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Moiré materials provide a unique platform for
studies of correlated many-body physics of the
Fermi-Hubbard model on triangular spin-charge
lattices. Bilayer Hubbard models are of particu-
lar significance with regard to the physics of Mott
insulating states and their relation to unconven-
tional superconductivity, yet their experimental
implementation in moiré systems has so far re-
mained elusive. Here, we demonstrate the re-
alization of a staggered bilayer triangular lattice
of electrons in an antiparallel MoSe2/WS2 het-
erostructure. The bilayer lattice emerges due to
strong electron confinement in the moiré poten-
tial minima and the near-resonant alignment of
conduction band edges in MoSe2 and WS2. As
a result, charge filling proceeds layer-by-layer,
with the first and second electron per moiré
cell consecutively occupying first the MoSe2 and
then the WS2 layer. We describe the observed
charging sequence by an electrostatic model and
provide experimental evidence of spin correla-
tions on the vertically offset and laterally stag-
gered bilayer lattice, yielding absolute exciton
Landé factors as high as 600 at lowest temper-
atures. The bilayer character of the implemented
spin-charge lattice allows for electrostatic tun-
ability of Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida mag-
netism, and establishes antiparallel MoSe2/WS2

heterostructures as a viable platform for stud-
ies of bilayer Hubbard model physics with exotic
magnetic phases on frustrated lattices.

The two-dimensional Hubbard model is paradigmatic
in solid state physics, with theoretically described phases
ranging from Mott insulating states, through quantum
spin-liquids [1] to superconductivity in the strongly cou-

pled t − J limit [2]. Motivated by the enigmatic rela-
tionship between the number of CuO2 layers and the
manifestation of high-temperature superconductivity in
the cuprate family [3, 4], the Hubbard model has re-
ceived extensive theoretical consideration on a bilayer
lattice [5–9] or in the presence of an incipient band [10].
In a triangular lattice geometry [11–13], however, strong
ground state degeneracy caused by geometric frustration,
together with the notorious sign problem, render theoret-
ical calculations challenging.

While cold-atom quantum simulation of the Hub-
bard model based on quantum gas microscopes can pro-
vide insight into different phases on a square-lattice ge-
ometry [8, 14–18], heterostructures of transition metal
dichalcogenides (TMDs) have emerged as an increas-
ingly important platform for quantum simulation on tri-
angular lattices [19–24]. The geometric moiré interfer-
ence effect in stacked van der Waals heterostructures
plays a pivotal role in this development, since critical
parameters of the long-range moiré potential can be engi-
neered via the constituent layer materials and their rota-
tional alignment. Moreover, following the estimate of the
spin-exchange coupling in TMD heterobilayers (HBLs) of
J = 0.05 meV [19], the temperature range accessible with
modern dilution refrigerators yields energy scales as low
as T/J ≲ 1/10, paving the way for systematic studies of
frustrated magnetic order in two dimensions [19, 21–24].

In this work, we establish antiparallel MoSe2/WS2

heterostructures as a two-dimensional bilayer Hubbard
model system with triangular geometry. Using low-
temperature optical spectroscopy, we demonstrate that
strong electron confinement in moiré potential minima
opens an energy gap of about 60 meV. This gap in turn
gives rise to discretization of the density of states (DOS)
and leads to a peculiar charging behavior: in a first step,
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the primary lattice in the MoSe2 layer is charged with one
electron per moiré cell, and in a second step, the electrons
fill a vertically offset and laterally staggered secondary
lattice in the WS2 layer. This compound charge lattice
implements a staggered bilayer Hubbard model in the
strong interaction limit with stabilized magnetic correla-
tions in a wide range of electrostatic gate voltages. We
perform measurements of doping-dependent spin suscep-
tibility that indicate antiferromagnetic exchange interac-
tions and, in addition, suggest the presence of Ruderman-
Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) magnetism above doping
levels of one electron per moiré cell.

The effect is identified in field-effect devices consist-
ing of the MoSe2/WS2 HBL encapsulated in symmet-
ric hexagonal boron nitride (hBN) dielectric spacers and
sandwiched between top and bottom few-layer graphene
gates. One sample (S1) was assembled from monolay-
ers grown by chemical vapor deposition, and another
(S2) was fabricated from exfoliated monolayers (see Sup-
plementary Information). Similar to WS2/WSe2 het-
erostacks, MoSe2/WS2 HBLs feature a relatively large
lattice mismatch of 4%, which impedes mesoscopic lattice
reconstruction [25] and stabilizes the canonical triangu-
lar moiré geometry shown in the left panel of Fig. 1d. In
this limit, the moiré pattern varies spatially through the
points of high-symmetry registries MM, MX and XX [26]
(with M and X representing metal and chalcogen atoms,
respectively). The periodically modulated moiré poten-
tials for electrons, holes and excitons [27–30] give rise
to distinct, energetically favored spatial positions, as il-
lustrated in the right panel of Fig. 1d. In particular,
umklapp-scattering off the long-range superlattice gives
rise to pronounced exciton mixing and the emergence of
robust moiré excitons [24, 31–35].

Figure 1c shows the evolution of the differential re-
flectance (DR) of sample S1 as a function of symmetric
gate voltage, VG = VTG = VBG. In the neutral regime
from 0.6 to −7.0 V, three bright moiré excitons are ob-
served close to the energy of the MoSe2 A-exciton. At the
boundaries of the neutral region, optical signatures indi-
cate transitions to both the electron (0.6 V) and the hole
(−7.0 V) doped regimes. On the p-doped side, the lowest
energy exciton M1 at 1.60 eV exhibits a series of step-
like red and blue-shifts before losing its oscillator strength
and giving rise to a faint positive trion M+

1 with 25 meV
red-shift, whereas the higher-energy peaks M2 and M3

at 1.60 and 1.67 eV, respectively, disappear as soon as
charge doping into the valence band sets on. On the n-
doped side this behavior is reversed: in a first charging
step, M1 converts abruptly into a negative trion M−

1 with
a binding energy of 33 meV, whereas M2 evolves gradu-
ally into a slightly red-shifted peak M̃−

2 before jumping
abruptly to M−

2 in a second charging step. In partic-
ular, this second transition at 6.5 V coincides with the
emergence of a resonance between M2 and M3 which we
identify as the charged exciton M−

3 , and with a similarly

FIG. 1. Charging characteristics of antiparallel
MoSe2/WS2. a, Device layout with top and bottom
few-layer graphite gates, hBN dielectric layers, and the
MoSe2/WS2 HBL sandwiched in between. b, Type I align-
ment of conduction and valence bands in antiparallel stacking,
with arrows indicating co-polarized spins in K and K′ valleys
of MoSe2 and WS2, respectively. c, Evolution of the DR spec-
tra as a function of symmetrically applied gate voltages for
both hole (p) and electron (n) doping. Neutral moiré excitons
M1, M2, and M3 show different responses to doping, consis-
tent with different spatial localization in the moiré cell. d,
Schematics of the moiré lattice geometry with high-symmetry
points inside the unit cell (left) and the moiré exciton poten-
tial (right).

abrupt quench of the ground state trion M−
1 . Finally, in

a third charging step around 13.0 V, both M−
2 and M−

3

red-shift and lose their oscillator strength.

