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We studied electronic band structure and topological property of a topological insulator thin
film under a moiré superlattice potential to search for two-dimensional (2D) Z2 non-trivial isolated
mini-bands. To model this system, we assume the Fermi energy inside the bulk band gap and thus
consider an effective model Hamiltonian with only two surface states that are located at the top
and bottom surfaces and strongly hybridized with each other. The moiré potential is generated by
another layer of 2D insulating materials on top of topological insulator films. In this model, the
lowest conduction (highest valence) mini-bands can be Z2 non-trivial when the minima (maxima) of
the moiré potential approximately forms a hexagonal lattice with six-fold rotation symmetry. For
the nontrivial conduction mini-band cases, the two lowest Kramers’ pairs of conduction mini-bands
both have nontrivial Z2 invariant in presence of inversion, while applying external gate voltages to
break inversion leads to only the lowest Kramers’ pair of mini-bands to be topologically non-trivial.
The Coulomb interaction can drive the lowest conduction Kramers’ mini-bands into the quantum
anomalous Hall state when they are half-filled, which is further stabilized by breaking inversion
symmetry. We propose the monolayer Sb2 on top of Sb2Te3 thin films to realize our model based
on results from the first principles calculations.

Introduction - Recent research interests have focused
on the moiré superlattice in 2D Van der Waals het-
erostructures, including graphene1–8 and transition metal
dichalcogenide (TMD) multilayers9–17 , due to the strong
correlation effect in the presence of flat bands. The
flat bands formed by low-energy gapless Dirac fermions
in magic angle twisted bilayer graphene typically have
a bandwidth ∼ 5 meV, much smaller than the band
gap 25 ∼ 35 meV that separates flat bands from
higher energy bands and the Coulomb interaction of or-
der 30 meV2,3. In contrast, the flat bands in TMD
moiré heterostructures are formed by electrons with
parabolic dispersion and have a typical bandwidth ∼ 10
meV, separated by a comparable gap from other energy
bands, and a huge on-site Coulomb interaction ∼ 100
meV10,11,18. Besides the above materials, moiré super-
lattice has also been found in another family of van der
Waals heterostructure consisting of topological insulators
(TIs)19–28. These TI-based moiré heterostructures show
different features. TIs have the anomalous gapless sur-
face bands that connect the bulk conduction and valence
bands due to non-trivial bulk topology. The spin splitting
of surface bands has a typical energy scale of hundreds
meV due to the strong spin-orbit coupling (SOC). Previ-
ous studies29–31 show that a single surface state remains
gapless upon the moiré superlattice potential, leading to
satellite Dirac cones and van Hove singularities, instead

of isolated flat bands. Furthermore, the moiré superlat-
tice in magnetic TI materials, e.g. MnBi2Te4, is pre-
dicted to host Chern insulator phase32.

In this work, we studied a model of the TI thin film
(e.g. (Bi,Sb)2Te3 film) with the moiré superlattice po-
tential (See Fig. 1). Different from a bulk TI, a strong
hybridization between two surface states is expected for
the TI thin film. The hybridization between two sur-
face states can create isolated minibands that possess
non-trivial Z2 topological invariant, denoted by ν be-
low, in the low-energy moiré spectrum in a wide pa-
rameter space, particularly when the moiré potential ap-
proximately has six-fold rotation symmetry. In the pres-
ence of inversion symmetry, an emergent chiral symme-
try in the low energy sector of surface states gives rise
to νCB1 + νVB1 = 1 for the lowest Kramers’ pair of con-
duction mini-bands, denoted as CB1, and the highest
Kramers’ pair of valence minibands, denoted as VB1, in
Fig. 1(d). We find νCB1 = 1, νVB1 = 0 (νCB1 = 0, νVB1 =
1) when the minima (maxima) of the moiré potential
approximately form a hexagonal lattice. In the case of
non-trivial CB1 (νCB1 = 1, νVB1 = 0), the lowest two
Kramers’ pairs of conduction mini-bands (CB1 and CB2
in Fig. 1(d)) together can be adiabatically connected to
the Kane-Mele model33 when increasing quadratic terms,
and thus CB2 is also topologically non-trivial, νCB2 = 1.
An asymmetric potential between two surface states can
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FIG. 1: (a) A schematic figure for the twisted 2D materials
(black) on top of a topological insulator thin film (cyan). (b)
Schematic illustration of the moiré potentials from twisted
2D materials on the top and bottom surface of a TI thin film.
The blue Dirac cones represent the top and bottom surface
states coupled by m. An out-of-plane external electrical field
E creates the potential V0. (c) The moiré potential ∆(r)
with φ = 0. aM1 , a

M
2 are primitive vectors for a moiré unit

cell. 1a, 1b, 1c are Wyckoff positions under the point group
C3v. (d) Schematic view of the spectrum. The orange (blue)
lines are top (bottom) surface Dirac cones at Γ, bM1 . Inset
is the moiré BZ with the first shell moiré reciprocal lattice
vectors.

be generated by external gate voltages to break inver-
sion but preserve six-fold rotation and generally induce
the gap closing between different conduction mini-bands,
leading to nodal phases. In the parameter regions where
the conduction mini-bands are gapped from other mini-
bands (parameter regions I, II, III in Fig. 2), the CB1
is always topologically non-trivial, νCB1 = 1. We fur-
ther study the influence of the Coulomb interaction via
Hartree-Fock mean field theory when the CB1 carries
νCB1 = 1 and is half filled, and find that the quantum
anomalous Hall (QAH) state competes with a trivial in-
sulator state in region I of Fig. 2(c) and it can be ro-
bustly energetically favored by the asymmetric potential
in region II. Finally, we propose a possible experimental
realization of the TI-based moiré heterostructure consist-
ing of a monolayer Sb2 layer on top of Sb2Te3 thin films
based on results from the first principles calculations.

Model Hamiltonian - We show a schematic of a hetero-
structure consisting of TI thin films and another 2D ma-
terial (e.g. 2D Sb thin films) in Fig. 1(a) and (b), and
the moiré potential induced by the 2D material can af-
fect both the top and bottom surface states with different
strength. We assume the Fermi energy is within the bulk
gap of TI thin film, and thus model this system with the

(b)

(c)

(a) (d)

(e)

FIG. 2: (a)(b) The topological phase diagrams of the low-
est conduction bands CB1 for different moiré potentials with
V0/E0 = 0 for (a) and V0/E0 = 1.2 for (b). (c) The phase
diagram for different uniform asymmetrical potentials with
φ = 0. Regions I, II and III are three parameter regimes with
νCB1 = 1 for CB1. (d)(e) Example spectra with nontrivial
CB1 in the regions I and II, respectively. The spectrum in
(d) has both TR and inversion, and is thus doubly degener-
ate. The inset of (e) is the Wannier center flow for CB1.

Hamiltonian

H0(r) = HTI +HM(r),

HTI = vτz(−i∂ysx + i∂xsy) +mτxs0,

HM(r) =
1 + α

2
∆(r)τ0s0 +

1− α
2

∆(r)τzs0 + V0τzs0.

(1)

HTI denotes two surface states of a TI thin film with
the inter-surface hybridization m = m0 +m2(−∂2

x − ∂2
y),

and h
t/b
D (r) = ±v(−i∂ysx+i∂xsy) is the top/bottom sur-

face Dirac Hamiltonian34. s0,x,y,z(τ0,x,y,z) are the iden-
tity and Pauli matrices for spin (surfaces) and v is the
Fermi velocity. HM denotes the potential term, in which
the V0 term is the uniform asymmetric potential be-
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tween two surfaces by gate voltages, the ∆(r) term is
the moiré potential, and the α parameter (0 ≤ α ≤ 1)
represents the asymmetry between top and bottom sur-
faces. ∆(r) is real, spin-independent29, and assumed to
possess the C3v symmetry coinciding with the atomic
crystal symmetry of TI thin films. With the basis of
the Hamiltonian, the corresponding symmetry opera-
tors are C3z = exp(−iπτ0sz/3) for three-fold rotation,
My = τ0sy for y-directional mirror, and T = iτ0syK with
K as complex conjugate for time-reversal. The moiré su-
perlattice potential can be expanded as

∆(r) =
∑
G

∆Ge
iG·r , (2)

where G = n1b
M
1 + n2b

M
2 is the moiré reciprocal

lattice vectors with bM
1 = 4π√

3|aM
1 |

(1/2,
√

3/2), bM
2 =

4π√
3|aM

1 |
(−1/2,

√
3/2) and n1,2 as integers. aM

1,2 are the

primitive vectors for moiré superlattice (see Fig. 1(c)).
The uniform part ∆G=0 can be absorbed into the chem-
ical potential µ and the asymmetric potential V0. To
the lowest order, we only keep the first shell recipro-
cal lattice vectors ±bM

1 ,±b
M
2 ,±(bM

1 − bM
2 ) , as shown

in Fig. 1(d). The values of ∆G for different Gs are
connected by three-fold rotation C3z and T , so there is
only one independent complex parameter, chosen to be
∆bM

1
= ∆1e

i2πφ, where ∆1 is real and φ is the phase that
tunes the relative strengths of potentials at three Wyck-
off positions 1a, 1b, 1c in one moiré unit cell. Fig. 1(c)
shows the moiré potential at φ = 0 with an additional six-
fold rotation symmetry C6z = exp(−iπτ0sz/6), and the
corresponding potential minima form the multiplicity-2
Wyckoff positions of the hexagonal lattice. The param-
eters used in our calculations below are |aM

1 | = 28nm,

E0 = v|bM
1 | = 38.5 meV,35 m0 = 0.4E0, ∆1 = 0.24E0.

The m2 term and other quadratic terms are negligible
for the low energy mini-bands in realistic materials as
the relevant energy scale is around 1 meV with a typi-

cal moiré momentum 10−2Å
−1

, much smaller than other
terms in HTI. But we still keep this term in low energy
Hamiltonian as it plays an important role for connecting
this model to the Kane-Mele model discussed below.

Z2 nontrivial moiré minibands - We first illustrate
the crucial role of inter-surface hybridization in inducing
isolated moiré minibands in TI thin films through the
schematic view of the spectrum in Fig. 1(d). For a single
Dirac surface state, it is known29,31,36 that moiré poten-
tial can fold the Dirac dispersion and the band touch-
ings at the TR-invariant momenta, e.g. Γ and M , in
the moiré BZ remain gapless due to the Kramers’ theo-
rem of TR symmetry. This leads to satellite Dirac cones,
but prevents the formation of gaps and hence of isolated
moiré minibands. For TI thin films, the inter-surface hy-
bridization m can directly result in a gap at Γ while its
combined effect with the moiré potential ∆(r) can lead
to a gap (proportional to m∆1) at M (Fig. 1(d)). The
gap openings at both Γ and M lead to the isolated moiré
minibands, as demonstrated in Fig. 2(d) and (e) for the

moiré spectrum of the model Hamiltonian (1) with dif-
ferent sets of parameters.

We are interested in the possibility of realizing Z2-
nontrivial moiré mini-bands, particularly the low-energy
Kramers’ pairs of conduction (valence) mini-bands, la-
belled by CB1, CB2 (VB1, VB2) in Fig. 2(d) and (e). For
the parameters in Fig. 2(d), CB1 and CB2 are topologi-
cally non-trivial while VB1 and VB2 are trivial (νCB1 =
νCB2 = 1, νVB1 = νVB2 = 0). For the parameters in
Fig. 2(e), only CB1 is non-trivial while other mini-bands
are trivial (νCB1 = 1, νCB2 = νVB1 = νVB2 = 0). Fig.
2(a) and (b) show the Z2-invariant νCB1 for CB1 as a
function of α and φ for a fixed V0/E0 = 0 and 1.2, re-
spectively. The blue regions correspond to νCB1 = 1
while the white regions to νCB1 = 0, and these two re-
gions are separated by metallic lines (orange color). For
both V0 values, the νCB1 = 1 blue regions appear around
φ = 0, 1/3, 2/3. At these φ values, there is an additional
C6z rotation symmetry, leading to a hexagonal lattice
with the C6v group. Fig. 2(c) shows νCB1 at φ = 0 as a
function of α and V0, and we find three different param-
eter regions I, II, III with νCB1 = 1. These topologically
non-trivial regions are separated by semi-metal phases
that have band touchings between CB1 and CB2. νCB1

for other φ is discussed in SM Sec.I.B and normal insu-
lator phases are discussed in SM Sec.I.D.

The region I can be adiabatically connected to
the parameter set α = 1, V0/E0 = 0 with the band
dispersion shown in Fig. 2(d), where the inversion
symmetry I = τxs0 and the horizontal mirror symmetry
Mz = −iτxsz are present (D6h group). From the
Fu-Kane parity criterion37, the Z2-invariant ν can be
determined by (−1)ν =

∏
i λΓi

and λΓi
is the parity of

eigen-states at the TR invariant momenta Γi=1,...,4. In
2D moiré BZ, they are corresponding to one Γ point and
three M points, their values can be derived analytically
in the weak ∆1 limit (See SM Sec. I.A). The four
eigen-states of HTI are denoted as |ψTI

I,mz
(k)〉 with the

gauge choice to satisfy I|ψTI
I,mz

(k)〉 = I|ψTI
I,mz

(−k)〉
and Mz|ψTI

I,mz
(k)〉 = mz|ψTI

I,mz
(k)〉, where I = ±

and mz = ±i. The eigen-energies for |ψTI
I,mz

(k)〉 is

ETI
I,mz

(k) = sgn(m)I
√
m2 + v2k2 and two opposite

mirror-eigen-value states |ψTI
I,mz=±i(k)〉 are degenerate.

