. (S13)

In order to guarantee the local form of the tunneling, T (x), it is necessary to constrain the superposition Ψ̂l to
be over those modes in the vicinity of M(2l−3)θ/2, which for our purposes are the relevant modes (i.e near the Fermi
level). This is because at long-wavelengths the relevant inter-layer tunnelings guarantee T (x) to be a local function
of the common coordinate x.

Moving into the ψ̂(x) =
(
ψ̂1(R−θ/2x), ψ̂2(Rθ/2x)

)T
representation removes the boost

Ĥ =

∫
x

ψ̂†(x)

(
h(−iR−θ/2∇x) U(x)

U(x) h(−iRθ/2∇x)

)
ψ̂(x) =

∫
x

ψ̂†Hf ψ̂, (S14)

but pushes ei(Mθ/2−M−θ/2)·x onto the tunneling U(x) = ei(Mθ/2−M−θ/2)·xT ∗(x). The wavevector qM = −Mθ/2 +
M−θ/2 is not a moiré reciprocal lattice vector, and has the effect of doubling the moiré cell. Thus we can recognize

Ψ̂ and ψ̂ as corresponding to the “unfolded” and “folded” representations of the moiré translation symmetry. The
folding transformation is the unitary

Uθ =

(
e−i(Mθ/2−M)·x 0

0 e−i(M−θ/2−M)·x

)
, (S15)

which acts like Uθψ = Ψ. Because the space and translation groups are decoupled in folded representation, it can
be convenient to treat Hf as the “seed” Hamiltonian, from which its non-trivial representations can be generated.

(Noting: H̃ = U∗HfU and T ∗(x) = e−i(Mθ/2−M−θ/2)·xU(x).) Starting from Hf and successively applying Uθ or
U∗
θ , we can generate an infinite number of physically equivalent representations. The conjugate representation H =

UHfU∗ = H∗ can be generated by the reverse application of Uθ, and can be understood as a freedom in the direction
of unfolding. Written explicitly,

Ĥ =

∫
x

(
U∗
θ ψ̂
)†(h(−iR−θ/2∇x −M+M−θ/2) T (x)

T ∗(x) h(−iRθ/2∇x −M+Mθ/2)

)
U∗
θ ψ̂ =

∫
x

(
U∗
θ ψ̂
)†
HU∗

θ ψ̂. (S16)

This latter H representation is the one used in the main text (Fig 1). The choice is arbitrary, differing only in the

internal form of Ĥ and in the representation of the symmetry operations required to leave the Hamiltonian invariant.

3. Deriving the local field theories from microscopics

Let us begin by writing the microscopic tight-binding Hamiltonian for the inter-layer tunneling (see Ref [63] for a
more general formulation),

Hmicro =
∑
xx′

d̂†1(R−θ/2x)t(R−θ/2x−Rθ/2x
′)d̂2(Rθ/2x

′) + h.c, (S17)

which we have written in the coordinate basis x where both crystal layers appear rotated. The Fourier transform
follows

=
∑
xx′

(∑
k

e−ik·(R−θ/2x)d̂†1(k)
)(∫

q

t̃qe
iq·(R−θ/2x−Rθ/2x

′)
)(∑

k′

eik
′·(Rθ/2x

′)d̂2(k
′)
)
+ h.c, (S18)
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where we employ the shorthand
∫
q
≡
∫
q∈R2

d2q
(2π)2 . Since the Brillouin zones of the layers are rotated, the operators in

momentum space satisfy d̂l(k+G(2l−3) θ
2
) = d̂l(k). Note that the tunneling process does not respect the translation

symmetry of either crystal, and therefore its tunneling vector q can be any real vector. Continuing we have

=

∫
q

∑
kk′

t̃qd̂
†
1(k)d̂2(k

′)
(∑

x

eix·(Rθ/2q−Rθ/2k)
)(∑

x′

e−ix′·(R−θ/2q−R−θ/2k
′)
)
+ h.c (S19)

the last two terms in parenthesis are delta functions mod G,

=

∫
q

∑
kk′

t̃qd̂
†
1(k)d̂2(k

′)
∑
GG′

δ2(Rθ/2q−Rθ/2k+G)δ2(R−θ/2q−R−θ/2k
′ +G′) + h.c, (S20)

where G labels the unrotated reciprocal lattice, i.e eiG·x = 1. Note that, in order to reduce clutter, we have absorbed
(and will continue to absorb) any (additional) normalization factors into the definition of t̃q. The product of delta
functions sets the constraint

q = k−G−θ
2

= k′ −G′
θ
2
. (S21)

Evaluating the delta functions allows us to eliminate q and k′,

Hmicro =
∑
k

∑
G

t̃k−G−θ
2

d̂†1(k)
∑
G′

d̂2(k+G′
θ
2
−G− θ

2
) + h.c. (S22)

Which says that the moiré tunneling process connects any pair of momenta (k,k+G′
θ
2

