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Recent experiments in pentalayer rhombohedral graphene moiré superlattice have observed the
quantum anomalous Hall effect at the moiré filling factor v = 1 and various fractions. These effects
result from a flat Chern band induced by electron-electron interactions. In this Letter, we show
that the many-body effects at v = 2 give rise to the quantum spin Hall and quantum valley Hall
states, even without spin-orbit couplings or valley-dependent potentials, in addition to the quantum
anomalous Hall state. These three topological states can be selectively induced by applying and
tilting a magnetic field. Furthermore, we demonstrate that at v = 3 and 4, a combination of the
Wigner-like crystal state and topological states can be the ground state. Consequently, the relation
between states at the filling factor v and its particle-hole counterpart 4 — v breaks down, which
contrasts with the conventional quantum Hall effect in graphene.

Introduction. — The recent observation of the in-
teger and fractional quantum anomalous Hall (QAH) ef-
fects in moiré materials [1-5] is a significant advancement
in condensed matter physics. Moiré materials are a plat-
form of strong interaction effects [6, 7], resulting in a
variety of symmetry-broken phases such as superconduc-
tivity and Wigner crystals [8-12], as well as topological
phases [13-18]. The QAH effect arises from the inter-
play of symmetry breaking and topology, where the Hall
conductance is quantized even without external magnetic
fields [19-22]. Among moiré materials, the integer and
fractional QAH effects has been first observed in twisted
bilayer MoTe, [1-4]. Recently, the QAH states in penta-
layer rhombohedral graphene on hexagonal boron nitride
(hBN) at the moiré filling factor v = 1 and some fractions
have been reported [5]. Following up this breakthrough,
intense theoretical effort has been made [23-45].

Chern bands in pentalayer rhombohedral graphene on
hBN emerge from the interplay of three factors: layer
stacking, moiré structure, and many-body interactions.
In turn, the band touching at the charge-neutral point
of multilayer rthombohedral graphene [46-56] becomes
flatter (~ k™t with the wave number k) as the num-
ber of stacked layer N, increases [57]. Moiré superlat-
tice structure due to lattice mismatch between pentalayer
graphene and hBN [58, 59] reduces the graphene’s Bril-
louin zone into the moiré one, making the band width
smaller. Finally, the electron-electron interactions sin-
gle out a Chern band from the rest of the moiré bands.
Specifically, the Hartree-Fock (HF) analysis revealed the
emergence of an isolated and nearly flat Chern band at
v =1 [31-34], which is absent without interaction. This
mechanism is supposed to underlie the observed v = 1
and fractional QAH states [5, 31-33].

In general, quantum Hall physics [60-72] is based on
noninteracting topological bands like the Landau level as
a starting point, including integer and fractional Chern
insulators [18, 73-77]. However, pentalayer rhombohe-
dral graphene on hBN falls outside of this framework,

suggesting potentials for interaction-driven exotic phases
beyond the conventional quantum Hall paradigm even at
integer fillings. This motivates us to explore pentalayer
rhombohedral graphene on hBN at integer fillings other
than » = 1, which have not yet been reported in experi-
ments under a sufficiently strong displacement field [5].

In this Letter, we show that pentalayer rhombohe-
dral graphene at ¥ = 2 can yield the quantum spin
Hall (QSH) and quantum valley Hall (QVH) states, even
without spin-orbit couplings or valley-dependent poten-
tials, in addition to the QAH state. They emerge purely
from many-body effects, as in the topological Mott insu-
lator [78]. Our self-consistent HF calculation shows that
the QAH, QSH, and QVH states at v = 2 are degen-
erate, while they are distinguishable by the magnitude
of magnetization. This difference allows selective induc-
tion of one of the three states by applying and tilting
magnetic fields, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The appearance
of the three states can be understood from the analogy
of v = 1: the emergent Chern band at v = 1 spon-
taneously selects the valley K, K’ and spin 1, |, where
the Chern number is +1 (—1) for K (K') [31-34]. The
ground state at v = 2 is composed of two Chern bands
out of (K1, K|, K't, K']) [see Fig. 1(b)]. Different com-
binations carry different topological numbers, leading to
the QAH, QSH, and QVH states. All possible cases are
summarized in Table I.