At Γ, |ψTI
+,mz

(Γ)〉 and |ψTI
−,mz

(Γ)〉 are just the bonding
and anti-bonding states formed by the top and bottom
surface states, respectively. As the eigen-energies
depend on the sign of sgn(m)I, the eigen-state of CB1
is |ψCB1,mz

(Γ)〉 = |ψTI
+sgn(m),mz

(Γ)〉 with the energy

ECB1,mz
(Γ) = |m| and parity λCB1

Γ = sgn(m), while the
eigen-state of VB1 is |ψVB1,mz

(Γ)〉 = |ψTI
−sgn(m),mz

(Γ)〉
with the energy EVB1,mz (Γ) = −|m| and parity
λVB1

Γ = −sgn(m), so we get λVB1
Γ = −λCB1

Γ . At M , the
potential term ∆1 that can be treated as perturbation
couples the states |ψTI

I,mz
(M )〉 and |ψTI

I,mz
(−M )〉. Based

on the degenerate perturbation theory, the eigen-state
of CB1 is |ψCB1,mz

(M )〉 = (|ψTI
+sgn(m),mz

(M )〉 −
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sgn(∆1)|ψTI
+sgn(m),mz

(−M )〉)/
√

2 with the energy

ECB1,mz
(M ) =

√
m2 + v2k2

M − |∆1m|/
√
m2 + v2k2

M
and parity λCB1

M = +sgn(m)(−sgn(∆1)),
where kM = |M |. The eigen-state of VB1
is |ψVB1,mz (M )〉 = (|ψTI

−sgn(m),mz
(M )〉 +

sgn(∆1)|ψTI
−sgn(m),mz

(−M )〉)/
√

2 with the energy

EVB1,mz (M ) = −
√
m2 + v2k2

M + |∆1m|/
√
m2 + v2k2

M
and parity λVB1

M = −sgn(m)(+sgn(∆1)) (See SM Sec.
I.A for more details). Thus, we have λCB1

M = λVB1
M .

CB1 and VB1 have the same parity at M and opposite
parities at Γ, resulting in νCB1 + νVB1 = 1 mod 2,
implying that one of them is Z2-nontrivial while the
other is trivial. As discussed in SM Sec. I.A, the relation
of Z2 invariant between the CB1 and VB1 mini-bands
can be understood as the consequence of the emergent
chiral symmetry operator C = τzsz of HTI, which
satisfies {C, HTI} = 0, [C, HM] = 0 and {C, I} = 0.

At φ = 0 and α = 1 in Fig. 2(d), we notice that the CB2
mini-bands are also topologically non-trivial (νCB2 = 1),
so νCB1 + νCB2 = 0 mod 2. According to the irreducible
representations of CB1 and CB2 at high-symmetry mo-
menta (See SM Sec.I.C), these two mini-bands can to-
gether form an elementary band representation (EBR)
Ē2b

1 ↑ G induced in the space group P6mm38, which cor-
responds to the atomic limit with two s-wave atomic or-
bitals at the symmetry-related Wyckoff positions 1b and
1c in Fig. 1(c). Indeed, as demonstrated in SM Sec.I.C,
when the m2 term is tuned to dominate over other terms
in H0, we can adiabatically connect the CB1 and CB2
together in Fig. 2(d) to the effective Kane-Mele model33.
This provides an alternative explanation of non-trivial Z2

numbers for both CB1 and CB2 in Fig. 2(b).

For the nontrivial region II in Fig. 2(c), we consider
the parameter set φ = 0, α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2 with the en-
ergy dispersion shown in Fig. 2(e). The Fu-Kane criterion
cannot be applied as inversion is broken, so we directly
calculate the Wannier center flow39 for the CB1 in the
inset of Fig. 2(e), which corresponds to νCB1 = 1. Differ-
ent from the case of Fig. 2(d), CB2 is now topologically
trivial νCB2 = 0. We also examine the band evolution
with respect to m2 in the model, which is quite different
from the case with inversion symmetry, as discussed in
SM Sec.I.C. When the m2 term dominates in H0, CB1
and CB2 can be mapped to the Kane-Mele model with
a Rashba SOC term from the inversion symmetry break-
ing, which leads to the gap closing between CB1 and
CB2 around K in moiré BZ with the overall Z2 number
νCB1 + νCB2 = 0 mod 2 since CB1 and CB2 together
form an EBR. When reducing m2, a Dirac type of gap
closing between CB2 and higher-energy conduction mini-
bands occurs at certain critical value of m2 and changes
νCB1 +νCB2 to 1, which is persisted to m2 = 0 (νCB1 = 1
and νCB2 = 0). The other Z2 non-trivial mini-band is
found to appear in a much higher energy when m2 is
small (See Fig. S6 in SM Sec.I.C). This is in sharp con-
trast to the inversion-symmetric case in which CB1 and
CB2 together have νCB1 + νCB2 = 0 when varying m2.

(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

FIG. 3: (a) The spectra for the Hartree-Fock mean-field
Hamiltonian with the order parameter ρz(k) at half filling of
CB1 for the case with φ = 0, α = 1, V0/E0 = 0. C is the
Chern number of each band. (b) The difference in energy
per particle between the self-consistent Hartree-Fock states
Ei and the non-interacting state En as a function of Coulomb
interaction strengths for the order parameters ρz(k) (orange)
and ρxy(k) (black). (c) The spectra for the Hartree-Fock
mean-field Hamiltonian with the order parameter ρz(k) at
half filling of CB1 for the case with φ = 0, α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2.
(d) The energy difference Ei − En for the order parameters
ρz(k) (orange) and ρxy(k) (black).

Interaction-driven QAH state − The Coulomb inter-
action of electrons in the moiré superlattice can be esti-
mated as U0 = e2/4πε0εr|aM1 | ≈ 5.11meV ∼ 0.13E0, in
which e is the electron charge, ε0 is vacuum permittiv-
ity, and dielectric constant εr is about 10.40 The value
of U0 is comparable to both the moiré mini-band width
∼ 0.1E0 ≈ 3.85 meV and mini-band gaps ∼ 0.1E0. We
next study the effects of the Coulomb interaction with the
Hartree-Fock mean-field theory40–45. We first project the
moiré Hamiltonian and the Coulomb interaction into the
low-energy subspace spanned by either CB1 (a two-band
model) or both CB1 and CB2 (a four-band model). By
treating the density matrix ρn1n2

(k) = 〈c†n1
(k)cn2

(k)〉 as

the order parameter with c†n(k) for the creation opera-
tor of the nth eigenstate in the two-band or four-band
subspace, we can decompose the Coulomb interaction
Hamiltonian into two-fermion terms so that the order
parameter ρ(k) can be solved self-consistently (See SM
Sec.II).

In the two-band model, we generally consider two
types of order parameters, (1) ρz(k) ∝ fz(k)σz and
(2) ρxy(k) ∝ fx(k)σx + fy(k)σy, where the σ matrix
is for the Kramers’ pair of CB1 and fx,y,z(k) repre-
sents the momentum-dependent part of the order param-
eter. The order parameter ρ0 ∝ σ0 is directly related to
the band occupation and we always consider half-filling
for the Kramers’ pair bands of CB1. At φ = 0, α =
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1, V0/E0 = 0, the spin basis of CB1 also corresponds
to mirror eigen-values ±i of horizontal mirror symme-
try Mz of D6h group, and these two mirror-eigenstates
carry nonzero mirror Chern number ±1 from the nontriv-
ial Z2 topology. Thus, ρz(k) and ρxy(k) correspond to
the mirror-polarized and mirror-coherent ground states.
The self-consistent calculations suggest that both ρz(k)
and ρxy(k) can be non-zero solutions when the Coulomb
interaction exceeds certain critical values Uc ∼ 0.05E0 ≈
1.92 meV, as shown in Fig. 3(b), where the ground state
energies of self-consistent ρz(k) and ρxy(k) are shown
as a function of interaction strength U(aM

1 ), which is
treated as a tuning parameter and equal to U0 for the
realistic moiré superlattice. Our estimate of Coulomb
interaction 0.13E0 in TI moiré systems is larger than
this critical value. From Fig. 3(b), we also see that the
mirror-polarized state ρz(k) has a lower ground state en-
ergy than the mirror-coherent state ρxy(k). The energy
spectrum of the CB1 before (blue lines) and after (or-
ange lines) taking into account the ρz(k) order param-
eter is shown in Fig. 3(a), in which the metallic state of
CB1 (blue lines) is fully gapped out by ρz(k) at half-
filling. Due to non-zero mirror Chern number of non-
interacting CB1 state, the mirror-polarized state ρz(k)
carries Chern number ±1 and thus gives rise to the QAH
state. As shown in SM Sec.II.C, the mirror coherent state
ρxy(k) has nodes in its spectrum due to the C2zT symme-
try. This explains why the mirror-polarized state has a
lower ground state energy than the mirror-coherent state.
Thus, the mirror-polarized QAH state can be driven by
Coulomb interaction in this system.

We also studied the case of φ = 0, α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2
within the two-band model, in which the mirror Mz is
broken at the single particle level and six-fold rotation
remains, in SM Sec.II.C and find the ρz(k) is still ener-
getically favored, as shown in Fig. 3(d). The spectra with
the order parameter ρz(k) is shown in Fig. 3(c) and the
ground state is a Chern insulator.

As the mini-band gap is comparable to Coulomb in-
teraction, one may ask if the inter-mini-band mixing due
to Coulomb interaction can change the topological na-
ture of the ground state. Thus, we study the Coulomb
interaction effect in a four-band model including both
CB1 and CB2, as discussed in SM Sec.II.D. For the
inversion-symmetric case φ = 0, α = 1, V0/E0 = 0, the
ground state of the four-band model is still the mirror
polarized C = ±1 state in regime II (blue) of Fig. 4(a),
when U(aM

1 ) = 0.08E0 is smaller than the mini-band
gap ∼ 0.1E0, with the spectra shown in Fig. 4(c). When
U(aM

1 ) = 0.13E0 is larger than the mini-band gap (regime
III (red) of Fig. 4(a)), the strong Coulomb interaction can
induce mixing between CB1 and CB2 within one mir-
ror parity sector and drive a topological phase transition
to the C = 0 state shown in Fig. 4(d) (More details in
SM Sec.II.D). However, the situation for the inversion-
asymmetric case φ = 0, α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2 is different as
νCB1 = 1 and νCB2 = 0. For the realistic estimated value
U(aM

1 ) ≈ 0.13E0 that is larger than mini-band gap, the

(a)

Regime Ⅰ Regime Ⅱ RegimeⅢ Regime Ⅰ Regime Ⅱ

Regime Ⅱ

(c)

(b)

(e)

RegimeⅢ Regime Ⅱ

(d)

FIG. 4: (a)The energy difference per particle Ei − En at
1/4 filling of the four-band model with both CB1 and CB2
for the case φ = 0, α = 1, V0/E0 = 0. Here Ei and En
is the interacting ground state energy and non-interacting
metallic state energy, respectively. The orange (black) line
is for the C2T symmetry breaking (preserving) density ma-
trix. The interacting ground states in the regime I, II, and
III correspond to a metallic phase, an insulating phase with
C = ±1, and an insulating phase with C = 0, respectively.
(b) Ei − En for the case with φ = 0, α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2.
(c)(d) The spectra of the Hartree-Fock mean-field Hamilto-
nian for the Coulomb interaction strength in regime II and
III of (a). C is the Chern number of each band. The spectra
for the Hartree-Fock mean-field Hamiltonian for the case with
φ = 0, α = 1, V0/E0 = 0. (e) The spectra of the mean-field
Hamiltonian for the Coulomb interaction strength in Regime
II of (b).

interacting ground state of the four-band model carries
C = ±1 and thus remains the same as that of the two-
band model, as shown by the regime II (blue) in Fig. 4(b).
The energy spectra in this case is shown in Fig. 4(e). By
comparing the phase diagrams for the inversion symmet-
ric and asymmetric cases, we conclude that the asym-
metric potential V0 stabilizes the interaction-driven QAH
state in TI moiré heterostructures.

Sb2/Sb2Te3 moiré heterostructure.−We propose a pos-
sible experimental realization of TI based moiré het-
erostructure with twisted Sb2 monolayer on top of Sb2Te3

thin film. The moiré lattice structure is shown in
Fig. 5(a). Sb2Te3 is a prototype of three dimensional TI
with layered structures. Within one quintuple layer (QL,
see the red and green dots in Fig. 5(a)), there is strong
chemical binding formed by the sequential Te-Sb-Te-Sb-
Te atomic layers and the van der Waals coupling is be-
tween adjacent QLs46. Precise control of layer thickness
of the Sb2Te3 thin film has been achieved via molec-
ular beam epitaxy (MBE) method experimentally47,48.
On the top of Sb2Te3 thin film, Sb2 monolayer could
be deposited49–51, forming Sb2/Sb2Te3 heterostructure.
By using density functional theory (DFT) calculations,
we confirm that Sb2 monolayer with buckled honeycomb
structure marked as the gray in Fig. 5(a) is a semicon-
ductor with a band gap larger than that of Sb2Te3 thin
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FIG. 5: (a) Side view of Sb2/2QL Sb2Te3 heterostructure with AA stacking (left panel) and the moiré pattern for twisted Sb2

on top of Sb2Te3 thin film (right panel). To show the moiré pattern clearly, we only plot atoms in the region marked by black
dashed lines in the left panel. The triangle regions with green, purple, and yellow background label structures with AA, AB,
and BA stacking respectively. The primitive vectors for moiré supercell aM1 and aM2 are marked by black arrows. (b) Top views
of configurations with AA, AB, and BA stacking. The atomic primitive lattice vectors of the 2QL Sb2Te3 thin film are labeled
as ã1 and ã2. The green arrow labels the shift dR between the Sb2Te3 layer and Sb2 monolayer in each stacked configuration.
(c) Band structures around the Γ point for heterostructures with AA, AB, and BA stacking from DFT calculations. The
Brillouin zone is plotted for the slab model used in DFT calculations with atomic primitive lattices. The Fermi levels are set
as zero. (d) The superlattice potential ∆̃(dR) as a function of dR shown in the moiré superlattice. ã1,2 are marked by the
black arrows. (e) Energy spectrum for twisted monolayer Sb2 and 2QL Sb2Te3 with the superlattice potential shown in (d).

films. Furthermore, we put Sb2 monolayer on the top
of 2QL Sb2Te3 thin films with different stackings, in-
cluding the AA, AB, and BA stackings (see Fig. 5(a)).
The corresponding electronic band structures are shown
in Fig. 5(c). The work function of monolayer Sb2 and
Sb2Te3 thin film matches with each other, forming the
type I semiconductor hetero-junction. Around the Fermi
level, the conduction and valence bands are both mainly
contributed by two strongly hybridized surface states of
the 2QL Sb2Te3 thin film. The role of Sb2 monolayer is
to provide a potential along the out-of-plane direction,
leading to a Rashba type of spin-split bands. Thus, the
twisted Sb2/Sb2Te3 moiré heterostructure satisfies the
requirements mentioned above for the Z2 nontrivial moiré
minibands.

