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Higher-Order Topological Superconductivity in Twisted Bilayer Graphene
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We show that introducing spin-singlet or spin-triplet superconductivity into twisted bilayer
graphene induces higher-order topological superconductivity. Cs.T-protected corner states of Ma-
jorana Kramers pairs appear at the boundary between domains with opposite signs of pairing, and
zero modes materialize in Abrikosov vortices. The topology of the superconducting phase origi-
nates from the anomaly [1]—the absence of a lattice support—of the single-valley band structure
of twisted bilayer graphene, which is protected by C2.T and the particle-hole symmetry P. We
prove that any pairing (spin-singlet or spin-triplet) term preserving valley-U(1), spin-SU(2), time-
reversal, C2,T, and P must drive the system into a higher-order topological superconductor phase.
Here spin-SU(2) is the global spin-SU(2) for the singlet pairing and a combination of two SU(2)’s
in the two valleys for the triplet pairing. Using a Dirac Hamiltonian, we demonstrate the existence
of corner modes and confirm this with numerical calculations. These corner states are stable even if
the approximate particle-hole symmetry P is weakly broken, which is true in experimental setups.
Finally, we suggest an experiment to detect the topological superconductivity: by observing the
fractional Josephson effect in a TBG-TSC Josephson system.

Introduction. Twisted bilayer graphene (TBG) plays
host to a plethora of exciting physics, including super-
conductivity, correlated insulators, the quantum anoma-
lous Hall effect, and ferromagnetism [2-96]. The rich-
ness stems from several remarkable properties: the nearly
flat bands that emerge at the magic angle, which allow
for interactions to dominate the physics [2]; the (previ-
ously thought) fragile topology of these bands, where-
upon adding additional trivial bands renders the system
trivial [52-54]; and the effective symmetries that appear
in certain limits of TBG, including a unitary particle-
hole symmetry P that appears at charge neutrality of
the single-particle bands [1, 52|. It will be more con-
venient to use the anti-unitary particle-hole symmetry
P = PC5,T, which is local in real space.

In Ref. [1], some authors of the present work showed
that the Bistritzer-MacDonald model of single-valley
TBG is anomalous: it cannot be realized in a lattice
model that preserves the Co,T and P symmetries. It is
well-known (e.g., [97]) that an anomalous band structure
plus a pairing term that respects the protecting symme-
tries can yield a topological superconductor (TSC). We
prove that TBG plus a pairing term will lead to a TSC
phase, which we term TBG-TSC, as long as the pairing
preserves spin-SU(2), valley-U(1), time-reversal, Cs,T,
and P symmetries. Spin and valley remain good quan-
tum numbers in the superconducting phase.

We use a Dirac theory to demonstrate the topology of
TBG-TSC. Without pairing, TBG has eight Dirac cones:
one per combination of Moiré¢ valley (at K and K},),
graphene valley n = £1, and spin s = £1. We introduce
spin-singlet or spin-triplet superconductivity into TBG
at charge neutrality to gap the Dirac cones. Since no
superconductivity has yet been observed at charge neu-
trality in experiment, it must be introduced via proximity
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to a superconductor. We demonstrate that the gapped
Dirac theory yields a higher-order symmetry-protected
TSC, and zero modes appear bound to corners of the
system. Higher-order topological phases exhibit gapless
modes not necessarily in d — 1 dimensions, as is usually
expected from the bulk-boundary correspondence, but
also in d — 2 dimensions or lower [98-113]. When pair-
ing is present the system may realize Majorana corner
modes, studied for example in Refs. 110, 112, 114-150.
Each valley yields four gapped Dirac cones in the non-
redundant BdG basis. Within a single valley, domain
walls (in the Ch,-invariant direction) capture two heli-
cal modes, corners bind two complex fermion zero modes
(or four Majoranas) per valley, which can be labeled by
Moiré valley. The four total fermionic corner modes are
globally protected by valley-U(1),Co,T,P,and a chiral
symmetry S that emerges as a result of time-reversal
symmetry. The corner states are pinned to C%,Co,C5 '~
invariant (¢ = 0,1,2) corners of the system.

We verify the corner modes numerically. We also
demonstrate at the level of free fermions that Cs,i-
symmetric edges are gapless. We then consider inter-
actions using bosonization, and argue that even in the
presence of translation symmetry along a Ca,-protected
edge, strong interactions can gap out the edge. We also
examine the fate of the zero modes under interactions,
and conclude with an experimental setup to detect TBG-
TSC, namely, creating a Josephson junction using TBG-
TSC and observing the effect of winding superconducting
phase.

Dirac theory. TBG obeys spin-SU(2) and valley-
U(1) symmetries [151]. The first originates from the neg-
ligible spin-orbit coupling of graphene and the second
emerges at small twist angle of TBG. The valley-U(1)
symmetry splits the Hamiltonian into two sectors, de-
noted by n = £1 [2]. Due to the length scale difference
between graphene lattice and Moiré lattice, a scattering
process between the two graphene valleys involves mo-
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TABLE I. Table of symmetries in TBG along with their ac-
tions on H (the free Hamiltonian of TBG) and H (the BdG
Hamiltonian of TBG for both valleys) low-energy degrees of
freedom. The P symmetry only emerges at charge neutrality
and will disappear if the chemical potential moved away, and
S only exists for the BAG Hamiltonian.

mentum transfer far larger than the Moiré reciprocal vec-
tors and is suppressed. Because our pairing is intervalley,
valley-U(1) is still preserved and we can still divide the
superconducting Hamiltonian into two independent sec-
tors. Valley-U(1) symmetry is critical; without it TBG
is not anomalous. We discuss the fate of U(1)-symmetry
breaking along domain walls and edges in Appendix E;
we expect that if the domain wall is smooth over the
length scale of the graphene lattice but sharp over the
Moiré lattice, valley-U(1) is still a good symmetry.

The low energy physics of TBG can be described by
four Dirac points for each spin s:

H (k) = po (ka0 + kyTo0y) (1)

where 7y, are Pauli matrices representing the two val-
leys and pg, 0, are Pauli matrices denoting Moiré val-
ley (K and K7,) and sublattice, respectively. Enforcing

spin rotation forces HéT) = Hé“, so we drop the spin in-
dex. This Hamiltonian respects the discrete symmetries:
T (spinless time-reversal), P (approximate anti-unitary
particle-hole), Ca,, C3., and Cy,, where T and P are
anti-unitary and satisfy 72 = 1, P? = —1. The represen-
tations of the discrete symmetries for this Dirac theory
are summarized in Table I. As explained in Ref. 1 and
52, a unitary particle-hole symmetry P emerges when
the twist angle 6 is small (~ 1°). Here we have defined
P as the combined operation PC5, T, which is local in
real space [1]. Readers can refer to Appendix A for the
microscopic definitions of these symmetries. All the dis-
crete symmetries commute with the valley-U(1) and spin-
SU(2) rotations and they also commute with each other
except for {P,Ca,} =0, C3,Co, = C’nggzl. Each valley
and spin sector has a magnetic space group generated
by C5.T, Cs,, Ca,, and P [1, 52]. The anomaly of the

single-valley Hamiltonian H(g"), defined as the block of
Hy with 7, = n, is reflected as the fact that one can-
not gap Hé”) by adding terms preserving C»,T and P
symmetries. Breaking the valley-U(1) symmetry will re-
move this anomaly. For example, the valley-mixing term
. Tr0, satisfies both Cy,T and P, and opens a gap in
the Dirac Hamiltonian.

It is worth mentioning that P corresponds to a charge-
conjugation symmetry P. of the many-body flat-band
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FIG. 1. TBG possesses four Dirac cones per graphene valley
(eight total), which we hybridize with spin-singlet (and later
spin-triplet) pairing. The four cones per graphene valley can
be labeled by spin and Moiré valley. Pairing between opposite
spin, valley, and Moiré valley drives us into the topological
phase.

Hamiltonian of TBG [152]. P, has the same represen-
tation matrix as P except that it is unitary and trans-
forms annihilation operators to creation operators (and
vise versa):

Pcckﬂw/,mspc_l = Zcik,n,w,ﬁ,s[i/‘y]U’V[Uw}Ba, (2)
v'B

where v,/ represent the Moiré valley, «, 5 represent the
sublattice, and s represents spin. In this work, we re-
gard P. as a physical symmetry and {P,H} = 0 as a
constraint satisfied by the single particle Hamiltonian im-
posed by P.. (See Appendix A 2 and Ref. 152 for detailed
discussions on the relation between P and P..)

We now show that the BdG Hamiltonian of TBG
in each valley sector is in Altland-Zirnbauer symmetry
class CII, which is equipped with a chiral symmetry
S, a particle-hole symmetry P, and an emergent “time-
reversal” T = SP satisfying P? = T? = —1. Intervalley
spin-singlet pairing, which creates one fermion in each
valley and thus preserves the total valley number, takes
the form

(K)cl

T
k,n,u,a,TC—k’fn’,yl,/ghL + h.c.. (3)

The pairing term pairs opposite Moiré valley. Switching
into the non-redundant BdG basis:
)7, (4)

T
(Ck,n,u,a,T e C—k,—n,—l/’,a’,i o

yields the BAG Hamiltonian

Al (k)

_ |H" (k) — Er
— e HY T (~K)ppa + B |’

(m)
H (k) A(n)w‘(k)

()

with Hén)(k) being the hopping Hamiltonian projected
into the valley 7, = n of TBG (not spin!) and Ef the
chemical potential. Then T' = 7,u, K and spin-SU(2)
constrains the form of the pairing and hopping Hamilto-
nians to satisfy:

H (k) = po HS P (—K)pa, A (k) = AMT(K), (6)
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FIG. 2. (a) Edge states in TBG-TSC, as discussed in Appendix B1. The top panel is an edge along the y direction. If we
assume translation symmetry, then Ca, will conspire to keep the band structure gapless (neglecting interactions). On the other
hand, a domain wall along the x direction will be generically be gapped even with free fermions. (b) Schematic of TBG-TSC.
Corner modes (indicated by stars) are protected by TRS, and are captured along domain walls between regions separating
superconductors with phases ¢ = 0, 7. In the presence of reflection symmetry these corner modes are pinned to Ca,-invariant
points, and are mapped onto other zero modes via Cs. and C,T. For weak P-breaking perturbations (i.e. adding V¢&.) these
corner modes shift to points +yo; for strong P-breaking perturbations they annihilate with their partners. (c) Magnetic flux
piercing TBG-TSC. If the flux pierces the C2, center of the system we find 4 Majorana zero modes per valley (8 total) bound
to the vortex. Shifting away from the center causes splitting between the modes. See Appendix B 5 for detailed calculations.

which yields the BdG Hamiltonian
HO (k) = (H" (k) = Ep)e. + A (K)g,.  (7)

We use the Pauli matrices £, , for particle-hole space.
Note that in the non-redundant BdG basis, the opposite
spin is included in the annihilation operators. There are
two copies of this Hamiltonian, one for each valley; we
focus on the positive valley n = +1. In the BAG basis
Eq. 4, spinful time-reversal 7 = i$,T (with §, the spin
operator corresponding to y) transforms the BdG spinor
as

T
(Ckﬂl,l”aﬁ T cT—k,—n,—V’,o/,\L T ) -
( cee — ¢l )T
C—k,—n,—v,a,) ck,n,u’,a/,T
= ify(czc,n,u,oz,T B e A U )T> (8)

which corresponds to a unitary operator ¢{, accompanied
by a particle-hole exchange. This is the chiral symme-
try S = £y, and it anti-commutes with the Hamiltonian.
(The i can be gauged away as typically chiral symme-
try is chosen to square to +1.) See Appendix A 3 for a
microscopic derivation of the chiral symmetry S.
We consider the simplest spin-singlet

AT (k) = AS,000s, A real, ie.,

va;v' B8

pairing:

H(+)(k) = & pio(kzoy + kyoy)
— Eré.p000 + A&z 1000. 9)
As detailed in Appendix A 4, such a pairing term corre-

sponds to a homogeneous on-site spin-singlet pairing in-
troduced at each carbon atom in TBG. This spin-singlet

pairing commutes with the symmetry operators T, C, T,
Cs,, Ca;. One can show that the pairing term is also in-
variant under the charge conjugation P, (Eq. (2)). In
the BdG formalism, the P. symmetry leads to the con-
straint PHM (k)P~! = —HM (—k) with P = i¢, 0, K.
The &, matrix in P comes from the fact that the particle
part and the hole part of the BAG basis consist of op-
posite Moiré valley (Eq. (4)) and the P, operator gives
the two Moiré valleys the opposite signs (Eq. (2)). (See
Appendix A 3 for detailed discussions on the form of P
in the BdG formalism.) We hence identify the equiv-
alent symmetry class of the BAG Hamiltonian in each
valley as CII because in the BdG formalism P2 = -1
and T? = (SP)? = —1. The symmetries of Eq. (9) are
summarized in Table I.

Eq. (9) is fully gapped in the bulk, and there is a
symmetric copy of this Hamiltonian in the other valley
(n = —), which can be obtained by applying spinless T to
Eq. (9). It is worth noting that there are no independent
copies in the other spin sector (s =|) because we have
already included them in the non-redundant BdG basis.

Edge Hamiltonian and Corner States. In this
section we explicitly demonstrate the existence of edge
states and corner states bound to domain walls of pairing
terms with phase difference m. We restrict ourselves to
the valley sector n = +. We first consider a domain wall
perpendicular to the x axis: A(z),, where A(z) = Ay
for x > 0 and —A( for x < 0, see Fig. 2(a). As k,
is a good quantum number we expect the states local-
ized in the z direction and propagating along y. This
calculation is carried out in Appendix B 1. As expected



for Dirac fermions under a mass change, we find four
gapless edge modes per valley (two chiral and two anti-
chiral); their particle-hole, Moiré valley, and sublattice
indices are given by {{,,u.,0.} = {1,1,1}, {1,—-1,1},
{-1,1,-1}, {-1,—1,—1}, respectively. The projected
Hamiltonian (performed in Appendix B1) on the edge
modes is

H (ky) = ky &, puo- (10)

Here f?’/ and po are Pauli matrices defined on the do-
main wall. The Pauli matrix £ is not to be confused
with the original Pauli matrix &, though it turns out
that the Pauli p coincides for both edge and bulk. The
projected chiral, particle-hole, and C5, symmetries are
Sedse = &g, Pedee = igpu, K, C53%° = & pig, respec-
tively. No homogeneous gap term is allowed by these
symmetries. To be specific, the only homogeneous gap
term (anti-commuting with the Hamiltonian) that is al-
lowed by S and P is &, po; however, this breaks Co,.
Therefore, the TBG-TSC has protected gapless edge
states on the pairing domain walls in the y-direction. The
number of edge solutions is doubled due to the other val-
ley (n = —1). Because we have used the non-redundant
BdG basis, the zero mode solutions for the corner states
are not Majoranas, but complex fermions.

TBG-TSC also manifests itself as unavoidable corner
states. To see this, we consider a circular region with
positive pairing term Ay surrounded by negative pairing
term —Ag (Fig. 2(b)). The 1st high symmetry corner,
i.e., the corner in the x-direction, has the same symme-
tries as the edge discussed in the last paragraph except it
does not have the translation symmetry along y. Hence
the S- and P-symmetric gap term M (y)&, 1o is now al-
lowed but must change sign under y — —y to preserve
Coyy, Mi(y) = —Mi(—y). The zero of M1(y) at y = 0
leads to two Jackiw-Rebbi complex fermion zero modes
(per valley), as derived in Appendix B. We find that the
two complex fermion zero modes in each valley have the
same chiral eigenvalue +1 and thus are robust against
arbitrary perturbations respecting the chiral symmetry
[153]. The two zero modes must be located at the same
position in real space because of P — since P is a local
operator and satisfies P2 = —1, due to Kramers theorem,
it must transform one fermionic zero mode to another at
the same position. We call such a pair of fermionic zero
modes a Kramers doublet. Due to the Csz, and Co,T
symmetries, zero modes also appear at other points in
the sample, as shown in Fig. (2). Since [C5.,S] = 0
and {C2,T, S} = 0, zero modes at the 3rd and 5th cor-
ners, which are respectively rotated from the 1st corner
by C3, and C:;Zl, have the chiral eigenvalue +1; whereas
zero modes at the 2nd, 4th and 6th corners, which are
respectively rotated from the 5th, 1st, 3rd corners by
Cs. T, have the chiral eigenvalue —1. The other valley
has opposite chiral eigenvalues. In short, both P and S
protect the zero modes from splitting, while S also keeps
the zero modes at 0 energy.

In fact, C3, and Cy,; are not required for the corner

modes to exist, but their presence will bind the the zero
modes at the Cy,-invariant corners [154] and their Cs,-
symmetric locations. Breaking of C3, and Cs, in a prac-
tical setup may change the locations of corner states but
cannot remove them. In order for two Kramers doublets
to annihilate they must carry opposite chiral eigenvalues;
thus we require a doublet of S = +1 and another dou-
blet of S = —1 to come together. Cy,T will reflect these
doublets to the opposite corner, giving a total of four dou-
blets per valley required to annihilate completely. Since
our system has six doublets per valley, we cannot fully
annihilate every corner while preserving C5, T, and thus
our system is topological.