−G− θ
2
) from the BZ’s of our

rotated crystals.
We are only interested in the physics near the Fermi level, which here means the band extrema atM. In other words,

we only need to keep processes involving k (modG) such that the single-layer dispersion at k can be approximated by a
quadratic hl(k) ≃ µ(k−R(2l−3)θ/2M)2. Higher-energy tunnelings exist, but at best contribute a slight renormalization
of the bands near Fermi. Therefore, the relevant moiré tunneling processes are those involving a hopping to k ≃
R−θ/2M in layer 1, which we can get by shifting k = M− θ

2
+ δk,

≃
∑
δk

∑
G

t̃δk+M− θ
2
−G−θ

2

d̂†1(δk+M− θ
2
)
∑
G′

d̂2(δk+M− θ
2
+G′

θ
2
−G− θ

2
) + h.c,

(S23)

and keeping only small δk. For an infinitely large system, we can replace
∑

k →
∫
k
. The function t̃δk+M− θ

2
−G−θ

2

is analytic in δk. We can therefore approximate t̃δk+M− θ
2
−G−θ

2

≃ t̃M− θ
2
−G−θ

2

to leading order in powers of small

|δk| ≪ |G1|,

≃
∫
δk

∑
G

t̃M− θ
2
−G−θ

2

d̂†1(δk+M− θ
2
)
∑
G′

d̂2(δk+M− θ
2
+G′

θ
2
−G− θ

2
) + h.c. (S24)

The latter step has the effect of guaranteeing our tunneling potential is local in real space. In the previous section we
learned

d̂1(δk+M− θ
2
) =

∫
x

eik·xψ̂1(R−θ/2x) (S25)

d̂2(δk+M− θ
2
+G′

θ
2
−G− θ

2
) =

∫
x′
eik·x

′
e
i(M− θ

2
−M θ

2
)·x′

e
i(G′

θ
2

−G− θ
2
)·x′

ψ̂2(Rθ/2x
′). (S26)

Plugging these into Eqn S24 reveals

Hmicro ≃
∫
x

ψ̂†
1(R−θ/2x)

(∑
GG′

t̃M− θ
2
−G−θ

2

e
i(M− θ

2
−M θ

2
)·x
e
i(G′

θ
2

−G− θ
2
)·x
)
ψ̂2(Rθ/2x) ≡ Hcontinuum, (S27)

which is the continuum limit in the folded (ψ) representation. The unfolded (Ψ) representation is identical but without

the factor e
i(M− θ

2
−M θ

2
)·x

,

Hcontinuum =

∫
x

Ψ̂†
1(x)

(∑
GG′

t̃M− θ
2
−G−θ

2

e
i(G′

θ
2

−G− θ
2
)·x
)
Ψ̂2(x) + h.c. (S28)
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The term in parenthesis is a sum over local superlattice potentials, i.e∑
GG′

t̃M− θ
2
−G−θ

2

e
i(G′

θ
2

−G− θ
2
)·x

= T (x) +
∑
G

T̃G(x), (S29)

where

T (x) =
∑
G

t̃M− θ
2
−G−θ

2

e
i(G θ

2
−G− θ

2
)·x

(S30)

T̃G(x) =
∑

G′ ̸=G

t̃M− θ
2
−G−θ

2

e
i(G′

θ
2

−G− θ
2
)·x

(S31)

are respectively the intra (G = G′) and inter-zone (G ̸= G′) tunneling potentials.
Note that the primitive moiré wavevectors are gk = R θ

2
Gk − R− θ

2
Gk for k = 1, 2. Therefore the vector g =

G θ
2
−G− θ

2
, where g ∈ {ng1 +mg2|(n,m) ∈ Z2}, labels the emergent moiré reciprocal lattice. Thus we can recognize

T (x) as being the moiré-periodic tunneling derived from symmetry in the main text. For T̃G(x) coming from the
G ̸= G′ terms, we can rewrite G′

θ
2

−G− θ
2
= G θ

2
−G− θ

2
+G′

θ
2

−G θ
2
= g +G′

θ
2

−G θ
2
. Thus

e
i(G′

θ
2

−G− θ
2
)·x

= eig·x × e
i(G′

θ
2

−G θ
2
)·x

(S32)

is a product over a moiré-periodic wave eig·x and a wave e
i(G′

θ
2

−G θ
2
)·x

which varies rapidly at the atomic scale. Because
these two wavevectors aren’t guaranteed to be commensurate for arbitrary (or any) θ, the corresponding periodicity of

the T̃G(x) terms isn’t guaranteed to be the moiré one. (More on this in the following subsections.) However, because

the argument of d̂2(δk+M− θ
2
+G′

θ
2

−G− θ
2
) in Eqn S24 is far away from its band extrema at Rθ/2M, such inter-zone

tunnelings are necessarily irrelevant near the Fermi level. The only relevant terms are those which contribute to T (x),
and only when θ ≪ 1.