To connect the theoretical moiré model Hamiltonian
in Eq. (1) to electronic band structure from DFT calcu-
lations, we first introduce a uniform shifting vector dR

between monolayer Sb2 and 2QL Sb2Te3 thin film, and
AA, AB, and BA stackings correspond to dR = 0, ã1/3+
2ã2/3, and 2ã1/3 + ã2/3, respectively (Fig. 5(b)). ã1,2

are atomic primitive lattice vectors for Sb2Te3 lattice
shown in Fig. 5(b). The spectrum from DFT calcula-
tions with different stacking is fitted by the dispersion of

two-surface-state atomic Hamiltonian

HDFT(k ,dR) = HTI(k)

+
1 + α

2
∆̃(dR)τ0s0 +

1− α
2

∆̃(dR)τzs0,
(3)

where s0(τ0,z) are the Pauli matrices for the spin (sur-

faces). ∆̃(dR) is a uniform atomic potential induced by
the Sb2 monolayer for a fixed dR and different dR values
correspond to different stacking configurations, shown
in Fig. 5(b). For the dR values corresponding to the
AA, AB, BA and several other stackings in SM Sec.III,
we fit the energy dispersion of the model Hamiltonian
HDFT(k ,dR) to that from the DFT calculations to ex-

tract ∆̃(dR), which can be further interpolated as a con-

tinuous function of dR shown in Fig. 5(d). ∆̃(dR) has
the periodicity of the atomic unit-cell defined by ã1,2.
All other parameters in HDFT(k ,dR) are treated as con-
stants and can also obtained by fitting to the DFT bands.
After obtaining the parameters for HDFT(k ,dR), the
next step is to connect them to those of the moiré Hamil-
tonian H0 in Eq. (1). For the moiré TI with the twist
angle θ, the local shift between two layers at the atomic
lattice vector R of the Sb2Te3 layer is dR = R(θ)R−R
, where R(θ) is the rotation operator, so we can obtain
the potential

∆(R) ≈ ∆̃(dR) (4)
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at the location R. The last step is to treat ∆(r) as a
function of continuous r by interpolating the function
∆(R) (See SM.IV), and ∆(r) serves as the morié super-
lattice potential for the model Hamiltonian H0(r). Be-
sides, all the other parameters in H0 are chosen to be
the same as those in HDFT. In Fig. 5(d), the potential

maximum of ∆̃(dR) appears at the AB stacking while
two local minima exist at the BA and AA stackings and
are close in energy. The parameters for the moiré poten-
tial at θ = 0.5◦ is given by ∆1/E0 = 0.22, α = 0.16, and
φ = 0.68π, close to φ = 2π/3 for the C6-rotation sym-
metric potential in Fig. 2(g). Fig. 5(e) shows the energy
dispersion of moiré mini-bands for V0/E0 = 1.2, in which
the lowest conduction bands (cyan) indeed are isolated
mini-bands with nontrivial νCB1=1.

Conclusion and Discussion − In summary, we demon-
strate that the superlattice potential in a TI thin film
can give rise to Z2 non-trivial isolated moiré mini-bands
and Coulomb interaction can drive the system into the
QAH state when the Kramer’s pair of non-trivial mini-
bands are half filled. Besides the twisted Sb2 monolayer
on top of Sb2Te3 thin film, our model can be gener-
ally applied to other TI heterostructures with the in-
plane superlattice potential, which can come from either
the moiré pattern of another 2D insulating material or
by gating a periodic patterned dielectric substrate52–56.
The 2D TI thin films can be in a quantum spin Hall
state or trivial insulator state, depending on the relative
sign between m0 and m2 in the model Hamiltonian (see
Eq. (1))57. Our calculations suggest that the Moiré po-
tential can lead to Z2 non-trivial mini-bands no matter
the sign of m2, once this term is negligible compared to
the linear term in the moiré scale. Such a result im-
plies the possibility of realizing isolated Z2 non-trivial
mini-bands in other 2D topologically trivial systems with
strong Rashba SOC. In our calculation, a large moiré
superlattice constant (|aM

1 | ∼ 28nm) leads to small en-

ergy scales, around a few meV, for mini-band widths,
mini-band gaps and Coulomb interactions, which may
be disturbed by disorders. In See SM Sec.II.E, we re-
duce |aM

1 | to ∼ 14nm, which yields larger energy scales
(around 10meV) of mini-bands and Coulomb interaction,
and our Hartree-Fock calculations suggests the estimated
Coulomb interaction is still strong enough to drive the
system into the QAH state. For a smaller moiré lattice
constant |aM

1 |, it is desirable to reduce the bandwidth
of moiré mini-bands while keeping the Coulomb energy,
and this can be achieved by twisting two identical TIs or
with in-plane magnetic fields, as proposed recently30,58.
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Supplemental Materials

I. TOPOLOGY OF THE LOWEST CONDUCTION BANDS

A. Perturbation Theory and emergent chiral symmetry

In this section, the topology of inversion symmetric moiré system in Fig. 2(a) of the main text with φ = 0, α =
1, V0/E0 = 0 is studied under the perturbation of moiré potential strength ∆1.

By the Fu-Kane parity criterion37, the Z2 invariant ν can be determined by the parities λi at time reversal (T )
invariant momenta one Γ and three M of moiré Brillouin Zone (MBZ) for one of the degenerate states by (−1)ν =

∏
i λi

At φ = 0, α = 1, V0/E0 = 0, the crystal symmetry of this system is described by the point group D6h with six-fold
rotation C6z about the z-axis, the inversion I, the y-directional mirrorMy and the z-directional mirrorMz. We label
the original basis of our model Hamiltonian Eq. 1 in main text by |k , Jz, α〉, where k is the momentum, Jz = ±1/2
labels two spin states of surface states and α = t,b labels the top and bottom surfaces. The z-directional mirror Mz

transforms the top surface to the bottom surface and thus it relates the basis wave-functions on two surfaces by

Mz|k , Jz, t〉 = e−iπJz |k , Jz,b〉 Mz|k , Jz,b〉 = e−iπJz |k , Jz, t〉. (S1)

We may transform the basis wave-functions to the bonding and anti-bonding states of two surface states as

|k , Jz, I〉 =
1√
2

(|k , Jz, t〉+ I|k , Jz,b〉) (S2)

with I = ± labels the transformation property under the inversion parity

I|k , Jz,±〉 = ±| − k , Jz,±〉 (S3)

and the eigen-values of the Mz operator

Mz|k , Jz,±〉 = ±e−iπJz |k , Jz,±〉. (S4)

On these bonding and anti-bonding basis

|k , Jz, I〉 = |k ,+1

2
,+〉, |k ,−1

2
,−〉, |k ,−1

2
,+〉, |k ,+1

2
,−〉, (S5)

the Hamiltonian H0 in the main text Eq.1 can be written in a block diagonal form,

H0(r) = HTI +HM(r) =

HTI
mz=−i 0

0 HTI
mz=+i

+ ∆(r)I4×4. (S6)

with

HTI
mz=±i =

 m ∓ivk̂±
±ivk̂∓ −m

 , (S7)

where k̂± = −i(∂x±i∂y), m = m0 +m2(−∂2
x−∂2

y), I4×4 is a 4×4 identity matrix, and mz = ±i labels the eigen-values

of the mirror operator Mz. H
M is the moiré potential with φ = 0, α = 1, V0/E0 = 0.

We next determine the parities of lower-energy mini-bands at T invariant momenta, including one Γ and three M
in the moiré BZ, of the Hamiltonian H0 in the limit |∆1| � |vbM

1 |, |m| via perturbation theory. As the H0 is block
diagonal in the mz = ±i subspace, we may perform the perturbation calculation for the mz = −i block while the
mini-band parity of the mz = +i block can be related by TR symmetry. For the mz = −i block, the unperturbed
Hamiltonian is HTI

mz=−i while HM is treated as the perturbation. We choose the eigen-wavefunctions of HTI
mz=−i to

possess a well-defined gauge at Γ in the moiré BZ, which can be written as

|ψTI
+,−i(k)〉 =

 i cos θk2

sin θk
2 e

iφk

 |ψTI
−,−i(k)〉 =

−i sin θk
2 e
−iφk

cos θk2

 (S8)
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for m > 0 with the eigen-energies ETI
± (k) = ±

√
m2 + v2k2 and

|ψTI
+,−i(k)〉 =

 i sin θk
2

− cos θk2 e
iφk

 |ψTI
−,−i(k)〉 =

i cos θk2 e
−iφk

sin θk
2

 (S9)

for m < 0 with the eigen-energies ETI
± (k) = ∓

√
m2 + v2k2, where cos θk = m/

√
m2 + v2k2 and keiφk = kx + iky.

I|ψTI
I,−i(k)〉 = I|ψTI

I,−i(−k)〉, (S10)

and the expression for the eigen-energy can be unified as

ETI
I (k) = sgn(m)I

√
m2 + v2k2, (S11)

so the inversion parity I also labels different eigen-energies of our model Hamiltonian. The second lower-index −i
in the eigen-state labels the Mz eigen-values. This definition of the eigen-states |ψTI

I,mz
〉 is also used in the main

text. From the expression of the eigen-energies (S11), the higher energy state with ETI
CB(k) = ETI

I=+sgn(m)(k) that

corresponds to the conduction bands should be given by

|ψTI
CB,−i(k)〉 = |ψTI

+sgn(m),−i(k)〉 (S12)

and the lower energy state with ETI
VB(k) = ETI

I=−sgn(m)(k) for the valence bands should be

|ψTI
VB,−i(k)〉 = |ψTI

−sgn(m),−i(k)〉. (S13)

For mz = +i subspace, we use TR symmetry operator, given by

T =


0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 1

1 0 0 0

0 −1 0 0

K (S14)

in the basis Eq. (S5) with K for complex conjugate, to define

|ψTI
I,+i(k)〉 = −iT |ψTI

I,−i(−k)〉, (S15)

and the commutation relation [T , I] = 0 leads to the same inversion parity for two degenerate states |ψTI
I,mz=±i(Γi)〉

at any TR-invariant momentum Γi.
The band gap and the inversion parity of mini-bands at Γ of the moiré BZ are determined by the hybridization

term m in the limit |∆1| � |m|, for which the moiré potential does not play a role. Thus, we only need to consider
the unperturbed Hamiltonian HTI

mz=−i in Eq. (S7), which is diagonal, and the eigen-state |ψTI
+,−i(Γ)〉 = (1, 0)T has

the eigen-energy m and |ψTI
−,−i(Γ)〉 = (0, 1)T has the eigen-energy −m. The lower index I directly gives the parity

of the eigen-state at Γ, namely I|ψTI
I,−i(Γ)〉 = I|ψTI

I,−i(Γ)〉. The parity of the CB1 for the eigen-state |ψTI
CB,−i(Γ)〉 is

λΓ = +sgn(m) and that of the VB1 for the eigen-state |ψTI
VB,−i(Γ)〉 is λΓ = −sgn(m), depending on the sign of m.

Therefore, the parities of CB1 and VB1 at Γ are opposite,

λCB1
Γ = −λVB1

Γ . (S16)

Different from the Γ point, the moiré potential is essential in determining the parities of the mini-bands at M in the
moiré BZ. Without moiré potential, the eigen-states |ψTI

I,−i(k)〉 of HTI
mz=−i at k = M = 1

2b
M
1 and k = M −bM

1 = −M
are degenerate, so the spectrum is gapless at M, even with a finite m. The moiré potential will couple these two states
at M and −M as both belong to the same momentum in moiré BZ. By projecting the full Hamiltonian H0(r) into
the subspace spanned by these two states |ψTI

CB,−i(±M )〉, we find the effective Hamiltonian HCB
eff (M ) for CB1 and

CB2 is given through the degenerate perturbation by

HCB
eff (M ) =

 〈ψTI
CB,−i(M )|HTI|ψTI

CB,−i(M )〉 〈ψTI
CB,−i(M )|HM|ψTI

CB,−i(−M )〉

〈ψTI
CB,−i(−M )|HM|ψTI

CB,−i(M )〉 〈ψTI
CB,−i(−M )|HTI|ψTI

CB,−i(−M )〉


=

 ETI
CB(M ) ∆1| cos θkM |

∆1| cos θkM | ETI
CB(−M )

 ,

(S17)
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𝐸TI 𝑴

𝐸TI 𝑴

𝐸 , 𝑴

𝐸 , 𝑴

𝐸 , 𝑴

𝐸 , 𝑴

CB2

CB1

VB1

VB2

𝐸TI 𝑴

𝐸TI 𝑴

𝐸 , 𝑴

𝐸 , 𝑴

𝐸 , 𝑴

𝐸 , 𝑴

𝐸 0

(b)(a)

FIG. S1: Schematic figures of energies under the first order perturbation. The orange (green) lines are states with
odd (even) parities. The framed/unframed energies have the first order energy perturbation related by chiral symme-
tries. (a) 〈ΨCB,+,mz (M )|HM|ΨCB,+,mz (M )〉 > 〈ΨCB,−,mz (M )|HM|ΨCB,−,mz (M )〉. (b) 〈ΨCB,+,mz (M )|HM|ΨCB,+,mz (M )〉 <
〈ΨCB,−,mz (M )|HM|ΨCB,−,mz (M )〉 for mz = ±i.