P is an approximate symmetry in TBG at charge neu-
trality with small twist angle; either much larger twist
angle or finite doping will break the P symmetry. Thus
the robustness of corner modes upon P-breaking pertur-
bations is crucial for them to be experimentally relevant.
Since the two zero modes at a same corner have same
chiral eigenvalue, they must be locally stable against P-
breaking perturbations. By explicit calculations given in
Appendix B, we find that the P-breaking terms will split
the two zero modes in real space but leave their energies
unchanged.

We have numerically confirmed the existence of edge
states and corner states using the BM model of TBG plus
a spin-singlet pairing (Appendix C). The evolution of the
corner modes (Fig. 2) under the P breaking term, which
is chosen as the chemical potential in the calculation, is
also observed in Appendix C 2.

Ref. 65 found that only four types of pairings in
TBG lead to full gaps in the Bogoliubov bands: the
singlet pairing forming the representation A; (uniform
spin-singlet), the singlet pairing forming the representa-
tion As, the triplet pairing forming the representation
By, and the triplet pairing forming the representation
By. Here Aj > and B > are notations of the irreducible
representations of the point group Dg. In the above we
have discussed the A; pairing. In Appendix D we an-
alyze all four cases and find that B; is also topological
whereas Ao and By are trivial. As discussed in the end
of Appendix D 2, due to the separate spin-SU(2) symme-
tries in the two valleys, there is no real difference between
spin-singlet and spin-triplet in TBG, and A; and B; are
related by a combination of two different spin-charge ro-
tations in the two valleys.

Interactions. We now consider the fate of TBG-TSC
in the presence of strong interactions. As typical band-
widths of TBG near the magic angle are very small, we
expect interactions to play a comparatively large role.
The low-energy form of the edge Hamiltonian Eq. 10 sug-
gests a bosonization treatment. Along a Ch.-invariant
edge, we know that the free-fermion Hamiltonian is gap-
less. We carry out the bosonization in Appendix G: there
are 4 pairs of helical Dirac modes total, as each of the
eight Dirac cones yields a chiral edge state. Each of the
eight chiral states may be labeled by a combination of
chirality, graphene valley, Moiré valley, or spin, with one



label being redundant. For cleaner notation, we opt to
use spin in place of graphene valley, and combine Moiré
valley and chirality into a new label we call flavor.

Yans ~ ei(tpas+n9as)7 (11)
where «,n,s denote flavor 1,2, chirality R, L, and spin
1,1 respectively. n in the exponent is +1 for chirality
R/ L, respectively. We find that it is possible to gap out
the edge degrees of freedom even for a Cg,-symmetric
edge.

One may also find explicit expressions for the zero
modes bound to the corners, as performed in Ap-
pendix B 3. We denote the corner state operators by @,
with a denoting flavor and s spin. We may also perform
an analysis of what gap terms are allowed by symmetry
for the zero modes, and show that even if all symmetries
are present the corner modes may completely gap out
with interactions, as shown in Appendix H.

Valley Symmetry Breaking. Our realization of
topological edges and Majorana corner modes requires
that valley-U(1) symmetry be preserved, so the valleys do
not couple. In fact, we prove in Appendix E that along a
hard edge connecting TBG with the vacuum, either U(1)
valley symmetry or P is strongly broken, and hence has
no chance of realizing the zero modes. This problem can
be circumvented by instead considering a domain wall
between superconductors of phase difference 7 instead of
a hard edge. While the domain wall still introduces scat-
tering that may link the valleys, the breaking of valley-
U(1) is no longer enforced on general grounds. We may
consider, then, a slowly varying domain wall where the
jump in superconducting phase is slow on the scale of the
graphene unit cell, but rapid on the scale the Moiré unit
cell.

Ezxperimental Detection. TBG-TSC, as a higher-
order topological superconductor, should yield a fasci-
nating assortment of experimental signatures. At the
free fermion level, these are readily apparent: altering
the chemical potential (e.g. by adjusting gate voltage)
will shift the location of the corner states because of the
breaking of P. The corner modes remain at zero en-
ergy over a finite range of voltages until they annihilate
one another, as shown in Fig. 2(b) and proven in Ap-
pendix B4. Along Cy,-invariant edges, the edge states
remain gapless and thus offer transport signatures. As il-
lustrated in Fig. 2(c) and detailed in Appendix B 5, zero
modes also appear at the center of vortexes of the pair-
ing order parameter. However, interactions complicate
the detection of the gapless states and edges; we show
in Appendix G,H that symmetry-preserving interactions
can gap the corner states and gapless edges.

We propose a further setup to detect the higher-order
topology with interactions: the fractional Josephson ef-
fect. Fig. 3 shows a sheet of TBG-TSC hybridized to
a Josephson junction between two superconductors. At
phase difference ¢ = =, the 4 complex fermion cor-
ner modes P, exist at zero energy (at the level of free
fermions). As with the helical edges, we opt for spin s in-

FIG. 3. Josephson junction for TBG-TSC. In (a), we ap-
ply a chemical potential via gate to shift the pairs of corner
modes 1,2 away from one another. At ¢ = 7, 4 total complex
fermion corner modes (at the free fermion level) are pinned to
zero energy, and breaking P shifts the two pairs of two com-
plex fermions in space. Varying the superconducting phase
away from 7 will allow the corner modes to shift from zero
energy, as depicted in (b), the single-particle spectrum (at fi-
nite chemical potential) for ®14. There is an identical copy of
the spectrum for the opposite spin sector ®;;, and doubled
again for the other pair of in-gap modes ®¥25, though since
that is separated in space we will not consider it. In (c), the
multi-particle states involved in the ground state evolution
are plotted. See Appendix I for an in-depth discussion.

stead of valley to label the corner states, and the remain-
ing two states are labeled by a second index a. Changing
the chemical potential will shift them in location, but so
long as the symmetry breaking is not too large the zero
modes are stable. Changing the phase difference away
from ¢ = 7 allows the corner states to shift away from
zero energy. We will denote these states as ®,4[¢] and
they are in-gap states; close to ¢ = 7 they are smaller
than the gap but they are not pinned at £ = 0. Consider
the Josephson junction Hamiltonian

H[Cb] = fz,uO(_iaxTzUx + _iayay) + A@(—l‘)&c
+ AO() cos(P)Es + ()6, (12

This Josephson Hamiltonian breaks the chiral symmetry
S =&, but the symmetry is restored if we also take ¢ —
—¢. Hence the spectra of the in-gap states is symmetric
about ¢ = 7 : E[¢p] = —E[—¢].

What is the fate of the four in-gap states as ¢ # 77
The pairs ®15[¢] and Po;[d] are related by Cs, and yield
identical spectra. The spin-up and spin-down states are
related by spin rotation and thus also have identical spec-
tra. In addition, at ¢ = 0, 27 the Josephson Hamiltonian
becomes a homogeneous sheet of TBG-TSC, and thus the
in-gap states will flow into the continuum at ¢ = 0,27
(though using a soft instead of a hard domain wall will
allow for in-gap states even at ¢ = 0,2w). Hence the
single-particle spectrum appears as Fig. 3(b). Each in-
gap mode P, [¢] carries valley number +1. A pumping
cycle that winds ¢ by 27 will begin in the ground state,
with all negative energies unoccupied, and end up occu-
pying positive energy states which all carry valley number



+1. At the level of free fermions, valley-U(1) is a good
symmetry, and so no matter how many times we wind ¢,
the valley number continues to increase with no chance
of mapping back to the ground state. The Josephson
junction is aperiodic.

We now add interactions, and show this aperiodic
pumping cycle becomes 67 periodic, or a Zs fractional
Josephson effect [155-162]. Begin in the ground state at
¢ = 0. In Fig. 3(b), the single-particle spectrum, this
corresponds to all negative energy states occupied and
positive energy states unoccupied. Tracing the states as
¢ winds by 27, we end in an excited state where the
first positive energy state for both spins is occupied; the
valley number has changed by +2. So long as valley-
U(1) is conserved, there is no way for the multi-particle
ground state to return to its original form, as each wind-
ing changes the valley number. However, as argued in
next paragraph, in many-body language, the valley-U(1)
is reduced to a Z3 symmetry, that allows for six-body
pairing terms. If such terms are allowed, then the many-
body spectrum avoids as in Fig. 3(c), resulting in a Z3
fractional Josephson effect. (See Appendix I for more
details.)

The presence of valley symmetry originates from the
separation of the K, K’ points in the graphene BZ. Be-
cause the graphene valleys are far apart, scattering be-
tween the valleys is suppressed, yielding number conser-
vation within each valley. With interactions, however,
processes involving multiple fermions are possible. Be-
cause 3K = 0 modulo a reciprocal lattice vector in the
graphene BZ, six-body terms giving a net momentum
transfer of 6K are technically allowed by graphene trans-
lation, breaking valley-U(1) to Zs.

Conclusion and Discussion. We have shown that
proximitizing twisted-bilayer graphene with the A; spin-
singlet (or Bj spin-triplet) superconductivity must yield
a higher-order topological superconductor. Multiple

zero modes are bound to corners of the system. We
have explicitly demonstrated the topological phase and
proved its existence with the Wilson loop formalism (Ap-
pendix A 5). We have also examined the fate of the gap-
less edge states and zero modes under symmetric inter-
actions, and concluded with possible experimental signa-
tures of the zero modes (Appendix I).

Our work harnesses the unusual bulk topological prop-
erties of TBG in a special superconducting heterostruc-
ture. By combining a relatively simple phase (a spin-
singlet superconductor) with TBG, we engineer a higher-
order topological superconductor with corner modes
bound to domain walls. Our work begs the question if
other heterostructures can exploit the anomalous struc-
ture of TBG to yield even more exotic topological phases;
for example, by using ferromagnets or quantum Hall sys-
tems.

We also conjecture that introducing spin-singlet or
spin-triplet superconductivity into the recently realized
mirror symmetric magic-angle twisted trilayer graphene
(MATTG) [163] also leads to topological superconductor
because in MATTG a single valley has an odd number of
Dirac points protected by the Cs,T symmetry, which is
also anomalous and usually only appears as the surface
state of the axion insulator.
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Appendix A: The BdG formalism of superconductor
phase in twisted bilayer graphene

In this section, we derive the BAG Hamiltonian from
the continuous two-valley model of TBG described in Ref.
[52] and explain the symmetries.

1. A brief review of the continuous two-valley
model of TBG

The two-valley Hamiltonian for TBG reads

() T
Z Hna,Q'ﬁ(k)CanasckQ’nﬁs’
kQQ'nsa

where n = %+, «(f) = 1,2, and s =1 are the valley,
sublattice, and spin indices, respectively. Q-vectors form
a honeycomb lattice generated by q1 = kp(0,—1), qz =

kp(¥%23, 1), as = kp(—¥2, 1), with kp = 2|K|sin £ being
the distance between the Dirac point K in the top layer
and the Dirac point K_ in the bottom layer (Fig. 4(a)).

The single-particle Hamiltonian is given by

Hé;.?,w(k) =vpkpiqQ,q/(k — Q) - olap

Hy = (A1)

3
+> (g -qa, +9q-q.q,) s  (A2)
j=1
Hé (k) = = vrkpdqal(k = Q) - o"as
3
+3 (q-qua, +9q-q.q,)T5  (A3)
j=1
and

2

T7 = wooo + wl(coS(%ﬂ(j = D))ow +sin(=(j = 1))oy).
(Ad)
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Here o = (04,0y), 0" = (04, —0y) are Pauli matrices
for the sublattice degree of freedom, vg is the Fermi
velocity, and wg and w; are the inter-layer couplings
dominated by the AA-stacking and AB-stacking regions,
respectively. Due to the corrugation effect in the z-
direction, wq is usually smaller than w;. The Moiré
Brillouin zone (MBZ) is spanned by by = 27 (- 1),

amo \ /3’
by, = a%:{‘O (—%, 1). The high symmetry points in the

MBZ are shown in Fig. 4(b).

tice vectors of the Moiré unit cell are ap;; = aMo(é, %),
ayg = aMO(_§7 %), where ap;g = 3%7 is the Moiré lat-
tice constant. In this work, we choose the parameters
as vp = 5.944eV - A, |K| = 1.703A7 !, w; = 110meV,
wo = 0.8w;q.

Each electron operator cLQn s 18 a Fourier transforma-
tion of the electron operators of all the atomic orbitals in
the two layers of graphene. In next subsection, we will
use this definition to obtain the form of singlet pairing in
momentum space. We first split the Q-lattice into two
sublattices:

Correspondingly, the lat-

Q4 = {kk,, +nbyi +mby, |n,meZ},  (Ab)

Q_ = {kg;, +nbyi +mby, |n,m € Z}, (A6)
where kg, and kg, are the high symmetry momenta
K and K, in the MBZ, respectively. In Fig. 4(b), Q4
and Q_ are colored as blue and red, respectively. Then
we define the index

Qe Qy (A7)
Qe Q-

to indicate the sublattice Q belonging to. As explained
in Ref. [52], the operator ck ,q,y,qa,s is a Fourier transfor-
mation of the orbitals in the layer | = n(q, with | = +
representing the top and bottom layers. To be specific,
we have

¢} o = ! ATk = Q) (Retta)
,Q,n,a,s NMNO R,l,a,s?

(A8)

where Nj; is the number of Moiré unit cells in the sys-

tem, Ny is the number of graphene unit cells in each

Moiré unit cell, I = n(q is the layer index, R indexes

Rel

all the graphene unit cells in the layer [, and Ck,l,a,s is
the creation operator of the orbital at sublattice t, in
the unit cell R in the layer [. Accordingly, the inverse
transformation is

1 .
T _ —i(nK;+k—Q)-(R+ta)
CR.l,a,s *\/mz Z Z e

7 keEMBZ QeQ,,

X Cf Qunans: (A9)
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FIG. 4. (a) The graphene Brillouin zones of the two lay-

ers. The blue (red) hexagon represents the top (bottom)
layer. With a twist angle 6, two Moiré Brillouin zones are
formed (small hexagons) for the two graphene valleys. (b) The
Moiré Brillouin zone. Blue and red points denote Dirac cones
from the top and bottom layers, respectively. basi a2 are
the reciprocal lattice vectors. (c)-(e) Bogoliubov Moiré bands
with the s-wave pairing, solved at § = 1.05°,1.20°,1.40°, re-
spectively. (f)-(h) Wilson loops of the -1 and -2 Bogoliubov
bands, solved at 6 = 1.05°,1.20°,1.40°, respectively. All the
calculations areocarried out at wi; = 110meV, wo = 0.8ws,
vrp = 5.944eV - A, and |Ag| = 20meV.

2. Symmetries of the continuous two-valley model

Here we review the symmetries of the two-valley model.
Within each valley there is spin and charge conservation,
but pairing between valleys reduces the symmetry group
to (global) spin-SU(2) and valley-U(1) (e™?), as ex-
plained in App. A 4. Second, each valley of the model re-
spects the symmetry of the magnetic space group P6'2'2
(# 177.151 in the BNS setting [52], which is generated
by Cs,, Coy, and C5,T. Third, the two valleys are re-
lated by the time-reversal symmetry 7. For unitary and
anti-unitary (C2.T, T') symmetries, the actions of these
symmetries on the Hamiltonian are

H(gk) = D(9)H(k)D'(g), H(gk) = D(9)H"(k)D'(g),

(A10)
respectively, with
Dq.q(Cs:) = dqv.cpq - €377, (A11)
Dq'.q (Coz) =90qQ/,05.Q  T0 - Tx» (A12)
Dq .q(C2.T) =dq'.q 70" 0x, (A13)



DQI’Q (T) = (5Q/,,Q *Tg =00, (A14)
Here 7, (70) is the Pauli (identity) matrix for the valley
index, and o, . (0¢) are the Pauli (identity) matrices for
the sublattice index.

At small twist angle (6 ~ 1°), the Hamiltonian has an
emergent unitary particle-hole symmetry:

H(—k) = —D(P)H(k)D'(P) (A15)

with

Dq .q(P) = dq'.—qlq - 70 - 00- (A16)
Then we can define an anti-unitary particle-hole symme-
try as P = Co, TP, whose action is given by

Dq/,q(P) =dq',-qq " To " 0a - (A17)

For the single-particle Hamiltonian, we can define the
symmetry operators as g = D(g) for unitary symmetries
and g = D(g)K for anti-unitary symmetries, where K
is the complex conjugation. The commutation or anti-
commutation relations between P and the other symme-
tries are

[Cs.,P] =0,
{T,P} = 0.

{02177)} = 07 [CQZTv P] =0

(A18)

The symmetry operators can also be written in a sec-
ond quantized form. For g = Cs5,, Co,, Co, T, and T, the
action on electron operators is
-1 _ T

= Y deamaDaaaanad9).
Q' a’

;
9%,Qn.a,s9

(A19)
Notice that C5,T and T are still anti-unitary in the sec-
ond quantized form. On the other hand, the particle-hole
symmetry P, which anti-commutes with H, corresponds
to a unitary charge conjugation symmetry that commutes
with the second quantized Hamiltonian Hy (but changes
the filling). We denote the charge conjugation as P..
It transforms the creation operator and the annihilation
operator to each other as

T -1 _
PCck,Q,n,a,sPC = c-x,Q s Dt ar,qunsa (P)
Q' ,a!