Remarkably, the empirical rule of forming the lowest
energy state by occupying the Chern bands breaks down
at v = 3 and 4. We find that at these fillings, a combina-
tion of the Wigner-like crystal (WLC) state and topologi-
cal states can be the ground state. This happens because
their spatial distributions of the charge density interlock
with each other, that is, WLC’s localized density fits into
low-density spots of topological states. Consequently, the
ground states at ¥ = 3 and 4 are not necessarily the
particle-hole counterparts of 4 — v = 1 and 0 within the
Chern band subspace consisting of (K1, K|, K'1, K'|).
This property is a many-body effect as well, and contrasts
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TABLE I. Possible occupancy of the four degrees of freedom
at v = 2, yielding 4C> = 6 states. The charge Chern num-
ber C. sums the band Chern numbers, while the spin (valley)
Chern number C; (C,) calculates the difference regarding the
spin (valley). [Here, the band Chern number for the valley K
(K') is +1 (—1).] There are three types of states: quantum

(b), anomalous Hall (QAH), quantum spin Hall (QSH), and quan-
2 tum valley Hall (QVH) states. The result for magnetization
(111) E;, in Fig. 3 is also summarized. (o indicates finite magnetiza-
Be 3 T tion.)
— Occupancy Magnetization
B|| Momentum # Kt K| K1 K'| (C.Cs,C,) Type Orbital Spin
FIG. 1. (a) Lowest energy state as a function of in-plane ; v ; ; (22’%’22) QAH o
and out-of-plane components (B, B)) of the magnetic field X (-2,0,2)
B. Boundaries (I)-(III) are identified as follows: (I) QAH vs 3 v x x v (0,2,2) QsH
QSH: B, = Bc¢. The critical magnetic field B¢ is defined 4 x v v x (0,-2,2)
so that Bc X Mjr(SAH), where M2, is defined in Eq. (1), 5 v x v x (0,0,2)
is equivalent to the the magnetostatic energy of the QAH 6 x v v (0,0,2) QVH o
state. (II) QVH vs QSH: |B| = aBc¢ with a = 4.9 [see -
Eq. (2)]. (III) QVH vs QAH: aB, = |B|. (b) Schematic

of the band structure at v = 2. The HF interaction induces
two isolated bands. As numerically demonstrated below, the
selection of the valley and spin — specifically, any two from
(K, Kl,K'1,K']) — does not affect the total energy. All
possible occupancies are summarized in Table I.

with the conventional quantum Hall effect in graphene.
Model — For numerical analysis, we use an effec-
tive continuum model [31, 33]. First we consider the
tight-binding Hamiltonian of pentalayer rhombohedral
graphene, including both intralayer and interlayer hop-
pings and the interlayer potential difference [See Sec. S1
in Supplementary Materials (SM) [79] for more details].
Employing a standard approach with a continuum limit,
we obtain an effective Hamiltonian near the charge neu-
tral point, Hrsg = >_,, ¢! (k)hgsa(k)c(k) for a given val-
ley and spin, where ¢/ = (021,021,022, .. ,cTB5) and c&l
is a creation operator for the sublattice X = A, B on the
layer [ = 1,2,...,5. Here, hpsc(k) is a 10-dimensional
matrix. System parameters are set to match experimen-
tal conditions for the v =1 QAH effect [5, 31, 33, 80].
Stacking graphene on hBN induces a moiré superlat-
tice structure due to lattice mismatch. Here, we set
the twist angle to 0.77° to align with the experiment in
Ref. 5. Within the effective continuum model, the effect
of hBN is represented by a local potential v(r) within
the bottom graphene subspace [58, 59] (see Sec. S2 in
SM [79] for more details). Its second quantized form is
ViBN = Zk Zm1m2 ET(k:—i—mlGl—l—mgGg)v(mh mg)é(k),

where &l = (czl,cgl), G; and G4 the moiré reciprocal

lattice vectors, and v(my,ms) is the Fourier coefficient
of v(r). In the numerical calculations, the summation
>k 2mym, is confined to the first and second moiré Bril-
louin zones.