where ETI
CB(M ) = ETI

CB(−M ) =
√
m2 + v2k2

M, cos θkM = m/
√
m2 + v2k2

M, and kM = |M |. The eigen-state

(|ψTI
CB,−i(M )〉+ |ψTI

CB,−i(−M )〉)/
√

2 has eigen-energy ETI
CB(M ) + ∆1| cos θk | and the parity +sgn(m) while the eigen-

state (|ψTI
CB,−i(M )〉− |ψTI

CB,−i(−M )〉)/
√

2 has eigen-energy ETI
CB(M )−∆1| cos θk | and the parity −sgn(m). The lower

energy state (eigen-energy ETI
CB(M )−|∆1|| cos θk |), which corresponds to CB1, depends on the sign of ∆1 and is given

by

|ψCB1,−i(M )〉 = (|ψTI
CB,−i(M )〉 − sgn(∆1)|ψTI

CB,−i(−M )〉)/
√

2 (S18)

with the parity λCB1
M = (+sgn(m))(−sgn(∆1)). For VB1 and VB2, the effective Hamiltonian at M is given by

HVB
eff (M ) =

 〈ψTI
VB,−i(M )|HTI|ψTI

VB,−i(M )〉 〈ψTI
VB,−i(M )|HM|ψTI

VB,−i(−M )〉

〈ψTI
VB,−i(−M )|HM|ψTI

VB,−i(M )〉 〈ψTI
VB,−i(−M )|HTI|ψTI

VB,−i(−M )〉


=

 ETI
VB(M ) ∆1| cos θkM |

∆1| cos θkM | ETI
VB(−M )

 ,

(S19)

where ETI
VB(M ) = −

√
m2 + v2k2

M. The eigen-state (|ψTI
VB,−i(M )〉+ |ψTI

VB,−i(−M )〉)/
√

2 has eigen-energy ETI
VB(M ) +

∆1| cos θkM | and the parity −sgn(m) while the eigen-state (|ψTI
VB,−i(M )〉 − |ψTI

VB,−i(−M )〉)/
√

2 has eigen-energy

ETI
VB(M ) − ∆1| cos θkM | and the parity sgn(m). The higher energy state (eigen-energy ETI

VB(M ) + |∆1|| cos θkM |),
which corresponds to VB1, is given by

|ψVB1,−i(M )〉 = (|ψTI
VB,−i(M )〉+ sgn(∆1)|ψTI

VB,−i(−M )〉)/
√

2 (S20)

with the parity λVB1
M = (−sgn(m))(+sgn(∆1)). Thus,

λCB1
M = λVB1

M = −sgn(m)sgn(∆1). (S21)

The parity at M for CB1 and VB1 are the same. Because the Z2 invariant is (−1)ν = λΓ(λM )3, (−1)νCB1 = −sgn(∆1)
and (−1)νVB1 = +sgn(∆1), so that νCB1 and νVB1 are differed by 1. Thus, we conclude νCB1 + νV B1 = 1 mod 2,
namely one of CB1 and VB1 has nonzero Z2 invariant and the other has trivial Z2 invariant.

The above conclusion of topology of CB1 and VB1 can also be understood from the chiral symmetry operator C
of HTI, defined by C = τzsz, when the chemical potential is at the charge neutrality point, where τ acts on the
top/bottom surface degrees of freedom and s acts on spin. The emergence of the chiral symmetry requires dropping
higher-order k terms, e.g. k2 terms, in HTI, which are not important at the moiré energy scale. This operator has
the commutation relations {

C, HTI
}

= 0,
[
C, HM

]
= 0, {C, I} = 0, {C,Mz} = 0. (S22)
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On the basis of Eq. (S5), the form of chiral symmetry operator is transformed into

C =


0 0 0 1

0 0 −1 0

0 −1 0 0

1 0 0 0

 , (S23)

which mixes the eigen-states with opposite Mz eigen-values, namely

|ψTI
−I,+i(k)〉 = C|ψTI

I,−i(k)〉. (S24)

This implies

|ψVB,+i(k)〉 = C|ψCB,−i(k)〉 = C|ψTI
+sgn(m),−i(k)〉 = |ψTI

−sgn(m),+i(k)〉. (S25)

At Γ, the opposite parities between |ψCB,−i(Γ)〉 and |ψVB,+i(Γ)〉 (+sgn(m) for |ψCB,−i(Γ)〉 and −sgn(m) for
|ψVB,+i(Γ)〉 directly come from the anti-commutation relation {C, I} = 0.

At M , the CB1 (VB1) and CB2 (VB2) are degenerate for HTI, so we need to consider the first order perturbation
from HM. For the convenience of the discussion, we introduce the inversion adapted basis functions for CB1, CB2,
VB1, and VB2 as

|ΨCB,I,mz
(M )〉 =

1√
2

(
|ψTI

CB,mz
(M )〉+ Isgn(m)|ψTI

CB,mz
(−M )〉

)
|ΨVB,I,mz

(M )〉 =
1√
2

(
|ψTI

VB,mz
(M )〉 − Isgn(m)|ψTI

VB,mz
(−M )〉

) (S26)

with the parity

I|ΨCB,I,mz
〉 = I|ΨCB,I,mz

〉 I|ΨVB,I,mz
〉 = I|ΨVB,I,mz

〉. (S27)

They are related by chiral symmetry

|ΨVB,I,mz
(M )〉 = C|ΨCB,−I,−mz

(M )〉. (S28)

As
[
I, HM

]
= 0, the first order perturbation correction from HM is diagonal. For CB1 and CB2 |ΨCB,I,mz (M )〉, we

find the perturbation Hamiltonian is〈ΨCB,+,mz
(M )|HM|ΨCB,+,mz

(M )〉 0

0 〈ΨCB,−,mz (M )|HM|ΨCB,−,mz (M )〉


=

∆1 cos θkM 0

0 −∆1 cos θkM

 (S29)

with cos θkM = m/
√
m2 + v2k2

M, while for VB1 and VB2 |ΨVB,I,mz (M )〉, the perturbation Hamiltonian is〈ΨVB,+,mz
(M )|HM|ΨVB,+,mz

(M )〉 0

0 〈ΨVB,−,mz (M )|HM|ΨVB,−,mz (M )〉


=

−∆1 cos θkM 0

0 ∆1 cos θkM

 . (S30)

The eigen-energy of the system at M after taking into first order perturbation is

E
(1)
CB,I(M ) = ETI

CB(M ) + 〈ΨCB,I,mz
(M )|HM|ΨCB,I,mz

(M )〉

E
(1)
VB,I(M ) = ETI

VB(M ) + 〈ΨVB,I,mz
(M )|HM|ΨVB,I,mz

(M )〉.
(S31)
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C3 My T

Γ̄4Γ̄5

−1 0

0 −1

 −i 0

0 i

 0 −1

1 0


Γ̄6

e−iπ/3 0

0 eiπ/3

 0 −1

1 0

  0 1

−1 0


(a) Γ

C3
K̄4 −1

K̄5 e−iπ/3

K̄6 eiπ/3

(b) K

TABLE S1: (a)(b) symmetry operators in the irreducible representation at high symmetry momenta Γ and K for the double
space group 156 P3m1 corresponding to the point group C3v.

The two mz states are degenerate due to the T I symmetry so the index mz is dropped in the above labelling for the
eigen-energy. Chiral symmetry leads to

〈ΨVB,I,mz
(M )|HM|ΨVB,I,mz

(M )〉 = 〈ΨCB,−I,−mz
(M )|HM|ΨCB,−I,−mz

(M )〉 (S32)

as
[
HM, C

]
= 0. If

〈ΨCB,+,mz (M )|HM|ΨCB,+,mz (M )〉 > 〈ΨCB,−,mz (M )|HM|ΨCB,−,mz (M )〉,
〈ΨVB,−,−mz

(M )|HM|ΨVB,−,−mz
(M )〉 > 〈ΨVB,+,−mz

(M )|HM|ΨVB,+,−mz
(M )〉,

(S33)

which is equivalently

〈ΨVB,−,mz
(M )|HM|ΨVB,−,mz

(M )〉 > 〈ΨVB,+,mz
(M )|HM|ΨVB,+,mz

(M )〉. (S34)

So, E
(1)
CB,+(M ) > E

(1)
CB,−(M ) and E

(1)
VB,−(M ) > E

(1)
VB,+(M ) as shown in Fig. S1(a). CB1 has the eigenstate

|ΨCB,−(M )〉 with the energy E
(1)
CB,−(M ) while VB1 has the eigenstate |ΨVB,−(M )〉 with the energy E

(1)
VB,−(M ).

CB1 and VB1 has the same parity at M . The other cases are shown in Fig. S1(b). CB1 and VB1 has the same parity
as Eq. (S21) for all cases. In the above analysis, the key is that HM commutes with C and leads to the same parity at
M , different from the case at Γ where HTI anti-commutes with C and results in opposite parities. This leads to one
of CB1 and VB1 to be topologically non-trivial while the other to be trivial.

B. Topological phase transition when varying φ

In this section, we study the topological phase transition of our system when varying φ of the moiré potentials.
For general φ, there is no inversion symmetry. As shown in Fig. S2(a), νCB1 changes from 1 to 0 when φ varies from
0 to 1/6. Between the two phases, there is a gap closing around φ ≈ 1/48 at K and K ′. The gap closing at K,K ′

happens between two states |uJz=−1/2(K)〉 and |uJz=3/2(K)〉, belonging to K̄6 and K̄4 irreducible representations

as summarized in Tab.S159,60, respectively, with different angular momenta Jz = −1/2 and Jz = 3/2 under three-
fold rotation C3, where |uJz (K)〉 are eigen-states of H0(K) as Eq. (S44). The effective Hamiltonian on the basis
|uJz=−1/2(K)〉 and |uJz=3/2(K)〉 has the Dirac fermion form Heff (k) = vK(kxσx + kyσy) + mKσz, up to the linear
order, with σx,y,z are Pauli matrices for the two band basis. The gap closing can be captured by one parameter,
namely the Dirac mass mK that is controlled by φ, corresponding to the co-dimension 1 case. The T symmetry
guarantees the gap closing also occurring at K ′, and the gap closings at K and K ′ lead to the change of Z2 number
ν by 1. The normal insulator (NI) states are localized at moiré potential minima of the Wyckoff position 1b shown
by the insets of spectrum for φ = 1/6 in Fig. S2(a) (See SM Sec.I.D). From φ = 1/6 to φ = 1/3 in Fig. S2(a), another
Dirac-type gap closing should happen at K and K ′ , and we find the system with φ = 1/3 has νCB1 = 1.

From the phase diagram in Fig. 2(a)(b) of the main text, we notice that the Z2 topological property of the system
shows a periodicity when φ varies by 1/3. Indeed, one can show that the moiré potential ∆(r) with φ and ∆′(r) with
φ+ 1/3 (with the same ∆1 parameter) are related by a constant shift as

∆′(r) = ∆1e
i2πφei2π/3(eib

M
1 .r + ei(−b

M
1 +bM

2 ).r + ei(−b
M
2 ).r ) + c.c.

= ∆1e
i2πφ(eib

M
1 .(r+aM

1 /3+2aM
2 /3) + ei(−b

M
1 +bM

2 ).(r+aM
1 /3+2aM

2 /3) + ei(−b
M
2 ).(r+aM

1 /3+2aM
2 /3) + c.c.

= ∆(r + aM
1 /3 + 2aM

2 /3).

(S35)
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FIG. S2: (a) Spectra for different φ in Fig. 2(a) of the main text. (b) Spectra for different φ in Fig. 2(b) of the main text.
Insets are real space moiré potentials for different φ. States are labelled with the irreducible representations by the little groups
C3v at Γ and C3 at K. K̄5, K̄6, K̄4 represent the angular momentum states under C3 with Jz = 1/2,−1/2, 3/2 respectively. ν
is the Z2 invariant for the lowest conduction bands CB1.
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(b) (c)(a) (e) (f)(d)

FIG. S3: (a)(b)(c) The Wannier center flows for CB1 with φ = 0, 1/6, 1/3, corresponding to Fig. S2(a)(c)(d), respectively.
(d)(e)(f) The Wannier center flows for CB1 with φ = 0, 1/6, 1/3, corresponding to Fig. S2(e)(g)(h), respectively.

CB1

CB2

𝑚 0.7 𝐸 / 𝑘𝑚 0.2 𝐸 / 𝑘𝑚 0 𝐸 / 𝑘

α=1   V0/E0=0 𝜙 0

2DEG with Moiré(b) (c)(a) (d)

FIG. S4: (a)(b)(c) Spectra with increasing m2 for α = 1, V0/E0 = 0, φ = 0 of Fig. 2(d) in the main text. Green (Orange)
dots denote even (odd) parities at Γ and M . (d) Spectrum of 2DEG on the moiré potential with φ = 0 shown in Fig. 1(c) of
the main text. Spectrum in (c) is labelled with irreps by the little group C6v at Γ and C3v at K.

As a constant shift of potential term cannot change the band topology of the system, ν must keep the same for φ
and φ+ 1/3 while keeping other parameters. For NI phase, the Wyckoff position of Wannier orbitals should also shift
accordingly by aM

1 /3 + 2aM
2 /3, as shown in Fig. S7.

Similar topological phase transitions happen for α = 0 and V0/E0 = 1.2 by a Dirac-type gap closing at K and K ′

between two states with different angular momenta when φ varies from 0 to 1/6 to 1/3, as shown by Fig. S2(b).
The Wannier centers flows for CB1 with φ = 0, 1/6, 1/3 in Fig. S2(a) is shown in Fig. S3(a)-(c). CB1 with φ = 0, 1/3

has nontrivial Z2 topology as analyzed in the main text. For the case with φ = 1/6, CB1 are topologically trivial.
Similarly, the Wannier centers flows for CB1 with φ = 0, 1/6, 1/3 in Fig. S2(b) is shown in Fig. S3(d)-(f). The Z2

number of CB1 is νCB1 = 1 for φ = 0, 1/3 and νCB1 = 0 for φ = 1/6.

C. Atomic limits at m2 →∞

In this section, we will provide theoretical understanding of the non-trivial morié mini-bands from the atomic limits
of the CB1 and CB2 with a large m2 term (the quadratic term of the inter-surface coupling m), and discuss how the
realistic models with a small m2 are connected to this atomic limit.