4. Moiré periodicity isn’t the commensurate one

If there exists an angle θ = θc such that the atomic wavevector Rθ/2G1 is a commensurate fraction of moiré
wavevectors, i.e

Rθ/2G1 = ng1 +mg2 (S33)

for integers n,m; then that angle is a commensurate angle, at which translation is a good microscopic symmetry.
Starting from the definition of G1 = 2πl−1

a (1, 0) & G2 = 2πl−1
a (0, 1), Eqn S33 tells us the following must be true:(

cos(θ/2)
sin(θ/2)

)
= 2 sin(θ/2)

(
m
n

)
. (S34)

However clearly, the bottom components implies the relationship 1 = 2n, which cannot be satisfied for integer n.
Therefore, no θ exists at which the emergent moiré translations are a microscopic symmetry.
This does not mean there is no commensurate θc, only that at θc the microscopic translation symmetry isn’t the

moiré one. Instead it is the double moiré cell which is microscopically commensurate at θc, which is to say that the
folded moiré zone is commensurate with the atomic one, i.e

Rθ/2G1 = ng1,f +mg2,f , (S35)

where the folded reciprocal vectors at g1,f = qM and g2,f = C4qM . Eqn S35 says(
cos(θ/2)
sin(θ/2)

)
= sin(θ/2)

(
n+m
n−m

)
, (S36)

which demands n = m+ 1 and

cos(θ/2)

sin(θ/2)
= 2m+ 1. (S37)

The commensurate angles are those which satisfy θc = 2arccos(2m + 1) for integer m. We numerically checked this
formula for θc against the one in Ref [22], and found them to be identical in the domain m > 0.
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FIG. S1. Comparison of different inter-layer scattering contributions between rotated and unrotated layer M points: (1) intra-
zone, and (2) inter-zone tunneling. The momentum of the inter-zone process is set by an atomic vector G1,θ, which is never
commensurate with the intra-zone wavevector for any θ.

Appendix B: Tight-binding in the asymptotic limit of small θ

1. Notation

The following notations are used in the proceeding subsections: The superlattice period is denoted lS = la/θ. We
write the ground state wavefunction of the harmonic oscillator ψ0(x), which is only used in Sec B 2 for calculating the
projected Coulomb potential U(r). The Mathieu wavefunctions are defined ψ±(x) with respect to the full solution to
the Mathieu equations in Sec B 3, where ± distinguishes the layer bonded/antibonded moiré sublattices. The Wannier
functions corresponding to the Mathieu solutions are written ωR(x,±).
In Sec B 5, we extend a lengthy calculation worked out in the supplement of Ref [53]. In order to stay consistent

with their derivation, we introduced their notation in Sec B 5. This includes writing ω0(x,−) = ψ(x̃− lS)ψ(ỹ − lS),
where ψ is the Wannier function for the ground state of the 1D Mathieu equation.
Any additional definitions are defined with respect to the above in their specific subsections.

2. Lattice of harmonic oscillators

To start, note that the definition of “layer-bonded” verse “layer-antibonded” is an arbitrary distinction. If we
are given a layer-bonded state |top⟩ + |bottom⟩, we can convert it to a layer-antibonded one by a redefinition of
|bottom⟩′ = −|bottom⟩.
The Hamiltonian for a layer-bonded sector follows from Eqn 7,

H+(x,∇) = −µ
(
∂2x̃ + ∂2ỹ

)
+ 2w0

(
cos
(
qM x̃

)
+ cos

(
qM ỹ

))
= Hx̃ +Hỹ. (S1)

Written in terms of coordinates axes which connect next-nearest neighbor sites, x̃ = (x+ y)/
√
2 & ỹ = (−x+ y)/

√
2,

Hlb decouples into orthogonal 1D Hamiltonians. The expansion of the potential about its minima

Hx̃ = −µ∂2x̃ − w0q
2
M x̃

2 + · · · (S2)

can be truncated at quadratic order by taking lo/lS → 0, where we can interpret lo =
√
2(µw−1

0 )
1
4 q

− 1
2

M as measuring

the charge spread of the ground state, i.e ψ0(x̃) ∝ e−(x̃/lo)
2

. The 2D ground state follows from separation of variables

ψ0(x̃, ỹ) =

√
2/π

lo
exp

(
− x̃2 + ỹ2

l2o

)
. (S3)
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By comparison with the canonical form Hx = −ℏ2/(2m)∂2x +mω2x2/2, we have ℏ2/(2m) ≡ µ and mω2/2 ≡ w0q
2
M .