Now we obtained an effective noninteracting Hamilto-

nian as Hrsa + Vign. Then we add the HF interaction
to incorporate many-body effects. The original inter-
action term is Hing = (1/25) Y ppiq 222 Ve(q)eh (k +
q)cTZ, (k' — q)cz (K )ez(k), where S is the are of the sys-
tem, and Z and Z’ represent the spin, valley, sublattice,
and layer indices. Here, we employ a dual gate-screened
Coulomb interaction Vi(q) = €2/(2€g€,q) tanh(qd,) for
g # 0 and Vo (g = 0) = 0, with d; = 25nm as the gate
distance and €, = 5 as the dielectric constant [33]. See
Sec. S3 in SM [79] for more details of the HF interac-
tion. To reduce the computational cost, the following
calculations are performed within the subspace of the
first three noninteracting conduction bands for each val-
ley and spin. We consider 24 x 24 moiré unit cells unless
otherwise stated.

Band structure — Our self-consistent HF calculation
assumes the spin and valley conservation. This assump-
tion regarding spin is valid because of the SU(2) spin-
rotational symmetry of the HF Hamiltonian. Similarly,
the assumption regarding the valley is justified since su-
perimposing K and K’ gains additional energy [34].

Figures 2(a) and (b) show the HF band structures of
the degenerate lowest energy solutions calculated by fix-
ing the particle number with v = 2. In Fig. 2(a) [(b)],
the occupied two lowest bands, distinctly separated from
other conduction bands, exhibit (K1, K']) [(K 1T, K])]
with the band Chern numbers C' = (1,—-1) [C = (1,1)],
corresponding to the state #3(QSH) [#1(QAH)] in Ta-
ble I. Because our HF Hamiltonian maintains symmetry
for spin flipping for each valley, these two results imply
that the QAH, QSH, and QVH states in Table I are all
the degenerate ground states. (For example, the state
#5(QVH) is obtained by flipping the spin for K’ in the
state #3.)
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FIG. 2. Band structures at v = 2 of the lowest energy HF
solutions. The Greek letters represent the high-symmetric

points in the moiré Brillouin zone. Both figures provide the
same many-body energy. The colors and line types indicate
the valley and spin. (a) and (b) correspond to the states
#3(QSH) and #1(QAH) in Table I. In the HF calculation in
(b), we introduce a small “valley Zeeman term” to favor the
valley K (see footnote [81]).

Lowest energy state — Now, we examine the selec-
tivity among the QAH, QSH, and QVH states in Table I
under three conditions: (I) In-plane magnetic field, (II)
out-of-plane magnetic field, and (IIT) no magnetic field.

(I) In-plane magnetic field: This magnetic field favors
a state with the largest in-plane magnetization, which is
the QVH state due to the spin-polarization. The strength
of the spin magnetization for each state is M (QVH) _

spin
gupne and MS(SSH) = MS(IS%SH) = 0, where the g-factor

is set to 2, up is the Bohr magneton, and n. is the elec-
tron density. Note that in-plane component of the orbital
magnetization is absent.

(IT) Out-of-plane magnetic field: Unlike the in-plane
field, the relevant magnetization is both spin and orbital
ones. The orbital magnetization in z-direction is calcu-
lated by [82-85]

z

_ & /“ dk® [ Ou
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x (H(k) + E(k) — 2u) ‘gz>