Y armans Do arqmalP)

Q'\n,a!

—1
Peck,qnasPe ™ =

(A20)
One can verify that Eq. (A1) is invariant under P, [152].

3. The effective symmetries of the BAG
Hamiltonian

We first assume spin-singlet pairing between the two
valleys. Hence we introduce the BAG basis:

_ ) %kQmats
Yk,Qma,s = 4 i
Ck—Q,—na,l’

if s =1

o (A21)
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and write the Hamiltonian with pairing as

H_ Z HQas Q/ﬂs( )wlt,Q7'f],a7ka7Q,u,’]nBas/ . (A22)
k,Q,Q’
naﬁss’

We refer to H as the BAG Hamiltonian. Here the

spin index also indicates the particle (s =1) and hole
(s =) degree of freedom. We have assumed that the
pairing happens only between different valleys such that
the valley-U(1) is preserved and the BAdG Hamiltonian
matrix is diagonal in the valley index. The full symmetry
SU(2) x SU(2), with spin conservation in each valley,
would force pairing between fermions of the same valley,
yielding a pair-density wave at finite momentum. We do
not wish to use this form of pairing, and so work with
a reduced symmetry group. In the singlet pairing case,
only total spin-SU(2) is conserved. Now we derive the
explicit form of the free part of the BAG Hamiltonian,
i.e., the BAG Hamiltonian without pairing:

Hy=) (Hgg sV Q0 ieq nst

kQQ’
naf

+ HEQ(B( -Q’ ﬁ( )wk,Q,n,a,iw;leﬁﬁL> . (A23)

By commuting 9k qQ,n,q,, and ¢1T<,Q’7n7,37¢ in the second
term, we have

(n,0)
HO - Z HQM Q’ﬁs
kQQ’
nap

(K) ¥ @ Ve 7 + conSt,
(A24)
where

HI 5o (K) = 000 (8t HED, 5 () — 8, HEDT (0, 5(—K)).

(A25)
Due to the spinless time-reversal symmetry Eq. (A14),
the free Hamiltonian without pairing satisfies

H(")Q(k) = HC C;7)*Q(—k), hence we can write the
free part of the BAG Hamiltonian as

HOO) (1) = HO(K) - €. (A26)
where &, is the third Pauli matrix in the particle-hole
space.

Then we consider generic BdAG Hamiltonian with
nonzero pairing term. Besides the valley-U(1) symmetry,
we further require H to be invariant under spin-SU(2)
and all the discrete symmetries defined in the above sub-
section. According to Egs. (A14) and (A19), the time-
reversal symmetry acts on the BdG basis as

if s =1
if s =
(A27)

1 _ ) Ck-Q-nat
Tx,QmasT™ " = {CT e
k,Q.n,a,l’

=V_k,—Q,—n,a,s



Thus H*H) and H(~), the BAG Hamiltonians with pair-
ing, also are related by the spinless time-reversal symme-
try as

Hogns; v (6) = G 1 —qr (1) - (A28)

We find that the spin-SU(2) rotation i3, on % also inter-
changes the two valleys in v as

. - Cl, Q.o ds if s =71
(ZS )1/)k7 , 7a78(15 ) t= .
Y Q.n Y _ctk,fQ,fn,a,W if s =]
(A29)

=2 li&)vsvhi g v
S/

where &, is the second Pauli matrix in the particle-hole
space. Implementing this symmetry to the BAG Hamil-
tonian, we have

[gy,H(n)*(k)ﬁy]Q,a,s;Q’,ﬂ,S’ = _H(—_(g,)a,s;—Q'ﬁ?s'(_k) .
(A30)
Combining Eqs. (A28) and (A30) we have the constraint
imposed by ¢8,T (spinful time-reveral symmetry)
{&,, "} = 0. (A31)
Therefore, the 5,7 symmetry, a spinful time-reversal
symmetry on the original ¢ fermions, is equivalent to a
chiral symmetry &, in the single-particle first quantized
BdG formalism in Eq. A21. We gauge away the 7 in i,
to define the chiral symmetry S =, as chiral symmetry
usually is chosen to square to +1. While this does not af-
fect the physics of the system, choosing S = &, instead of
S = i§, alters commutation relations with anti-unitary
symmetries: for example, [S,P] = [&,, 1, py0.K] = 0,
while {i§,, i€,y o0, K} = 0.
We turn to charge-conjugation symmetry P.. Its ac-
tion on the BAG basis is

Pc?bk,Q,n,a,spgl

. t .
= ZQ'U'B DQ'n’ﬁ,Qna (,P)kaxQ/ﬂ%BfT’ if s —T
>aqs D-@ws-qua(P)exq mpl, ifs=|

= Z ,Da'n’ﬁS’ : Qnas (P)wT_h_Q/m/’S/ (A32)
Q'nps’
where
Dq.(P) =dq,-q¢q 70 0z - & (A33)

according to Eq. (A17). The term dq/,—q(q switches
layer and is represented by the Pauli matrix ipu,. The &,
matrix in Dqr,q(P) comes from the fact that the actions
of P in the particle space and the hole space are opposite:
Dq/ .q(P) = —D_q’,—q(P). The relative negative sign
that emerges can easily be seen from the action of P:
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Ckm — cT_k m? iy Oz lmm, With m short for the indices
n, o, s. Applying the dagger reverses the sign because of
the i: P : ch — Cokm [—ilyOg]mms. Similar to the
analysis of the 45,7 symmetry, applying P. to the BdG
Hamiltonian, we obtain

D(PYH™* (k)DT (P) = —H™ (~k). (A34)
Thus the single-particle operator P = D(P)K, where K
is the complex conjugation, is a particle-hole symmetry
for the BAG Hamiltonian. Since P commutes with the
chiral symmetry S and leaves each valley invariant, we
can define an emergent “time-reversal symmetry” T =
SP that leaves each valley unchanged. 1" squares to —1
because T? = SPSP = S?P? = —1. Therefore, we
identify the effective Altland-Zirnbauer symmetry class
as CII.

The actions of the crystalline symmetries preserving
the valley index — Cs,, Co,, C5.T — on the BdG ba-
sis can be similarly derived. Since the particle part of
the BAG basis are annihilation operators in valley n and
the hole part are creation operators in the valley —n,
we have D (g) = D (g) @ D="*(g) for these three
symmetries. On the other hand, due to the time-reversal
symmetry, there must be D(=*(g) = D™ (g) (one can
check this from Egs. (A11) to (A14)) and hence we have
D (g) = DM(g) - &o.

To summarize, the two BdG Hamiltonian matrices
in the two valleys are related by time-reversal T', and
each valley has the symmetries S, P, Cs,, Coy, Co,T.
Since [S,P] = 0 and P? = —1, the effective symmetry
class of each valley is CII. The commutation and anti-
commutation relations involving S and P are

[S, g} = O, fOI‘ g = 73, ng, sz, {S, C’QZT} = O, (A35)

{P,C2} =0, [P,C3.]=0, [P,C2.T]=0. (A36)

4. Spin-singlet pairing

In this subsection we show that a uniform spin-singlet
pairing satisfies all the BAG symmetries defined in Ap-
pendix A 3. According to the Dirac theory in the main
text, as a consequence of the anomaly of TBG, such a
simple spin-singlet pairing will result in the higher or-
der topological superconductor phase. We consider spin-
singlet pairing at at every carbon atom in TBG:

Ag Z Z Cl{,l,a,TcTR,l,a,i + h.c.

a,l REL

(A37)

Due to the time-reversal symmetry, Ay must be a real
number. Applying Eq. (A9), we can write the pairing in
terms of ck,q.n,a,s aS



35 DD SD S D

a,l REL 7’ k,k'EMBZ QEQ, Q' €2,

=20Y D D D dqumanCaqenas TRE=80Y 0 DT D dqunadtic-—qnay T e

a,l n keMBZQeQ,,

At the first equal sign, the summation over R leads to the
momentum conservation n = -7, k = -k/, Q = -Q’.
First n = —n’, as no combination of the Moiré vectors
will span the graphene vector K;. The summation over R
then forces k— Q+k’— Q' = 0. Because n = —7/, Q and
Q’ belong to opposite sublattices Q. , Q_, meaning Q +
Q' = nbys1 + mbae, n,m € Z, which is commensurate
with the Moiré BZ lattice vectors. Thus k + k’ = 0 and
Q+Q’ = 0. As this pairing operator adds a spin 1 in one
valley and spin | in the other, it breaks spin and charge
conservation in each valley. However, total charge and
spin is still conserved. In the BdG basis Eq. (A21), this
pairing term can be written as

=3 > "

:
(K) Yk Q.0,sVK,Q 8.5’

kQQ’ napBss’
(A39)
where
HIQ ) = Aodqq 00+ & (Ad0)

One can verify that this pairing term satisfies the T', S, P,
Cs,, Coy, and Cy, T symmetries. The Bogoliubov bands
with Ag = 20meV at 8 = 1.05°,1.2°,1.4° are shown in
Fig. 4(c-¢), respectively.

In realistic systems, the Cooper pairing might not be
exactly on-site. We consider the pairing in form of

> Z A(R+t, — R t5])
a,B,l REl

[Rtta— *tﬁISao
X c;’l’aﬁck,’l’@i + h.c., (A41)

where ag is the lattice constant of single-layer graphene.
In general A(|d|) decays with |d|, hence here we only
keep the pairing to next nearest neighbor.

We denote the on-site pairing, the nearest neighbor

pairing, and the next nearest neighbor pairing as Ay =
A(0), Ay = A(%ao), and Ay = A(ag), respectively.
For a simple nearly uniform spin-singlet pairing, Ag 12
have the same sign. Following the same calculation as
in Eq. (A38), we obtain the pairing term in momentum
space as

Z Z Z ((AO + zém(k - Q))CL,Q,n,a,TCT—k,—Q,—n,a,¢

n,a keEMBZ Q

LA Q)CIL,Q,n,a,TCJLkﬁQ,*n,*a,i) + h.c., (A42)
where —a = B, A for « = A, B and
1
AP (k- Q) = Ay ) il1K+k-Q)d (A43)

i(nKi+k—Q+n'K;+k'— Q’)»(R+ta)ct
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i
k:Q:"],a,Tck/7QI,n/7a7¢ + h.c.

(A38)
n, keMBZ Q

li
=AY it Q) e
doc

APk - Q) (A44)

with Z;a and Y/ summing over the three nearest neigh-
bor vectors and the six next nearest neighbor vectors
around t,, respectively. Since |k — Q| < 1/ap in the
low energy theory, the k dependence of pairing can be
neglected in the analysis of the topology of the supercon-
ductor phase. However, in Appendix F, we find a weak
k-dependence is important for the appearance of Shiba

states. Thus for later reference, we expand A(Q")(k -Q)
and A" (k — Q) to second order ag(k — Q):

- - 3_
A (p) ~ —3A, + S Aaalp?, (A45)
; V3 :
A (p) & 5= Ryao(—ps + ip,)
EA 2 p? 4 2mi A4
+3 (02 — ) + 2nipapy) (A46)
AP (p) = A (p). (A47)
where p = k — Q. Defining Ag = Ay — 3A,, m =
—3Ngad, v = —@Alam m = %A a?, we can write
the BAG Hamiltonian as
H o (k) = dq.arée (B0 — m(k - Q)
+ 1)/77(]{195 - Qz)am + U/( - Qy)gy
m' (ke — Qu)? = (ky — Qy)?)out
— 2 (ke — Q) (ky — Q)7 )- (A48)

We will assume m = v = m’ = 0 in the rest of this work
unless specified otherwise. As mentioned above, since
|k — Q| < 1/ag, the quadratic term (k — Q)? in the mass
term Ag — m(k — Q)? is always much smaller than Ag
within the cutoff of the single valley model. Thus this
quadratic term, as well as other k-dependent terms in
the pairing, can be safely neglected in the analysis of the
band topology.

5. Wilson loop of the topological superconductor

The topological nature of TBG-TSC can be easily ver-
ified via the Wilson loop construction. As discussed in



Ref. [1], the two symmetries C2,T and P protect a stable
topology in the Wilson loop spectrum. When considering
the Wannier Hamiltonian

W (k,) = etHw (ka) (A49)
N-1 . .
) 27y 2r(j+1)
— | I T A
j:
(A50)

with U defined to be the matrix of coefficients of the M
occupied BdG bands:

Uk) = (lur(k)) , [uz(k)) , - - - [upr (k))),

defining |y, (ks, ky)) as the eigenket for the mth band.
The product of unitaries becomes

(A51)

UK U ()]n = (tn (K)|un (K)) - (A52)
One finds that SP guarantees degeneracies in the Wil-
son loop spectrum at k, = 0,7, while Co,T becomes a
particle-hole symmetry and forces the bands to come in
E, —F pairs. To see this, we examine the action of SP
on the Wilson loop. As in Ref. 1, under SP, defining the
sewing matrix B to act as

SP [un(k)) = Y lum(—k)) Bl (k)

m

—1 = BP*(k)B%P(—k) = —1. (A54)

(A53)

(SP)?

we find
(um () [un (k")) = (SPuy (k) [SPum (k)) (A55)
= > B (K) (s (—K) g (—K)) B/, (k) (A56)

n’m’

This implies that

W(ky) = B5P1(ky,0)WT (k) B (k,,0).  (A57)

Defining a time reversal symmetry 7T'(k,) =

B5P1(k,,0)K, when k, = 0, 7:

T (ky)Hy (k)T (ky) = Hw (ks),
7 = B5"(k,,0)B57*(k,,0) = —1.

(A58)
(A59)

Thus a Kramers’ degeneracy is preserved at k; = 0, 7.
Without pairing, the singularity (the Dirac crossing)
forces a jump in the Wannier spectrum by 7 as k, crosses
the Dirac point location, as the Berry phase enclosed in
a loop around the Dirac point is 7. The two Dirac points
at K, K, (we have restricted ourselves to the n = +1
graphene valley) thus yield two jumps of 7. After pair-
ing is added, the sharp discontinuities are smoothed out
(as the spectrum is now gapped), but the two Wannier
bands still criss-cross, yielding a nontrivial Dirac flow
for two bands. Regardless of how many pairs of triv-
ial bands one adds to the spectrum, the Wannier flow is
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FIG. 5. Left panel: Wannier band spectrum of TBG-TSC in a
single valley 7 = +1. Before pairing, the energy spectrum has
gapless points when the momentum crosses the Dirac points.
Because there is one Dirac cone from k; € [0, 7), the Wannier
bands’ value will jump by n. Adding pairing will smooth out
the jump but cannot erase the nontrivial flow from left to
right due to Kramers degeneracies at k, = 0, 7. Right panel:
Both valleys are allowed to hybridize with each other, with
strong valley-U(1) breaking. This allows the nontrivial bands
to pair up and avoid while still remaining Kramers’ partners
at the TRI momenta. As twisted bilayer graphene is only
anomalous within a single valley, this behavior is expected.

preserved and hence the superconductor remains topo-
logical. If one breaks valley-U(1) symmetry, the super-
conductor will turn trivial. See Fig. 5 for an illustration.

We verify numerically that the spin-singlet paired con-
tinuous TBG model is topological, using the Wilson loop.
Fixing wy = 110meV, wy = 0.8wy, vp = 5.944eV - A|
and |Ag| = 20meV, we calculated the Moiré bands and
the Wilson loops of the -1 and -2 bands at three dif-
ferent twist angles, § = 1.05°,1.20°,1.40°, respectively,
as is shown in Fig.4(c)-(h). As expected, the spin-singlet
superconducting phase at these angles are all topological.