Consistent with previous studies [35–37], the contrast-
ing responses of M1 and M2 to positive and negative
charge doping can be attributed to distinct spatial posi-
tions of the two excitons within the moiré unit cell, as
illustrated in Fig. 1d. The n-doped side is particularly
instructive: just as in the case of parallel alignment [24],
the charged trion M−

1 indicates that doping-induced elec-
trons are co-localized with M1 at the moiré potential min-
ima of XX sites [35, 38]. The second exciton M2, on the
contrary, was predicted to be located at the MM site,
which in the limiting case of perfect rotational alignment
corresponds to a lateral displacement of ∼ 4 nm. There-
fore, prior to the second doping transition, the exciton
M̃−

2 acts as a remote sensor [39], with binding energy
and oscillator strength acting as probes of the surround-
ing electron lattice.
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FIG. 2. Charging behavior upon electron doping. a, Hyperspectral DR map, where the color of each pixel represents the
negative maximum of the derivative ∂EDR(E) in the interval between 1.603 and 1.800 eV to highlight the different charging
states. The left side represents the p-doped regime, the central vertical stripe the intrinsic, and the right side the n-doped
regime. The boundaries of the three distinct regions on the n-doped side (I, II and III) signify subsequent charging steps in
the MoSe2 layer. b, Line-cuts of the data in a for three representative electric fields. The onset of electron doping shows a
crossover from type I at negative and small positive fields (lines A1 and A2) to type II band alignment for elevated positive

fields (line A3). Charged excitons M−
1 and M̃−

2 are present throughout the region I and reflect the charge distribution among
the MoSe2 and WS2 layers. c, Simulation of the electron density in the MoSe2 layer as a function of Vµ and F , reproducing the
most pronounced features of electron doping. d, Schematics of the DOS in both layers obtained from the simulation. Doping
of the layers proceeds in steps of n0, and the step-like extent of the region I implies Coulomb repulsion of 60 meV between the
first and the second electron charging event in the MoSe2 layer. Together with the CB offset of 30 meV this leads to peculiar
charging behavior shown in e, with charging of the MoSe2 layer up to one electron per moiré cell and subsequent charge stability
upon consecutive filling of the WS2 layer up to the same filling factor. f, Experimental and theoretical binding energy of M̃−

2 ,
evaluated as the red-shift from the energy of its neutral counterpart M2, as a function of the electron filling factor along the
line A2. g, Schematics of the moiré exciton position and sublattice charge ordering at integer filling factors.

In the following analysis, we employ M̃−
2 to obtain in-

sight into doping characteristics at varying electric fields
and establish evidence of stabilized spin-charge order in
the MoSe2 layer. To this end, we study the DR signal
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as a function of both top and bottom gate voltages VTG

and VBG. The charge density in the HBL is determined
by the doping potential Vµ = (VTG + VBG)/2, whereas
the electric field is given by F = (VBG − VTG)/l, with
l = 110 nm being the total thickness of hBN layers. For
aggregated visualization of the hyper-spectral data, we
show for each point (Vµ, F )T the negative maximum of
the derivative d(DR)/dE between 1.603 and 1.800 eV in
Fig. 2a. Extended regions of constant color indicate con-
stant optical response, whereas straight lines and kinks
between these regions represent transitions mediated by
charging. In particular, the three consecutive electron-
doping regions denoted by I, II and III represent the
three charging steps of MoSe2 discussed above (see also
Extended Data Fig. 1).

The extent of these three charge-stability regions varies
strongly with the applied electric field. In Fig. 2b, we
show the evolution of M1 and M2 with Vµ for three dis-
tinct electric fields indicated by the three lines in Fig. 2a.
For F = 0.24 V/nm (right panel), the region I is shifted
to higher voltages, with neutral excitons vanishing at
∼ 4 V which is half-way through the first charging step
at zero-field (central panel). The onset of this shift hap-
pens at a field of F0 = 0.1 V/nm, which is consistent
with a conduction band (CB) offset of 30 meV between
MoSe2 and WS2 [35]. Thus, the behavior at fields higher
than F0 is readily explained: in this regime, the CB edge
of WS2 has been tuned below that of MoSe2 through a
crossover from type I to type II band alignment, forcing
electrons into the WS2 layer first. The red-shift of M1,
observed at ∼ 1.0 V in the right panel of Fig. 2b, confirms
the presence of electrons, and hence a change of the di-
electric environment in the WS2 layer. The excitons M1

and M2 in the MoSe2 layer [33–35] are unable to form in-
tralayer charge-bound states until electrons start filling
the MoSe2 sublattice at higher Vµ, and the emergence of

M−
1 and M̃−

2 is shifted to higher voltages accordingly.
For the negative field F = −0.24 V/nm (left panel),

on the contrary, the onset of electron doping coincides
with the zero-field case, but the width of the charging
region I with stability of both M−

1 and M̃−
2 is reduced

by half. This behavior is more intriguing, since it indi-
cates that for electric fields pointing from the MoSe2 to
the WS2 layer, the second charging transition occurs ear-
lier than at zero electric field. From a different perspec-
tive, it implies that the number of electrons added to the
MoSe2 layer along the zero-field line is reduced, resulting
in an extended charge stability range of region I. Notably,
this charging behavior is absent in parallel MoSe2/WS2

HBLs, where the moiré potential is deeper and can thus
accommodate more electrons within one layer (see Ex-
tended Data Fig. 2).

To explain this intricate charging behavior, we per-
form electrostatic simulations with a discretized quan-
tum capacitance or DOS inside the two layers [40, 41].
Since both the geometric capacitance and the moiré den-

sity n0 ≈ 2.0 × 1012 cm−2 are fixed, the only free de-
gree of freedom pertinent to the charge carrier density
is the quantum capacitance, which quantifies the cost of
electrochemical energy per charge carrier induced in the

HBL, n(E) =
∫ E

0
DOS(E′)dE′. We assume that carrier

doping happens in steps of n0 for both layers, with each
step corresponding to a peak in the DOS as shown in
Fig. 2d. The gaps between these peaks represent ener-
getic cost associated with on-site Coulomb repulsion U
due to strong confinement in moiré potential pockets.

To model the charging behavior of the HBL, we ad-
just the energy of consecutive peaks with finite DOS to
recover the same extents for the regions I, II and III
as in Fig. 2a (see Methods and Extended Data Fig. 3
for details). Figure 2c shows the simulation result on
the electron-doped side with very good agreement with
experimental data. Remarkably, the simulation implies
that region I represents a regime with just one electron
per moiré cell in MoSe2, with excess electrons populat-
ing the WS2 layer instead. Region II, with the presence
of the peaks M−

2 and M−
3 , corresponds to two electrons

inside MoSe2, and the region III is characterized by re-
duced oscillator strength of the slightly red-shifted M−

2

and M−
3 with three and more electrons per moiré cell

inside the MoSe2 layer.
In the simulation, the CB offset between the first DOS

peaks in MoSe2 and WS2 is fixed to 30 meV by the field
F0, with an uncertainty of about 10% stemming from
uncertainties in the thickness and the dielectric suscep-
tibility of the HBL. The small CB offset confirms the
near-resonant alignment in MoSe2/WS2 [42] and allows
to tune the effective energetic ordering of the two layers
by out-of-plane electric fields. Importantly, to explain
the non-uniform width of region I, the Coulomb gap U
between the first and second electron charging events in
MoSe2 must be larger than the CB offset. This is at the
origin of the difference between parallel and antiparal-
lel MoSe2/WS2 HBLs, and for the latter, our calculation
predicts U ≈ 60 meV which leads to the peculiar charg-
ing behavior illustrated in Fig. 2e and g. At zero field, in
a first step, all electrons fill the moiré potential minima
inside MoSe2 until the filling factor of ν = n/n0 = 1 is
reached. In a second step, successive electrons occupy the
WS2 layer while the charge density on the MoSe2 sub-
lattice remains constant. Only after both layers host one
electron per moiré site does the charge carrier doping into
the primary MoSe2 lattice continue. For F ≪ 0 V/nm,
on the contrary, the effective CB offset becomes larger
than U , such that the second electron populates the
MoSe2 layer, leading to the continuous transition from
region I to region II (cp. the left panel of Fig. 2b).