The gap in this limit is the oscillator gap Egap = ℏω = 4
√
w0EC , where EC ≡ µq2M/4. (The EC notation is relevant

for comparisons with Ref [53] in Sec B 5.)
Consider density-density interactions between sites connected by some arbitrary distance vector d = (dx, dy), and

wavefunction normalization N ≡ l−1
o

√
2/π:

(4πϵ/e2)U(d) =
1

2

∫
rr′

(
ψo(r− d)

)2 1

|r− r′|

(
ψo(r

′)
)2

= N4 1

2

∫
rr′
e−2l−2

o (r−d)2e−2l−2
o r′2 1

|r− r′|
. (S4)

Which decouples into center-of-mass (R) and relative coordinate parts (ρ), via the map r = R+ 1
2ρ & r′ = R− 1

2ρ,

= N4 1

2

∫
R

∫ ∞

0

dρ

∫ π

−π

dϕ e−2l−2
o (R+ 1

2ρ−d)2e−2l−2
o (R− 1

2ρ)
2

=
N4

2
e−2l−2

o d2

(∫ ∞

0

dR Re−4l−2
o R2

∫ π

−π

dθ e4l
−2
o d·R

)(∫ ∞

0

dρ e−l−2
o ρ2

∫ π

−π

dϕ e2l
−2
o d·ρ

)

=
N4

2
e−2l−2

o d2

(
π

4l−2
o

el
−2
o d2

)(
π3/2√
l−2
o

e
l−2
o d2

2 I0

( l−2
o d2

2

))

=
N4π5/2

8l−3
o

e−
l−2
o d2

2 I0

( l−2
o d2

2

)
, (S5)

where in going to the second-to-last line, we used the fact that∫ ∞

0

dρ e−αρ2

∫ π

−π

dϕ e2(βx cosϕ+βy sinϕ)ρ =
π

3
2

√
α
e

β2

2α I0

(β2

2α

)
. (S6)

Or equivalently

I0

(β2

2α

)
=

√
α

π
3
2

e−
β2

2α

∫ ∞

0

dρ e−αρ2

∫ π

−π

dϕ e2(βx cosϕ+βy sinϕ)ρ, (S7)

is the zeroth modified Bessel function (I0(x) = J0(ix)), which satisfies the Bessel differential equation

x2
d2I0
dx2

+ x
dI0
dx

− x2I0 = 0. (S8)

3. Mathieu equation and wavefunctions

Here we demonstrate that Eqn. 7 can be exactly solved using 1D Mathieu functions. Without loss of generality,
we consider here the + sector (the degenerate solutions in ”-” sector are obtained by x → x + R1), for which the
wavefunction satisfies:

−µ
(
∂2x̃ + ∂2ỹ

)
+ 2w0

(
cos
(
qM x̃

)
+ cos

(
qM ỹ

))
ψ+(x̃, ỹ) = Eψ+(x̃, ỹ),

where qM =
√
2π/la and x̃, ỹ are oriented along g1 + g2 and g1 − g2, respectively. One notices that a solution can be

found with variable separation ansatz ψ+(x̃, ỹ) = X(x̃)Y (ỹ), such that result satisfies:

E = EX + EY , (S9)

−µ∂2x̃X(x̃) + 2w0 cos
(
qM x̃

)
X(x̃) = EXX(x̃), (S10)

−µ∂2ỹY (ỹ) + 2w0 cos
(
qM ỹ

)
Y (ỹ) = EY Y (ỹ). (S11)

The equations for X(x̃) and Y (ỹ) can be reduced to the following dimensionless form:

ξ′′(z) + [a− 2q cos(2z)]ξ(z) = 0, (S12)

where q = w0/(µq
2
M/4) =

(
θ∗

θ

)2
and a = EX,Y /(µq

2
M/4). The equation above is the Mathieu equation. The

eigenenergies correspond to the lowest band are found from characteristic values ar(q), where r ∈ (−1, 1) is the
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Mathieu characteristic exponent corresponding to momentum in the Brillouin zone. Corresponding real symmetric
eigenfunctions (which correspond to superpositions between k in −k) are cer(z, q) - the periodic Mathieu functions,

normalized to
∫ 2π

0
dzcer(z, q)

2 = π .

The bandwidth Emax − Emin is equal to Emax
X − Emin

X + Emax
Y − Emin

Y = 2(µq2M/4)[a1 (1, q) − a1 (0, q)] =
2w0(θ/θ

∗)2[a1 (1, q)− a1 (0, q)] leading to (8) of the main text using W = 8t′ in V = 0 case.
For the wavefunctions overlaps, Eqn. (9) of teh main text, ⟨ψk=0

+ |ψk=0
− ⟩ one gets: ⟨ψk=0

+ |ψk=0
− ⟩ = ⟨Xk=0|Xk=0(x̃+

R1
x̃)⟩⟨Y k=0|Y k=0(ỹ+R1

ỹ)⟩, where R1
x̃/ỹ is the component of R1 along x̃/ỹ. The latter is expressed via the Mathieu

functions as
(∫ π

0
dx ce0(x, q) ce0(x+ π/2, q)

)2
/(π2/4), where we used the π-periodicity of the r = 0 Mathieu functions.