Appendix B: Dirac theory of the topological
superconductor

We use a simplified Dirac theory to demonstrate the
zero modes on the phase boundary and in the vortex of
the superconductor order parameters. With no pairing,
BdG Hamiltonian in each valley has two Dirac points at
Kjr and K. Hence we can write the low energy model
of the BAG Hamiltonian as

H= kzé-szMOUz + ky&zTONOO—y + A517—0M000- (Bl)

Here &o,2,y,2, T0,2,y,2> H0,3,y,2> 00,z,y,- are the Pauli matri-
ces (identity) in the space of particle-hole, valley, Moiré
valley, and sublattice, respectively. pu, = 1 and —1 corre-
spond to the Dirac points at K and K, respectively.
Similar to Eq. (A21), the basis of the BAG Hamiltonian
is defined as

_ ) kLt
wk,n,l,a,s - t

Ck,—n,—lLa, b’

if s =1

ifs=] (B2)



where 7, [, «, s stands for the graphene valley, Moiré
valley, sublattice, and spin (particle-hole) indices, respec-
tively. The symmetry actions on the BAG basis are same
as in Appendices A 2 and A 3. (One can think that the
1, = £1 Moiré valleys are contributed by states on the
lattices Qu, respectively. Then all the symmetry oper-
ators defined in Appendices A2 and A3 in Eqgs. All-
A17, A27-A34 also apply to the Dirac theory except that
one needs to replace the matrices involving Q vectors in
Eq. (All) to (A17) as 0Q/,C5.Q — M0, 0Q/,ConQ — [a»
5Q17Q — o, 5Q17_Q — Uz, 5Q/7_Q<Q — iﬂy.) The effec-
tive symmetry operators for the BAG Hamiltonian can
be similarly obtained as

S = gya
C2ZT = U:cKa CZ:U

P =il pyo. K, T =r1ppu, K
era.  (B3)
03 =¢' 2UE

= U200z,

1. The pairing domain wall edge state in the
z-direction

The BAG Hamiltonians in the two valleys are related
by the time-reversal symmetry T' (or the s, spin rotation
i5,). The states in the valley n = —1 are simply the
time-reversal partners of the states in the valley n = +1.
Thus in the following we will mainly focus on the valley
n = +1. Notice that for a single graphene and Moiré
valley Eq. (B1) resembles the Hamiltonian of a quantum
spin Hall edge, with time-reversal 7" = ioy K. As the
edge of a quantum spin Hall system carries a helical edge
mode, TBG-TSC carries four, two for graphene valley
and two for Moiré valley. To derive the edge Hamilto-
nian, we model the domain wall with a jump in the pair-
ing term A(z) = —Apsgn(z) (take this to be the edge
perpendicular to the x axis, so the bulk is to the left of
the edge), and take the ansatz

S, () o Pk, ),
for some eight component vector u. Since the translation
symmetry along y is respected, k, is still a good quantum
number. We first solve the zero modes at k£, = 0 and then

J

(A>0), (B4)

Yipt(y) =

VA e . .
¢2RT(y) = 7 /dxe Al |(C+,—,A,T(aja y) - ZC+,—,B,T(£7 y) - ci,+,A’¢('Ta y) - ZCJL,+’B’¢(Ia y))

Yirr(y) =

VA _ .
%LT(Z/) = 5 /dl‘@ ’\lx‘(—lc+,+,A,T($7y) + C+,+,B,T(xay> —

A B .
VA / dze 7 (e, o ar(z,y) —ics 45 y) — ¢4 (0,y) -

A _ ) .
*/dwe Mel(—iey,—aq(@,y) + oo pa(e,y) —icl | o (@) -
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apply the perturbation theory for finite k, to obtain the
effective Hamiltonian on the edge. For k, = 0, with
Eq. Bl with n = +1, taking k, — —i0,, we obtain the
eigenequation

(A — Agéypooz)u =0.

There are four degenerate bound states when A\ = Ag,
and the wavefunctions are

w=a e e = e B e ]
w=s[eble [l sl e e )

(B6)

(B5)

~.

The effective Hamiltonian is obtained by projecting
ky& ooy onto the zero mode basis:

Herr = ky&yho - (B7)
Here & , ,, . and fio x4 » are Pauli (identity) matrices de-
fined in the projected four-dimensional space. While p is
the same as the original Pauli matrix used in the Dirac
Hamiltonian, £, is a combination of £, o operators. The
projected symmetry operators for S, P and Cy, are

S:£;a

The gapless edge state is protected by S, P and Csy,.
There are eight terms that anti-commute with Heg and
hence would open full gaps: &, 110,2,y,2, & 0,2,y,-- Only
the first four terms are allowed by S = &,. Among these
four terms, only &, 119 is allowed by P = €. p, K. How-
ever, this term breaks the Co, = &, u,, symmetry. There-
fore, no gap term is allowed by the symmetries. Terms
like & p, that commute with the Hamiltonian will not
open up gaps, but shift the bands up and down relative
to one another and move the crossing locations.

We can diagonalize the edge Hamiltonian. Here we
choose the wavefunctions of the two right movers (¢}, = 1)

P = if;:uyKv Cox = 52/11: . (B8)

as 3 (ug +iug), 1 (us +ius), and the wavefunctions of
the two left movers (f; = —1) as 2 (ug —iug), L (ug —
iug). The annihilation operators of the two rlght movers
are given by

T el (e.0) (B9)
(B10)

o py)  (BID

amy—d g i@y)  (B12)



Here the subscripts 7, [, o, s in the operator ¢, ; s Tep-
resent the valley, Moiré valley, sublattice, and spin, re-
spectively. The spin of the operator v is chosen to be
in the same direction as the annihilation operators ¢ and
opposite to the creation operators ¢ that compose 1.
The four edge states in the other valley sector can be ob-
tained by acting spin rotation (or time-reversal) on the
above four states:

(e=1,2, n=R,L)

(B13)
with —i8, being the m-rotation of spin along the y-
direction. Therefore, we have in total four right movers
and four left movers on the edge perpendicular to z-
direction. Each of the eight modes is a complex fermion,
not a Majorana as we are working in the non-redundant
basis.

l/}a,n,i = 7i§ywa,n7T(7i§y)T’

2. Edge states in domain walls in other directions

We consider a A domain wall rotated (anticlockwise)
by an angle 6 from the edge perpendicular to the x direc-
tion. We define k; = k; cos + k, sin 6, k| = —k, sinf +
kycos®, x; = xzcost + ysind, r| = —wsinb + ycosb.
Then the 2D Dirac Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

HY) = k1 &.p1060 + ky&.po6? + A(rL)Eupoo0, (B14)
where A(r)) = —Agsgn(r,), &;2 = e*i%UZJI,yei%"?
The basis of the low-energy states along this rotated
edge is ul) = e~i%omy, (n = 1,2,3,4) with wu, de-
fined in Eq. (B6) such that the effective edge Hamilto-
nian and the S, P symmetries take the same form as
Egs. (B7) and (B8). The S and P symmetric gap term
! wo is forbidden by Co, for 8 = 0, as under Co, =
Eobas Mi(y)&apo — —Mi(=y)&po, forcing Mi(y) =
—M;(y). With translation symmetry this forces M7 = 0.
This term is also forbidden for § = n2% (n=1---5) due
to the Cs, symmetry. However, for generic 8, no crys-
talline symmetry can forbid this gap term. For 0 = J
(n%7r + %), the edge has the Cy,T' = Cy, - Co. T symme-
try (C§,Co,TCy."). The symmetries obey

[S,P] =0, {P,CyT}=0, {S,CyT}=0. (B15)

However, the Cy,T symmetry cannot protect the edge
states. To be specific, for § = 7, we find the projected
C,T operator as &, j1, K. (This is derived from the Pauli
matrix form of CoyT = Cyy-Co,T = i K, which project-
ing into the low-energy basis gives &, 11, K.) The gap term
&, is allowed by the S, P, Co, T symmetries. Therefore,
the edge state for generic 6 #£ n%” is unstable.

As shown in Appendix C, for the particular Hamilto-
nian of TBG and pairings that obey A(r, ) = —A(—r_),
the system has an accidental inversion-like unitary
particle-hole symmetry if the domain wall passes through
a Co, center of the Moiré unit cell. This accidental sym-
metry, when present, will protect the gapless edge state

19

in any direction. As detailed in Appendix C, additional
terms are added in the numerical calculation to remove
this accidental symmetry.

3. Corner states and the higher-order topology

To conveniently see the corner states, let us break the
translation symmetry along y but preserve Cy, symme-
try on the edge perpendicular to x. In practice, the
translation breaking can be realized by a corner geom-
etry (Fig. 7) or a circular geometry (Fig. 2b and Fig. 8).
As discussed in Appendix B 1, for the edge Hamiltonian
Eq. (BT7), the only S and P allowed gap term M; (y)&. o
is forbidden by Cb, if the translation symmetry is as-
sumed, which enforces Mj(y) to be a y-independent con-
stant. Since now the translation symmetry is broken, a
y-dependent M (y) is allowed and M;(y) must be odd in
y due to {Cay, &L 10} = 0. The edge Hamiltonian now
reads

H = (—idy)&, po + Mi(y)E, po- (B16)
Now we show that the oddness of M (y) gives rise two
zero modes per valley, or four total. This is expected
from general arguments: a helical one-dimensional Dirac
mode with a domain wall will bind a fermionic zero mode;
four copies will bind four. Without loss of generality, we
assume M (00) = —M;(—o0) > 0, taking ansatz
B(y) ox e Mo dy' My, (B17)
with A > 0 and v being a four-component vector, we have
the eigenequation
(A — &L po)v = 0. (B18)
There are two solutions for A = 1, and the corresponding
wavefunctions are
v; = (1,0,0,0)7,

vy = (0,1,0,0)T . (B19)

The projected symmetry operators in this 2D space are

S =1, P =iuy K, Coy = pily (B20)
with g , being the Pauli matrices in the 2D space. One
can see that the two zero modes have the same chiral
eigenvalue. Due to the fact P is local in real space, anti-
unitary, and squares to —1, Kramers theorem guarantees
that the two zero modes must locate at the same position.
We call the two zero modes a zero mode doublet. Thus
the two zero modes per valley are stable against any local
perturbation that respects the chiral symmetry. Accord-
ing to the wavefunctions Eqs. (B6) and (B19), we can
write the annihilation operators of the two zero modes
as



1 _ _ Y ’ 7 . .
®1p = W/dffdl/ e B0l =S WM (o) L g v(@y) + eqqpa(@y) —icl _ 4 (y) —icl _ g (2,9)),
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(B21)

1 Z Azl — [ dy / . .
Do = \/—N/dwdy e~ Bolel=[§ dy' Mi(y )(c+,,7A7T(:r,y) +cr_palz,y) — ch_7+7A7¢(m7y) — zc’L_7+7B,¢(x,y)), (B22)

where 7, [, «, s in the operator ¢, ; o,s Tepresent the valley,
Moiré valley, sublattice, and spin, respectively, and N is
a normalized constant. The two corner states in the other
valley sector can be obtained by acting spin rotation (or
time-reversal) on the above two states:

By = —i8yPay(—id,), (a=1,2),  (B23)
with —i8, being the m-rotation of spin along the y-
direction. Therefore, we have in total four complex
fermion zero modes (or eight Majorana zero modes) at
this corner.

Now we consider a circular geometry of the phase do-
main wall shown in Fig. 2b and Fig. 8. The above cal-
culation applies to the corner at y = 0. Due to the Cs,
and C5,T symmetry, the system must have zero mode
doublets at other five positions, which are rotated (an-
ticlockwisely) from the corner in the z-direction by the
angles § = n2* (n = 1---5). Since [C3.,5] = 0 and
{C5.T, S} = 0, the zero mode doublets at 6 = 0, 2%, — 2
have the chiral eigenvalue +1; whereas zero mode dou-
blets at 6 = %, 7, —% have the chiral eigenvalue —1.

We emphasize that the higher-order topology is pro-
tected by C5,T, P, S. The presence of Cs, and C3, only
pins the corner states at the specific positions (6§ = n%’r,
n=0---5). We can consider breaking Cs, to create (an-
nihilate) a pair of zero mode doublets (in each valley)
with opposite chiral eigenvalues at the angle 6. Then
due to the Co,T symmetry, we must create (annihilate)
another pair of zero mode doublets (in each valley) at
the angle § + 7. Hence we can change the number of zero
mode doublets by 4. Starting with 6 zero mode doublets,
such Cy,T-symmetric process may change the number of
zero mode doublets to 4n + 2 (n € N). Therefore, one
cannot remove all the zero modes in our system without
breaking C5,T. This is another proof that our system is
always higher-order topological.

4. Robustness of the corner states against
P-breaking

Recall that the P symmetry is an approximate, al-
though very good, symmetry of the TBG Hamiltonian.
In practice, it is weakly broken by the small 8 dependence
of the two Dirac Hamiltonians from the two graphene lay-
ers [1]. In the BAG formalism, the P symmetry can also
be broken by finite chemical potential. In this section we
study the robustness of the zero modes when P is per-
turbatively broken. As shown in Appendix B 3, the two

(

zero modes (in each valley) at a corner have the same
chiral eigenvalue. Hence they must be stable against
any perturbation that respects the chiral symmetry. To
see this, assume the states 1)1 2 are at nonzero energy
le = E¢17Hw2 = —E¢2 Since {S, H} = O, we have
S = 19 and S = 11 up to a phase factor that can be
gauged away. This means that the combinations 1 4 19
are eigenvectors of S with eigenvalue +1, which do not
have the same chiral eigenvalue. Thus if two states have
the same chiral eigenvalue, they cannot tunnel into one
another.

We also find that the P-breaking term will not destroy
the two zero modes, but only split them in real space. To
be specific, we consider a corner geometry described by
the edge Hamiltonian Eq. (B7) plus a translation break-
ing term M (y)&,po. There are two terms, i.e., & py,
& 1., that break P and preserve S and Cy,. (The sym-
metry operators are given in Eq. (B8).) Since the two
terms are related by a gauge transformation that maps
ty to p, and leaves the edge Hamiltonian Eq. (B7) and
M (y)&L 110 unchanged, we only need to calculate one of
them. Thus we assume the Hamiltonian as

H = —i0y&, po + Mi(y)&op0 + Ma(y)sppz,  (B24)

where M (y) is odd in y (and yields the 2 corner modes
per valley) and Ms(y) is even in y. Without loss of gener-
ality, we assume M;(y) = mq tanh(y) and M3(y) = mo.
For mo < myq, the gap term M (y)&, o + Ma(y)ELp. has
zero eigenvalues at yy = itanh_f%. Therefore, the
two zero modes per valley are split in space to the posi-
tions y+. We can see that, when my — m; — 0T, which
means strong P breaking, the two zero modes are sent
to £o0o. As discussed in the main text, for a circular do-
main wall, under a strong P breaking, two zero modes
with opposite chiral eigenvalues from two nearby corners
will meet and annihilate each other.

5. Zero modes in the Abrikosov vortex

The two zero modes per valley also appear in the cen-
ter of a vortex of the superconductor order parameter.
We introduce the polar coordinate system x = rcosf,
y = rsinf and assume the pairing term as A(z,y) =
e~ A(r). Substituting this pairing term into the Dirac
Hamiltonian (Eq. (B1)), we can write the BAG Hamilto-
nian (in valley n = +) as

HO=) = &, po(kpos + kyoy)



+ A(r)(cos 0, + sin 0&, ) 1o oo. (B25)

The new term A(r) sin 6, even choosing r at a Cs, cen-
ter, violates the symmetries S, P defined in Eq. (B3),
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with the A(r) sin 6, operator, the combined symmetries,
CL.TS,SP are preserved.

To solve the Hamiltonian, we switch to polar coordi-
nates

while A(r)cosf¢, violates C2,T (which rotates ¢ — 0, = cos 9, + sin 69, (B26)
0+ 7T). 1
It will be convenient for us to define the operator ;89 = —sinb, + cos 69, (B27)
Cy. T = £.Co.T; this operator fails to commute with B (N
A(r)sing¢, instead of the ¢, term. Since now all O +i0y = e (8T+;89)' (B28)
three of these symmetries C4, T, S, P all fail to commute
J
0 —ie" (0, — L0p)po e A(r)uo 0
i0 i —if
(n=+) _ | —€"(9r + 200) 10 0 0 e A(r)po
* e A(r)po 0 0 i@, — Loy |© (B
0 e A(r)po e’ (0, + ~0p) 1o 0

where gy is the two-by-two identity in the Moiré
valley index. Here we have ordered the basis as
Un=tl=+,0=A,1s Vi,— At Vi 1,81 Vi - B1y Vi t,A
Yy Al V44,81, Y+,—.B, . We take the ansatz of the
zero modes as

o) = ﬁ[gmr),gz(r),gs<r>,g4<r>]T ©v  (B30)

where v is a two-component vector, 9172,3’4(r) are func-
tions of r to be determined and A is a normalization
factor. For either v = (1,0)” or v = (0,1)7, we find that
the zero mode satisfies g1 = g4 = 0 and
— 10,92 + A(r)gs = 0, A(r)g2 +1i0,.g3 = 0. (B31)
Combining the two equations, we obtain the equations
1
A —0Op(——=0 =0
()2 =0, (5r70v82) =0

and the solution

1

g3 = marfh(r) (B32)

dr'A(r), g3(r) = —iga(r). (B33)
A vortex of opposite vorticity A(r) = e A(r) will instead
have g2, 93 = 0 and g1, g4 nonzero.

The combined symmetries, C},T'S = £,0, K and SP =
—&,1y05 K are sufficient to protect the two (fermionic)
Abrikosov modes per valley and pin them to 0 energy.
To see this, SP acts as a time-reversal symmetry and
squares to —1, guaranteeing Kramers’ degeneracy, while
C}, TS acts as particle-hole and squares to +1, forcing
zero modes remain at 0 energy, so long as the vortex is
located at a C5,-symmetric point.

ga(r) = e~ Io

Appendix C: Numerical verification of the boundary
states of TBG-TSC

To study the edge states or corner states located
around the domain walls in the TBG, we bring Eq. (A26)

(

and Eq. (A40) into the real-space form under the basis
CARRES Ci,l',—,B,UT’

—i0, - 0
HH»,O)(I-) — ’UFkDgz < ! 0 7 —10p - 0'> (Cl)

+&- <TT(Er) Tér) >

HED (x) = A, (C2)

where T'(r) = 23:1 e~ TTI and o, €, and the explic-
itly written 2 x 2 matrices denote sublattice, particle-hole,
and the layer degrees of freedom, respectively. The con-
tinuous position r is the coarse-grained graphene lattice.
In the following subsections, we will consider different
geometries of dividing the material into pairing domains
with positive and negative A(r), and discuss whether the
edge states or corner states would appear.