We emphasize that while the electrons fill the WS2

lattice, the optical response of both M−
1 and M̃−

2 is only
marginally affected. This indicates that the moiré poten-
tial minima in WS2 are located away from both the XX
and the MM sites, and implies that the two excitons act
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FIG. 3. Correlated magnetism upon electron doping. a, Zeeman splittings of M̃−
2 in σ+ and σ− polarization, with colors

indicating experimental temperatures. Right inset: same data as a function of the rescaled field B/T ; left inset: Curie-Weiss
fit (solid line) to the temperature-dependence of g-factors. b, Upper panel: Magnitude of the g-factor as function the filling
factor at different temperatures; the difference in g-factors at integer fillings ν = 1 and 2, ∆|g|, is indicated by the black dashed
lines. Lower panel: Curie-Weiss temperature θ extracted from fits to the data in a. An increase (decrease) of θ, highlighted
by grey (white) areas, corresponds to a weakening (strengthening) of the 120◦ antiferromagnetic (AFM) correlations. c, Left

panel: Schematics of spin sublattices at integer fillings ν = 1 and 2 with intralattice and interlattice exchange coupling J∥

and J⊥. Right panel: Temperature dependence of ∆|g| (top) and difference of the respective magnetic susceptibility ∆χS in
MCMC simulations (bottom). d, Upper panel: Top-view schematic of the bilayer lattice for integer fillings ν = 1 and 2, with
antiferromagnetic spin-exchange between rigidly locked Mott insulating electrons in the MoSe2 layer (with interactions among
the first, second and third nearest neighbors JRKKY

1 , JRKKY
2 and JRKKY

3 ) and mobile electrons in the WS2 layer. Central panel:
Results for nearest-neighbor RKKY interactions in the MoSe2 layer at filling fractions ν > 1 from simulations of non-interacting
fermions (light blue) and TPSC (dark blue). Lower panel: Longer-range RKKY interactions can act against (or in favor of) the
120◦ state depending on the filling factor as highlighted by the grey (white) areas. Close to the Mott insulating regime ν = 2
(hatched area), the perturbative approach breaks down and other effects such as kinetic magnetism are likely to dominate.

as remote sensors of the emerging secondary lattice. To
confirm this scenario, we consider M̃−

2 pinned on the MM
site of the moiré unit cell and subjected to Coulomb inter-
actions with electron lattices of varying geometry for dif-
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ferent fractional fillings. Using the variational approach
(see Methods for details), we calculate the change in the
exciton binding energy in the presence of the two later-
ally and vertically displaced charge lattices in MoSe2 and
WS2 in the process of filling. The quantitative agreement
between experiment and theory in Fig. 2f is compelling:
as the filling factor is increased from zero to two electrons
per moiré cell, the binding energy varies from zero up to
a maximum of 2 meV, providing an estimate for the en-
ergy scale of interactions between excitons and electrons
ordered on the surrounding vertically offset and laterally
staggered moiré lattices with schematics in Fig. 2g.

The presence of stabilized electron order in MoSe2
between ν = 1 and 2 enables detailed studies of the
corresponding spin-lattice, with moiré excitons as lo-
cal probes of magnetization. Previously, isolated bands
in TMD moiré structures have been theoretically pre-
dicted [29] and experimentally observed [19, 21] to mimic
the triangular-lattice Hubbard model, which maps onto
the spin Heisenberg model with antiferromagnetic or-
der for strong on-site Coulomb repulsion U and next-
neighbor coupling only [29]. Experimentally, spin-spin
interactions manifest in diverging magnetic susceptibil-
ity which can be probed either by magnetically induced
circular dichroism (MCD) [24] or renormalized exciton
g-factors [19, 21]. The former approach has been suc-
cessfully adapted to probe kinetic magnetism in R-type
MoSe2/WS2 HBLs [24], whereas we use the latter method
and focus on the effective g-factor of M̃−

2 as the main
probe of spin polarization. The corresponding probe of
magnetism by MCD of M−

1 is shown in the Extended
Data Fig. 5.

Figure 3a shows the temperature-dependent Zeeman
splitting ∆EZ = E+ − E− between the M̃−

2 peaks with
σ+ and σ− polarization for a range of discrete temper-
atures between 0.1 and 28 K at the filling factor ν = 1
in sample S2. Analogous to hole-mediated magnetism in
WS2/WSe2 [19] or MoSe2/WSe2 [21], the evolution of
∆EZ with magnetic field is highly nonlinear, with maxi-
mum slopes proportional to the effective g-factor with ab-
solute values |g| exceeding 600 at the lowest temperature.
A Curie-Weiss fit to the temperature-dependence of |g| in
the bottom left inset of Fig. 3a confirms the paramagnetic
response of the underlying spin lattice. Notably, the fit
yields a negative Curie temperature θ = −40 ± 15 mK,
which is consistent with weak antiferromagnetic inter-
actions. The top right inset of Fig. 3a shows the Zee-
man splitting as a function of the rescaled field B/T ,
and the scaling collapse confirms that the degree of spin-
polarization is limited by the thermal energy scale only.

The evolution of the g-factor upon electron doping
within the stability range of M̃−

2 (i.e. between ν = 0
and 2.5) is shown in the upper panel of Fig. 3b. For
all temperatures, the absolute g-factor values rise quickly
around the filling factor of 0.5 until they reach their max-
imum at ν = 1. Remarkably, and in contrast to other

heterostructures [19, 21], |g| remains at high values as
long as the peak M̃−

2 is present. This is consistent with
the understanding developed above: the MoSe2 electron
sublattice is locked in a Mott insulating state during suc-
cessive charging of the WS2 layer (1 < ν < 2). Through-
out the plateau, the g-factor values exhibit variations
on the order of 10 − 15% due to emergent filling of the
secondary lattice. The corresponding variations are also
pronounced in the Curie temperature θ, determined from
the respective Curie-Weiss fits to the data as a function of
the filling factor and shown in the lower panel of Fig. 3b.
Akin to g-factors, θ exhibits variations across the range
1 < ν < 2 with two distinct maxima around ν = 1 and
∼ 1.8. Since negative Curie temperatures are associated
with antiferromagnetic (AFM) ordering, an increase in θ
towards zero indicates a weakening of AFM interactions
within doping regimes highlighted in grey in the bottom
panel of Fig. 3b.

To understand this behavior, we first focus on the g-
factors at integer filling and plot the difference ∆|g| =
|g|(ν = 1) − |g|(ν = 2) in the top panel of Fig. 3c as a
function of the temperature. Obviously, the g-factor of
the bilayer lattice (ν = 2) is always below the value of
the singular lattice (ν = 1) throughout the experimen-
tal temperature range. This can be understood qualita-
tively by invoking classical Heisenberg models on the cor-
responding mono- and bilayer lattices and computing the
magnetic susceptibility χS by Markov chain Monte Carlo
methods (MCMC) (see Methods for details). The differ-
ence in magnetization ∆χS = χS(ν = 1) − χS(ν = 2)
computed for J⊥/J∥ = 1, shown in the bottom top
panel of Fig. 3c, confirms the experimentally observed
trend. This aligns with the intuition of the magnetic
structure in the bilayer Hubbard model: coupling two
singular triangular lattices in antiferromagnetically or-
dered 120◦ state by finite interlayer coupling J⊥ results
in enhanced frustration between the magnetic moments,
canting the lattice-ordered spins out-of-plane. This in
turn suppresses correlations within each layer, which re-
sults in a reduction of the susceptibility as compared
to the case of a singular filled spin lattice. This qual-
itative correspondence between the classical spin model
and the observed phenomenology of g-factors at integer
fillings ν = 1 and 2 suggests a non-vanishing antiferro-
magnetic interlayer coupling J⊥ and supports the view
that the system is governed by bilayer Fermi-Hubbard
physics [43].