4. Wannier orbitals and tight-binding formalism

We begin by demonstrating how the relevant Wannier orbitals are related to the basis states |x, l⟩ of the continuum
Hamiltonian Eqn 6, where l = 1, 2 is the layer index. Note that this means we are choosing |x, l⟩ to be in the “folded”

representation, such that Ψ̂l(x)
†|0⟩ = |x, l⟩. Since we know that Eqn 6 is diagonal in the layer-bonding/antibonding

basis, it will be more convenient for us to start by first rotating into this basis, defining

|x,±⟩ = |x, 1⟩ ± |x, 2⟩√
2

, (S13)

which we will write as |x, λ⟩ where λ = ± is the index. The Fourier transform of |x, λ⟩ are plane waves labelled by
momenta p, which we integrate over in the limit of an infinitely large system,

⟨x, λ| =
∫
p

eix·p⟨p, λ|. (S14)

Note that Hf (Eqn 6) is a folded representation of H (Eqn 1), which is periodic under an enlarged cell defined by basis
vectors Rf,1 = (R1 +R2)/2 and C4Rf,2. Because of this, we choose to relabel our continuum momenta p = kf +gf ,
where gf spans the discrete set of folded reciprocal lattice vectors, and kf is a continuous variable which lies within
the first folded zone. With this choice Eqn S14 becomes

=

∫
kf

∑
gf

eix·(kf+gf )⟨kf + gf , λ|. (S15)

Translational invariance means that kf is a conserved quantity, which has the consequence that the matrix structure
of Hf is block diagonal in the ⟨kf + gf , λ| basis, where each independent block is labelled by k. Additionally,
without additional perturbations (V or (Bx, By)), Hf is diagonal in the λ basis, such that the Bloch states are
layer-bonded/antibonded eigenstates. Therefore each value of (kf , λ) has a unitary transformation ugf ,ξ(kf , λ) which
diagonalizes the blocks (the u here should not to be confused with the displacement defined below equation (S11) in
Appendix A), i.e ⟨kf +gf , λ| =

∑
ξ ugf ,ξ(kf , λ)⟨kf , ξ, λ|, where index ξ labels the discrete set of energy bands at each

value of (kf , λ), and gf indexes the infinitely-many continuum plane waves with flavour λ. Rotating into the band
basis allows us to reorganize Eqn S16 into the form

=
∑
ξ

∫
kf

eix·kf

(∑
gf

eix·gfugf ,ξ(kf , λ)
)
⟨kf , ξ, λ| ≡

∑
ξ

∫
kf

eix·kfuξ,kf
(x, λ)⟨kf , ξ, λ|. (S16)

One may recognize uξ,kf
(x, λ) as being the periodic part of the Bloch function, satisfying uξ,kf

(x+Rf , λ) = uξ,kf
(x, λ)

for any Rf ∈ {nRf,1 +mRf,2|(n,m) ∈ Z2}. The full Bloch wavefunction is therefore Ψξ,kf
(x, λ) = eix·kfuξ,kf

(x, λ).
For our purposes, the relevant bands are those near the Fermi level, of which there are two in the folded representa-

tion. We therefore fix ξ = 1, which we choose to label the moire band in either λ sector. Since the index is irrelevant
from here out, we will drop it, with the understanding that λ now distinguishes the two degenerate low-energy bands.
Because we have only a single band per λ, their Fourier transformation are localized Wannier orbitals, i.e |kf , λ⟩ =∑
Rf

eiRf ·kf |Rf , λ⟩. Thus Eqn S16 becomes

⟨x, λ| =
∑
Rf

(∫
kf

e−iRf ·kfΨkf
(x, λ)

)
⟨Rf , λ| =

∑
Rf

ωRf
(x, λ)⟨Rf , λ|. (S17)
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or equivalently

ωRf
(x, λ) =

∑
kf

e−iRf ·kfΨkf
(x, λ). (S18)

These Wannier functions ωRf
(x, λ) are the Fourier transform of the ground states of the 2D Mathieu equations, the

densities of which are centered at Rf (or Rf + R1) for λ = +1 (−1). Thus we write ωRf
(x) ≡ ωRf

(x,+) and
ωRf+R1

(x) = ωRf
(x−R1) ≡ ωRf

(x,−), where again R1 = (Rf,1 −Rf,2)/2 is the moiré lattice vector.
What are the Wannier functions in the unfolded representation? The Wannier functions in the folded/unfolded

representations cannot be the same. This is because for fixed Rf , the pair of Wannier functions for different λ
correspond to different sublattices, and thus may have a finite overlap. However, in the unfolded representation,
the pair of localized sublattices is replaced with a single set of orthogonal Wannier functions, which necessarily have
vanishing overlaps. To construct the unfolded set of Wannier functions, we can take advantage of the boost Eqn 5
to shift one layer band relative from the other by momentum qM . For our purposes here, we will choose to use a
modified version of Eqn 5, which fixes the first layer at k = 0 while boosting the second. (The choice amounts to an
arbitrary shift in the definition of the moiré BZ boundary.)(

|x, 1⟩′
|x, 2⟩′

)
=

(
1 0
0 eix·qM

)(
|x, 1⟩
|x, 2⟩

)
. (S19)