For α = 1, V0/E0 = 0, φ = 0 with the inversion symmetry in Fig. 2(d) of the main text, the energy spectra for
increasing m2 are shown in Fig. S4(a)-(c). We focus on CB1 and CB2 as a whole for atomic limits because they
together have νCB1 + νCB2 = 0 and are topologically trivial. When increasing m2, we do not find any gap closing
between CB1, CB2 and other valence bands or higher conduction bands. Thus, the topological properties of CB1
and CB2 remain the same, and the CB1 and CB2 are adiabatically connected to those corresponding bands in the
large m2 limit. When the m2 term dominates in H0, for φ = 0, we may consider the Hamiltonian in the mz = ±i
basis, Eq. (S6), and drop the linear term ±ivk̂± in the off-diagonal component first. Then, the remaining part of the
Hamiltonian just describes the 2D electron gas (2DEG) with a simple parabolic dispersion on a hexagonal potential,

H2DEG = ±(m0 −m2∇2) + ∆(r), (S36)

with ∆(r) the hexagonal potential, as shown in Fig.1(c) in the main text. The corresponding conduction band
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α=0  V0/E0=1.2 𝜙 0

𝐾 𝐽 1/2

𝐾 ⊕𝐾
𝐽 3/2

𝐾

𝐾

𝐾

Δ

α=0  V0/E0=1.2 𝜙 0α=1   V0/E0=0 𝜙 0

(b) (c)(a) (d) (e)

(f)

FIG. S5: (a)-(e) Spectra with increasing m2 for α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2, φ = 0 of Fig. 2(e) in the main text. Different colorful
dots Γ represents different irreps of the little group C6v. Spectrum in (c) is labelled with irreps by the little group C6v at Γ
and C3v at K. (f) spectrum around K before and after breaking the inversion symmetry. Jz is the angular momentum of the
state at K under C3.

CB1
CB2

CB3
CB4

CB5
CB6

(c)

(e) (f)(d)

(b)(a)

FIG. S6: (a)-(f) Spectra with reducing m2 for α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2, φ = 0 of Fig. 2(e) in the main text. Different colorful dots
Γ represents different irreps of the little group C6v shown in Tab.S2. Cyan bands are CB1 and CB2. Orange ones are Cb3-5.
Black ones are CB6 and higher energy bands. Insets in (d)(f) are enlargement of spectra around Γ in the dashed boxes.
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C6 My T

Γ̄7

−i 0

0 i

 0 −1

1 0

  0 1

−1 0


Γ̄8

ei5π/6 0

0 e−i5π/6

 0 −1

1 0

  0 1

−1 0


Γ̄9

eiπ/6 0

0 e−iπ/6

 0 −1

1 0

  0 1

−1 0


(a) Γ

C3 Mx

K̄4 −1 −i

K̄5 −1 i

K̄6

e−iπ/3 0

0 eiπ/3

 0 −1

1 0


(b) K

TABLE S2: (a)(b) symmetry operators in the irreducible representation at high symmetry momenta Γ and K for the double
space group 183 P6mm corresponding to the point group C6v.

dispersion with mz = −i is shown Fig. S4(d), while the mz = +i conduction bands are degenerate with mz = −i
bands. The lowest two conduction bands of the Hamiltonian H2DEG can be viewed as coming from two s-wave atomic
orbitals localized at the moiré hexagonal potential minima of the Wyckoff positions 1b and 1c for the point group
D6h and give rise to a Dirac cone at K and K’, similar to the case of graphene. The off-diagonal linear term in Eq.
(S6) represents the strong spin-orbit-coupling (SOC) of TI thin films, which gives rise to a small gap opening for the
dispersion in Fig. S4(c) and can be treated perturbatively. We perform a k · p type of perturbation expansion of the
full Hamiltonian H0(k) around K. The basis wave functions are chosen to be the eigen-states of H0(K ) in Eq. 1 of
the main eigenstates without SOC (vf = 0)

|ũJz,mz (K )〉 = |ũ−1/2,−i(K )〉, |ũ3/2,−i(K )〉, |ũ3/2,i(K )〉, |ũ+1/2,i(K )〉 (S37)

for CB1 and CB2 with the irreps K̄6 for |u1/2,+i(K )〉, |u−1/2,−i(K )〉 and K̄4,K̄5 for |u3/2,+i(K )〉, |u3/2,−i(K )〉
(Fig. S4(c)), the detailed forms of which can be numerically evaluated. The relevant symmetry operators are

Mz = −iσzτ0 T I = iσyτxK (S38)

with σ acts on the different mz, τ acts on different Jz in one mz, and K is the complex conjugate. The SOC couples
|ũJz,mz

(K )〉 and valence bands and contributes a k-independent term from the first order Löwdin perturbation61 by

HSOC = C ′0σ0τ0 + ∆KMσzτz. (S39)

The effective Hamiltonian Heff around K to the first order in k with m2 = 0.7E0/|k2
M | is

Heff (k) ≈ H0(K ) +

(
∂H0(k)

∂k

)
k=K

· k +HSOC = C0σ0τ0 + vf (kxσ0τx + kyσ0τy) + ∆KMσzτz, (S40)

where C0,∆KM, vf are material dependent parameters and can be obtained numerically from the perturbation ex-
pansion. The above effective Hamiltonian Heff (k) resembles the Kane-Mele model33 with the SOC term ∆KMσzτz,
which provides another understanding of the non-trivial Z2 topology of the CB1 and CB2 in our moiré system.

For α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2, φ = 0, similar procedure can be applied to find the atomic limits of CB1 and CB2 at a
large m2. The point group in this case is C6v group. For m2 = 1.5E0/|kM |2 in Fig. S5(e), the effective Hamiltonian
on the same basis as Eq. (S37) is given by

Heff (k) = C0σ0τ0 + vf (kxσ0τx + kyσ0τy) + ∆KMσzτz + ∆R(σxτy − σyτx). (S41)

Besides Kane-Mele SOC term ∆KM, there is another Rashba type of SOC term ∆R(σxτy−σyτx) as the inversion sym-
metry is broken for α = 033. The Rashba term couples two basis functions |ũ3/2,±i(K )〉 (K̄4 and K̄5 irreps) and opens
the gap between these two states, as schematically shown in Fig. S5(f). The other two states |ũ1/2,i(K )〉, |ũ1/2,i(K )〉
(K̄6 irrep) remain degenerate and form a 2D irrep under the little group C3v at K. When this energy splitting ∆R is
larger than the Kane-Mele SOC gap ∆KM, the degenerate states with the 2D irrep K̄6 lies between the K̄4 and K̄5

state, leading to the band touching between CB1 and CB2 bands at K for m2 = 1.5E0/|kM |2 in Fig. S5(e). In this
limit, the topology of the CB1 and CB2 is νCB1 +νCB2 = 0, as the CB1 and CB2 together form an atomic limit. With
decreasing m2 to m2 = 0.1E0/|kM |2, we notice the nodes at K between CB1 and CB2 remains, but there is another
band crossing between CB2 and higher conduction bands at Γ in Fig. S5(b). This band crossing at Γ changes the
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𝑤 𝑟(b) (c)

(d)

(a)

(e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

FIG. S7: (a)(b) The real-space maximally localized Wannier functions wR(r) for the lowest conduction bands with φ = 1/6
corresponding to Fig. 2(a) of the main text. (c) The real space moiré potentials with φ = 1/6. (d)(e)(f) Those for φ = 1/2 and
(g)(h)(i) Those for φ = 5/6.

overall Z2 topology of CB1 and CB2 to νCB1 +νCB2 = 1 for a smaller m2. In Fig. S6, we also show the band dispersion
and the irreducible representations at high symmetry momenta for other higher-energy mini-bands (labelled by CB3,
CB4, CB5 and CB6). We find the mini-bands of CB3, CB4 and CB5 are always touching each other and their total
Z2 number is νCB3 + νCB4 + νCB5 = 1 for 0.04E0/|kM |2 < m2 < 0.1E0/|kM |2. Another transition between CB5
and CB6 occurs at m2 ≈ 0.035E0/|kM |2 (See Fig. S6e), and after this transition, νCB3 + νCB4 + νCB5 becomes zero
while the other non-trivial Z2 number is moved to even higher energy mini-bands. For m2 < 0.1E0/|kM |2, these
additional transitions only occur for higher-energy mini-bands, while the Z2 topology of CB1 and CB2 remains the
same (νCB1 + νCB2 = 1). For m2 < 0.04E0/|kM |2, we find a gap between CB1 and CB2 opens at K due to the
interchange between the K̄6 and K̄5 mini-bands. Thus, the isolated CB1 with νCB1 = 1 and CB2 with νCB2 = 0
states can be found in Fig. S5(a) for m2 = 0.

D. Normal insulator phases of atomic limits

We construct the maximally localized Wannier functions62 for the topologically trivial region for the CB1 as shown
in Fig. S7. The locations of Wannier functions show the NI phase of CB1 has localized orbitals at Wyckoff positions
1b for φ = 1/6, 1a for φ = 1/2, 1c for φ = 5/6, as indicated in the phase diagram Fig. 2(a)(b) of the main text.
Comparing the Wannier functions with the moiré potentials, they are located at minima of moiré potentials and
correspond to the lowest conduction bands as expected. Since the minima of potentials change from one to another
when tuning φ, the localized orbitals shift from one location to the other. The phase transition between two NI phases
with orbitals at different Wyckoff positions has gap closing63, shown as the semi-metal phase in Fig. 2(a)(b) of the
main text, as they belong to different atomic limits.
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II. HARTREE FOCK METHODS FOR COULOMB INTERACTION

A. Eigenbasis projection

In this section, we project the Coulomb interaction into the eigenbasis of the non interacting Hamiltonian H0(k)41,42.
The non-interacting moiré Hamiltonian in the second quantization form is

H0(k) =
∑

G,G′,α,α′

f†α(k + G)
(
HTI
α,α′(k + G)δG,G′ +HM(G −G ′)δα,α′

)
fα′(k + G ′), (S42)

where α = 1, ..., 4 labels both spin and layer index, f†α(k + G) is a fermion creation operator, k is within the first
moiré BZ and G is Moiré reciprocal lattice vectors. The creation operators for eigenstates of H0(k) are are defined
as

c†n(k) =
∑
G,α

unG,α(k)f†α(k + G), (S43)

where unG,α(k) satisfies the eigen equation∑
G′,α′

(
HTI

α,α′(k + G)δG,G′ +HM(G −G ′)δα,α′
)
unG′,α′(k) = En0 (k)unG,α(k) (S44)

for H0(k) with energies En0 (k). By replacing G with G + G0 and G ′ with G ′ + G0 in Eq. (S44), we obtain∑
G′,α′

(
HTI

α,α′(k + G0 + G)δG,G′ +HM(G −G ′)δα,α′
)
unG′+G0,α′(k) = En0 (k)unG+G0,α(k), (S45)

which can be viewed as the eigen equations for unG,α(k + G0) by replacing k with k + G0 in Eq. (S44),∑
G′,α′

(
HTI

α,α′(k + G0 + G)δG,G′ +HM(G −G ′)δα,α′
)
unG′,α′(k + G0) = En0 (k + G0)unG,α(k + G0). (S46)

Thus, we can fix the periodic gauge for the eigen-state as

unG+G0,α(k) = unG,α(k + G0). (S47)

As unG,α(k) is a set of orthonormal basis, we can take the inverse of the above expansion as

f†α(k + G) =
∑
n

un∗G,α(k)c†n(k) (S48)

and {
cn(k), c†n′(k

′)
}

=
∑
G,α

un∗G,α(k)
∑
G′,α′

un
′

G′,α′(k
′)
{
fα(k + G), f†α′(k

′ + G ′)
}

= δn,n′δ(k − k ′). (S49)

To improve the efficiency of the numerical calculations, we need to further fix the gauge freedom of eigenstates.
An important step is to choose the real gauge for the Hamiltonian and eigenbasis due to the space-time inversion
symmetry C2zT in 2D for moiré potential with φ = 0. Take C2zT = UCTK with K as complex conjugate. UCT is
unitary and satisfies the UCT

∗UCT = 1 from (C2zT ) 2 = 1. Under the basis transformation UCT
1/2,(

UCT
1/2
)
†C2zT UCT

1/2 = UCT
−1/2UCT

(
UCT

1/2
)
∗K = K, (S50)

and the corresponding Hamiltonian and eigenbasis can be chosen to be real. There is still a SO(2) gauge freedom
left for eigenstates for Fig. 2(d) in the main text with inversion and ± gauge freedom for Fig. 2(e) in the main text
without inversion.

In the eigenbasis, the non-interacting Hamiltonian is

H0(k) =
∑
n

c†n(k)En0 (k)cn(k). (S51)
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The dual-gated Coulomb interaction potential is40,41

V (q) =
e2 tanh |q |d

2ε0εr|q |
1

S
, (S52)

where S is the area, d is the dual-gate distance, ε0εr are permittivity, e is electron charge. The Coulomb interaction
Hamiltonian in second quantization form is

HI =
1

2

∑
k1,k2,q ,G

∑
G1,α1,G2,α2

V (q + G)

f†α1
(k1 + G1 + q + G) f†α2

(k2 + G2 − q −G) fα2
(k2 + G2) fα1

(k1 + G1)

=
1

2

∑
k1,k2,q ,G

∑
m1,n1,m2,n2

V (q + G)Λm1n1
(k1 + q + G, k1) Λm2n2

(k2 − q −G, k2)

c†m1
(k1 + q) c†m2

(k2 − q) cn2
(k2) cn1

(k1)

(S53)

with the form factor

Λm1n1 (k1 + G, k2) =
∑
G′,α′

um1∗
G′,α′ (k1 + G)un1

G′,α′ (k2) = 〈um1 (k1 + G) |un1 (k2)〉 . (S54)

The form factor satisfies

Λm1n1 (k1 + G, k2) = Λ∗n1m1
(k2, k1 + G) = Λm1n1 (k1, k2 −G) . (S55)

In the real eigenbasis, the form factors are all real.