Now we examine the regime 1 < ν < 2, where the
primary MoSe2 layer is locked in a Mott insulating state
while the WS2 layer fills up. For low doping of the sec-
ondary lattice, the system can be described by a weakly
interacting Fermi liquid coupled to local moments in a
Mott insulator. As illustrated in the schematics of Fig. 3c
and d, finite interlayer coupling J⊥ introduces interac-
tions between mobile electrons on the WS2 sublattice and
localized spins in the MoSe2 lattice, leading to emergent
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RKKY-type intralayer interactions JRKKY [44, 45]. We
approximate the strength of RKKY interactions by as-
suming free fermions in the WS2 layer and employing
the two-particle self-consistent (TPSC) approach [46, 47]
(see Methods). The central panel of Fig. 3d shows the
corresponding ferromagnetic RKKY corrections JRKKY

1

to the nearest-neighbor intralayer interactions J
∥
1 (with

effective nearest-neighbor intralayer interactions on the

MoSe2 sublattice J
∥
1 + JRKKY

1 < J
∥
1 ). For low doping

above unity filling of the primary sublattice (ν ≳ 1),
a rapid drop of JRKKY

1 is observed (central panel of
Fig. 3d), which tends to increase the Curie temperature
around ν = 1 (bottom panel of Fig. 3b). This is also
consistent with the initial drop of the g-factor value for
ν ≳ 1: reduced interactions increase the effective spin
temperature in the MoSe2 sublattice, which results in
reduced susceptibility.

As doping proceeds (ν ≳ 1.5), nearest-neighbor inter-
actions are further renormalized, resulting in a second
rise in the Curie temperature towards zero in Fig. 3b.
The results of the free fermion and TPSC calculations
in the central panel of Fig. 3d indicate that interactions
in the WS2 layer enhance this effect. In experiments
between 1 < ν ≲ 1.8, the Curie temperature exhibits
a minimum at ν ≈ 1.4, not anticipated from simple
nearest-neighbor RKKY interactions. A possible origin
for this behavior is provided by longer-range RKKY cou-
plings, shown in the lower panel of Fig. 3d for straight
second- and third-nearest neighbors interactions JRKKY

2

and JRKKY
3 . Indeed, these higher-order effects show dis-

tinct oscillations that can act in favor or against the 120◦

AFM order: positive (negative) second- (third-) neighbor
interactions act in favor of the 120◦ state and imply a
decrease in the Curie temperature θ, whereas a reversed
sign inhibits the 120◦ order as in doping regions high-
lighted by grey shaded areas in Fig. 3b and d. Away
from these doping regimes (as for 1.15 ≲ ν ≲ 1.45),
AFM order is supported, as signified by reduced Curie
temperatures in Fig. 3b.

Close to the regime ν ≲ 2 (grey hatched area in
Fig. 3d), the Fermi liquid picture of the WS2a layer
breaks down and a bilayer Mott insulator forms, implying
that other effects of strongly-correlated origin likely take
over. In particular, slight underdoping of a Mott insula-
tor on a triangular lattice is known to result in kinetic ef-
fects of Haerter-Shastry type antiferromagnetism, which
strongly favors the formation of a classical 120◦ state to
minimize the kinetic energy of the vacancies [23, 48–50].
Such kinetic effects could explain the rise in θ above dop-
ing ν ≈ 1.8 until ν = 2 in Fig. 3b, overcompensating the
effect of RKKY interactions. This would align with the
behavior of g-factors at ν = 2 − ϵ, close to the bilayer
Mott insulator, where kinetic magnetism is expected to
support AFM correlations and thus enhance the suscepti-
bility. Kinetic magnetism in the regime at ν = 1−ϵ could

be also responsible for the sub-plateau on the rising flank
of the g-factor values in Fig. 3b for fillings between 0.7
and 0.9 at T = 0.16 K, which vanishes at higher tempera-
tures. First, around ν = 0.75, the electrons in the MoSe2
layer become increasingly frustrated, leading to an initial
saturation of the g-factor. However, for ν ≳ 0.9, the re-
lease of kinetic frustration via Haerter-Shastry type AFM
interactions would promote the g-factors to significantly
higher values.

We conclude by pointing out that even though many
aspects of magnetism on the bilayer triangular spin-
charge lattice of antiparallel MoSe2/WS2 heterostruc-
tures with pronounced antiferromagnetic corrrelations
are conclusively supported by our theory, general-
ized Wigner crystal formation with additional electron-
ordering effects away from integer-filling Mott insulating
states [39] may lead to renormalizations of magnetic in-
teractions at certain doping levels. Complementary to
parallel MoSe2/WS2 heterostacks [24], our results estab-
lish antiparallel stacking as an even richer platform for
manifestations of kinetic magnetism and other theoreti-
cally predicted phases in related settings [23, 29, 51–56],
providing compelling motivation for future experimental
and theoretical work on many-body phenomena and mag-
netism in MoSe2/WS2 moiré bilayer Hubbard lattices.

METHODS

Device fabrication: Monolayers of MoSe2 and WS2

were either exfoliated from bulk crystals (HQ Graphene)
or obtained from chemical vapor deposition. Thin flakes
of hBN were exfoliated from bulk crystals (NIMS). De-
vices from hBN-encapsulated MoSe2/WS2 HBLs were
prepared by standard dry exfoliation-transfer method.
More details on samples are given in the Supplementary
Information.

Optical spectroscopy: Cryogenic DR spectroscopy
was conducted using home-built confocal microscopes in
back-scattering geometry. The samples were loaded into
a closed-cycle cryostat (attocube systems, attoDRY1000)
with a base temperature of 3.2 K or a dilution refrig-
erator (Leiden Cryogenics) operated between 0.1 and
26 K. Both cryogenic systems were equipped with a su-
perconducting magnet providing magnetic fields of up
to ±9 T in Faraday configuration. Piezo-stepping and
scanning units (attocube systems, ANPxyz and AN-
Sxy100) were used for sample positioning with respect to
a low-temperature apochromatic objective (attocube sys-
tems, LT-APO/VISIR0.82 and NIR0.81). For DR mea-
surements, a stabilized Tungsten-Halogen lamp (Thor-
labs, SLS201L) and supercontinuum lasers (NKT Pho-
tonics, SuperK Extreme and SuperK Varia) were used
as broadband light sources. The reflection signal was
spectrally dispersed by monochromators (Roper Scien-
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tific, Acton SP2500 or Acton SpectraPro 300i with 300
grooves/mm gratings) and detected by liquid nitrogen or
Peltier cooled charge-coupled devices (Roper Scientific,
Spec-10:100BR or Andor, iDus 416). A set of linear po-
larizers (Thorlabs, LPVIS), half- and quarter-waveplates
(B. Halle, 310− 1100 nm achromatic) mounted on piezo-
rotators (attocube systems, ANR240) was used to con-
trol the polarization in excitation and detection. The
DR spectra were obtained by normalizing the reflected
spectra from the HBL region (R) to that from the sam-
ple region without MoSe2 and WS2 layers (R0) as DR =
(R−R0)/R0.