1. Edge states

To solve edge states in the direction perpendicular to
x (y), we take the periodic boundary condition in the
x (y) direction with x (y) ranging from —L/2 to L/2.
Then we assign positive and negative A(x) for |z| < L/4
(lyl < L/4) and |z| > L/4 (Jy| > L/4), respectively,
as shown in Fig. 6(b)(c). Two domain walls that bind
zero modes are formed at © = +L/4 (y = £L/4). Using
periodic boundary condition greatly simplifies the calcu-
lation as the basis states are plane waves. The matrix ele-
ments of the real-space Hamiltonian H(r) are calculated
with respect to plane waves |k, G,i), where k indexes
the Moiré Brillouin zone momentum, G the element of
the Q lattice, and i the remaining indices of the TBG
Hamiltonian, which are sublattice, valley, Moiré valley,
and particle-hole. The Hamiltonian matrix

(k,G,i|H(r)k,G' i) (C3)



is then numerically diagonalized.

Using plane waves as the basis of Eq. (C1), we obtain
the edge bands in the z direction (i.e. when the pairing
domain walls are set perpendicular to the z direction)
at three twist angles § = 1.05°, 1.2°, 1.4°, as shown in
Fig. 6(d)-(f), as well as the edge bands in the y direction,
as shown in Fig. 6(p)-(r). It is seen that, gapless edge
states not only appear in the x direction, as analyzed
in the main text, but also appear accidentally in the y
direction, where no known symmetry could protect such
gapless modes.

The origin of the accidental edge states in the y di-
rection may be ascribed to an additional emergent sym-
metry on the domain wall, which we would denote by
P, = ¢, P, where P = dq,—q/{qQoo&- is the unitary sym-
metry defined in Appendix A that anti-commutes with
the bulk Hamiltonian,

PHHO(r)p~t =
PHED ()P~ =

—HEO () (C4)
—HY (—r) (C5)

where HD(r) = & H™)(r) is the free part, and
HOD (r) = A€, is a uniform spin-singlet pairing poten-
tial. However, at the domain wall, A(r) no longer stays
constant, but has opposite signs at the two sides, i.e.,
A(r) = —A(-r). (Here r = 0 corresponds to a point at
the domain wall.) Therefore, P is broken by # (-1 (r) by
the domain wall. However, both (9 (r) and H (1 (r)
anti-commute with P» instead. In real space, P» is P,
which inverts position r — —r and switches layer, com-
bined with £,, which introduces a relative sign of the
transformation depending on whether the operator be-
ing transformed is a particle or a hole.

Within the Dirac theory of the edge states, we can
show that this emergent symmetry P, can indeed pro-
tect edge states in any arbitrary direction. As has been
presented in Appendix B 1, one can show that Py = i&{ 1,
on the edge by definition, and that PQHeH(ky)PQ =
—Hem(—ky). Therefore, the only gap term allowed by
both S and P, & po, would not obey Ps, in the sense that
{P3, &, 1o} # 0, thus not permitted. Therefore, although
Cy; is absent in an arbitrary direction, the emergent P»
would still rule out other possible gap terms.

Enlightened by this, we tried several methods to break
the P, symmetry in order to gap the edge states in the y
direction. One natural way is to tune the relative magni-
tude between the negative and the positive domains, so
that

A(I‘) = Ao,
A(r) = —sAo,

for the positive domains (C6)

for the negative domains (C7)

The numerical results are shown in Fig. 6(g)-(i)(s)-(u).
Only at 8 = 1.2°, the edge state in the y direction has
a non-negligible gap. However, the edge states in the
y direction at § = 1.05°,1.4° are still almost gapless,
meaning our perturbation does not do a very good job
of breaking the accidental symmetry. Another term that
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breaks P, is given by

000

H2) =f(r)5z( " 00) (C8)

where f(r) is odd on the domain wall,

f(x)=+8, if A(r) >0 (C9)
f(x)=-8, if A(r) <0 (C10)

With different magitude of 5, we plot the edge bands in
Fig. 6(j)-(0)(v)-(aa). A significant gap in the y direction
is opened and the gap increases with 3, while the zero
modes in the x direction, as expected, are stable against
this perturbation. Note that the low-lying states are al-
ways gapped from the bulk; this is expected as the zero
modes are pointlike: instead of giving a continuous set of
energies like an edge, the energies from the zero modes
are discrete.

2. Corner states

Now that the accidental edge states are gapped out,
we can numerically investigate the evolution of the
symmetry-protected corner modes when the chemical po-
tential is tuned to finite values. The largest gap in the y-
direction appears at § = 1.40° with 8 = 40meV (Fig. 6).
We hence choose § = 1.4°, § = 40meV in the following
numerical calculations to demonstrate the existence of
the corner states. Two different pairing domain geome-
tries are devised. One is the rhombic domains as shown
in Fig. 7(a), chosen to break the C5, symmetry, and the
other is the circular domains as shown in Fig. 8(a).

In the first geometry, when p = 0, as illustrated in
Fig. 7(b), there are 4 zero modes that are well separated
from other states in the spectrum, and their total spatial
densities are localized at the two Cs,-invariant corners,
which shows perfect accordance with the theoretical pre-
diction in the main text. As u is tuned up, as illustrated
in Fig. 7(c), the zero modes slightly “diffuse” along the
edges, but are still well separated from other states in en-
ergy. At some critical value (Fig. 7(d)), the bulk states
collapse onto the zero modes in the spectrum, and for
chemical potential beyond the critical value, zero modes
disappear, and the spatial densities of the 4 lowest states
start to spread into the bulk (Fig. 7(e)). The reason the
zero modes spread, and not move, is due to the straight
edges of the rhombic geometry.

To see how zero modes from different C3, corners
evolve with chemical potential and annihilate each other,
a second geometry is investigated, as shown in Fig. 8(a).
When p = 0 (Fig. 8(b)), there are 12 zero modes per
valley well separated from other states in the spectrum,
which corresponds to 3 copies of the states in the rhombic
geometry, and their spatial distributions are localized at
the two Cy,-invariant corners and four other equivalent
corners related by Cs.. As p is tuned up (Fig. 8(c)),
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states in the x and y directions, respectively. The dashed squares denotes supercells in these geometries, and the specific sizes
used in the numerics are indicated. The orange (blue) regions denote domains with A(r) = Ag > 0 (A(r) = —sAg < 0).
Domain walls that bind zero modes are formed at the boundaries between positive and negative pairings. s > 0 controls
the relative magnitude of the pairing potential between the positive and negative regions, and is designed to break accidental
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w1 = 110meV, wo = 0.8w1, vrp = 5.944eV - A, and |Ap| = 20meV.

while their energies are still pinned close to zero and sep-
arated from other states, they start moving towards their
adjacent corners. At some critical value, states from ad-
jacent corners meet (Fig. 8(d)), and correspondingly,
the gap between the zero modes and other states van-
ish (<1meV). For chemical potential beyond this critical
value (Fig. 8(e)), zero modes from adjacent corners gap
each other out.

The numerical results are highly consistent with the
theoretical predictions presented in the main text.

Appendix D: Other pairing symmetries

In Appendices A to C we have analytically and numer-
ically shown that the TBG Hamiltonian with a uniform
spin-singlet pairing is a topological superconductor guar-
anteed by the C5,T and P symmetries. Now we show
that the superconducting phase with the B; triplet pair-
ing (defined in the next paragraph) is also topological
and has the similar edge and corner states as the uni-

form spin-singlet pairing.

Only four intervalley terms open full gaps in the
Bogoliubov bands: A; (spin-singlet), Ay (spin-singlet),
B (spin-triplet), B2 (spin-triplet) [164]. Aj, As and
Bi, By are even and odd under the Cs, operation, re-
spectively. And, A, By and As, By are even and odd
under the C5, operation, respectively. The four terms
are invariant under the other crystalline symmetry op-
erations. We find that the A; and B; pairings are
topological whereas the Ay and By pairings are trivial.
In fact, the B; pairing is very similar to the uniform
spin-singlet (A4;) pairing: their BAG Hamiltonians in a
single valley are the same, but the sign of the pairing
switches for the opposite valley. Explicitly, the pair-
ing forms read &,Touo00,ExT 200, ExT2 000, ExTo 200,
for the Ay, Ao, By, By pairings, respectively.
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1. The A; singlet pairing

In this subsection we show the triviality of the A5 pair-
ing. We assume the valley-U(1) symmetry and use the
same BdG basis (Eq. (B2)) as in the Dirac theory of
the A; pairing. As discussed in the main text and in
Appendix A 3, due to the time-reversal and spin-SU(2)
symmetries, the Dirac theory of any spin-singlet pairing
takes the form

H= k‘x&sz,u'OUx + kyszO,UOUy + €$ oy A, (Dl)

with A being an eight by eight Hermitian matrix, built
of 7,u,0 operators. Here 7, u, o are Pauli (identity)
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matrices for the valley, Moiré valley, and sublattice de-
grees of freedoms, respectively. For A;, the pairing ma-
trix A = mopooo = I. Anti-commutation with &, forces
the pairing term to &, ® A.

Due to the valley-U(1) symmetry, A is diagonal in the
valley index, as Eq. A21 combines creation operators of
one valley with annihilation operators of the other. The
symmetry operators in the BdG formalism are given in
Eq. (B3). Among these symmetries, S and P are con-
straints respectively given by the spinful time-reversal
symmetry and the charge conjugation P. (Eq. (A32)),
and Cs,, Co, T, Co,T are crystalline symmetries. For
simplicity, we only consider the pairings that are diago-
nal in the Moiré valley index py, i.e., pairings preserving
the Moiré translation symmetry. The A, pairing is in-
variant under Cs,, Cs,, C5,T and is odd under Cs,. For
the pairing to be invariant (with eigenvalue 1) under Cs,
(eiz‘T"TZ“‘J"Z), A must be proportional to oq or o,; For it to
be odd under Cs,, (Topz0,), A can be chosen as 19,00
or Ty .po0,; For it to be invariant under Co, (Tpz04),
only 7, 1,00 remains. The term 7, .00 also preserves the
Co. T (1op00,K) symmetry. This form of the A5 pairing
is also given in Table IT of Ref. [164]. Therefore, the BAG
Hamiltonian on the basis Eq. (B2) reads

H= k/’zngzMOUz + kyngONOUy + Aoga:Tz,U/zUO- (D2)
The Cs, and P (given by the charge conjugation P,
Eq. (A32)) are broken by the Ay pairing. Nevertheless,
there exists a projective Cy, and a projective P
(D3)

Cé:p = ngOMa;O'wa P = Z.£O7-0/Jyo'm1( y

which correspond to Cy, followed by a charge-U(1) rota-
tion and P, followed by a charge-U(1) rotation, respec-
tively [165]. We will show these projective symmetries
do not protect topology.

Under a charge rotation ¢ — eV¢,cf — e ¢, ¢ —
eé=1), as 1 consists of both creation and annihilation
operators. The charge rotation implemented is v = 7/2,
with additional factors of ¢ placed to preserve the algebra
of the operators C%, and P’. Following the calculation
in Appendix B 1, we solve for the effective edge theory
(in valley n = +) in the z direction. First take ansatz
or, (x) o eFvv=Alzly(k, ) and solve the Hamiltonian with
domain wall in A = —Agsgn(z) for ky, =0, Ag > 0:

H= _iawEZTZMOU(E + AOSgH(JU)fszMzUo (D4)
iAsgn ()T oo u — Aosgn ()&, 7o pz00u =0 (D5)
Au = Ao&yp0u. (D6)

These equations have solutions when A = Ag, &y p.0, =
1. Notice that the valley operator 7 drops out of the
solution, allowing us to focus on a single sector 7, = +1:

m=sliolof e[ emsl]e b o [A]
wea[Helfe [ =2 [ e fle ]

(D7)



We find
H = ky&u- (D8)
with the projected symmetries on edge
S=¢&, P =—-ifu.K, Co =&y (DY)

The gap term f?’!,uy is allowed by the symmetries and
hence there is no protected edge state. On the edge in the
y direction, we can obtain the same effective Hamiltonian
with the projected symmetries

S=¢,

The action of the symmetries on the edge in the y di-
rection is found by rotating the wavefunctions u, =
e"%%q,;. The prefactor e *5%: commutes with both
S,P’, so no change occurs to those symmetries, but Co, T
is modified. The gap term &, is allowed by the sym-
metries and hence there is no protected edge state. For
edges in generic directions the only symmetries on the
edge are S and P’, which, as shown in the z and y di-
rections, cannot forbid gap terms. Therefore, there is no
gapless edge in any direction.

There is also no corner state. Unlike the A; pairing,
where [S,P] = 0, for the Ay pairing we have {S, P’} =
0. Thus, even there existed zero energy doublet at a
corner, the two states in the doublet must have opposite
chiral eigenvalues and hence could be gapped out. To
be specific, we can choose the S and P’ operators in the
doublet space as o, and ioy K, respectively. Then both
o, and oy gap terms are allowed to appear.

From the absence of gapless boundary mode, we con-
clude the triviality of the A, pairing phase.

P =il u. K, C5,Co.T = E&u. K. (D10)

2. The B; and Bs; spin triplet pairings

We assume the valley-U(1) symmetry and the spin-
ful time-reversal symmetry in the triplet pairing. The
triplet pairing must break the spin-SU(2) symmetry, as
the S, = £1,0 sectors will rotate into each other. For
example, rotating spins by S, will introduce phases into
the S, = +£1 sectors. Here we assume a spin-U(1) re-
mains. Without loss of generality, we assume the ro-
tation axis of the spin-U(1) in the z direction. Due to
the valley-U(1) and spin-U(1), the operator cL,n,l,a,T can
only couple to Clr—k,—n,l,oc,i in the pairing (we are focusing
on the S, = 0 sector of the triplet pairing). Hence we
can still use the BAG basis Eq. (B2) for the triplet pair-
ings. Due to the spinful time-reversal symmetry, the BAG
Hamiltonian still has the chiral symmetry {£,, ("} =0
(Eq. (A31)). We can write the Dirac BAG Hamiltonian
as

H =k &Tapio0s + ky&atopooy + & @ A, (D11)

with the symmetry operators given in Eq. (B3). Due
to the valley-U(1), A must be proportional to 7p .. For
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simplicity, we only consider A’s that are diagonal in the
Moiré valley index, i.e., pairings that preserve the Moiré
translation symmetry. Since the triplet pairing is even
under the spinful time-reversal (i3,T) and odd under the
18, spin-rotation, the triplet pairing must be odd under
the spinless time-reversal symmetry 7" = 7,u, K. Thus
the options for A include: 7,000,z 2, T=p20y, Tol200,2,2
ToMOOy -

We now determine the forms of the By and By palrlngs
For the pairing to be invariant under C3, = €* = SEELETVAN
must be proportional to g or o, hence only 7, 1190y ., and
Tolz00,, are valid. Because the B; and By by definition
are odd under C5, and they are also odd under the spin-
less time-reversal (T') as discussed in the last paragraph,
they must be even under Cs,T. For it to be invariant
under Co,T = 0,K, only 1,000 and mou, 00 are valid.
Ty iooo and Tou,0¢ are even and odd under Cs, = 0y,
thus they form the B; and Bs representations, respec-
tively. These forms of By and By pairings are also given
in Table VI of Ref. [164]. The BAG Hamiltonian of the
B; pairing and the symmetries are given by

H= szszMOUm + kyngONOUy + AongzMOUOa <D12)
and Eq. (B3), respectively. Since the Hamiltonian and
symmetries in the 7 = +1 block are the same as those
of the Ay pairing (Egs. (B1) and (B3)), the By pairing
must have the same topology and the same boundary
states as the A; pairing. An identical argument holds in
the opposite n = —1 valley.

The BdG Hamiltonian of the By pairing is

H= kwngz/f('Oo-x + kyszO/J’OO-y + A0£w7—0/-//zo-0- (DIS)

It breaks the single valley symmetries Co, = p,0, and
P = &1y 0, K. Nevertheless, there exists a projective
C5: and a projective P

Oé.l, = & Top2 0z, P = ioTopyou K, (D14)
which correspond to Ca, and P, (Eq. (A32)) followed by
a charge-U(1) rotation ¢ — ic, respectively. The Hamil-
tonian and symmetries in the n = +1 block are the same
those of the A, pairing (Appendix D 1), thus the By pair-
ing must have the same topology as the A pairing, which
is trivial.