B. Self-consistent Hartree-Fock mean field Theory

In this section, we treat the Coulomb interaction under the Hartree-Fock (HF) approximation41. The basic idea is
the decoupling of four-fermion operators by

c†1c1c
†
2c2 =

(〈
c†1c1

〉
+ c†1c1 −

〈
c†1c1

〉)(〈
c†2c2

〉
+ c†2c2 −

〈
c†2c2

〉)
≈
〈
c†1c1

〉〈
c†2c2

〉
+
〈
c†1c1

〉(
c†2c2 −

〈
c†2c2

〉)
+
(
c†1c1 −

〈
c†1c1

〉)〈
c†2c2

〉
=
〈
c†1c1

〉
c†2c2 + c†1c1

〈
c†2c2

〉
−
〈
c†1c1

〉〈
c†2c2

〉
.

(S56)

The expectation value of the two-fermion operator is the density matrix

ρmn(k) =
〈
c†m(k)cn(k)

〉
=
∑
j

ψHF *
j,m (k)ψHF

j,n (k)nF
(
EHF
j (k)

)
(S57)

determined by with nF as the Fermi distribution function and ψHF
j,m(k),EHF

j (k) as the j-th eigenstates and eigen-
energies of Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian ∑

m

HHF
nm[ρ](k)ψHF

j,m(k) = EHF
j (k)ψHF

j,n (k), (S58)

where HHF
nm[ρ](k) is defined in Eq. Eq. (S61) below. We always choose EHF

j=1(k) < EHF
j=2(k) < ...., so the mean field

ground state is given by the eigen-state ψHF
j=1(k). Here, we do not consider non-uniform order parameters in real space

with the form
〈
c†m(k)cn(k + q)

〉
for q 6= 0.

The Coulomb interaction under Hartree-Fock approximation is

HI[ρ(k)] =
1

2

∑
k1,k2,q ,G

V (q + G)
∑

m1,n1,m2,n2

Λm1n1 (k1 + q + G, k1) Λm2n2 (k2 − q −G, k2)

(δq=0

(
ρm1n1

(k1) c†m2
(k2) cn2

(k2) + c†m1
(k1) cn1

(k1) ρm2n2
(k2)− ρm1n1

(k1) ρm2n2
(k2)

)
− δq=k2−k1

(
ρm1n2

(k2) c†m2
(k1) cn1

(k1) + c†m1
(k2) cn2

(k2) ρm2n1
(k1)− ρm1n2

(k2) ρm2n1
(k1)

)
)

=
∑
k1

C† (k1)
(
HH

I [ρ] (k1)−HF
I [ρ] (k1)

)
C (k1)− EC [ρ].

(S59)
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with the Hartree term HH
I [ρ] (k1), Fock term HF

I [ρ] (k1), condensation energy EC [ρ] defined as

HH
I [ρ] (k1) =

∑
k2,G

V (G)Λ (k1 −G, k1) Tr (ρ (k2) Λ∗ (k2 −G, k2))

HF
I [ρ] (k1) =

∑
k2,G

V (k2 − k1 + G) Λ (k1 −G, k2) ρT (k2) Λ† (k1 −G, k2)

EC [ρ] =
1

2

∑
k1,k2,G

V (G)Tr
(
ρ (k1) ΛT (k1 −G, k1)

)
Tr (ρ (k2) Λ∗ (k2 −G, k2))

− 1

2

∑
k1,k2,G

V (k2 − k1 + G) Tr
(
ρT (k1) Λ (k1 −G, k2) ρT (k2) Λ† (k1 −G, k2)

)
.

(S60)

C†(k) = (c†1(k), c†2(k)), . . . , c†n(k)) with n as the number of bands projected. Since the H0(k) comes from DFT with
Hartree-Fock interaction, the non-interacting states ψHF

j,m(k) = δj,m or ρ0(k) would be a solution to the Hartree-

Fock mean-field Hamiltonian. To achieve this, the HI [ρ0] is subtracted from HI [ρ]41,43. We define the Hartree-Fock
Hamiltonian to be

HHF[ρ](k) = H0(k) +HH
I [ρ](k)−HF

I [ρ](k)−
(
HH

I [ρ0] (k)−HF
I [ρ0](k)

)
= H0(k) +HH

I [ρ− ρ0](k)−HF
I [ρ− ρ0](k).

(S61)

We solve HHF[ρ](k) self-consistently in the following standard procedures. We first choose an initial guess of the
density matrix, denoted as ρini(k), as the order parameter for the filling of one band (half filling in two-band model
and one quarter filling for four-band model). Based on ρini(k), we can construct HHF[ρini](k) from Eq. (S61) and
calculate the corresponding new eigenstates that allow us to construct the new density matrix, denoted as ρnew(k).
We reset ρini(k) = ρnew(k) and continue the iterative process until the convergence is achieved. The criterion for the

convergence is taken as the spectra ẼHF
j (k) of HHF[ρini] and EHF

j (k) of HHF[ρnew] satisfy

max
j,k
|ẼHF
j (k)− EHF

j (k)| < 10−5E0 (S62)

with max taken for all bands j in HHF and k on the high symmetry lines Γ − K − M as shown in Fig. S8(a).

E0 = v|bM
1 |.

The final self-consistent solution for the density matrix is denoted as ρHF (k) which is determined by the eigen
wavefunctions |ψHF

j (k)〉 by Eq. (S57) and (S58). The energy per particles for each self-consistent solution to the
mean-field Hamiltonian is

EI[ρ] =
1

N

∑
k

TrρT (k)HHF[ρ](k)− (EC [ρ]− EC [ρ0]) . (S63)

with N as the number of electrons for the filling.

C. Two-band model of CB1

In this section, we discuss the self-consistent solutions of HHF(k) at half filling of two-band model for CB1. Below
we will discuss both the inversion-symmetric and asymmetric cases.

We first describe our gauge choice of the non-interacting eigen-states for the case α = 1, V0/E0 = 0, φ = 0
with inversion symmetry, which is important to simplify the numerical calculations. The non-interacting states are
|uCB1
±i (k)〉 with the mz eigenvalues ±i. The mirror Chern number64 C = ±1 can be defined for |uCB1

±i (k)〉. C2zT
relates two mz-eigen states by

C2zT |uCB1
±i (k)〉 = |uCB1

∓i (k)〉. (S64)

It turns out that the Hartree-Fock calculations can be simplified by taking the real gauge due to the C2zT symmetry
and thus we transform the basis wavefunctions into the real-gauge form

|uR,CB1
+ (k)〉 =

1√
2

(
eiϕk |uCB1

−i (k)〉+ e−iϕk |uCB1
+i (k)〉

)
|uR,CB1
− (k)〉 =

1√
2i

(
eiϕk |uCB1

−i (k)〉 − e−iϕk |uCB1
+i (k)〉

)
,

(S65)
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FIG. S8: (a) The spectrum of HHF(k) for mirror polarized states with ρRy (k) (orange lines) . (b)(c) The overlap between

Hartree-Fock states |ψHF
j=1(k)〉 in (a) and the non-interacting mirror polarized basis wavefunction |uCB1

±i 〉(k). (d) The Berry
curvature Ωxy(k) over the moiré BZ for the filled band. Here the calculation is for the two-band model with the parameters
φ = 0, α = 1, V0/E0 = 0.

where ϕk is the remaining relative U(1) phase between eigen-states opposite mz (spin U(1) symmetry). The real
eigen-states with different ϕk can be related by a SO(2) transformation

R(ϕ̃k ) =

cos ϕ̃k − sin ϕ̃k

sin ϕ̃k cos ϕ̃k

 , (S66)

which shifts ϕk to ϕk + ϕ̃k . The other symmetry operators can be taken as

T = iσyK; C2z = −iσy; C2zT = K; Mz = −iσy, (S67)

with Pauli matrices σ redefined under the basis |uR,CB1
± (k)〉. |uR,CB1

± (k)〉 are taken as the eigenstates projected for the

self-consistent Hartree-Fock calculations, which are related to the basis |uCB1
mz=±i〉 used in the main text by Eq. (S65).

The density matrices in the main text, denoted as [ρ]αβ = 〈uCB1
α |ρ̂|uCB1

β 〉 with α, β = ±i, are related to the density

matrices ρR in the real basis discussed below, denoted as [ρR]αβ = 〈uR,CB1
α |ρ̂|uR, CB1

β 〉 with α, β = ±, by

ρR = UR†ρUR (S68)

and

UR(k) =
1√
2

 eiϕk −ieiϕk

e−iϕk ie−iϕk

 , (S69)

which transforms Pauli matrices σ as UR†σyU
R = σx cos 2ϕk − σz sin 2ϕk , U

R†σxU
R = σx sin 2ϕk +

σz cos 2ϕk , U
R†σzU

R = σy.

We performed the self-consistent calculations on the basis |uR,CB1
± (k)〉 and generally consider the following two

types of order parameters: ρR
y (k) = f0y(k)σ0 + fy(k)σy and ρR

zx(k) = f0zx(k)σ0 + fx(k)σx + fz(k)σz with σ acting

on the basis |uR,CB1
± (k)〉 in Eq. (S65). These two types of order parameters possess different symmetry properties

as summarized in Tab.S3. For ρR
y (k), the density matrix breaks the C2zT symmetry with complex fy(k)σy and

preserves SO(2) symmetry in Eq. (S66) by [R(ϕ̃k ), ρR
y (k)] = 0. ρR

y (k) also preserves the z-directional mirror symmetry,

[ρR
y (k),Mz] = 0, asMz = −iσy in the |uR,CB1

± (k)〉 basis, which is the generator of the SO(2) symmetry. It represents

the many-body states polarized to one of the mirror states |uCB1
mz
〉, dubbed as mirror-polarized states. For ρR

zx(k),

the density matrix is real and preserves the C2zT symmetry ([C2zT , ρR
zx(k)] = 0) but breaks SO(2) symmetry. It

represents the many-body states with superposition of both mirror states |uCB1
mz
〉, dubbed as mirror-coherent states.

The identity matrix σ0 appears in both order parameters and mainly determines the filling of states |ψHF
j (k)〉 at

different momenta k .
Different symmetry properties of ρR

y (k) and ρR
zx(k) under the C2zT and SO(2) symmetry guarantee that they will

not mix with each other. We may start from the initial density matrix ρR
ini(k) = ρR

y (k) with certain forms of f0y
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T C2z C2zT Mz I C6z C3z Mx My

iτ0syK −iτ0sz iτ0sxK −iτxsz τxs0 exp(−iπτ0sz/6) exp(−iπτ0sz/3) −iτ0sx −iτ0sy
iσyK −iσy K −iσy σ0 exp(−iπσy/6) exp(−iπσy/3) −iσz −iσx

ρR,HF
y (k) × X × X X X X × ×

ρR,HF
zx (k) × × X × X × × X ×

TABLE S3: A summary of symmetries preserved (X) or broken (×) by the mirror polarized states with ρR,HF
y (k) and the

mirror coherent states with ρR,HF
zx (k). ρR,HF(k) are the self-consistent solutions from the mean-field Hamiltonian HHF(k). The

symmetry operators are written in two basis. τ, s are Pauli matrices for the surface and spin basis as Eq.1 in the main text. σ
are the Pauli matrices for the real basis |uR,CB1

± (k)〉.

and fy, which preserves the R(ϕ̃k ) symmetry, [ρR
ini(k), R(ϕ̃k )] = 0. As the Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian HHF[ρR

ini](k) is
constructed from ρR

ini, direct calculation shows that [HHF[ρR
ini](k), R(ϕ̃k )] = 0 for any ϕk . From Eq. (S66) of R(ϕ̃k ),

the Hamiltonian has to take the form

HHF[ρR
ini](k) = h0(k)σ0 + hy(k)σy, (S70)

where h0(k), hy(k) are some functions of k which can be determined numerically. From the above form of the
Hamiltonian, the new density matrix can be evaluated as

ρR
new(k) =

∑
j=±

nF (h0(k) + jhy(k))
1

2
(σ0 − jσy) , (S71)

which still satisfies [ρR
new(k), R(ϕ̃k )] = 0. nF (E) is the Fermi distribution function. Thus, the R(ϕ̃k ) symmetry is

preserved in the self-consistent calculation process and thus the Pauli matrices σx and σz cannot be generated in the
final ρR,HF

y (k).

Similar argument can be applied to the initial density matrix ρR
ini(k) = ρR

zx(k) with certain forms of f0zx, fz, fx.
The C2zT symmetry is preserved for ρR

ini(k) and HHF[ρR
ini](k). As a result, the Hamiltonian form has to be

HHF = h0(k)σ0 + hx(k)σx + hz(k)σz, (S72)

and the new density matrix is

ρR
new(k) =

∑
j=±

nF

(
h0(k) + j

√
h2
x(k) + h2

z(k)
) 1

2

(
σ0 + j

hx(k)√
h2
x(k) + h2

z(k)
σx + j

hz(k)√
h2
x(k) + h2

z(k)
σz

)
, (S73)

which has the C2zT symmetry, [ρR
new(k), C2zT ] = 0. So the Pauli matrix σy cannot be mixed into the density matrix

ρR,HF
zx (k) in the above procedure. Based on this symmetry argument, we can discuss the self-consistent solutions for

the density matrix form ρR
y (k) and ρR

zx(k), separately, below.

For ρR
y (k), we choose the initial density matrix as

ρR
ini(k) =

1

2
(σ0 − σy), (S74)

which can be obtained from the states |uCB1
−i (k)〉. Although the initial density matrix ρR

ini is independent of k , the

HHF(k) in Eq. (S61) depends on k and the self-consistent density matrix should in principle depend on k . The
self-consistent solutions are shown in Fig. S8, in which we evaluate the overlap

|〈ψHF
j=1(k)|uCB1

−i (k)〉| = 1 |〈ψHF
j=1(k)|uCB1

+i (k)〉| = 0 (S75)

in Fig. S8(b)(c) with |ψHF
j=1(k)〉 =

∑
m=± ψ

HF
1,m(k)|uR,CB1

m (k)〉 in Fig. S8(a) for the filled bands at half-filling. Further-
more, the Chern number for the band j can be evaluated by

C =
1

2π

∫
d2k Ωxy(k), (S76)
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FIG. S9: (a) The spectrum of HHF(k) for the mirror coherent states with ρRzx(k) (black lines) . (b)(c) The overlap between
mirror coherent states |ψHF

j=1(k)〉 for the filled band in (a) and the non interacting states |uCB1
±i 〉(k). (d) The Wannier center

flow for both eigen-states of HHF(k). (e) The energy per particle EI[ρ
R] with non-interacting energy EI[ρ0] subtracted for

ρRy (k) and ρRzx(k). Here the calculation is for the two-band model with the parameters φ = 0, α = 1, V0/E0 = 0.

where the Berry curvature is calculated by65

Ωxy(k) = − arg
(
〈ψHF
j (k)|ψHF

j (k + δkx)〉〈ψHF
j (k + δkx)|ψHF

j (k + δkx + δky)

〈ψHF
j (k + δky)|ψHF

j (k + δkx + δky)〉−1〈ψHF
j (k)|ψHF

j (k + δky)〉−1
) (S77)

with δkx, δky as the momenta connecting neighboring momentum grid points in the x, y direction. Our calculation
shows C = +1 for the filled band |ψHF

j=1(k)〉 with the Berry curvature distribution shown in Fig. S8(d).