Electrostatic simulations: We follow the approach
outlined in Refs. [40, 41, 57, 58]. We denote the chem-
ical potential inside the top (bottom) layer by ET (B),
emphasizing that it acts as an energy cost per charge
carrier induced into the monolayer. The charge den-
sity in a monolayer is given by the integrated DOS,

ni(Ei) =
∫ Ei

0
DOSi(E

′)dE′, with i = T,B. We note
that at this level of description, the DOS is explicitly not
related to a single particle band structure, since electrons
might also exhibit energy costs from mutual Coulomb re-
pulsion. The electrostatic equations are then given by:

e

(
nT

nB

)
=

(
CT

g −CT
g − CS CS 0

0 CS −CB
g − CS CB

g

)



VTG

ET /e
EB/e
VBG


 ,

(1)

with C
T (B)
g = ϵ0ϵhBN/dT (B) being the geometric and

CS = ϵ0ϵTMD/dS the HBL capacitance. Here, we use
ϵhBN = 4, ϵTMD = 8, dT (B) = 55 nm (as determined with
atomic force microscopy), and dS = 0.6 nm. For a given
DOSi, we solve these equations numerically for (ET , EB)
and subsequently evaluate nT (B) at the computed ener-
gies. Finally, we assume that charging occurs in steps
of n0, with each step corresponding to a peak in DOSi,
and fit the charging behavior in Fig. 2a by adjusting the
energies of the peaks in DOSi as shown in Fig. 2d.

Coulomb-interaction energy: To calculate the inter-
action energy (binding energy) of moiré excitons with
electrons ordered on two vertically displaced and stag-
gered lattices, we assume that the exciton is confined in
one moiré cell and interacts with the surrounding ordered
electrons as illustrated in Fig. 2g. We further assume that
the main contribution to the binding energy stems from
charge-induced modification of the electron-hole relative
motion ρ ≡ (ρ, θ) = re − rh, where re(h) are the coordi-
nates of the electron and hole forming the exciton. The
corresponding Schrödinger equation takes the form:

− ℏ2

2µ
∆φ(ρ) + [VRK(ρ) + V (ρ)]φ(ρ) = Eφ(ρ),

where E is the exciton energy, µ = memh/(me + mh)
is the reduced exciton mass, me and mh are the elec-

tron and hole effective masses, and the Rytova–Keldysh
potential [59, 60] of the electron-hole attraction is given
by:

VRK(ρ) = − πe2

2ερ0

[
H0

(
ρ

ρ0

)
− Y0

(
ρ

ρ0

)]
.

Here, e is the electron charge, ρ0 is the screening length,
ε is the effective dielectric constant, and H0(x) and Y0(x)
are the Struve and Neumann functions.

The interaction of the exciton with the charge lattice
is described by the Coulomb sum:

V (ρ) = ±e2

ε

∑

n

[
1

|βeρ + n| −
1

|βhρ− n|

]
,

where the plus and minus signs correspond to positive
and negative elementary charges, βe = me/(me + mh),
βh = mh/(me + mh), and n are the coordinates of elec-
trons/holes on the lattice. The two terms in the brackets
determine the interaction of the charge lattice with the
hole and the electron that constitute the exciton.

To determine the binding energy of the state, we cal-
culate the free exciton energy EX to obtain:

Eb = EX − E.

To calculate EX , we set V (ρ) = 0, and use in the cal-
culations of both EX and E the set of 2D hydrogen-like
wave functions with the Bohr radius as variational pa-
rameter [61–63] and the basis of six functions [64] with
quantum numbers (n, l) = (1, 0), (2, 0), (2,±1), (4,±3) to
take into account polarization effects on the exciton rela-
tive motion. Due to the lower rotational symmetry of the
potential V (ρ), we also include hydrogen-like wave func-
tions with angular momenta l = ±1,±3. The explicit
expression for the trial function is:

φ(ρ, θ) = e−αρ + ζρe−βρ + ηρe−γρ cos θ + ξρ3e−δρ cos 3θ.

We solve the minimization problem numerically for seven
parameters (α, β, γ, δ, ζ, η, ξ) using MATLAB R2017B
and experimental material parameters of MoSe2 mono-
layers [65]: me = 0.84m0, mh = 0.6m0, ε = 4.4,
ρ0 = 0.89 nm. The only fitting parameter for compar-
ison between the experimental data and the theoretical
model is the moiré superlattice constant, which in Fig. 2f
is taken to be 7.7 nm.

Markov chain Monte Carlo simulations: In the
Mott insulating regimes of ν = 1 and 2, we model the
system by a classical Heisenberg spin model on the sin-
gular and bilayer triangular lattice, respectively, with the
Hamiltonian

H = J
∑

⟨i,j⟩
Si · Sj. (2)
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Here, Si are classical vectors of length |Si| = 1 at lattice
site i. Using Markov chain Monte Carlo methods, we
compute the susceptibility given by

χs = βV (⟨m2⟩ − ⟨m⟩2), (3)

where β is the inverse temperature, V is the number of
lattice sites on a grid of V = Lx×Ly lattice sites (32×32
in our simulations) with periodic boundary conditions,
and m is the absolute value of the magnetization averaged
over a snapshot:

m =

√ ∑

µ=x,y,z

m2
µ, mµ =

1

V

∑

i

Sµ
i . (4)

The simulation results are shown as the difference in the
magnetic susceptibility for filling factors ν = 1 and 2 in
Fig.3c.

Two-particle self-consistent theory: We calculate
the spin susceptibility of the Hubbard model on the
triangular lattice using the two-particle self-consistent
(TPSC) approach introduced by Vilk and Tremblay [46,
47]. Here, the central idea is to renormalize the inter-
action vertex away from the bare Hubbard interaction U
for a given filling within the random phase approximation
(RPA), such that the (spin) susceptibility reads

χsp(q) =
χ0(q)

1 − 1
2Uspχ0(q)

, (5)

where χ0(q) = χ0(q, iων) is the non-interacting polariza-
tion bubble given by

χ0(q) = −2
T

Nk

∑

k

nF (ϵk − µ) − nF (ϵk+q − µ)

iωn + ϵk − ϵk+q
, (6)

with the single-particle dispersion ϵk, the chemical poten-
tial µ, the Fermi-Dirac distribution nF (x), the number of
sites Nk, and the bosonic Matsubara frequencies iων . In
our case, ϵk = −2t[cos(kx) + cos(ky) + cos(kx + ky)], i.e.
we map the triangular lattice onto a square lattice with
next-nearest neighbor diagonal hopping terms featuring
identical tight-binding physics.

The following local sum rule for the spin susceptibil-
ity can be derived from the Bethe-Salpeter equation by
enforcing Pauli’s principle:

T

Nq

∑

q,iωn

χsp(q, iωn) = n− 2 ⟨n̂↑n̂↓⟩ , (7)

where n̂σ is the particle density of spin species σ, and spin
balance ⟨n̂↑⟩ = ⟨n̂↓⟩ = n/2 is assumed. Vilk and Trem-
blay introduced the following ansatz between ⟨n̂↑n̂↓⟩ and
Usp:

Usp

U
=

⟨n̂↑n̂↓⟩
n2
σ

, (8)

which, together with Eq. (7), defines the two-particle self-
consistent theory. The results of the respective simula-
tions are shown in Fig. 3d.