In the above we have shown that the Dirac BdG Hamil-
tonians of the By and By pairings are the same as the
Dirac BdG Hamiltonians of A; and A, pairings respec-
tively, up to a sign depending on the valley (which will
not affect the physics of TBG because the valleys are in-
dependent). In fact, this correspondence between singlet
pairing and triplet pairing is in general true if the TBG
Hamiltonian has two independent spin-SU(2) symmetries
in the two valleys, which is usually assumed in theoreti-
cal works on TBG. Suppose we have a singlet (1] — |1)
pairing
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where A is Hermitian due to spinful time-reversal
symmetry (im,,8,K) and satisfies Al(jg;l,,@(k) =

A(—_l’n,}B;—l,a(_k) due to the i3, spin-rotation. The pairing
must be degenerate under any charge and spin rotations
in the two valleys separately. We apply charge-spin rota-
tion e?T(%0=%:) in the valley 7 = + and ¢?Z (0+5:) in the
valley 7 = — and obtain

Z Z Z nAl(,nO?;l',ﬁ(k)cfc’n’l’a’j*cik’_n’_l/7B7J'. (D].G)
k

n Wap

The rotated pairing becomes triplet (1 + 1) since it is
odd under ¢5,. Therefore, the triplet pairings and singlet
pairings are related by a unitary transformation. The
BdG Hamiltonian in the valley n = + is invariant under
this transformation. Thus the single-valley symmetries
and topologies of the singlet pairing and the correspond-
ing rotated triplet pairing must be the same.

Appendix E: Valley-U(1) breaking on a hard edge

In this section we discuss the valley-U(1) symmetry,
and how in a system of TBG with no pairing either the
valley symmetry or the anti-unitary particle-hole P must
be strongly broken on the edge.

Consider a circular sample of TBG from radius 0 <
r < a. The Hamiltonian per spin sector without pairing
reads

H = kyTop1005 + kyTopooy, (E1)
with the symmetries
Co.T =0,K, P=ripyo, K. (E2)

Outside the sample is a vacuum and is fully gapped. The
vacuum must respect Co,T" and we assume that the vac-
uum also respects P. Then there must be terms con-
sistent with the symmetries in Eq. (E2) to gap out the
Dirac terms outside the sample to properly model the
symmetry-preserving vacuum.

Working in graphene valley 7. = +1, we wish to gap
the spectrum by adding terms that anti-commute with
the Hamiltonian: p;o,. Terms that commute with H and
affect Moiré valley only, like pi, ., do not open up gaps;
they simply shift the Dirac crossing points away from
each other. Forcing consistency with P further restricts
the gap terms to the form

M1 (r)lu00'27 (ES)

which to be symmetric under Co,T forces M;(r) =
—M;(—r), with origin at r = 0. Adding this term will
gap out the Dirac cones, except along lines where M (r)
vanishes. By M;(r) = —M;(—r) and the intermediate
value theorem, there must be at least two lines extending
from the sample to infinity that are gapless, leading to a
contradiction. For a simple way to see the gapless lines,
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take r = ret?, and consider a circle of constant radius
so that r lies outside the sample of TBG. C5,T symme-
try forces My (rg,0) = —Mi(ro,0+ 7). If My(ro,00) > 0,
then M;(rg,0p + m) < 0, and there must be at least two
diametric points along the circle of constant radius rg
where M; vanishes. This argument holds for all ry out-
side the sample of TBG.

What this analysis implies is that outside the TBG
sample, in order to reproduce the fully gapped vacuum
that respects P we must involve terms that mix the val-
leys: e.g. Ma(r)mypiy .0, Alternatively, breaking P al-
lows the term Mjs(r)puyo,. Both Ms(r) and Ms(r) will
gap out the Dirac cone everywhere, because they are sym-
metric under Co.7T and is not required to vanish any-
where in the vacuum. This means that along the edge of
TBG, at those points where M (r) vanishes we must gap
out the system instead with My or M3, and will strongly
break either valley-U(1) or P.

Appendix F: Shiba States

We study the response of TBG-TSC to impurities.
Similar techniques involving Shiba states [166] have
been proposed to detect topological superconductivity
in 1D and topological insulators in higher dimensions
[102, 167], and even build topological phases [168]. These
works study the Green’s function of the Hamiltonian
and how it reacts to delta-function impurities. How-
ever, the Dirac version of our Hamiltonian has a problem:
it does not appropriately distinguish between the triv-
ial and topological phases on its own. The Dirac equa-
tion possess a symmetry A — —A, with A the mass,
while the two phases are meant to be distinct. The stan-
dard technique is to modify the Dirac Hamiltonian mass
(i.e. superconducting gap) to A — mk? for some mass
m (Eq. (A48)) [169]. This term is employed to prop-
erly calculate, for example, the Chern number for the
Dirac theory of topological insulators and superconduc-
tors: with m < 0 for A > 0, the system is trivial, and
with m > 0, the system is topological [169]. Notice that
the topological phase has a band inversion while the triv-
ial phase does not. In this Appendix, we calculate the
behavior of Shiba states for the Dirac Hamiltonian with
quadratic correction, and demonstrate a qualitative dif-
ference between the m < 0 and m > 0 phases.

For TBG-TSC, however, we argue that m < 0 and m >
0 do not correspond to the topological and trivial phases.
The distinction between topological and trivial phases
works for non-anomalous systems, like a Chern insulator
in two dimensions. In that situation m < 0 and m > 0
indeed do correspond to topological and trivial phases.
In TBG-TSC however, the single-valley Hamiltonian is
anomalous, analogous to the surface of a 3DTI. The two
distinct phases correspond to A > 0 and A < 0 (not
m), and even then are not topological/trivial themselves
but only have topological distinction when compared to
one another. Properly capturing the topological-trivial



distinction requires |[mA?| > A, with A being the UV
cutoff for k. In this limit the band inversion is present
and the Hamiltonian is well-defined even as k — oo.

The opposite limit, [mA?| < |Al, does not have a well-
defined large momentum limit. Only the difference be-
tween A < 0 and A > 0 has a well-defined topolog-
ical invariant. In this work we have assumed the sec-
ond limit because the nearly uniform spin-singlet pair-
ing (Appendix A 4) has no k-dependence or very weak
k-dependence (Eq. (A48)): A — mk? is close to being
uniform, so mk? < |A| for all k in the BZ. This means
that while Shiba states do distinguish between m < 0
and m > 0 phases (the former corresponding to singlet-
pairing TBG-TSC), it does not offer a distinguishing sig-
nature of TBG-TSC. Nevertheless, we examine the be-
havior of impurities in the TBG-TSC Hamiltonian for
different values of m.

1. Dirac Hamiltonian with quadratic correction

Given a superconducting Hamiltonian Hy and an im-
purity potential V§(r)X, for some matrix X with eigen-
values 1, zero modes can be found by solving the equa-
tion

(Ho(r) +Vé(r)X)y = EY, (F1)

Det[V~! -~ G(E,r =0)X] = 0. (F2)

where the Green’s function G has been integrated over
momentum to yield G(E,r = 0). A solution to Eq. (F2)
is indicative of Shiba states. If there is a solution for F

smaller than the gap, then there are in-gap states. Take
Hamiltonian

H(k) = gz(kszMOO'g; + k’yTo,an'y)
+ (A — mk?)&,Tom000, (F3)

which describes TBG-TSC.

For convenience we set 7, = p, = 1. The Green’s
function reads
G(E,k) = (E - H(k)) ™ (F4)

B+ & (kyop + kyoy) + (A — mk?)&, (F5)
N E? — k2 — k2 — (A — mk?)? ’

and the terms odd in k£ will vanish over the momentum
integral required to obtain G(E,r = 0) = [, G(E,k). To
prove that there are Shiba states, we follow the procedure
performed in Ref. 102.

In Ref. 102, the authors examine the Green’s function
at the edges of the positive and negative energy bands
and show they may diverge to £o00. In certain cases one
may prove the existence of Shiba states via the inter-
mediate value theorem: if the Green’s function diverges
to oo at the positive energy band edge and —oo at the
negative energy band edge, then for any nonzero impu-
rity strength V Eq. (F2) has at least one solution in the
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FIG. 9. Locations where we evaluate the Green’s function.
In (a), for m < 5%, the dispersion is parabolic. In (b), for
m < i7 the dispersion is a Mexican hat.

gap. We apply their method to the Dirac Hamiltonian
with quadratic correction. At the band edges, we ex-
pect van Hove singularities, though the exact location
and nature depends upon the relative strength of A, m.
As k2 + (A —mk?)? = A2+ (1—2mA)k? + m?k*, the na-
ture of the gap depends on the sign of 1 —2mA, where we
have set vp = 0. If m < i, then the dispersion about
k = 0 is still parabolic. If m > i, the dispersion at the
band edge is actually about k£ = k. and resembles the
Mexican hat potential, see Fig. 9 [170]. In this situation,
we actually expand around

A% + (1= 2mA)E* + m?k* = m?(k* — k2)2 + A",
(F6)
1
2 — —
k=55 (2mA—1) (F7)
1
A= —amA = 1. (F8)

2m

Notice that the only Pauli matrix that enters in final
equation for G is &,. This means while the impurity
potential X may be composed of Pauli matrices X =
&Tjproy, the term 7;upo; will not affect the integrals and
can be chosen to be +1. We thus only need to consider
the case with X = & and &, .. The Green’s function
has eigenvalues

[ 6E0 = nE)+ ne (F9)
Bl [ G(E. )] = () & 1 (B), (F10)
9= / % B2 - 2 —](EA —mk?)? (F11)
9= / %E2 - kQA_(TZk2 mk2)2’ (F12)

1

2. m < 3z, Parabolic Dispersion

As in Ref. 102, we calculate gg, g1 at the band edges. If
m < i (we have chosen A > 0), the bands are parabolic



and the band edges occur at £k = 0. We evaluate the
Green’s function at energy £ = A — de for the positive
energy band and F = —A + Je for the negative energy
band, de infinitesimal and positive. The integrals are

A
kdk +A F e
Jo = /0 21 —2Ade — (1 —2mA)k2 — m2k4 (F13)
A 2
kedk A —mk
- or . (F14
& /0 2 —2Ade — (1 — 2mA)k2 — m2k* ( )

The upper bound A is the UV cutoff, chosen to be much
smaller than |K| with K the Cj,-invariant K point in
the graphene Brillouin zone. We have thrown away &e?
terms, as they are small.

Separating the integrals into Rj, Ro, and capturing
leading divergences:

R _/Akdk 1
YT )y 21 —2A6e — (1 - 2mA)k2 — m2k?

_ 1 /0+ dxx
2n(1—2mA) Jo 2Ade + x2
1

~ —00. F1
In( = 2mA) og e — —00 (F15)
noe [ &
7 )y 2w —2A8e — (1 — 2mA)k2 — m2k?
= finite, < 0 (F16)
go = :tARl + (56R1, g1 = ARl — mRQ. (F17)

Ry is negative as A > 0, (1 — 2mA) > 0,m? > 0. We fi-
nally calculate the value of the eigenvalues of the Green’s
function at the band edges:

conductance band edge: (F18)
9o+ g1 ~ 2AR; — —o0
9o — g1 = mRy

valence band edge: (F19)

go+ g1 =—mRy
go — g1 ~ —2AR1 — 0

If m > 0, the intermediate value theorem guarantees so-
lutions to the Shiba state equation Eq. (F2) for arbitrary
impurity potential V. If m < 0, there is no guarantee,
consistent with topological/trivial phases of the Dirac
equation. Again, in order for m > 0 and m < 0 to corre-
spond to topological and trivial phases, we require that
|m|A% > |A|. Without this condition, the analysis of the
Shiba states still holds, but the two cases m > 0,m < 0
do not correspond to topological and trivial phases.

3. m Mexican Hat Dispersion

. L

2A°
We now consider the case m > 5. In this situa-
tion the gap resembles the Mexican hat potential illus-
trated in Fig. 9. We again expand about the conductance
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and valence band edges, using the formula for gg, g7 in
Eq. (F11), (F12), now located at energy +A’ and mo-
mentum k.:

A 1
kdk A’ F e
= — F2
Jo /0 2 —2A'de — m2(k? — k2)? (F20)
A 2
kdk A —mk
o= /0 2 —2A5e —m2(k2 — k2)% (F21)
with mk2 = A — ;5 A/ = /& — L. Define
A
kdk 1
= -— F22
B /0 2 —2A'6e — m2(k? — k2)? (F22)
/kc+6 @ 1 (F23)
koo 2m —2A'6e —m?2(k% — k2)?
10 1
~— - F24
27 /0 du2A’6e + m2u? (F24)
1
x — %(2&56)—1/2 — —o0. (F25)
The integrals become
go = (XA" F de) R, (F26)
1
~ :t%\/élmA —1R;. (F27)
/kc+€ @ A — mk2
P oo 2w —286e — m2 (k2 — k2)?
T Jpe 2w —2076e — m2(k% — k2)?
1

As A —mk? =2 A" = L \/AmA — 1. We thus have

2m? 2m

conductance band edge: (F30)
g0t 91~ (5 [VAMA ~T+1)Rs  —00  (F31)
do— g1~ G [VIE T - Ry + —0c (F32)
valence band edge: (F33)
go+ g1~ (%[—\/4mA—1+1])R3 — 00 (F34)
B0 g1~ (o [ VERE—T- )R > %, (F35)

asm>i7 VvAmA —1 > 1.

4. Shiba States

We are now in a position to argue the existence /nonex-
istence of zero modes. For impurity potential VX =
V&oTipjon, for arbitrary i, j, k, the impurity violates chi-
ral symmetry S and corresponds to a time-reversal break-
ing perturbation. In both scenarios of mA > 0 (either
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Quantity Positive energy band edge | Negative energy band edge |Band center
Parabolic dispersion, m < 0
go + g1 —00 —mRz <0 —
go — g1 mR2 >0 00 —
5t — ot oo o o
Parabolic dispersion, 0 < m < i
go + g1 —0o0 —mRy >0 _
go — g1 mRz <0 00 -
9 — 9t 00 00 —00
Mexican hat, m > i
go + g1 —00 0 —
go — g1 —o0 oo —
96 — gt 00 00 —00

TABLE II. Eigenvalues/determinant of the Green’s function evaluated at the band edges and band center E = 0. Horizontal

lines indicate that the value of said quantity is unknown, but unnecessary for general arguments.

in the parabolic or Mexican hat dispersion) the eigenval-
ues of the Green’s function both go through 0 somewhere
inside the gap. Contrast this to mA < 0, which never
reaches 0 inside the gap. Eq. (F2) may still have solu-
tions. However, similar to Ref. 102, increasing V' arbitar-
ily high will drive the Shiba states into the bulk modes.
For the case with mA > 0, however, regardless of how
strongly we increase V' since G has a zero there is always
a solution. This is a qualitative difference between the
two cases.

For impurities X = &,7;1;0k, however, the situation
greatly changes. We are required to solve the equation
(taking myp o, = +1)

Det[V ™! — Go(E,r = 0)¢,] =0, (F36)

and Go(E,r = 0)&, is not Hermitian! Its eigenvalues are
no longer real, and we are not guaranteed solutions even
if G crosses 0.

Solving Eq. (F36) yields

(F37)

with go, g1 defined as before in Eq. (F11), (F12). To find
zero modes, observe that at £ = 0 go = 0 (trivially by
Eq. (F11)), so the quantity g2 — g7 is negative at the
band center E = 0. In the case mA < 0, g2 — ¢? =
(90+91)(go—g1) diverges to —oo in both conductance and
valence edges. In fact it is negative throughout the gap,
and thus there are no solutions. In the case mA > 0, g2 —
93 = (go+91)(go—g1) diverges to oo in both conductance
and valence edges. Thus two in-gap modes are found, at
+E’ for some E’, again regardless of impurity strength.
The quantity g2 — g7 is easily calculated by multiplying
together the eigenvalues (go + g1), (g0 — ¢1), calculated
for the parabolic and Mexican hat dispersions. We have
collected these results in Table II.

V72 = gg - g%a

5. Multiple Valleys

We have demonstrated that zero modes exist for arbi-
trary impurity strengths for mA > 0, while for mA < 0

Shiba states will either not exist or can be pushed into the
bulk with decreasing impurity strength. As calculated
in App. A4, in TBG-TSC with nearly uniform pairing
we have mA < 0, where the on-site pairing strength is
much greater than the NNN pairing strength, Ay > As.
However, in TBG-TSC the observation of Shiba states is
complicated by the presence of multiple valleys and zero
modes. A delta-function impurity itself will break valley-
U(1) symmetry, allowing for the zero modes of different
valleys to hybridize.
Take the real-space perturbation

t
MY D OR0CK 10 sCRLas (F38)
a,l,s REL
__m 3 o~ i(Ki+k—Q) ta
NMNO ’ ! ’
a,ls,mn’ kk,Q,Q
i(n'K;+k'—Q) to .t
Xez(ﬁ 1 Q") 0ck’Q,n,a,Sck/7Ql’n,’a7S' (F?)g)

We see that this perturbation mixes the valleys, and thus
require that the perturbation not be a delta-function im-
purity, but ramp up gradually over the length scale of the
graphene lattice (but quickly on the scale of the Moiré
lattice).

