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In recent years, twisted bilayer systems such as bilayer graphene have attracted a great deal of
attention as the twist angle introduces a degree of freedom which can be used to non-trivially modify
system properties. This idea has been picked up in the cold atom community, first with a theoretical
proposal to simulate twisted bilayers in state-dependent optical lattices, and, more recently, with an
experimental realization of twisted bilayers with bosonic atoms in two different spin states. In this
manuscript, we theoretically investigate dipolar bosons in a twisted bilayer geometry. The interplay
between dipolar interaction and the twist between the layers results in the emergence of quantum
states not observed in the absence of twist. We study how system properties vary as we change
the twist angle at fixed distance between the layers and fixed dipolar interaction. We find that at
a twist angle θ = 0.1◦, the observed quantum phases are consistent with those seen in the absence
of twist angle, i.e. paired superfluid, paired supersolid, and paired solid phases. However, a slight
increase in the twist angle to θ = 0.2◦ disrupts these paired phases in favor of a phase separation
between checkerboard solid and superfluid regions. Notably, at a twist angle of θ = 5.21◦, the local
occupation number follows the moiré pattern of the underlying moiré bilayers so that a periodic
structure of insulating islands is formed. These insulating islands are surrounded by a superfluid.

I. INTRODUCTION

When two-dimensional periodic structures are over-
lapped and rotated with respect to each other, new peri-
odic structures, moiré patterns, emerge. In recent years,
condensed matter and material scientists have shown
that this mechanism can be used to non-trivially modify
properties of two-dimensional systems. At certain twist
angles (magic angles), properties of bilayer graphene dra-
matically change [1]. What was a weakly-correlated
Fermi liquid becomes a strongly-correlated system which
supports superconductivity, quantized anomalous Hall
states, and more [2]. The quantum anomalous Hall effect
has also been observed with moiré hetero-bilayers [3, 4].
The field of moiré bilayers remains active [5–8].

Moiré bilayers have also been engineered with ultracold
gases. The unprecedented level of control in these setups
provides an ideal setting to simulate condensed matter
systems in a highly controlled environment [9, 10]. A
few years ago, a theoretical proposal to simulate twisted
bilayers with cold atoms trapped in state-dependent op-
tical lattices was put forward [11]. In a recent experi-
ment [12], twisted bilayers at the magic angle θ = 5.21◦

have been artificially realized using bosonic atoms in two
different spin states trapped in spin-dependent square op-
tical lattices. This introduces yet another facet to the
cold atoms toolbox – an ideal platform to investigate the
intricate interplay between lattice geometry, interactions,
and quantum fluctuations. The tunability of these sys-
tems, achieved by adjusting the twist angle between lay-
ers, provides a unique opportunity to manipulate quan-
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tum many-body systems at the microscopic level and ex-
plore the emergence of exotic states of matter. These
studies are driven not only by a fundamental curiosity
about the behavior of matter in these artificial structures
but also by the potential applications in quantum simu-
lation and quantum information processing.

Lattice bosons interacting via long-range, anisotropic
dipolar interaction can stabilize various solid and su-
persolid phases [13–17]. Recently, various solid phases
have been experimentally observed with cold magnetic
atoms [18]. Dipolar bosons in layered geometries can also
induce pairing leading to paired solid, paired superfluid,
and paired supersolid phases [19–21]. In this work, we
consider dipolar lattice bosons trapped in a twisted bi-
layer geometry. Layers are placed at a fixed distance dz.
Particles cannot hop between layers and a fixed dipolar
interaction provides coupling between particles on differ-
ent layers. We are interested in investigating the effects
on the phase diagram of the bilayer geometry when a fi-
nite, small twist angle between the layers is introduced.
Our findings can be summarized as follows. At small
enough twist angle θ ∼ 0.1◦, the quantum phases and
phase transitions remain consistent with those observed
at zero twist angle [20]. That is, paired superfluid, paired
checkerboard solid, and paired supersolid phases are sta-
bilized. However, a slight increase in the twist angle to
θ = 0.2◦ disrupts the paired superfluid and paired su-
persolid phases in favor of phase separation between the
checkerboard solid and superfluid phases. At the magic
angle θ = 5.21◦, the local occupation number follows the
moiré pattern of the underlying moiré bilayers so that a
periodic structure of insulating islands is formed. These
insulating islands are surrounded by a superfluid.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we in-
troduce the Hamiltonian of the system. In Sec. III, we
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic representation of the twisted bilayer
system. Dipoles are trapped in a bilayer lattice and are
aligned parallel to each other (and perpendicular to the lat-
tice layers) along the direction of polarization. With this ge-
ometry, the intra-layer interaction is purely repulsive while
dipoles sitting on top of each other in different layers attract.
The distance between the two layers is dz. The upper layer
is twisted by an angle θ with respect to the lower layer. (b)
Schematic illustration of the boundary conditions.

discuss various phases, the corresponding order parame-
ters and correlators. In Sec. IV, we present the results of
the system for three small fixed values of twisted angles
0.1◦, 0.2◦, and magic angle 5.21◦; we outline our conclu-
sions in Sec. V.