(1)

where u(k) and E(k) are an eigenstate and eigenenergy
of a Bloch Hamiltonian H(k), respectively. The integral
is taken over states with energies below the chemical po-
tential . (In the numerical calculation, p is taken at the
top of the valence bands.) In Fig. 3, we plot M2, of the
states #1 and #3 in Table I as representatives for the
QAH and QSH states. The QVH state exhibits the same
MZ, as that of the QSH state due to symmetry. The
scaling analysis in the figure demonstrates that the QSH
state exhibits no magnetization, M, ;&?SH) + MSFSSH) =0,
and the QAH state has about five times larger magneti-
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FIG. 3. Orbital magnetization Mg, quoted in units of
2upBne, where pup is the Bohr magneton and n. is the elec-
tron density. Here N X N moiré unit cells are considered. We
use the states #1 and #3 in Table I as representatives for
the QAH and QSH states. The dashed lines are the linear
approximation. The QSH and QVH states exhibits the same
MZ,, due to symmetry.

zation than that of the QVH state:

MZ(QAH) + M(QAH)

orb spin

MZ(SVH) VD ~49=o. (2)
or spin

Thus, the QAH state becomes favored for the out-of-
plane magnetic field.

(ITI) No magnetic field: In this case, a state with the
smallest magnetization emerges to minimize magneto-
static energy. Therefore, the QSH state becomes favored.
(At this moment, we cannot energetically differentiate
the states #3 and #4 in Table 1. However, either state
should be favored when considering weak spin-orbit in-
teractions in real systems.)

The above argument implies that the QSH state, re-
alized in the absence of a magnetic field, transitions to
the QVH or QAH states by applying a magnetic field.
Moreover, the QVH and QAH states can be switched by
tilting the field. In Fig. 1, we summarize which state
has the lowest energy as a function of both in-plane and
out-of-plane components (B), B1). The only unknown
parameter in the figure is the critical field B¢, defined so
that Boc x M jr(l?AH) equals the magnetostatic energy of
the QAH state. Some boundaries involve valley flips, rep-
resenting the first-order transitions. We discuss resulting
hysteresis scans of the charge and spin Hall conductances
in Sec. S4 of SM [79].

Interlocking structure in charge density — So far our
focus has been on the QAH, QSH, and QVH states. Now,
we explore other competitive states.

Figure 4(a) presents the HF band structure of a
metastable solution at v = 2. The difference in
many-body energy from the lowest energy state, that
is Fig. 2(a), is about 0.00015meV per particle. Al-
though both band structures are quite similar, one band
in Fig. 4(a) carries a zero band Chern number.

The two lowest bands in Fig. 4(a) have crystal density
structures exhibiting an interlocking shape. As shown
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FIG. 4. (a) HF band structure of a metastable solution at
v = 2. One of the two lowest bands carries C = 0. (b)(c)
Charge density p(r). The position r = (z,y) is measured in
units of the lattice constant of graphene ag. The figures in
(b) and (c) correspond to the two lowest bands in Figs. 4(a)
and 2(a), respectively. Bands with |C| = 1 (C = 0) have
an extended (localized) structure in the densities. The light
(dark) color indicates the high (low) density area. (d) The
HF calculations are performed with 10-20 randomized initial
states. We plot the difference in the many-body energy per
particle relative to the lowest value at each v. (There seem to
be a few plots because of the degeneracy.) The color of plots
indicates the number of trivial bands, called WLC bands.

in Fig. 4(b), the density p(r) of the Chern band is spa-
tially extended, while that of the trivial band is localized
and isolated from each other in a triangular lattice like
Wigner-like crystal (WLC) [33, 34]. Remarkably, each
localized density in the trivial band is accommodated to
a low density area of the Chern band. We now call this
state as the “WLC-included state”. For comparison, in
Fig. 4(c), we plot p(r) of the QSH state in Fig. 2(a). The
two Chern bands present similar (but shifted) extended
structures. Note that even though the interlocking shape
in Fig. 4(b) appears more stable, the WLC-included state

TABLE II. Spin and orbital magnetizations, Mspin and M2,
for the low-energy states in Fig. 4(d). The magnetizations
Mpin and MZ, are in units of 2upne.

v Type AFEio1/Np [meV] Mspin | M5
PH,—, 0 1/3 1.5

3  WLC®QAH 1/3 2.8
WLC®QSH <1076 1/3 0.3
WLC®QVH 1/3 0.3

4 WLC®PH,— 0 0 0.9
PH,—, 5. % 1076 0 0.0

is not the lowest energy state. This implies that form-
ing the WLC requires more energy than the advantage
gained from the interlocking shape.