RKKY interactions: In the regime ν ≳ 1, the MoSe2
layer is in a Mott insulating state, while the WS2 layer is
assumed to be metallic (i.e. void of generalized Wigner
crystallization). Due to finite interlayer Kondo-type elec-
tronic coupling J⊥, a magnetic moment in the MoSe2
layer at site i induces a magnetization profile in the metal,
which in turn couples to another localized spin at posi-
tion j. This results in the emergence of long-range in-
teractions between the localized spins, described by the
Hamiltonian (the factor of 1/2 prevents double count-
ing) [44, 45]:

ĤRKKY =
1

2

∑

i,j

JRKKY
ij Ŝi · Ŝj. (9)

The interaction JRKKY
ij is calculated from the suscep-

tibility of the metal. As each site in the MoSe2 layer
interact with three sites in the WS2 layer (assuming
nearest-neighbor interlayer couplings), the contributions
to JRKKY

ij read (see Extended Data Fig. 7) [44, 45]:

JRKKY
ij = −(J⊥)2

∑

a∈{1,2,3}

∑

b∈{4,5,6}
χ(a− b), (10)

with

χ(x) =

∫

q

dqeiq·xχ(iωn = 0,q). (11)

The simulation results for JRKKY
1 , JRKKY

2 , and JRKKY
3

are shown in Fig.3d.
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moiré bands, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 026402 (2018).

[30] Q. Tong, M. Chen, F. Xiao, H. Yu, and W. Yao, Inter-
ferences of electrostatic moiré potentials and bichromatic
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Extended Data Fig. 2. Comparison of antiparallel (AP) and parallel (P) MoSe2/WS2 charging behavior. a, Hyper-
spectral dual-gate DR data for antiparallel (left panel) and parallel (right panel) stackings, with the latter obtained from a
sample assembled from monolayers synthesized by chemical vapor deposition. The interval J for the visualization of data in
the parallel heterostack is between 1.595 and 1.800 eV. Notably, the first charging step into the MoSe2 layer does not change
between negative and small positive electric fields in the parallel stack, signifying that all electrons charge the MoSe2 layer.
We attribute this behavior to a deeper moiré potential in parallel heterostacks, with a rough estimate obtained by fitting the
neutral exciton spectra in b as detailed in Ref. [35], with peak-to-peak potential amplitudes of 100 and 170 meV shown in c
for the antiparallel (left panel) and parallel heterostack (right panel).
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Extended Data Fig. 4. Direct comparison of charging in samples S1 and S2. Evolution of normalized DR across the
first charging step. Both samples feature the same charging behavior, with peaks M−

1 and M̃−
2 throughout extended ranges of

voltages. Sample S2 (assembled from exfoliated native crystals) exhibits a narrower linewidth than sample S1 (assembled from
monolayers synthesized by chemical vapor deposition).
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Extended Data Fig. 5. Magnetic circular dichroism (MCD) of M−
1 between ν = 1 and 2 electrons per moiré cell.

a, White light reflection spectra of the sample S2 in σ+/− polarization for ν = 4/3, B = −400 mT and T = 460 mK. The
M−

1 peak at 1.57 eV is strongly polarized, reminiscent of the canonical trion in monolayer MoSe2 illustrated in the schematics.
b, MCD of M−

1 , evaluated as the polarization contrast MCD = (Aσ+ − Aσ−)/(Aσ+ + Aσ−), with Aσ+/− being the reflection
contrast of the peak M−

1 in σ+/− circular polarization, as a function of the magnetic field at ν = 1 [24]. As for the g-factors of

M̃−
2 shown in Fig. 3, the slopes d(MCD)/dB decrease with increasing temperature. The left inset shows the Curie-Weiss fit of

the slopes at small fields, and the right inset shows the scaling collapse of the MCD data as a function of B/T . c, The slopes of
MCD with respect to B at small fields exhibit consistently high values throughout the stability regime of M−

1 , with fluctuations

on the order of 10− 15% similar to the behavior of the g-factors of M̃−
2 . Across all temperatures there are two maxima around

ν = 1 and 2 as well as a local minimum around ν = 3/2. d, Curie temperatures extracted from the MCD-slopes in c indicate
weak antiferromagnetic exchange.
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a b

Extended Data Fig. 6. Experimental g-factors of M̃−
2 as a function of the filling factor for two antiparallel

MoSe2/WS2 heterostacks. a and b, Absolute values of g-factors of M̃−
2 in sample S1 and sample S3 (assembled from

monolayers synthesized by chemical vapor deposition) at 3.8 K, respectively, as a function of the electron filling factor. The
evolution of the absolute values of g-factors with electron filling is similar for all samples S1, S2 and S3 with antiparallel
alignment, exhibiting a rapid increase towards a plateau above ν = 1 with moderate decrease and fluctuations upon further
filling of the WS2 layer.
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𝑱⊥
i

1

23

j

4

56

Extended Data Fig. 7. Bilayer Hubbard lattice and nomenclature of RKKY interactions. Two local spins at sites
i and j in the Mott insulating layer (red) interact by inducing a local magnetization profile in the metallic layer (blue). Each
site in the Mott insulating layer has three nearest neighbors in the metallic layer, such that a total of nine terms contribute to
Eq. (10).



Supplementary Information:

Implementation of the bilayer Hubbard model in a moiré heterostructure
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Göser, Jonathan Förste, Ismail Bilgin, Kenji Watanabe, Takashi Taniguchi,
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SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 1: FABRICATION AND EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

Monolayers of MoSe2 and WS2 were either mechanically exfoliated from bulk crystals (HQ

Graphene) or obtained from in-house CVD synthesis. Thin flakes of hBN were exfoliated from

bulk crystals provided by NIMS, Japan. All flakes were then stacked together by the dry-transfer

technique using PDMS/PC stamps, deposited onto a Si/SiO2 substrate and annealed at 200°C

for 12 hours. The general sample design consisted of the MoSe2/WS2 heterobilayer (HBL) en-

capsulated in hexagonal boron nitride (hBN) and sandwiched between top and bottom few-layer

graphene gates. When possible, we aimed at symmetric top and bottom gates in order to facilitate

electrostatic control of the out-of-plane electric field and the charge density.

Five MoSe2/WS2 samples were studied in total, with two CVD-based H-type (antiparallel)

samples, one CVD-based R-type (parallel) sample, and two exfoliated samples assembled from

exfoliated flakes and identified as H-type by their spectroscopic signal. Since the CVD-grown

flakes have a characteristic triangular shape, they were aligned a rotation angle of 180◦ (H-type)

or 60◦ (R-type). In particular, sample S1 assembled from monolayers grown by chemical vapor

deposition, and sample S2 was fabricated from exfoliated monolayers.

The findings of this study are based on reflectance data obtained with home-built confocal

microscopes in back-scattering geometry. The samples were loaded into a closed-cycle cryostat

(attocube systems attoDRY1000) with a base temperature of 3.2 K or into a dilution refrigerator

(Leiden Cryogenics) with a base-temperature of 100 mK and equipped with a superconducting

magnet in Faraday configuration. Piezo-stepping and scanning units (attocube systems, ANPxyz

and ANSxy100) were used for sample positioning with respect to a low-temperature apochromatic

objective (attocube systems).
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S1 S2 S-R

FIG. S1. Optical images of three studied MoSe2/WS2 devices. The left panel shows the CVD-based sample

S1 that was already studied in Ref. [1], the central panel shows the sample S2 assembled from exfoliated

flakes, and the right panel shows the CVD-based R-type sample S-R.