Appendix G: Bosonization

We examine the fate of the gapless edge modes along
the z-direction (Section B 1 in the presence of strong in-
teractions. We begin with an edge perpendicular to the
x-axis. As the dispersion is linear in free fermions and
the edge is one-dimensional, interactions can be captured
via bosonization. Under the symmetries of TBG-TSC,
the fermionic movers listed in Eqgs. (B9)-(B12) transform
as

U(l)valley t Yans — eivl/}ans (

U(l)spin : wans — eiswz/)ans (
T : Yans — istl . (G3

(

7’§y : ’(/Joms — Swanfs



C’29: : wans — wafns

Pe t hans — ianpl

with a =1,2,n = R, L, s =7, ], where again P, has been
defined in Eq. (A32). There are 8 total modes: two pairs

J

VA _ _ .
Yirt(y) = T/dxe Mel(ey woan(a,y) —icy 4 (T, y) - CT_,—,A,i(x’y) - ZCT—,—,B,i(x’y))

VA
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of helical modes per valley. Note that using the BdG
basis has turned T into a BdG symmetry (Eq. (G3)).
For example:

TouryT " =5 [ doeNe_asoy) +icpatonn) =y (o) +idl L, (@0)

= i¢;L¢ (y)-

The kinetic energy has a linear dispersion, and is sim-
ply

—invpY), Oy ans. (G9)

Hkinetic = E

ans Y

Cs, is preserved as it switches y — —y. We first con-
sider the possible bilinears allowed under the above sym-
metries, and determine under what conditions the edge
can be fully gapped. The kinetic term has spin rotation
invariance, but when we add interactions we will not en-
force full spin-SU(2) invariance, and work with the sim-
pler i3, rotation for ease in bosonization. By spin and
valley symmetry, we can add

Hgap = Z /aaﬂmnwlmﬂ/’ﬂm +wlm¢¢ﬂ”¢)
v

afmn

+ H.c., (G10)

and the remaining symmetries further constrain the form
of a. We further restrict ourselves to bilinears that scatter
right-movers to left-movers, as terms mixing two right
movers and two left movers do not open up gaps in the
spectrum. The effect of such scattering terms that hop
between modes of the same chirality, e.g. 1&1 r1¥2rt, will
only shift the linearized spectrum to the left or right in
momentum space. They will not create gaps, so we ignore
them.

Hpp =Y / Ao (Wl prtprt + Ul g Y8L1)
apf Y

+abs (Wl Part + ¥l Yary), (G11)
and under T and P.:
THgapT_l = Z/_az‘ﬂ(w-l‘—ﬁRJ,w*aLi
apf Y
+ L pppt—art) + Hee. (G12)

PcHgach_l = Z/aﬁaaﬁ(lpig[ﬁwfalﬂ
ap vY

(G7)
(G8)
+¢T_5L¢Q/JfaR¢) + H.C., (G]_?))
which constrains
aap = —a’g_, =afa’, g (G14)

The diagonal entries with a8 = 1 vanish, and the off-
diagonal entries a; —1 = —aj _y = —a’, ;. Thus

Hgap = /ia@/fimdbm + 7//$R¢1/’1LT) + H.c. + (1¢]).
y
(G15)

This term is odd under C5;. Thus, if the edge preserves
C5, symmetry, it is gapless on the level of free fermions,
as we know from our symmetry analysis in App. B 1.

To study the gapless edge in the presence of interac-
tions, we bosonize, following Ref. 171. Take

wans ~ ei(¢a5+n9as)a (GIG)
with bosonized fields ¢, 8 obeying
/ Zﬂ- /
[‘Pub(y% Hﬂs/(y )] = 76aﬁéss’sgn(y -y )7 (G17)

2

to ensure anti-commutation between fermions at differ-
ent positions. We do not enforce translation symmetry,
meaning that we will not concern ourselves with momen-
tum conservation when studying gap terms that may ap-
pear in the interacting Hamiltonian.

This yields

U(Dvalley : Pas = Pas + 7 bas = Oas (G18)
U(Dspin : Pas = Pas + 57, Oas = as (G19)
T:Qas = Poa—s— gs, Ons — —O0_a_s (G20)
iS5y Pas = Pa—s — g(l —8), Oas — Oq_s (G21)
Caz : Pas(y) = as(=Y), Oas(y) = —bas(—y) (G22)

Pe i pas = —P—as, bas = —0_as + ga (incorrect).
(G23)



However, there is a subtlety regarding the transforma-
tion law for P.. It is not consistent with the bosonization
scheme: consider a bilinear which bosonizes as

ei’yd}jxmsqz[}ﬁns + H.c.

P.: —e”aﬁmnwiﬁmzﬁ,ams + Hec ~—sin(—p_gs —nl_gs + p_as + MO_ps +v +
However, directly transforming the bosonized cosines gives

Pe :sin(¢—as +mb—as = p—gs =15 +7 = 3

These two results differ by an overall a minus sign.
Because we concern ourselves only with four-fermion
cosines, there will always be two pairs of fermions, so
the overall sign of the quartic form is restored. However,
it is interesting to see how to resolve the apparent incon-
sistency in the P, symmetry. We resolve this issue below,
by introducing additional transformation properties that
resemble Klein factors, as performed in Ref. [172]. Define
an ordering on the 8 flavors of fermion operators 14,5 by

flaymn,s) =4, j€{0,1,---7}. (G27)
f(LR,1)=0,f(1,L,1) =1, (G28)
f(2,R,1)=2,f(2,L,1) =3, (G29)
F(LR ) =4, f(1,L,]) =5, (G30)
f(2,R,])=6,f(2,L,1)=7 (G31)

. T
Pc ZSlH((p,as + mefozs — P—pBs — ﬂ9,ﬁ5 +v - §(m04 - nﬁ) - é-f(—a,m,s) + gf(—ﬁ,n,s))v

which using the BCH formula,
1

27

[ei(sofas""mefaa‘_Lpfﬂs_nefﬁs"r’\/_%(ma—nﬁ)_gf(—a,m,s)+£f(7ﬂ,n,s)) _ H.C.],
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~Sin(—@as — Mbas + ©s + nlgs + 7). (G24)
The bilinears transform under P, as:
0
§(am — fBn)). (G25)
0
—(ma —np)). (G26)
[
Define operator &; as
fj =27 Z Nj/7 (G32)

J'<j
€55 Pas + nbas] = 2miO(j — fa,n,s) —0.5) (G33)

N, = / O tbamss ' = Flaun, s). (@34)
Yy

Here ¢; is a Jordan-Wigner type string that plays a role
similar to a Klein factor, giving anti-commutation of dif-
ferent flavors of fermions. This &; will introduce an ad-
ditional negative sign that fixes the transformation rules
for P,.

Pe: pas + nbas — — ((pfas + 77/6‘,&5)

™
+ —

. (G35)

on + gf(fa,n,s) .

Under this new transformation, the P, transformed co-
sine becomes

(G36)

(G37)

= L et mO i pamnb_ ety = F (ma=8)) i o) HE (5, )

27

e%[(‘F—as""me—as_‘P*BS_ngfﬁ5+’y_%(mo‘_nﬁ))v(_‘ff(fa,m,s)+£f(—ﬁ,n,s))] _ H.C.}

1

(G38)

_ [ei(wwsﬂn&asfw—ﬁrnO—ﬁ.ﬁ'Y*%(ma*nﬁ))

T2

e%([@fas‘kmo—as7Ef(—[3,11,,5))]4’[50—&35“””0—[3576,)"(—0,77%5)]) _ H.C.]

= —sin(p_qs +Mb_qs — @_gs —N0_ps +v — g(ma —nf))

where in the third line we have used €% = 1 (as N;

(G39)
(G40)

(

are integer-valued), and in the last line we have used



that [é-f(a,n,sﬁ Pa’s! +n/9a’5’] [ff(a n’,s')» Pas +n9as}

27ri(@(f(a,n, 3) - f(o/,n’,s ) — 0. 5) + @( (a n' ) S )

fla,n,s) —0.5)) = 2w (when f(a,n,s) # f(a/,n',s")),
so the commutator yields the required sign —1. Adding
the £ factor fixes the sign in the transformation law for
bilinears. We will, however, only consider 4-fermion in-
teractions (there are no cosine bilinears in our problem),
so the problematic sign fixes itself (as two negative signs

cancel).
Now we add interactions. According to the rules of
bosonization,
Nams = wlmswams - <¢Lms'¢)ams> (G41)
Oy(Mmpas + bas)
=2y ras  Fas/ G42
o (G42)

Beginning with the bosonized Hamiltonian for a free wire:

Hkm Z or / y@as

we add symmetric density-density interactions (obeying
Eq. G1-G6) of the form

+ (0y0as)?, (G43)

U1 |N1L4MNIRT + N1L NIR) + N2r4N2Rrt + N2L N2Ry ],
U2|N1L4N1R, + N1L NIRRT + N2r4N2Rr] + N2L N2RY),

]

]
3NNy + N1RtNIRY + N2r4N2Ly + n2RT”2R¢]7

]
s[niren2rt + nipyner, + nirtn2Ltr + nirynarny],
]

[
[
sl
a[n1eners + nigtnare + napynary + NiryN2ry],
5]
6[nirn2n, + nininart + nirtN2Ry + N1RIN2RY],
[

ur[nipaner) + nininart + Mgty + MiRN2LL-
(G44)

These interactions renormalize the quadratic terms in
bosonized language. For example,
u1[nir4niry + NiLyniRy + NartNert + N2L N2Ry]
uy
= oz [y (011 + 019))(0y (=11 + b11))
+ (1 ¢ 2)+ (1))
Uy
= o= @yen )+ (0,01 + (1 2) + (1))
(G45)
In a similar calculation to Ref. 173, we gather all
quadratic fields into matrices M, g.

1 =
Hin = 13 / 0,57 M, 0,5 + 0,07 Myd,0,  (G46)

with
81(,571 = [8$(p1T 8map2¢ agg‘ﬂli, 6@:()02¢] ) (G47)
8,07 = [0,011 0,051 0,01, 9,02 . (G48)
The matrices are given by
Fup ug Fus Fuz +ug Ug Fuy
M | uaFus Fuq Ug F ur  Fug + us
©/0 =
Fus +us  ug F ur Fuq Ug + Us
U Fur Fug +uz Ug F us Fui

(G49)
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It will be convenient for us to switch into the spin-charge
basis by defining

= (P11 + @21 + @11 + 02)/2 (
= (P11 + @21 — 1, — ¥2y)/2 (
= (P11 — P21 + P14 — p2,)/2 (
@y = (P11 — P2t — p1y + P2,)/2 (G53
= (014 + 024 + 01, +02))/2 (
= (011 + 02y — b1y — 02)/2 (
= (01 — 021 + 61y — 02)/2 (
= (614 — bar — 61 + 621)/2, (
which obeys the same commutation relations as the orig-
inal ¢, 6 variables. This basis was obtained by diagonal-

izing the M, o matrix. In this new basis the Hamiltonian
reads

v; 1
H in Hin = — Kz i 2 7 91 2
o+ Hing ;%/y (000 + 1 (0,07,
(G58)
withv; K; and v;/K; being the eigenvalues of

’UF—l-Q’/’TM(p,’UF—‘r-Q’ITMg. (G59)

%[(27TUF*U1*U2+U3+U4*U5+U6*U7)

(2mvp + uy + ug + us + ug + us + ug + u7)]

Ve =

1/2
)

K - (2mvp — ug — ug + us + ug — us + ug — uy)
¢ (2mvp + ug + us + us + ug + us + ug + u7)

1
27
(2mup + U — up — ug + us + Us — Us — U7)}1/27

% _\/(27rvp—u1+uQ—U3+U4—u5—u6+U7)

vy = —[(2mvp — U1 + Uz — U3 + ug — us — ug + u7)

(2mvp + Uy — ug — uz + ug + us — ug — U7)
1
o
(2mvp + u1 + ug 4+ u3z — ug — us — ug — u7)]

Vg = [(2mvp — up — ug + uz — ug + us — ug + uz)

1/2
)

K = (2mvp — ug — ug + uz — ug + us — ug + uy)
@ (2mup + Uy 4 us + uz — ug — us — Ug — U7)

1
vp = %[(QW’UF—ul + ug — uz — ug + up + ug — uy)

(27TUF + Uy —ux —ugz —ug — U5 + Ug + U7)}1/27

\/(27rvp—u1+uz—u3—u4+u5+u6—u7)
K, =

(2mup 4+ Uy — up — uz — Ug — Us + Ug + Uz)
(G60)

The previous symmetry-preserving density-density in-
teractions simply renormalized the Luttinger parameters.
To fully gap the Luttinger liquid, one must add symmet-
ric commuting cosines involving ¢;, ;. Notice that the



effect of valley-U(1) symmetry is to shift . — ¢, + 27,
with ~ the phase factor. No other bosonized variables in
Egs. (G50)-(G57) are altered! Hence ¢, cannot appear in
a cosine — including ¢. would violate valley charge con-
servation. The same holds true for ¢ and spin-U(1) con-
servation. Because ¢, (s cannot appear in any cosines,
in the limit of strong pairing their conjugate variables
0.,0s may be pinned, for example via the terms:

w1 [cos(205 + 20.) + cos(205 — 26,.)]

X Wi WIRT@RTU’ZLT%LT + (T+)) + H.c] (G61)

Note that lower harmonics of 0.,0,, such as cos(26;),
cannot be expressed in terms of fermions. For example

cos(26,) = cos(B14 + 024 — 01y — Oay), (G62)

while a generic hopping term is constructed out of ¥ op-
erators that bosonize as e*(¥>s%0s)  This implies, for a
gap term reading

COS(Z(mQSQOas + naseas))7

s

(G63)

that the parity of the ¢ and 6 coeflicients must be equal,
that is:

Mes = Nas Mod 2. (G64)
cos(20,) clearly violates this constraint. With the charge
and spin sectors gapped, we gap out the a,b modes.

There are many choices; for example, gapping with the 0
terms

wa[cos (20, + 26) + cos (20, — 26,)],

oc wa ] bl amptiny + (1)) + Heel,  (G65)
or the ¢ terms,
ws[cos (24 + 2pp) + cos (204 — 20)],
o w3} ] pyvborstans + (Terd) + Hel,  (G66)
or a mix of both,
wyfcos (20, + 2pp) + cos (20, — 2pp)],
X Wy [¢IL¢¢§R¢¢2L¢¢1RT + (M) + Hel,  (G67)

ws[cos (20, + 2¢,) + cos (20, — 2p,)],

For example, under T,

]_ _ z|— [ ’ ’
qm:f / dady e~ S0l =I5 WM (e Ly () + g opa(a,y) — i
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o ws[l, Wipimtiny + (Pd) + Hel (GO8)
The charge and spin sectors can be gapped with the w;
cosine, while we have a choice of different gap terms to
choose to gap out the a,b sectors. All five terms respect
the symmetries of the problem, and for any given choice
of wy 34,5, we can pin both the a and b sectors, whether
by ¢ or 6. The cosines commute with the w; cosine, and
so in principle it is possible to fully gap out the Cog,-
symmetric wire.
U)o | U)s | i8y |Cox| T | Pe

¢1T ei'yq)lT eiW(I)lT (bu’ QQT Z(I)I,L

Dor |V Doy | €V Doy | Doy [Big| i), | B
¢'1¢ eiv@ll 67i’y¢‘1¢ —@1T ¢'2¢ —’I:‘I)l,r -

Doy €7Dy [e7 Dy |~ Doy | Byy |—idL, | BT

TABLE III. Transformation laws of the zero modes @, to be
employed in the interacting formalism.

As the Luttinger Hamiltonian is quadratic in these new
variables Eq. G57, the scaling of the cosine terms fol-
lows from standard analysis of the sine-Gordon model,
see Ref. 174.

Our RG flow equations thus read

dwy

= (2 K- Koy (G69)
d’U)2 o dw3 o 1 1
W = (2—Ka—Kb>IU2, W ( E E)wi),
(G70)
dwy - 1 dws . 1
W = (2 K, E)w47 W = (2 K, b)w5
(@r1)

Regardless of the Luttinger parameters K, Kp, there will
always be a choice (except for the point where K,, K; = 1
that makes at least one of the terms ws 3 4 5 relevant; thus
these sectors will always be gapped. The charge and spin
sectors will be gapped so long as K., K; < 1, or repulsive
interactions.

Appendix H: Interacting zero modes

We now consider the corner states and whether inter-
actions can gap them out completely in the presence of
all symmetries. This is to be expected, as the edge modes
can be completely gapped, as shown in Appendix G. The
zero modes ® transform as Table II1.