Lowest energy states at v = 3 and 4 — From the
analogy of v = 2, one may expect that the ground states
at v = 3 and 4 occupy only the Chern bands, corre-
sponding to the particle-hole counterpart of the v = 1
and 0 ground state within the Chern band subspace (we
call these states the PH,—; and PH,_y states, respec-
tively). However, we demonstrate that this is not always
true; the WLC-included state may yield the lowest en-
ergy. In Fig. 4(d), we perform the HF calculations with
10—20 randomized initial states at v = 2, 3,4, and plot
the many-body energy difference relative to the lowest
value, denoted by AFE;.. The color represents the num-
ber of occupied trivial bands, called the WLC band. The
ground state at ¥ = 3 has no WLC band, which is the
PH,_; state, but the energy difference with the WLC-
included state is much smaller than that at v = 2. Cru-
cially, at v = 4, the ground state is the WLC-included
state. These results imply that as v increases, the in-
terlocking structures in densities becomes more advanta-
geous, making the WLC-included state at v = 4 lower
in energy than the PH,—_, state. (The band structures
and densities at ¥ = 3 and 4 are presented in Sec. S5 of
SM [79].)

Before closing, let us discuss the phases realized at
v = 3 and 4 with or without magnetic fields. Table II
shows the spin and orbital magnetizations of the low-
energy states in Fig. 4(d). Both at ¥ = 3 and 4, the
ground state of the HF Hamiltonian, that is AF. = 0,
exhibit finite magnetization; conversely, the states with
the smallest magnetization (i.e., the lowest magnetostatic
energy) have a finite AF};;. Therefore, either state can
be the lowest energy state in the absence of a magnetic
field, depending on the ratio of AF;y to the magneto-
static energy. If one applies an out-of-plane magnetic
field with a sufficiently large amplitude, the system will
transition to the state with the largest |MZ, |, which is
the WLC®QAH (WLC®PH,_,) state at v = 3 (4).

Concluding remarks — 1In this Letter,
demonstrated that many-body effects triggers competi-

we have



tion among three topologically distinct states — the QAH,
QSH, and QVH states — in pentalayer rhombohedral
graphene on hBN at v = 2. Without a magnetic field,
the QSH phase with zero magnetization is favored due
to minimal magnetostatic energy. In-/out-of-plane mag-
netic fields, however, favor the QAH/QVH states. There-
fore, switching between the three phases can be achieved
by applying and tilting a magnetic field. Furthermore,
we have shown that incorporating the WLC state can
produce the lowest energy state at ¥ = 3 and 4. There-
fore, the realized phases are not necessarily equivalent to
the particle-hole counterparts of 4 — v = 1 and 0 within
the Chern band subspace. This allows for the emergence
of several topological phases.

Recently, it has been proposed that composite fermions
(CFs) [86, 87] form in twisted bilayer MoTeq even without
an external magnetic field [25, 26]. Generally, the CF the-
ory establishes a mapping between the multi-component
fractional and integer quantum Hall effects [87-89]. If
the CF picture holds valid in pentalayer rhombohedral
graphene on hBN, our findings would also contribute to
the fractional QAH physics.
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Supplemental Material

S1. PENTALAYER RHOMBOHEDRAL
GRAPHENE

The tight-binding Hamiltonian of pentalayer rhombo-
hedral graphene is given by [31, 33, 80, 90]

Dy V. W 0 0
Vi Dy, VW 0
hrsc(k)=| Wt vt D3 v W (S1)
0o wt vt D, v
0 0 Wt vt Ds

where
D= < ot 5" ) fup(-3)  (82)
V= () e ) (53
W= ( g 8 ) (S4)
g(k) = 23: e kT, (S5)

Here, ¢y and (t1,t2,t3,t4) are the intralayer and in-
terlayer hopping terms [see Fig. Sl(a)], up is the in-
terlayer potential difference induced by a perpendicu-
lar displacement field, and 7;’s are the vectors con-
necting the nearest neighbor sublattices. The effec-
tive continuum Hamiltonian hrsc(k) in the main text
is given by replacing g(k) with agv/3/2(¢k, — ik,),
where ag is the lattice constant of graphene and
& = +1 (—1) for the valley K (K’). Each parame-
ter in Fig. Sl(a) is assigned as (to,t1,%2,t3,t4,up) =
(—3100, 380, —10.5,290, 141, 50)meV, expected to match
experimental conditions for the v = 1 QAH effect [5, 31,
33, 80].