For ρR
zx(k), the initial density matrices are taken as

ρR
ini =

1

2
(σ0 + σz cos 2ϕ̃− σx sin 2ϕ̃) (S78)

for a certain uniform value of ϕ̃, which corresponds to states cos ϕ̃|uR,CB1
+ (k)〉 − sin ϕ̃|uR,CB1

− (k)〉. The HF energy

spectrum from this initial ρR
ini in Fig. S9 shows nodes at K,K ′. These nodes can be understood from nonzero Euler

number, denoted as µ, a topological invariant defined for a two-band model with the C2zT symmetry66–68. The
non-interacting eigen-state of CB1 has non-trivial Z2 number νCB1 = 1, and the Euler number can be related to the
Z2 number by νCB1 = µ mod 268. Thus, when νCB1 = 1, µ has to be an odd number, which gives rise to 2µ of gapless
Dirac nodes in the spectrum. Because C2zT is preserved for the initial density matrix ρR

ini, this symmetry remains
throughout the whole self-consistent calculation process, so Euler class is still well-defined for the final self-consistent
Hatree-Fock ground state. We evaluate the Wannier center flow for the final Hatree-Fock ground state, which is
shown in Fig. S9(d). The nonzero Euler class with µ = 1 from the Wannier center flow guarantees the existence of 2
Dirac nodes in the Hartree-Fock spectrum. Fig. S9(b)(c) shows that the Hartree-Fock solutions |ψHF

j=1(k)〉 shown in
Fig. S9(a) are superposition of two mz states with the same probability

|〈ψHF
j=1(k)|uCB1

−i (k)〉| = 1/
√

2 |〈ψHF
j=1(k)|uCB1

+i (k)〉| = 1/
√

2, (S79)

which are denoted as mirror coherent states.
The true ground state of the system is obtained by comparing the energies EI[ρ

R] of two self-consistent density
matrices in Fig. S9(e). Above the critical interaction value around 0.05E0 ≈ 2 meV, our calculation shows that the
mirror polarized state with ρR

y (k) has lower energies than the non-interacting ground state and the mirror coherent

states with ρR
zx(k). This is because non-interacting ground state and mirror coherent state have gapless excitations

in their spectrum, while the mirror polarized states are fully gapped. Thus, we conclude that the true ground state
is a mirror polarized Chern insulator.

For the case with α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2, φ = 0 without inversion, the mirror symmetry Mz is broken so we cannot
characterize the non-interacting eigen-state with mirror eigen-values and mirror Chern number. However, the C2zT
symmetry remains, so we can still choose the real gauge for non-interacting states as |uR,CB1

1 (k)〉, |uR,CB1
2 (k)〉, which

satisfies

C2zT |uR,CB1
n (k)〉 = |uR,CB1

n (k)〉, (S80)

where n = 1, 2 labels two spin-split bands for the Kramers’ pair of CB1. Consequently, two types of order parameters,
ρR
y (k) that breaks C2zT and ρR

zx(k) that breaks spin U(1) symmetry, do not mix with each other. The self-consistent
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FIG. S10: (a)(b) The spectra (orange) of HHF(k) with ρRy (k) for (a) and ρRzx(k) for (b). The cyan lines are non-interacting

spectrum. (c) Berry curvature for the lower band of HHF(k) in (a). (c) The energy per particle EI[ρ
R] with non-interacting

energy EI[ρ0] subtracted for ρRy (k) and ρRzx(k). Here the calculation is for the two-band model with the parameters φ = 0, α =
0, V0/E0 = 1.2.
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FIG. S11: (a) The energy per particle for the self-consistent Hartree-Fock solutions labelled by initial density matrix ρini for
U(aM1 ) = 0.13E0. (b) The energy per particle for the self-consistent Hartree-Fock solutions under different interaction strength.
Orange (Black) lines are C2zT symmetry breaking (preserving) states. Here the calculation is for the four-band model with
the parameters φ = 0, α = 1, V0/E0 = 0

.

solutions with two types of order parameters are shown in Fig. S10. ρR
y (k) breaks T symmetry and one band of

CB1 with nonzero Chern number is gapped from the other band. ρR
zx(k) has Dirac nodes in spectra at K,K ′ with

energies EI[ρ
R
zx(k)] higher than the other case. The ground state is an interaction-driven Chern insulator, same as

the inversion symmetric case.

D. Four-band model with CB1 and CB2

In the main text, we have discussed the important role of the band mixing between CB1 and CB2 induced by
the Coulomb interaction, which can result in the interacting ground state varying from the QAH state to a trivial
insulator state for the realistic Coulomb interaction strength for the inversion symmetric case (V0 = 0), while the QAH
state remains for the realistic Coulomb interaction when a large asymmetric potential V0 is applied. The difference
between the inversion symmetric and asymmetric cases is that both CB1 and CB2 carry non-trivial Z2 number,
νCB1 = νCB2 = 1, for inversion symmetric case, while a strong asymmetric potential V0 gives a trivial insulator phase
for CB2, νCB1 = 1 and νCB2 = 0, for inversion asymmetric case. This effect can only be taken into account when
considering both CB1 and CB2, and thus it is important to go beyond the two-band model discussed above and
consider a four-band model with both CB1 and CB2. In this section, we will provide more details of our numerical
self-consistent calculations of the interacting ground state within the HF approximations for the four-band model.
Below we always assume the 1/4 filling of four bands, which corresponds to the 1/2 filling of CB1.

For the case α = 1, V0/E0 = 0, φ = 0 with inversion symmetry, the non-interacting states now have |uCB1
±i (k)〉

with C = ±1 and |uCB2
±i (k)〉 with C = ∓1, where C denotes the Chern number of the mini-bands in the mz = −i

subspace (mirror Chern number). For the convenience of the calculations, we choose the real gauge by applying the

transformation given in Eq. (S65) to the basis wave-functions for both CB1 and CB2, denoted as |u R,CB1
± 〉, |u R,CB2

± 〉.
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FIG. S12: (a) The spectra (orange) of HHF(k) with ρRini(k) = τ0σy and U(aM1 ) = 0.13E0. The cyan lines are non-interacting

spectrum. (b) Berry curvature for the lowest band j = 1 of HHF(k) in (a). (c) The overlap between the ground states |ψ̃HF
j=1(k)〉

in (a) and the non-interacting states |uR,CB1/CB2
±i (k)〉. (d)(e)(f) are same as (a)(b)(c), respectively, for U(aM1 ) = 0.08E0. Here

the calculation is for the four-band model with the parameters φ = 0, α = 1, V0/E0 = 0.

The initial density matrices ρR
ini are taken as one of τiσj with i, j = 0, x, y, z and τ acting on CB1,CB2 and σ acts on

two real basis in one Kramer pair of bands, which are all possible 4× 4 uniform density matrices. From EI [ρ
R(k)] for

different ρR
ini in Fig. S11, the self-consistent solutions can also be divided into two groups: one with complex density

matrices breaking C2zT (e.g. τiσy and τyσi with i = 0, x, z) and the other with real density matrices preserving
breaking C2zT (e.g. τiσj with i, j = 0, x, z and τyσy), as the C2zT symmetry is preserved at the single-particle
Hamiltonian level for φ = 0. We generally find that the self-consistent solutions with the initial complex density
matrices have lower energies, as shown in Fig. S11(a). Although the initial density matrices ρR

ini are different, we
numerically find the self-consistent density matrices are all mirror polarized states related by C2z or T . From Fig.4(a)
in the main text or Fig. S11(b) reproduced here, the self-consistent solutions with complex density matrices becomes
the ground states when the Coulomb interaction exceeds 0.04E0. The inter-band mixing between CB1 and CB2 is
negligible for interaction strength in regime II with 0.04E0 < U(aM1 ) < 0.09E0 but a strong band mixing is found
in regime III with larger Coulomb interaction 0.09E0 < U(aM1 ). Fig. S12 shows the self-consistent solutions for the
initial density matrix ρR

ini = τ0σy as an example. Here Fig. S12(a)-(c) are for U(aM
1 ) = 0.13E0 (regime III) while

(d)-(f) are for U(aM
1 ) = 0.08E0 (regime II). The filled band |ψ̃HF

j=1(k)〉 in Fig. S12(a) for regime III has the Chern
number C = 0 and that in Fig. S12(d) for regime II has C = +1. Fig. S12(b) and (e) show the distribution of Berry
curvature Ωxy in the moiré BZ for regime III and regime II, respectively. Fig. S12(c) and (f) show the projection of

|ψ̃HF
j=1(k)〉 into non-interacting states |uCB1

±i (k)〉 and |uCB2
±i (k)〉 in regime III and regime II, respectively. One can see

that the interacting ground state |ψ̃HF
j=1(k)〉 has a strong component from |uCB2

±i (k)〉, in addition to |uCB1
±i (k)〉, due to

the strong band mixing in regime III, while only the |uCB1
±i (k)〉 part dominates the interacting ground state in regime

II. Thus, from Fig. S12, we show that the Coulomb interaction can drive the interacting ground state into a trivial
Mott insulator phase69,70 via band mixing between CB1 and CB2 when there is inversion symmetry.

For the case α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2, φ = 0 without inversion symmetry, the self-consistent solutions are summarized
in Fig. S13. As shown in the phase diagram of Fig. 4(b) in the main text, the system stays in the QAH state with
C = +1 for the realistic Coulomb interaction strength U(aM

1 ) = U0 ≈ 0.13E0, which is quite different from the
inversion symmetric case. Here we show more details of this calculation in Fig. S13 for U(aM

1 ) = 0.13E0. Fig. S13(a)
shows that the self-consistent solutions with the initial complex density matrices that break the C2zT still have lower
energy. We consider σ0τy as an example and show the energy dispersion of HF bands in Fig. S13(b). The distribution
of the Berry curvature Ωxy in the moiré BZ is shown in Fig. S13(c). We further project the interacting ground state

of the four-band model, denoted as |ψ̃HF
j=1(k)〉, into that of the two-band model, denoted as |ψHF

j=1(k)〉, and find their
overlap is almost 1 in the whole moiré BZ, as shown in Fig. S13(d). Thus, the inter-band mixing is negligible in the
inversion asymmetric case for U(aM

1 ) = U0 ≈ 0.13E0.
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FIG. S13: (a) The energies of the self-consistent Hartree Fock states with different initial density matrices ρRini(k). (b) The
spectra (orange) of HHF(k) with ρRini(k) = σyτ0 and U(aM1 ) = 0.13E0. The cyan lines are non-interacting spectrum. (c)

Berry curvature for the lowest band of HHF(k) in (b). (d) The overlap between the ground states |ψ̃HF
j=1(k)〉 for four-band

Hartree-Fock calculations and the ground states |ψHF
j=1(k)〉 for two-band Hartree-Fock calculations. Here the calculation is for

the four-band model with the parameters φ = 0, α = 0, V0/E0 = 1.2.

(b)(a)

FIG. S14: (a) Spectrum for the moiré system for smaller moiré unit cells. (b) The spectra (orange) of HHF with ρRy (k) for
mirror polarized states. Here the calculation is for the two-band model with the parameters φ = 1/3, α = 0.16, V0/E

′
0 = 1.1.

E. Coulomb interaction for smaller moiré unit cells

In this section, we discuss the moiré systems with a smaller moiré lattice constant, |aM
1 | = 14nm, for a twist angle

θ = 1.0◦. The Coulomb interaction scales inversely with the moiré unit cell length and its strength can be estimated
as U(aM

1 ) = 10 meV.
The spectrum is shown in Fig. S14(a). The parameters for the spectrum are ∆1 = 14meV, φ = 1/3, and m0 =

30meV. The energy scale is E′0 = v|bM
1 | = 77meV. The bandwidth of CB1 is 7.4meV and the direct gap between CB1

and CB2 is 4meV. The ratio between U(aM
1 ) and bandwidth is smaller for the smaller |aM

1 |. When the Coulomb
interaction is considered for CB1 with the density matrix ρR

y (k) as shown in Fig. S14(b), the mirror polarized states
with C = +1 can be induced.

III. COMPUTATIONAL METHODS FOR DFT CALCULATIONS AND MOIRÉ LATTICE

The DFT calculations were performed with the Vienna Ab initio Simulation Package (VASP)
71

. The exchange-

correlation functional was chosen as the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof type generalized-gradient approximation
72

and the

projector-augmented-wave method was used for the core-electron potentials
73,74

. The energy cutoff was set as 340
eV for all calculations. The convergence criterion was set as 10−5 eV for self-consistent electronic calculations and

the k-point meshes were set as 13× 13× 1 to sample the Brillouin zone. We used the DFT-D3 method
75

to correctly
describe the van der Waals interactions.