Reflectance measurements were performed using a stabilized Tungsten-Halogen lamp (Thorlabs,

SLS201L) or supercontinuum lasers (NKT Photonics, SuperK Extreme and SuperK Varia) as

broadband light sources. The reflection signal was spectrally dispersed by monochromators (Roper

Scientific, Acton SP2500 or Acton SpectraPro 300i with a 300 grooves/mm grating) and detected

by liquid nitrogen or Peltier cooled charge-coupled devices (Roper Scientific, Spec-10:100BR or

Andor, iDus 416). For control of the light polarization in excitation and detection, a set of linear

polarizers (Thorlabs, LPVIS), half- and quarter-waveplates (B. Halle, 310 − 1100 nm achromatic)

mounted on piezo-rotators (attocube systems, ANR240) was used. Differential reflectance spectra

were obtained by normalizing the reflected spectra from the HBL region (R) to that from the

sample region without MoSe2 and WS2 layers (R0) as DR = (R−R0)/R0. Additionally, polynomial

background correction as detailed in Ref. [2] was used when visualization of the data required a

uniform signal dispersion.
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FIG. S2. Experimental setup. The left panel shows the confocal microscope with an excitation (horizontal)

and a detection (vertical) arm mounted on top of a cryostat (attoDry1000 or Leiden Cryogenics Dilution

Refrigerator). Inside the cryostat, Piezo positioners (attocube) were used to position the sample relative to a

fixed low-temperature objective. The right panel shows the dual gate field-effect design employed throughout

this study. Top- and bottom few-layer graphene gates were used to contorl electric field and charge doping,

whereas insulating hexagonal boron nitride was used as the dielectric. This Figure was adapted from Ref. [1].
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FIG. S3. Charge doping dependent DR signal showing ambipolar doping in monolayer MoSe2 in sample S1.

Changing the gate voltage VG = VT = VB from -22 V to 22 V results in a transition from a positive through

the intrinsic to the electron doped regime with characteristic positive and negative attractive (AP ) and

repulsive polaron (RP ) branches. The energy splitting of 28 meV between the negative polaron branches

(RP− and AP−) of the A-exciton at the onset of electron doping is approximately 28 meV. Additionally,

at around 1.85 eV, a faint peak that is interpreted as the B-exciton can be observed.

SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 2: INITIAL SPECTROSCOPIC CHARACTERIZATION

In Fig. S3, we show the evolution of DR in monolayer MoSe2 in sample S1 as a function

of the gate voltage VG = VT = VB. Notably, the spectra show a transition from the p-doped

(holes) through the intrinsic to the n-doped (electrons) regime, with characteristic signatures of

the intralayer A-exciton XA and its attractive (AP) and repulsive polarons (RP). Additionally,

the good quality of the sample is reflected by the relatively strong absorption by the intralayer

B-exciton XB at around 1.85 eV. Consistent with the state of the literature, the charged attractive

polarons of XB present a pronounced red-shift with increasing charge carrier density, whereas the

attractive polarons of the fundamental XA exciton exhibit blue-shifts [3].

In all of our studied angle-aligned heterobilayer samples, both the absorption and the photolu-

minescence of WS2 were strongly suppressed as illustrated for the sample S2 in Figure S4 below.

We are aware that some other studies [4, 5] have observed a weak WS2 signal from the heterobi-

layer region, and as for now, we lack for decisive arguments to explain the difference between the

observed behaviors. Ultimately, this contrast might be caused by the different spin-order of the

sub-bands in the different stackings, with the H-type MoSe2/WS2 losing the whole WS2 oscillator

strength due to the energetically close 2s A- and 1s B-excitons.

We used the spectroscopic data of the CVD-based samples S1 and S-R (see Fig. S1) in order

to differentiate between H- and R-type stacking in the exfoliated samples. From our data on the
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FIG. S4. (a) Optical photograph of the sample S2 where the red and blue dashed lines delimit the MoSe2 and

WS2 monolayers, respectively. (b) Hyperspectral map of the sample acquired by projecting the maximum of

the PL signal in the spectral range 1.62−1.65 eV, with the bright areas reproducing the shape of the MoSe2

monolayer. (c) Hyperspectral map of the sample acquired by projecting the maximum of the derivative of

the DR signal in the spectral range 2.0 − 2.1 eV, with the bright areas reproducing the shape of the WS2

monolayer. (d) Representative DR spectra of the MoSe2 monolayer and MoSe2/WS2 heterobilayer in the

spectral range of the MoSe2 intralayer exciton at the positions A and B shown in (b). (e) Representative

DR spectra of the WS2 monolayer and MoSe2/WS2 heterobilayer in the spectral range of the WS2 intralayer

exciton. Notably, no WS2 transition is visible in the heterobilayer region.

CVD grown devices (Fig. S5) it is visible that in the H-type stacking the peak M̃−
2 is stabilized
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FIG. S5. Top: charge-doping dependent data in the CVD-based MoSe2/WS2 heterobilayers shown in Fig. S1.

In the H-type stacking (left) the peak M̃−
2 is stabilized in an extended range of voltage, whereas in R-type

(right) it presents a single maximum and pronounced blueshift away from this maximum at lower and higher

gate voltages. Bottom: comparing the charge-doping dependent data of sample S2 with the two CVD-grown

samples identifies its stacking regime as H-type.

in an extended range of voltage, whereas it presents a single maximum and pronounced blueshift

away from this maximum at lower and higher gate voltages in the R-type stacking. Furthermore,

complemented by the data in Ref. [4], our data suggests that the peak that we call M−
3 is bright

in H-type and dark in R-type stacking. Both features can therefore be used to assign the stacking

in the exfoliated devices as illustrated for the samples S2 in Fig. S5.

We gain further insight into the nature of the neutral and charged excitons by probing their

response to out-of-plane magnetic fields and measuring their g-factors. In linear response theory,

an electron or hole interacts with the magnetic field through its spin and angular momentum. An

electron (hole) with momentum k changes its potential energy by a Zeeman shift VZ(k) proportional

to B [6, 7],

VZ(k) = µBB [g0s + L(k)] , (1)



7

M1 M2

𝛔- 𝛔+

𝑔 = −4.5 ± 0.4 𝑔 = −4.1 ± 0.5

B
 (

T
)

Energy (eV)

M1 M2

𝑔 = −4.3 ± 0.4 𝑔 = −4.2 ± 0.2

B
 (

T
)

Energy (eV)

D
R

H-Type R-Type
a

b

Δ𝐸𝑍 = 𝑔𝜇𝐵𝐵 Δ𝐸𝑍 = 𝑔𝜇𝐵𝐵

FIG. S6. (a) Charge-neutral DR spectra of the samples S1 (H-type) and S-R (R-type) in σ+ and σ−

polarization at an out-of-plane magnetic field of B = −8 T. (b) Evolution of the moiré exciton energies in

σ± polarization as a function of the magnetic field. For both brightest peaks M1 and M2, the g-factors show

values around the g-factor of the MoSe2 intralayer A-exciton of around -4.

where µB = 57.9 µeV/T is the Bohr magneton, g0 ≃ 2 the free electron Landé factor, s = ±1/2

the (out-of-plane) spin of a given electronic state and L(k) its angular momentum. The opposite

sign of s and L in the two ±K valleys (i.e. L(K) = −L(−K) from time-revesal symmetry) implies

that their Zeeman shift is also opposite. As a result, the excitonic resonance probed in either σ+

or σ− polarized light will present an energy shift itself, with the valley Zeeman energy splitting

given by

∆EZ = E(σ+) − E(σ−) ≡ gµBB. (2)

In the last equation, we inroduced the exciton Landé factor g = ∆EZ/(µBB) as a dimensionless

number characterizing the behavior of an exciton under out-of-plane magnetic fields. It measures

the exciton dispersion as a function of B, and as such it can act both as a reporter on the electronic

subbands involved in the exciton as well as on the local magnetization in the exciton’s neighborhood.