S2. MOIRE POTENTIAL

We describe an effective continuum model for a moiré
potential, following an approach in Ref. 58. Now, we con-
sider the layer [ = 1 of pentalayer rhombohedral graphene
and hBN. The lattice constants of graphene and hBN are
fixed as ag = 0.246nm and appn = 0.2504nm [91], induc-
ing the lattice mismatch as € = appn/ag—1 = 1.8%. The
twist angle is set to § = 0.77° to align with the experi-
ment in Ref. 5.

Let us first derive the primitive vectors of the moiré
superlattice and the corresponding reciprocal lattice vec-
tors. We denote the primitive lattice vectors of graphene
by a; with ¢ = 1,2. For hBN, we have

}Twist
B—. B—. 0.77°

FIG. S1. (a) Pentalayer rhombohedral graphene on hBN
layer. A; and B; are the sublattices of the Ith layer. The
solid and dotted lines represent intralayer tp and inter-
layer (t1,t2,ts,ts) hopping terms. The twist angle between
graphene and hBN is 0.77°. A perpendicular displacement
field induces the interlayer potential difference up.

where M = (1 + €)1, and R is a rotation matrix by 6.
This relation implies that a lattice of hBN at r has its
counterpart of graphene at R~'M~'r. Their displace-
ment is

5(r)=01—-R M Hr. (S7)

The primitive vectors of the moiré superlattice LM is
defined so that 6(LM) = a;:

LY=(1-R'M Y a,. (S8)

In our settings, we have |LM| ~ 45.4ag ~ 11.2nm. The
moiré reciprocal lattice vectors, satisfying LM - GM =
2md;;, are given by

3

GM=(1-M"'R)a;
=a; —aj;, (S9)

where a} and a; are the reciprocal lattice vectors of
graphene and hBN, satisfying a; - a} = a; - aj = 270;;.
Here, the relation aj = M~ Ra} is obtained by a;-a

T * __ —1 -1 \T % _ 7T -1 *
a;a; =(R""M~'a;)" a; = a; M~ Raj.

* __

J

The bilayer system composed of graphene and hBN is
effectively described by a tight-binding lattice Hamilto-
nian. Eliminating the hBN bases based on the second
order perturbation within an effective continuum frame-
work, the effect of the hBN (for a given valley and spin) is
represented by a local potential v(r) within the graphene



subspace [58]:

U(T):Vo((l)(l))

; 1 w¢ eaM 1 Wt caM
V; &Y i€GL T iEGS
{16 {(1w‘§)e <w5 w‘5>e

N ( 175 175 ) e—ig(G§’1+G§/I)‘7’} +H.c.},
w w

(S10)

where w = exp{2mi/3} and & = +1 (—1) for the valley
K (K'). Here, we use V) = 28.9meV, V] = 21.0meV and
1 = —0.29rad following Ref. 58. As mentioned in the
main text, its second quantized form is

Vien=>»_ > &

(k + m1G1 + maGa)v(my, ma)é(k)

k mimz
(S11)
where &7 = (ci‘1 , cgl) and v(my,my) is the Fourier coeffi-

cient of v(7). In the numerical calculations, the summa-
tion Y 2y ., m, 1S confined to the first and second moiré
Brillouin zones.