Which according to Eqn S13 means,

⟨x, λ|′ = 1√
2

(
⟨x, 1|+ λe−ix·qM ⟨x, 2|

)
. (S20)

Inverting Eqn S13 for ⟨x, l| and plugging back into the above produces

=
1

2

∑
Rf

(
ωRf

(x,+)(1 + λe−ix·qM )⟨Rf ,+|+ ωRf
(x,−)(1− λe−ix·qM )⟨Rf ,−|

)
. (S21)

Note that we are free to relabel ⟨Rf | ≡ ⟨Rf ,+| & ⟨Rf +R1| ≡ ⟨Rf ,−|,

=
1

2

∑
Rf

(
ωRf

(x)(1 + λe−ix·qM )⟨Rf |+ ωRf+R1(x)(1− λe−ix·qM )⟨Rf +R1|
)
, (S22)

and using the fact that eiqM ·Rf,1 = +1 & eiqM ·R1 = −1,

=
1

2

∑
R

ωR(x)(1 + λe−i(x−R)·qM )⟨R|, (S23)

taking note that the sum now runs over the moiré lattice sites (i.e R w/o the subscript f). It then follows that the
unfolded Wannier functions are

ω̃R(x, λ) =
1 + λe−i(x−R)·qM

2
ωR(x). (S24)

Unlike the folded set of Wannier functions ωR(x), the unfolded Wannier functions are two-component vectors ω̃R(x) =
(ω̃R(x,+), ω̃R(x,−))T in the bonded/antibonded space. Thus we can see that the Wannier function peaked at x = 0,
i.e ω̃0(x), is entirely bonding at its center x = 0, and becoming antibonding at x = R1. Further, one can check
that the unfolded set is orthogonal between different R & R′, either because: (i) R & R′ lie on the same folded
sublattice, where ωR(x) are guaranteed orthogonal by construction; or (ii) R & R′ are on different sublattices, but
where ω̃R(x)†ω̃R′(x) vanishes because of the phase. Despite this subtle distinction between the folded/unfolded sets
of Wannier functions, their densities are identically: ω̃R(x)†ω̃R(x) = |ωR(x)|2.

a. Hoppings: t,t′, & tx/y

We start by writing the Hamiltonian in the folded representation,

H =
∑
λλ′

∫
x

|x, λ⟩
(
h(−i∇x) + U(x) ∆h

∆h h(−i∇x)− U(x)

)
λλ′

⟨x, λ′|, (S25)
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which is diagonal in the bonding-antibonding basis modulo perturbations ∆h ≡ (−V − 2µA · i∇). The hoppings
within the tight-binding formalism are the projection of the Hamiltonian onto the localized Wannier functions,

⟨Rf , λ|H|R′
f , λ

′⟩ =
∫
x

⟨R|x, λ⟩
(
h(−i∇x) + U(x) ∆h

∆h h(−i∇x)− U(x)

)
λλ′

⟨x, λ′|R′⟩, (S26)

where ⟨x, λ′|R′
f , λ

′⟩ = ωR′
f
(x, λ′) follows from Eqn S17. (Remember that the difference between ⟨R| and ⟨Rf , λ| is

just a relabelling, i.e ⟨Rf , λ| ≡ ⟨Rf + 1
2 (1− λ)R1|.) Thus we have

t′ =

∫
x

ωRf,1
(x,+)

(
h(−i∇x) + U(x)

)
ω0(x,+) (S27)

and

tx =

∫
x

ω0(x,−)∆hω0(x,+). (S28)

The real part of tx = trx + itix,

trx = −V
∫
x

ω0(x,−)ω0(x,+) (S29)

comes from the application of V , which does not break C4 such that trx = try. Its imaginary part is generated by
in-plane field,

tix = −2µ

∫
x

ω0(x,−)
(
A ·∇

)
ω0(x,+). (S30)

As demonstrated by Eqn S1, the 2D Mathieu equations decouple into 1D problems such that we can write ω0(x,+) =
ψ(x̃)ψ(ỹ) and ω0(x,−) = ψ(x̃− lS)ψ(ỹ− lS), where ψ is the Wannier function for the ground state of the 1D Mathieu
equation. Plugging this back into the formula

tix = −2µ

∫
x

ψ(x̃− lS)ψ(ỹ − lS)
(
Ax̃∂x̃ +Aỹ∂ỹ

)
ψ(x̃)ψ(ỹ) (S31)

= −2µAx̃

(∫
x̃

ψ(x̃− lS)∂x̃ψ(x̃)
)(∫

ỹ

ψ(ỹ − lS)ψ(ỹ)
)
− 2µAỹ

(∫
x̃

ψ(x̃− lS)ψ(x̃)
)(∫

ỹ

ψ(ỹ − lS)∂ỹψ(ỹ)
)

(S32)

The direct overlaps of the 1D Wannier functions are dimensionless, but the overlaps of the gradient carry the dimen-
sions of the gradient. We therefore non-dimensionalize by defining φ ≡ qM x̃, where ∂x̃ = qM∂φ, giving