As discussed in the main text and the next section IV, the moiré potential ∆(r) in the twisted Sb2/Sb2Te3 hetero-

structures could be obtained from the uniform potential ∆̃(dR) for the hetero-structure with a uniform shift dR

between the Sb2 layer and Sb2Te3 layer. Therefore, we will describe below our first principles calculations of the
band structures with different stacking configurations that correspond to different shifting vectors dR. As shown in
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Fig. S15(a), the heterostructure model with the specific stacking contains 1× 1 Sb2 monolayer and 1× 1 2QL Sb2Te3

thin film. A vacuum layer with 20 Å was added along the z direction to avoid the interaction between adjacent
slabs. Because the uniform potential ∆̃(dR) is induced by coupling between Sb2 monolayer and Sb2Te3 thin films,
we fixed the value of the van der Waals gap inside 2QL Sb2Te3 thin film as the bulk value (2.708 Å), and then let
Sb2 monolayer and its neighboring atoms fully relax until the calculated forces are smaller than 0.01 eV/Å. In Fig. 5
of the main text, we plot the relaxed lattices and corresponding band structures for heterostructures with AA, AB,
and BA stacking, whose interlayer distances between Sb2 monolayer and 2QL Sb2Te3 thin film are 3.92 Å, 2.81 Å,
and 2.91 Å respectively.

Besides the stacking configurations shown in the main text, other stacked heterostructures can be also found in
the moiré pattern (see Fig. 5 in the main text). In order to calculate moiré potential ∆(r) accurately (see Section IV
below), we consider extra nine stacked configurations, as shown in Fig. S15(b-d), which are located in the intermediate
regions among AA, AB, and BA stackings, named AAmAA-X (Fig. S15(b)), AAmAB-X (Fig. S15(c)), and AAmBA-
X (Fig. S15(d)) with X = I, II, III. We take the heterostructure models with AAmAA stackings as an example to
show their lattices in details and the other intermediate stacked configurations could be obtained by using the same
method. There are three types of AAmAA stacked structures in the moiré pattern, corresponding to the shifting
vector dR as ã1/2 + 0ã2, 0ã1 − ã2/2, and ã1/2 + ã2/2 for AAmAA-I, AAmAA-II, and AAmAA-III respectively.
These three configurations are related by C3z rotation, and thus we only need to calculate the electronic structure
for one of them. On the other hand, because these intermediate stacked structures are not in the local minimum
of the potential energy surface, we only relax the z direction coordinate while fix the x and y coordinates of the
Sb2 monolayer (see Fig. S15(a)). The corrugation effect, which is crucial for predicting the correct band structure
in twisted bilayer graphene76–78, is taken into account after this lattice relaxation process. Using the same method,
we obtained the relaxed intermediate stacked heterostructures for AAmAB-X and AAmBA-X (X = I, II, III). The
interlayer distances between Sb2 monolayer and 2QL Sb2Te3 thin film are 2.94 Å, 3.38 Å, and 3.42 Å for AAmAA,
AAmAB, and AAmBA stacked heterostructures respectively and the related band structures are shown in Fig. S15(e)
correspondingly.

IV. MOIRÉ POTENTIALS FROM THE FITTING TO THE DFT BAND STRUCTURE

In this section, we discuss the method to obtain Moire potential ∆(r) in Eq. 1 of the main text from the above
DFT calculation in Sec. III79.

We first consider the effective Hamiltonian HDFT in Eq. (3) of the main text. Compared to the original Hamiltonian

H0 in Eq. 1, the spatially dependent moiré potential term ∆(r) is changed to a uniform potential term ∆̃(dR) for
a fixed dR that describes the relative shift between Sb2 and Sb2Te3 layers. HDFT describes the effective model for
the hetero-structure with a uniform shift between two atomic layers, and different values of the shifting vector dR
describe different stacking configurations. Thus, we can use the energy dispersion of HDFT to fit to that from the
DFT calculations.

The effective Hamiltonian ĤDFT(dR) is then given by

〈k1, β1|ĤDFT(dR)|k2, β2〉 = δ(k1− k2)(

htD(k1) ms0

ms0 hbD(k1)

+

∆̃(dR)s0 0

0 α∆̃(dR)s0

) = δ(k1− k2)HDFT(k1,dR),

(S81)

where HDFT(k ,dR) is just Eq.(4) in the main text, h
t/b
D (k) are the top/bottom Dirac surface states same as Eq. (1)

of the main text, s0 are the identical matrix in spin space, m is the tunnelling between two surfaces, and α captures
the difference in the potentials on two surfaces created by the Sb2 layer. |k , β〉 is the atomic Bloch states for the
Sb2Te3 and Sb2 lattice with a constant shift. β1,2 = 1, ..., 4 represents both the spin and layer degrees of freedom.
The spectra of this model are given by

EDFT
η,ξ (k ,d) =

1 + α

2
∆̃(d) + η

√
m2 +

(
1− α

2
∆̃(d) + ξv2k2)

)2

. (S82)

with η = ±, ξ = ±. By fitting EDFT
η,ξ (k ,d) to the spectrum calculated from DFT in Fig.4(b) of the main text and

Fig. S15(f), the parameters α, ∆̃(d), v and m in the model Hamiltonian can be obtained. From the three-fold rotation
symmetry C3 of the underlying lattice, one can obtain

〈k , β1|ĤDFT(d)|k , β2〉 = 〈C3k , β1|ĤDFT(C3d)|C3k , β2〉 (S83)
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FIG. S15: (a) The side view of the Sb2/Sb2Te3 heterostructure with AA stacking. The solid black lines mark the unitcell
used in DFT calculations. Sb atoms in Sb2 monolayer are marked as gray, Sb atoms and Te atoms in Sb2Te3 films are marked
as red and blue. The atoms in the region with the green background are frozen when we relax the lattice structures, the x and
y coordinates of Sb atoms in the region with the yellow background are fixed. The value of the van der Waals gap inside 2QL
Sb2Te3 films is 2.078Å. (b-d) The top view for heterostructures with the stacking of AAmAA-X, AAmAB-X, and AAmBA-X
(X = I, II, III). Corresponding dR is shown by the green arrows. The black arrows show the lattice vector of Sb2 monolayer.
(e) Calculated band structures of the heterostructure with the stacking of AAmAA, AAmAB, and AAmBA, respectively. The
Fermi levels are set as zero.

and

EDFT
η,ξ (k ,d) = EDFT

η,ξ (C3k , C3d) = EDFT
η,ξ (k , C3d), (S84)

where the last line following from EDFT
η,ξ depends on |k | in Eq. (S82). So, only one of three stacking related by C3

shown in Fig. S15(b)-(d) needs to be fitted.
Next we will establish the relation between the moiré Hamiltonian H0 in Eq.1 of the main text and the Hamil-

tonian HDFT constructed from the fitting to the DFT energy spectrum. We start from the momentum-space moiré
Hamiltonian 〈k1, β1|Ĥ0|k2, β2〉 in Eq.1 of the main text, where β1,2 = 1, · · · , 4 label both layer and spin indices and
|k , β〉 are atomic Bloch states for each layer underlying the moiré superlattice. As the moiré Hamiltonian H0 does not
preserve atomic lattice translation, the crystal momentum k is not a good quantum number and H0 can mix different
k states. The atomic Bloch wave function |k , β〉 is related to atomic Wannier function |R, β〉 by

|k , β〉 =
∑
R

eik ·R|R, β〉, (S85)

so the moiré Hamiltonian is transformed into the form on the atomic Wannier function basis as

〈k1, β1|Ĥ0|k2, β2〉 =
∑
R1R2

e−ik1·R1〈R1, β1|Ĥ0|R2, β2〉eik2·R2 . (S86)



31

FIG. S16: (a) The lattice structures for the twisted Sb2 (gray) on top of Sb2Te3 (blue and orange) at a location same as
Fig.4(c) of the main text. ã1,2 are primitive lattice vectors for the Sb2Te3 layer and ã ′1,2 are primitive lattice vectors for Sb2

layer. dR1,2 are the local lattice shifts at sites R1,2. (b) Commensurate Sb2 (gray) on top of Sb2Te3 with a constant shift dR2

as an approximation for the local lattice structures in (a). (c) BZs for Sb2Te3 (orange), Sb2 (gray), and moiré superlattice

(blue). b̃1,2, b̃
′
1,2, b̃

M

1,2 are reciprocal lattice vectors for for Sb2Te3, Sb2, moiré superlattice, respectively.

Here 〈R1, β1|Ĥ0|R2, β2〉 describes the Hamiltonian matrix element between atomic Wannier functions located at
R1 and R2 in the superlattice shown in Fig. S16(a). As the overlap between atomic Wannier functions decays
quickly as the distance increases, we only consider the local hopping within the length scale |R2 − R1| ∼ O(|ã1|),
where ã1 is the atomic primitive lattice vector for the Sb2Te3 layer. In this atomic length scale, the Hamiltonian
matrix element between two Wannier orbitals near R on the superlattice structure with twist angle θ in Fig. S16(a)
can be approximated locally by the Hamiltonian matrix element for two atomic layers with a constant shift dR in
Fig. S16(b)79, where

dR = R(θ)R −R (S87)

and R(θ) as the rotation operator for the Sb2 layer with the rotating angle θ. This approximation is valid for a small
twist angle θ because the local shift vector dR is almost uniform at the atomic length scale,

dR2
≈ dR1

(S88)

for |R2−R1| ∼ O(|ã1|). The Hamiltonian matrix element between two atomic Wannier orbitals for the commensurate

lattice is captured by 〈R1, β1|ĤDFT(dR2
)|R2, β2〉, so we make the approximation

〈R1, β1|Ĥ0|R2, β2〉 ≈ 〈R1, β1|ĤDFT(dR2)|R2, β2〉 (S89)

and

〈k1, β1|Ĥ0|k2, β2〉 =
∑
R1R2

e−ik1·R1〈R1, β1|ĤDFT(dR2)|R2, β2〉eik2·R2 . (S90)

To extract R2 in ĤDFT(dR2
) for the summation, we transform ĤDFT(dR) to the momentum-space by

ĤDFT(dR) =
∑
G̃

e−iG̃·dRĤDFT(G̃) (S91)

as ĤDFT(dR + xã1 + yã2) = ĤDFT(dR) is periodic for atomic lattice vectors (x, y are integers here), as shown in

Fig. S16(b). We also denote the atomic reciprocal lattice vector G̃ = G̃wz = wb̃1 + zb̃2 with integers w, z, so the

summation over G̃ is equivalent to the summation over w, z. b̃1,2 are atomic reciprocal lattice vectors satisfying

b̃i · ãj = δij for i, j = 1, 2 and shown in Fig. S16(c). Since

G̃wz · dR = G̃wz · (R(θ)R −R) = (G̃wz −R(θ)G̃wz) · (R(θ)R) = Gwz · (R + dR) ≈ Gwz ·R (S92)
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with the moiré reciprocal lattice vectors Gwz given by

Gwz = G̃wz −R(θ)G̃wz

= (wb̃1 + zb̃2)−R(θ)(wb̃1 + zb̃2)

= w(b̃1 −R(θ)b̃1) + z(b̃2 −R(θ)b̃2)

= w(b̃1 − b̃
′
1) + z(b̃2 − b̃

′
2)

= wbM
1 + zbM

2 ,

(S93)

we have

e−iG̃·dR ≈ e−iG·R, ĤDFT(dR) ≈
∑
w,z

e−iGwz·RĤDFT(G̃wz). (S94)

Here ã ′1,2 = R(θ)ã1,2 (b̃
′
1,2 = R(θ)b̃1,2) are primitive (reciprocal) lattice vectors for the twisted Sb2 layer as shown

in Fig. S16(c) and bM
1,2 = b̃1,2 − b̃

′
1,2 are the moiré reciprocal lattice vectors. The approximation in Eq. (S92) is valid

as |dR| ∼ O(|ã1|)� |aM
1 | and G · dR � G · aM

1 ∼ O(1).
Substituting Eq. (S89) and (S94) into Eq. (S86) leads to

〈k1, β1|Ĥ0|k2, β2〉 ≈
∑

R1R2,w,z

e−ik1·R1e−iGwz·R2〈R1, β1|ĤDFT(G̃wz)|R2, β2〉eik2·R2

=
∑
w,z

〈k1, β1|ĤDFT(G̃wz)|k2 −Gwz, β2〉

=
∑
w,z

δ(k2 − k1 −Gwz)〈k1, β1|ĤDFT(G̃wz)|k1, β2〉.

(S95)

The last line comes from the conservation of crystal momenta of HDFT(d),

〈k1, β1|ĤDFT(G̃)|k2, β2〉 =

∫
d2deiG̃·d 〈k1, β1|ĤDFT(d)|k2, β2〉 = δ(k1 − k2)〈k1, β1|ĤDFT(G̃)|k1, β2〉. (S96)

Eq. (S95) connects HDFT and H0 in atomic Bloch states in general, which is applied to the moiré potential in our
model next.

We next show the relation between the potential ∆̃(dR) from DFT and the moiré potential ∆(r) in our model by

Eq. (S95). The Fourier transform of 〈k , α|ĤDFT(dR)|k , α〉 in Eq. (S81) by Eq. (S96) is

〈k , β1|ĤDFT(G̃)|k , β2〉 =

htD(k) ms0

ms0 hbD(k)

 δG̃=0 +

∆̃(G̃)s0 0

0 α∆̃(G̃)s0

 . (S97)

In atomic Bloch basis, the moiré Hamiltonian from Eq.1 of the main text without external electrical field is

〈k1, β1|Ĥ0|k2, β2〉 =

htD(k1) ms0

ms0 hbD(k1)

 δ(k2 − k1) +

∆(G)s0 0

0 α∆(G)s0

 δ(k2 − k1 −G). (S98)

By comparison of two Hamiltonian following Eq. (S95), one obtains

∆(Gwz) = ∆̃(G̃wz) (S99)

for w, z as integers, Gwz = wbM
1 + zbM

2 , and G̃wz = wb̃1 + zb̃2. In real space, this leads to

∆(R) =
∑
w,z

e−iGw,z·R∆(Gwz) ≈
∑
w,z

e−iG̃w,z·(R(θ)R−R)∆̃(G̃wz) = ∆̃(R(θ)R −R) = ∆̃(dR) (S100)

following Eq. (S92) and Eq. (S99), reproducing Eq. (4) in the main text. It then can be interpolated to the whole real
space by replacing the atomic lattice vectors R by the continuous variable r ,

∆(r) ≈ ∆̃(R(θ)r − r), (S101)

because the atomic length scale is much smaller than the moiré length scale for small twist angles so that it is a good
approximation to take the continuous limit for the atomic length scale.
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