S3. HARTREE-FOCK CALCULATION

Let us describe the self-consistent HF calculation. As
mentioned in the main text, the interaction before the
mean-field approximation has the form of

35 2 Y Vela)

k:k:’q zZ7'

Hiyy =
(S12)

where S is the are of the system, and Z and Z’ represent
the spin, valley, sublattice and layer indices. Here, we
set the positions of both K and K’ to be the center in
the folded moiré Brillouin zone for simplicity. The form
of Vo(q) is written in the main text. We then construct
the Hartree and Fock Hamiltonians as

Z Z Velq <cz, — q)cZI(k’)> X

kk’q zZZz!
ch(k+q)ez(k),  (S13)
= —— ZZVC <CZ, K —q)cz(k)>><
kk’q z7
ch(k+q)ez (K,  (S14)

where (-) represents the expectation value for the ground
state. Now, we pick up terms that couple momenta mod-
ulo the moiré reciprocal lattice vectors. In other words,
using a set of reciprocal lattice vectors of the moiré su-
perlattice, denoted G, we add constraints k+q =k+ G

Lk + q)ch (K — q)ez (K )ez(k),
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FIG. S2. (a) The same as Fig. 1. The three paths under

consideration are illustrated, labeled by subsequent panels.
The charge and spin Chern numbers (C., Cs) for each region
are highlighted in red for QAH, green for QSH, and blue for
QVH states. The magenta stars indicate the initial points of
each path. (b)(c)(d) Charge and spin Hall conductances og,
and |o;,|. The coercive field in (b)(c) is represented by AB.

and k+q = k' + G in Egs. (S13) and (S14), respectively:

Hy — — Z Y VoG <cZ, (k' — G)CZ,(k')> X

S iwe sz
ch(k+ G)ez (k)

—k+G) <cTZ,(k; - G)cZ(k)> X

(S15)

HF%f— SO Velk

kk'G ZZ'

Lk +G)ez (K),  (S16)

In the numerical calculation, the summation » ;. o is
confined to the first and second moiré Brillouin zones.
When seeking the ground state of the HF Hamiltonian for
a given system parameters, we perform the self-consistent
calculations with 10—20 randomized initial states.

S4. HYSTERESIS

We discuss hysteresis scans of the charge and spin Hall
conductances oy, and o;,. We consider three paths in
the (B, B|) space as illustrated in Fig. S2(a). (In the
QSH region of the figure, the spin Chern number Cj is
denoted as +2 to reflects the degeneracy of the states #3
and #4 in Table 1. Although either state should be fa-
vored due to weak spin-orbit interactions in real systems,
we simplify our argument by considering only |03, | be-
low.)

Figures S2(b)-(d) depicts anticipated behaviors of the
Hall conductance. Figures S2(b) and (c) exhibit hystere-
sis since transitions from the QAH to QSH/QVH states



involve valley flips, leading to a first-order transition.
The coercive field AB in both figures is expected to be
comparable to the experimentally observed one for the
v =1 QAH effect [5] because the valley of only one band
needs to be flipped. Conversely, Fig. S2(d) shows no hys-
teresis behavior since transition from the QSH to QVH
states involves only spin flips. The SU(2) spin-rotational
symmetry prevents hysteresis behavior in such cases.

S5. NUMERICAL RESULTS AT v =3 AND 4

Let us discuss the HF band structures and charge den-
sities at ¥ = 3 and 4. Figure S3(a) presents the band

structure of the lowest energy state at v = 3. The occu-
pied three lowest bands are separated from other conduc-
tion bands. Each band carries the Chern number C' = +1
or —1 depending on the valley. Their charge densities
p(r) are shown in Fig. S3(b). They provide similar (but
shifted) extended structure.

Figure S3(c) presents the band structure of the lowest
energy state at v = 4. The occupied four lowest bands
are separated from other conduction bands. Three bands
carry C' = +1 or —1 while the other does C' = 0. Their
charge densities are shown Fig. S3(d). The C' = 0 band
provides the WLC density structure.
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FIG. S3. (a) HF band structure at v = 3. The three lowest
bands carry C' = +1 or —1. (b) Charge densities p(r) of the
three lowest bands in (a). (c) HF band structure at v = 4.
One of the four lowest bands carries C = 0. (d) Charge
densities p(r) of the four lowest bands in (c).
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