= −2µAx̃qM

(∫
φ

ψ(φ− π)∂φψ(φ)
)(∫

φ′

ψ(φ′ − π)ψ(φ′)
)
− 2µAỹqM

(∫
φ

ψ(φ− π)ψ(φ)
)(∫

φ′

ψ(φ′ − π)∂φ′ψ(φ′)
)

(S33)

= −2µ(Ax̃ +Aỹ)qM

(∫
φ

ψ(φ− π)∂φψ(φ)
)(∫

φ′

ψ(φ′ − π)ψ(φ′)
)

(S34)

= −2µ(Ax̃ +Aỹ)qMO0O1, (S35)

where O0 ≡
∫
φ

ψ(φ− π)ψ(φ) and O1 ≡
∫
φ

ψ(φ− π)∂φψ(φ) are worked out in the next section. Now similarly,

tiy = −2µ

∫
x

ψ(x̃− lS)ψ(ỹ + lS)
(
Ax̃∂x̃ +Aỹ∂ỹ

)
ψ(x̃)ψ(ỹ). (S36)

Using the fact that ψ(φ) = ψ(−φ), we have
∫
φ

ψ(φ + π)∂φψ(φ) = −
∫
φ

ψ(φ − π)∂φψ(φ), which we can use to get tiy.

Together,

tix = −2µ(Ax̃ +Aỹ)qMO0O1 (S37)

tiy = −2µ(Ax̃ −Aỹ)qMO0O1. (S38)

Noting that in our original coordinates: Ax̃ +Aỹ =
√
2Ax and Ax̃ −Aỹ =

√
2Ay.
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5. WKB derivation of the overlaps

Because of the simplicity afforded by the folded representation, we were able to find analytical forms for our hoppings
in the limit of flat isolated bands. Naively, one might try to calculate t & t′ analytically using a linear combination of
atomic orbitals (LCAO), where the atomic orbitals are taken to be the Gaussian wavefunctions of the 2D harmonic
oscillator, which is the correct wavefunction in the atomic (i.e θ → 0) limit of Eqn 7. While quantities which depend
only on densities – such as Egap – can be derived from the harmonic oscillator, tunnelings which depend on the tails
of the Wannier functions cannot [54]. This is because the wavefunction inside the potential barrier (i.e the classically
forbidden region), where the overlap between neighboring sites is highest, is non-Gaussian. As was demonstrated for
1D [54], the asymptotic solutions to the Mathieu equations [54], as well as semi-classical solutions which account for
the classical turning points [53, 54], capture the correct form of the hopping.

Because Eqn S1 decouples into two 1DMathieu equations along orthogonal lines connecting next-to-nearest neighbor
moiré sites, we were able to directly exploit the 1D solution [54] when writing t′ (Eqn 8). However, exact 1D
Mathieu solutions cannot be used to calculate t (Eqn 9). For this we calculate the semi-classical approximation to
the wavefunction in the overlapping region, which follows from the derivation worked out in Appendix B in Ref [53]
(where they worked out the semi-classical approximation of what is our t′).

To keep consistent with the notation in [53], we’ll write EC = µq2M/4, EJ = 2w0, and φ ≡ qM x̃. Using this notation,
the semi-classical momentum is

p(φ) =
1√
4EC

√
V (φ)− E =

1√
4EC

√
−E + EJ(1 + cos(φ)) (S39)

in the region |φ| < π. (Using V (φ) = −Ej(1 + cosφ) in line with Ref [53].) In the classically allowed region, |φ| < a
the ground state is the ground state of the Harmonic oscillator with energy E = Egap/2 − 2EJ =

√
2EJEC − 2EJ ;

and where a = arccos(1 −
√
2EC/EJ), which is approximately a ≃ 0 in the asymptotic (small twist angle) limit√

EC/EJ → 0. The semi-classical approximation in the region a < φ < π has the form

ψ(φ) ≃ C0

2
√
p(φ)

exp

(
−

φ∫
a

dφ′p(φ′)

)
. (S40)

Note that p(φ) can be rewritten as the sum of the following integrals,

φ∫
a

dφ′p(φ′) =

π∫
a

dφ′p(φ′)−
π∫

π/2

dφ′p(φ′)−
π/2∫
φ

dφ′p(φ′). (S41)

The solution to the first integral is in Ref [53] – see B14. In the limit
√
EC/EJ → 0, it becomes

π∫
a

dφ′p(φ′) ≃
√

2EJ

EC

(
1− 1

2

√
EC

2EJ
log

[
4
(2EJ

EC

)1/4]
− 1

4

√
EC

2EJ

)
. (S42)

The second integral has the exact form

π∫
π/2

dφ′p(φ′) =

√
EJ

4EC

(
2 +

√
2

√
EC

2EJ
log
(
tan

(π
8

)))
. (S43)

This leaves the third integral, which carries the φ dependence:

π/2∫
φ

dφ′p(φ′) =

√
EJ

4EC

π/2∫
φ

dφ′

√
1−

√
2EC

EJ
− cosφ′

=

√
EJ

4EC

π/2∫
φ

dφ′
(√

1− cosφ′ − 1

2

√
2EC/EJ√
1− cosφ′

)
+O

(√EC

EJ

)
. (S44)
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The higher order corrections are irrelevant in the asymptotic limit. Dropping these and the remaining integral gives

=

√
EJ

4EC

(
2

3

(
1− (1 +

π

2
− φ)3/2

)
−
√

2EC

EJ

(
1−

√
1 +

π

2
− φ

))
. (S45)

We keep the relevant contributions and now have

ψ(φ) ≃
C0e

1
4

√
tan(π/8)√
p(φ)

( EC

2EJ

)− 1
8

e
−
√

2EJ
EC

(1− 1√
2
)
e
− 1

3
√

2

√
2EJ
EC

(
−1+(1+π

2 −φ)3/2
)
e
− 1√

2

(
1−

√
1+π

2 −φ
)
. (S46)

a. Overlap O0

The nearest-neighbor tunneling t depends on the overlap,

∫
dφ ψ(φ)ψ(π − φ) =

(
C0e

1
4

√
tan(π/8)

e

√
2EJ
EC

(1− 1√
2
)

)2( EC

2EJ

)− 1
4

×
∫
dφ

e
− 1

3
√

2

√
2EJ
EC

(
−2+(1+π

2 −φ)3/2+(1−π
2 +φ)3/2

)
e

1√
2

(
−2+

√
1+π

2 −φ+
√

1−π
2 +φ

)
√
p(φ)p(π − φ)

(S47)

The peak of the integrand is at φ = π/2, so we change variables z ≡ (π2 − φ) and expand the argument of the first
exponential about z = 0,

=

(
C0e

1
4

√
tan(π/8)

e

√
2EJ
EC

(1− 1√
2
)

)2( EC

2EJ

)− 1
4

∫
dz

e
− 1

3

√
EJ
EC

(
3
4 z

2+O(z4)
)
e

1√
2

(
−2+

√
1+z+

√
1−z
)

√
p(π2 − z)p(π2 + z)

. (S48)

Rescaling z′ = (EJ/EC)
1/4z brings out a factor of (EC/EJ)

1/4 in front of the integral, the integrand of which can
now be seen to be Gaussian, peaked at z = 0. This Gaussian dominates in the asymptotic limit, such that we can
treat it as a Gaussian integral in the range −∞ < z < ∞, with all other subleading contributions to the integrand
evaluating at z = 0, i.e

=

(
C0e

1
4

√
tan(π/8)√
p(π2 )

)2( EC

2EJ

)− 1
4

e
−2

√
2EJ
EC

(1− 1√
2
)
(EC

EJ

)1/4 ∞∫
−∞

dz e−
1
4 z

2

=

(
C0e

1
4

√
tan(π/8)√
p(π2 )

)2( EC

2EJ

)− 1
4

e
−2

√
2EJ
EC

(1− 1√
2
)
(EC

EJ

)1/4√
4π. (S49)

The constant C0 =
√
(πe)−1/2

√
EJ/(2EC) is worked out in [53]. Plugging this in,

O0 ≡
∫
dφ ψ(φ)ψ(π − φ) =

tan(π/8)

2−7/4
e
−(2−

√
2)

√
2EJ
EC . (S50)

b. Overlap of the gradient O1

For clarity, let us rewrite Eqn S46 as ψ(φ) = N√
p(φ)

e
− 1

3
√

2

√
2EJ
EC

(
−1+(1+π

2 −φ)3/2
)
e
− 1√

2

(
1−

√
1+π

2 −φ
)
, where all φ-

independent terms have been coalesced into the prefactor N . As written, the φ-dependence of the wavefunction is a
product of three parts, the most relevant of which is the first exponential carrying the argument scaled by

√
EJ/EC .

The overlap of the gradient

−O1 ≡
∫
dφ ψ(π − φ)(−∂φ)ψ(φ) (S51)
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is dominated by the derivative of this exponential, so long as it does not vanish (which we will see it does not). Thus

=

∫
dφ ψ(π − φ)ψ(φ)∂φ

(
1

3
√
2

√
2EJ

EC

(
− 1 + (1 +

π

2
− φ)3/2

))
, (S52)

where we have dropped the sub-leading corrections. Continuing with the derivative,

=
1

2

√
EJ

EC

∫
dφ ψ(π − φ)ψ(φ)

√
1 +

π

2
− φ. (S53)

As demonstrated previously, the overlap ψ(φ)ψ(π − φ) is dominated by the product of their dominate exponentials,
which forms a strong Gaussian peak centered on φ = π/2. We then have

=
1

2

√
EJ

EC

∫
dφ ψ(π − φ)ψ(φ), (S54)

or equivalently

O1 = −1

2

√
EJ

EC
O0. (S55)