In Fig. S6a, we show the neutral DR spectra of the samples S1 (H-type) and S-R (R-type) in

σ+ and σ− polarization at an out-of-plane magnetic field of −8 T. The Zeeman splitting ∆EZ

that is visible for both the M1 and M2 resonances can be measured as function of the applied
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FIG. S7. (a) Doping-dependent DR spectra in σ+ (top) and σ− (bottom) polarization at an out-of-plane

magnetic field of B = −8 T. (b) Line cut of the DR-signal at VG = 5 V (H-type) and VG = 7 V (R-type)

showing a polarized negatively charged trion M−
1 and a pronounced Zeeman shift of M̃−

2 .

field B, resulting in the energetic dispersion illustrated in Fig. S6b. Notably, both of the bright

moiré excitons show a g-factor close to the value of the MoSe2 intralayer A-exciton around −4,

confirming that they are of intralayer character themselves.

In Fig. S7, we show the doping-dependent absorption spectra in the two samples. At a perpen-

dicular magnetic field of −8 T, the peak M−
1 features almost complete valley polarization, just like

Fermi polarons in monolayer MoSe2 [8]. The peak M̃−
2 (and similarly M̃+

1 )), on the other side, is

only weakly polarized and shows a pronounced doping-dependent Zeeman splitting with nonlinear

dependence on the magnetic field.

To illustrate the dispersion of ∆EZ as function of B, we show representative data on the p-

doped, the intrinsic and the n-doped regimes in Fig. S8. The top panel shows the evolution of the
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FIG. S8. Evolution of the valley Zeeman splitting ∆EZ of the hole-doped peak M̃+
1 (top) at VG = −11 V,

the neutral moiré peak M1 (center) and the electron-doped peak M̃−
2 (bottom) at VG = 5 V in device S1.

The splittings of M̃+
1 and M̃−

2 depend non-linearly on the magnetic field, with a maximum g-factor of 30±3

and −33±3, respectively (determined from linear fits for B ≲ 2 T). The non-linear evolution of the g-factor

is indicative of correlation-induced magnetism probed by the respective sensing exciton.

Zeeman energy splitting of the p-doped peak M̃+
1 which acts as a sensor exciton for the emerging

hole lattice and shows a strongly renormalized, non-linear g-factor of +30. The central panel

shows the corresponding evolution of ∆EZ for the neutral moiré peak M1 with the expected linear

dispersion and a g-factor of −4. Finally, the bottom panel shows the Zeeman splittings of the

n-doped peak M̃−
2 which acts as a sensor exciton for the emerging electron lattice and also shows a

strongly renormalized, non-linear g-factor of −33. We note that the magnetic response of M̃+
1 and

M̃−
2 are in striking contrast: whereas in the latter case the g-factor is increased into the negative,

for the former peak the g-factor changes its sign to positive values, consistent with other studies on

hole-mediated spin lattices [9, 10]. This shows that the p-doped regime of MoSe2/WS2 also presents

rich physics that has yet to be investigated in future studies, and the fact that one heterostructure

provides simultaneous access to both electron and hole-doped correlated states makes it standing

out in the field.
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SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 3: MODELING OF MOIRÉ EXCITONS

To model the moiré excitons in MoSe2/WS2 structures, we employ a continuum model that

is based on the models introduced in Refs. [11–14] and has been presented in detail in Ref. [1].

We assume that the two monolayers are angle-aligned, such that either both K-valleys (R-type)

or the K-valley of MoSe2 and the K’-valley of WS2 (H-type) are closely aligned. The right panel

of Figure S9 shows the geometry of the mini Brillouin Zone (mBZ) which we define such that the

center of the mBZ γ overlaps with the K-valley of MoSe2.

The left panel of Figure S9 shows the optical absorption by the A-exciton of the monolayer

MoSe2 region in sample S1 as well as the three bright moiré excitons in the heterobilayer region

of the same sample. Since the optical response of the device is entirely dominated by the MoSe2

valence bands, we limit our discussion to the momentum bright exciton states in the center of

the mBZ and assume parabolic exciton dispersion, i.e. E(k) = EX + ℏ2|k|2/(2MX) and E(k′) =

EIX + ℏ2|k′|2/(2MIX) for intra- and interlayer excitons, respectively.

The long-range order introduced by the moiré potential introduces scattering between states

with a momentum mismatch given by the moiré reciprocal vectors bi (i = 1, ..., 6) as denoted

in Figure S9. Here, we consider the first six intralayer states as marked by the red dots, and

following Refs. [11–13] we introduce a phenomenological moiré potential V (r) =
∑6

j=1 Vj exp (ibjr)

as a scattering potential. In particular, the 120◦ symmetry enforces V1 = V3 = V5 ≡ V and

V2 = V4 = V6 ≡ V ∗ as elaborated in Refs. [11–13]. Further, we pay heed to the presence of WS2

bands by introducing an interlayer hopping potential t that couples the intralayer states (red dots)

with the three closest interlayer states (blue dots) in momentum space as specified by the violet

arrows in Fig. S9 [14, 15].

The total Hamiltonian 3 mixes seven intralayer and six interlayer states into a new set of

eigenstates that we call moiré excitons. It is composed of blocks of intralayer exciton scattering

(red diagonal block with Ej(k) = E(k− bi) for i = 1, ..., 6) and interlayer exciton states (blue

diagonal block with Eη(k) = E(k − Cη
3∆K) and Eζ(k) = E(k + 2Cζ−3

3 ∆K) for η = 0, 1, 2 and

ζ = 3, 4, 5). Finally, hermitian coupling of the two sets of exciton states by the off-diagonal blocks

with hopping elements t complete the model and define the Hamiltonian as:
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FIG. S9. Left panel, from top to bottom: optical absorption of the monolayer MoSe2 A-exciton in sample S1,

the optical absorption of the three moiré excitons M1, M2 and M3 in the bilayer region of the same sample,

and the theoretical fit of the three moiré excitons. Right panel: momentum space geometry of angle aligned

H-type MoSe2/WS2. The momentum mismatch ∆K between the K-valley of MoSe2 and the K’-valley of

WS2 defines the mini Brillouin Zone that reflects the long-range periodicity of the moiré superlattice. This

Figure was adapted from Ref. [1].

H(k) =




E0 V V ∗ V V ∗ V V ∗ t t t 0 0 0

V ∗ E1 V 0 0 0 V 0 0 t 0 t 0

V V ∗ E2 V ∗ 0 0 0 t 0 0 0 t 0

V ∗ 0 V E3 V 0 0 t 0 0 0 0 t

V 0 0 V ∗ E4 V ∗ 0 0 t 0 0 0 t

V ∗ 0 0 0 V E5 V 0 t 0 t 0 0

V V ∗ 0 0 0 V ∗ E6 0 0 t t 0 0

t∗ 0 t∗ t∗ 0 0 0 E0 0 0 0 0 0

t∗ 0 0 0 t∗ t∗ 0 0 E1 0 0 0 0

t∗ t∗ 0 0 0 0 t∗ 0 0 E2 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 t∗ t∗ 0 0 0 E3 0 0

0 t∗ t∗ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 E4 0

0 0 0 t∗ t∗ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 E5




. (3)

Finally we emphasize that this model can only be fitted by considering field-dependent exciton

dispersion as discussed in Ref. [1]. Otherwise, the influence of the intralayer potential V and the

interlayer tunneling t on the moiré exciton mixing can not be disentangled.
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