CT_,_7A7¢(£Cay) *iCT_7_7B,¢($,y)) (H1)

/ drdy e 2ol WM (L o L(@y) + oo - palny) +ic 4 (@y) +ich g (ey)  (H2)



= i®],

Under a P, breaking perturbation the zero modes
@4, Py will shift away from ®op, Po). Let us first work
in this limit, and ask if interactions can gap out the modes
®q4, P1y. The density terms CI)J{T<1>1¢ and ‘I>L<I>1¢ are for-
bidden by i5,7. We can however add the interaction

1 1
(@1, D14 — 2)(@],@1) — )

5 5 (H4)

to partially gap out the system. A twofold degeneracy
still remains, and this cannot be lifted. Note that this
interaction is invariant under the full spin-SU(2) rota-
tion symmetry. The subtraction of —1/2 in the densities
is required to be consistent with time-reversal, which ex-
changes creation and annihilation operators as listed in
Table III:
1 1 1
((I)IT(I)H - 5) - ((I)li‘bL - 5) = —(‘b1¢@1¢ — 5)
(H5)

Restoring P. symmetry brings all 4 corner modes at
a single point. In class BDI the system with eight Ma-
jorana modes has been analyzed in the presence of in-
teractions and has been shown to be fully gapped [175].
However, our system is in class CII, with different sym-
metries. Density-density interactions partially gap the
system:

1 1
= (@] @rr = 5)(@] 81y — )

1 1
— rl(q);T(I)QT — 5)(¢;¢‘b2¢ - 5)3 (HG)
which for r; > 0 leave behind four degenerate ground
states
[1,0,1,0), 10,1,0,1), |1,1,1,1), |0,0,0,0), (HT7)
where 0,1 label the occupation of the ®4, ®op, &1, Pgy
fermions respectively. To lift this degeneracy completely
we add
! Do @l Dy + H (H8)
To®p P4 @y $o + H.c.y
which, with 71,72 > 0, leaves behind the unique ground
state

L
V2

All perturbations are symmetric, even under spin-SU(2)
rotation, and as both terms commute we have completely
gapped out the zero modes. In fact, we do not even need
the density-density terms to find a unique ground state:
the r9 term is sufficient. Our results mirror the situation
in class BDI: 8 Majoranas can be fully gapped but 4
cannot [175].

|G.S.) = (]1,0,1,0) — |0,1,0,1)). (H9)

Appendix I: Josephson Junction
1. Setup

Consider a Josephson junction built out of two sheets
of TBG-TSC; on the left the superconductor is held at
phase 0, while the right the superconductor is held at
phase ¢. The Hamiltonian reads

H[¢] = & po(—i0,T204 — 10,0,) + AO(—)E, p10To00
+ AO(x)[cos ¢, poToo0 + sin @&y potooo],  (I1)

with O(z) the Heaviside step function. This Hamiltonian
describes a (¢r, or) = (0, ¢) domain wall, where the first
number of the pair is the phase on the left and the second
the phase on the right.

For ¢ = 0 the spectrum of the TBG-TSC Josephson
junction is simple — the system is one continuous sheet
of TBG-TSC. There is a gap everywhere on order of the
superconducting pairing strength A. This argument as-
sumes that the domain wall is perfectly sharp; eventually
it will be advantageous to relax this condition, allowing
the phase to vary smoothly across the transition. As we
will show in Section I3, this allows for the formation of
in-gap states even at ¢ = 0, 2.

For ¢ = m the Josephson junction reduces to the pair-
ing domain wall; we understand there are four total zero
modes for a single corner, two per graphene valley. We
wish to understand the system away from ¢ = m; what
is the fate of the zero modes?

2. Symmetries of the Josephson junction

We examine which symmetries of TBG-TSC persist
away from ¢ = w. Chiral symmetry S, time-reversal T',
and particle-hole symmetry P are broken by the inclusion
of the A, sin ¢ term. However, they can be restored if we
take the additional operation ¢ — —¢: thus, these three
symmetries conspire to relate the Hamiltonian H[¢] to
the Hamiltonian at H[—d].

Co,, being a mirror symmetry that flips y — —y, is
unaffected by the Josephson junction (as the phase dif-
ference is along the z-direction). Interestingly, Co,T is
also preserved, even when ¢ = 7, when the origin of rota-
tion is located at the junction. Even though T does not
commute with the additional &, term (effectively send-
ing ¢ — —¢), the inversion Cy, (when centered at the
domain wall) switches the left and right sections of the
domain wall. So beginning with a domain wall with phase
0 on the left and ¢ on the right (a (0, ¢) domain wall for
short), T' will change this to a (0, —¢) domain wall, and
(. flips this to (—¢,0). This is identical to a (0, ¢) do-
main wall via a gauge rotation U(¢) = e 1#(&—1)/2 The



Symmetry| Action on H[¢] | k = [¢ —

Cou MO Cack| ¢
U(p)CorT e "2 K| k | ¢
T Totta K k| —¢
P i€z pyOn K —k | —¢
s &y k | —¢

TABLE IV. Table of symmetries in TBG-TSC Josephson
junction, along with their action on ¢. The latter 3 sym-
metries T, P, S are not symmetries of H|[¢]; they relate H|[¢]
to H[—¢).

symmetries are listed in Table IV.

Though C5,T is present at ¢ # m, chiral symmetry S
is not, and both were required to enforce the four zero
modes at 0 energy. Thus, the modes will move away from
0. The exact behavior of the four in-gap states, which we
call ®,4[¢], can be deduced from general arguments:

e 1. Because of spin rotation i3, symmetry, the four
in-gap states can be thought of as two pairs ®,4[¢],
with ®14][¢] and ®;[¢] having identical spectra,
and the same for the ®o4[¢], Do [¢] pair. When P,
is broken, these two pairs of in-gap states separate
in position space, with one pair moving up and one
moving down.

e 2. Even if P, is broken, the two pairs of corner in-
gap states are related by Cs; and also have identi-
cal spectra. If Cy, is broken then this is no longer
true, but for weak C5,-breaking the qualitative na-
ture of the spectrum will not change dramatically.

e 3. At ¢ = m, the in-gap states are zero modes
D,s[p = 7] = Py, and at ¢ = 0, 27, they are fully
merged with the bulk states. This will no longer
be true when we consider the soft domain wall; in
this situation at ¢ = 0,27 there are in-gap corner
states.

e 4. Because of S symmetry relating the Hamiltoni-
ans at ¢ and —¢, the spectrum at ¢, E[¢], is related
to the opposite spectrum by E[¢]| = —E[—4].

We thus deduce the form of the in-gap state spectra to
be as depicted in Fig. 10: there are four in-gap modes cor-
responding to four zero modes at ¢ = m: two (u, = +1)
per graphene valley. When P, is broken, the two pairs
of in-gap states will separate in space; one pair moves
up and the other moves down in real space along the do-
main wall. Nevertheless, the energy spectra of the in-gap
states will not change: they are forced to all be identical
to one another by either Cy, or spin-U(1). For the rest
of this Appendix, we assume that the two pairs of in-gap
states are separated and only consider a single pair.

3. Soft Domain Wall

Our previous calculations have assumed that the tran-
sition between the two superconductors forming the
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FIG. 10. A soft potential at the domain wall creates in-gap
states. For a hard edge, when the superconducting phase
difference is 0, if the sheet of TBG-TSC is homogeneous (as
depicted in (a)), the system is merely a continuous sheet of
TBG-TSC and the in-gap states (depicted in (c)) flow into the
bulk. Spin-rotation symmetry keeps the in-gap states corre-
sponding to T, | degenerate. We model a soft potential in (b),
where the left and right superconductors are separated by a
pairing region at superconducting phase w. Corner modes are
bound to both domain walls, and can hybridize as the bound-
ary is shrunk, as depicted in (d). The in-gap energy states are
now well-separated from the bulk. The gap arising between
the dashed line stems from hybridization in the dashed line
in (b), and can be in principle smaller than the gap A.

Josephson junction is a sharp step, while in reality the
transition will be smooth. In fact, in order to preserve
valley-U(1), we actually require that the phase jump be
smooth on the order of the graphene lattice (but sharp
on the order of the Moiré lattice).

When the domain wall separating the superconductors
is spread out instead of a sharp step, additional in-gap
states are pulled from the continuum. An easy way to see
this is to pick a judicious form of the domain wall: con-
sider a (0,7, 0) junction, where there are three supercon-
ducting regions at phase ¢ = 0,7, 0 respectively, for the
left, middle, and right regions, as depicted in Fig. 10(b).
The middle region is new and is short on the order of
the Moiré length scale. There are thus two domain walls,
separated by a small region. Because the left and the
right regions are both at phase ¢ = 0, this is a Josephson
junction with phase difference 0; a (0,0) domain wall.
The purpose of the middle ¢ = 7 region is to mimic a
soft domain wall, with the great advantage that we al-
ready know the low-lying states that exist at the (0, )
and (7,0) domain walls: call them ®,,, @/, respectively.
These are allowed to hybridize because the center region
is narrow; if this hybridization is small then there are
in-gap states even at ¢ = 0, 2.

To calculate the zero modes and their properties un-
der symmetries at the (m,0) domain wall, we perform
the gauge transformation U(w) = e~ ~1)/2 = ¢ that
takes ¢ — ic. This has no effect on the hopping terms c'c,
but it reverses the sign of the pairing terms Acc — —Acec.
In the Dirac Hamiltonian notation, £, commutes with the



kinetic term but anti-commutes with the pairing. The
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gauge transformation thus maps a (0,7) junction to a
(m,0) junction. The primed zero mode operators @’ read

t

1 A tal [ A .
= i /da:dy e Bl IS MW ey | g 4 (2,y) +ict 4o (T,y) — el (@y) - Ci,f,B,i(l‘,y)), (12)

!

and under T transform as (ID’M — —z'(I)ﬁ,q)’QT — —itl)gl.
We are allowed to hybridize corner states across the soft
domain wall as

Hiomain = UO(P;T(I)/ZT + ’U()(I);L(I)IQ\L + H.c., (14)

with four eigenstates, at energies E = +|vg|. Without
loss of generality, we take vy real and the low-energy
eigenstates as

Vot = %(‘I)QT + @5y), (I5)
Uy = %(‘bﬂ — 0). (16)
Under T,
Wop — —il] (I7)
Wy — —i 0] (18)

Hdomain - 'UO(\IIZT\I/aT - \IIIJET\I/bT) + (TH\L) (19)

Thus, if the hybridization is small vy < |Al, then there
are in-gap states at energy =+uvy.

4. Interactions

Consider now a pumping cycle that winds ¢ by 2.
Beginning in the ground state at ¢ = 0, what is the fate
of the system after ¢ is adiabatically changed by 277
First, let us pull down additional in-gap states so that at
¢ = 0, there are 4 in-gap fermion states per spin sector,
or 8 total; there are an additional 8 modes at the Cy,-
symmetric position that we do not consider. The eight
fermions at ¢ = 0 are Wy, ¥y, where b labels the flavor of
U (not the corners separated in space!). At ¢ = 7 the six
in-gap states are ®ur, ®p); again, b refers to the flavor of
in-gap state, not the different Cy -related corners. This
is depicted in Fig. 11. Without interactions, we take the
non-interacting Hamiltonian

1 1
Hingaplé = 0] = > By (], 0y, — )t Ey(Uh, Wy — 3)

1 — Y ’ ’ . .
2t = W /dmdy e~ Aolel =g dv'M Gy )(ZC+7—7A,T<x7y) + Zc-h—,B}T(xvy) - C]L—,Jr,A,i(xvy) - Ct,+,B,¢(x7y>)’ (13)

(
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FIG. 11. Single-particle and multi-particle spectra of the frac-
tional Josephson effect in TBG-TSC. (a) Single-particle spec-
tra. Multiple in-gap states have been created by modifying
the potential. The spectrum is doubled for both spins. If
P is preserved, the spectrum is quadrupled. (b) Many-body
spectrum, P broken. The many-body states at ¢ = 0 are la-
beled by occupation of ¥ _o5, W_1,, U4, Wa,s respectively. The
subscript 1/ indicates the exact same occupation in both spin
sectors. At ¢ = m, the occupation is labeled by ®_15, ®gs, P15,
respectively. The crossing in the shaded circle can be avoided
by the term ®_14 P @141 P_1,Po; P1y + H.c.. There are many
other states in the multi-particle spectra, but their presence
does not affect the pumping cycle qualitatively.

1 1
— B (s = 5) = B, W — ),
(110)
1 1
Hingap[6 = 7] = D B (8] @1, — 5) = B (21,010 — 7).
(111)

The hybridization energies satisty Ey, Fa, E{ < |A|. This
spectrum is depicted in Fig. 11. Following the single-
particle spectrum, the ground state initially consists of
all negative energy states unoccupied. After evolution,
the states W14 go from unoccupied to occupied, and the
ground state is not mapped back to its original form. An
additional evolution of ¢ by 27 will then turn ¥o, from
unoccupied to occupied. Each evolution of 27, the valley
number of the state changes by 42, as states are dragged
from the negative energy continuum and pumped into
the positive energy continuum. So long as valley-U(1) is
preserved, there is no way for the ground state to return
to its original form. The Josephson cycle is aperiodic. To
remedy this issue, we must consider interactions, which
will serve to reduce the valley-U(1) symmetry down to



Z3.

The valley-U(1) symmetry originates from the fact that
the twist angle between the bilayers of graphene is small.
This means that the Moiré potential is smooth on the
scale of the graphene lattice vectors, and the graphene
translation operators T,, are approximately good opera-
tors. In momentum space, the low-energy excitations are
near the Dirac points K, K’, meaning that one requires
a large number of Moiré BZ vectors to scatter a state in
one valley to the other. In other words,

Tai er ~ e—iK‘a,-, w+7

Totho ~ ey,

(112)
(113)

The states around the positive valley ¥4 are located at
K, while the opposite valley at K/ = —K. Thus hop-
pings between the two valleys are forbidden. At the free
fermion level, we thus have independent number con-
servation of both the + valley fermions and — valley
fermions. Note that pairing between opposite valleys is
allowed, and is the form of the pairing Hamiltonian we
take.

Once we turn to the multi-particle language, more
terms are allowed. Notice that 3K = 0, that is, three
times the K point yields a reciprocal lattice vector in the
graphene BZ. This means that, despite not conserving
valley-U(1), terms of the form 149241034 Yat¥s5496+
preserve translation symmetry in the graphene lattice.
We thus claim that in the many-body formalism, valley-
U(1) symmetry reduces to Zs, with an extra Zs from
fermion parity yielding Zs.

With valley-U(1) broken to Zs, the Josephson effect is
now 67 periodic. The multi-particle ground state evo-
lution is depicted in Fig. 11(b). In the multi-particle
spectrum, all crossings are protected by Z3 symmetry,
except for the shaded circle, which can be gapped by

Uq)—lT‘I)OT‘I)lTCI)—lJ,(POLq)IL + H.C., (114)
which preserves Zs symmetry. The ®ys operator is the
zero mode at ¢ = 7w and the ®14, P_1, are two in-gap
states, as depicted in Fig. 11(a). Tracing out the evolu-
tion of the ground state reveals a 67 periodicity, or Z3
fractional Josephson effect.

We explain the evolution of the ground state explic-
itly. Consider the two spin sectors to be identical copies
that behave identically under evolution of ¢: in the spin
up sector, |1, 17O,O>T is the ground state, the numbers
denoting the occupation of W_op, W_14, Wig, Wop. After
27 evolution, this state flows to |1, 1, 1’O>T’ and then to
I1,1,1, 1>T’ and then into the continuum. In order to
prevent this, we must open a gap between two states of
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different valley number, which we have argued can only
occur when the valley number differs by a multiple of 3.

To see the cycle explicitly, define the ground state at
¢ =0 as |Q(¢ = 0)), which satisfies the following;:

vl 10 =0) =0 (I15)

vl I =0) =0 (116)

V15 [Q(¢ =0)) =0 (I17)

W25 [ = 0)) =0, (118)

and at ¢ = m, the two ground states
(¢ = 7)), B, [Q¢ = 7)) satisfy

Dos [P =7)) =0 (119)

P15 [Q(p=7)) =0 (120)

o |9 =m)) =0 (121)

We now study the flow of the ground state under winding
¢. The ground state evolves as

Q¢ = 0)) = o, 0] Q¢ = 7m)) — T W] Q¢ =0))
- o}, o), 0] o |2 = 7)), (122)

or in the occupation number notation

11,1,0,0); , = [1,1,0), , — [1,1,1,0), , — [1,1,1), .

(123)
But now with interactions, the state
@IT@;BT(I)LQT” | = 7)) can tunnel to

O_14®P_q1 |Qp=m)), as they differ by 6 operators:
the perturbation u® _14®g4®14P_1 Py P1) + H.c. serves
this purpose. Continuing the evolution gives

P_14@_1 [P =) = V13 ¥_q, [Qd=0)

= Q¢ =m)) = Qe =0)),
(124)

or in the occupation number notation,

10,0,0), | —11,0,0,0), , — [1,0,0), , — [1,1,0,0), , .
(125)

This is the Z3 fractional Josephson effect.

Two important considerations needed to protect the
Z3 fractional Josephson effect are that the states
11,1,1, O>T¢ ,|1,0, 0’0>N have a protected crossing, as
well as the states |1, 1, 0>N , 11,0, 0>N' Both crossings are
protected by valley symmetry — their total valley num-
bers do not differ by a multiple of 3.
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