II. HAMILTONIAN

In the single band approximation, the system can be
described by the Hamiltonian [20]:

H = −t
∑

⟨i,j⟩,α

a†iαajα +
1

2

∑
iα;jβ

Viα;jβni,αnj,β −
∑
i,α

µαni,α.

(1)

Here, α, β = 1, 2 and i, j label the layers and the lattice
sites in each layer respectively, ai,α(a

†
i,α) are the bosonic

annihilation (creation) operators obeying the hard-core
constraint a†2i,α = 0, and ni,α = a†i,αai,α is the number
operator for particles. The brackets ⟨· · · ⟩ denote summa-
tion over nearest neighbors only. The first term in equa-
tion 1 describes the kinetic energy with in-plane hopping
rate t. The second term is the dipole-dipole interaction
given by Viα;jβ = Cdd(1− 3cos2γiα;jβ )/4π|riα;jβ |3, where

γiα;jβ characterizes the angle between the direction of the
polarization and the relative position of the two particles
given by riα;jβ , and Cdd = d2/ϵ0(Cdd = µ0d

2) for elec-
tric (magnetic) dipoles of strength d. The repulsive near-
est neighbor intra-layer interaction is Vdd = Cdd/(4πa

3),
with a the in-plane lattice constant. The attractive near-
est neighbor inter-layer interaction is V ⊥

dd = −2Cdd/4πd
3
z,

with dz the inter-layer distance. The quantity µα is the
chemical potential which sets the number of particles in
each layer. Here, we fix µ1 = µ2, i. e. N1 = N2. The
twist angle between these two layers is θ.

In the following, we present unbiased results based on
path-integral quantum Monte Carlo using the two-worm
algorithm [22, 23]. We have performed the simulations
with system size L × L = Nsite for each layer, with
L = 20, 22, 33 (we choose the lattice constant a to be our
unit of length). The filling factor is n = N/Nsite with
N = N1 = N2 the particle number on each layer. The
inverse temperature β is set to β = L. As for boundary
conditions, each layer is separately mapped into a torus.
As a result, lattice sites on the twisted layer which “fall
outside” the region covered by the untwisted layer are
considered within the untwisted region, and particle po-
sition and relative particle distances entering the hamil-
tonian are calculated accordingly. In other words, we set
the simulation box in each direction to be (1/2, L+1/2],
see sketch in Fig. 1(b). With this approach, we maximize
homogeneity of the system and reduce boundary effects
so that our results highlight the effect of the twisted ge-
ometry on system properties. Due to computational lim-
itations, our simulations are restricted to a system size
of L = 33. Due to this limitation, with open boundary
conditions, we would expect boundary effects to be con-
flated with the effects of the twisted geometry. By using
the torus-mapped boundary, we can avoid this issue and
isolate the impact of the twisted geometry.

III. ORDER PARAMETERS AND
CORRELATORS

To discern superfluid phase (SF) from paired super-
fluid phase (PSF), we measure the superfluid stiffness
ρs for each layer and the superfluid stiffness for pairs
ρPSF. The superfluid stiffness is ρs = ⟨W2⟩/dLd−2β [24],
where ⟨W2⟩ =

∑d
i=1⟨W 2

i ⟩ represents the expectation
value of the winding number squared, d is the dimen-
sion of the system (in our case, d = 2), L is the linear
system size, and β is the inverse temperature. The su-
perfluid stiffness for pairs is directly associated with a
pair condensate and is given by ρPSF = ⟨W2

+⟩/dLd−2β,
where W+ = W1 + W2 represents the sum of winding
numbers in layers 1 and 2 and can be calculated within
the two-worm path-integral quantum Monte Carlo. We
note that, due to pairing across the layers, in the PSF
phase the fluctuation of difference in winding numbers
is zero, ⟨(W1 −W2)

2⟩ = 0. Diagonal long-range order,
instead, corresponds to finite structure factor, S(k) =



3∑
r,r′ exp[ik(r− r′)⟨nrnr′⟩]/N, with N the particle num-

ber. k is the reciprocal lattice vector. Here, k = (π, π)
to identify a checkerboard (CB) density pattern.

In addition, we also measure two-point correlation
functions for each species fα(riα;jα) ∝ ⟨aiαa†jα⟩, where
the vector riα;jα = (xiα−xjα , yiα−yjα) = (xij , yij) is the
relative position of the annihilation and creation opera-
tors at layer α (to ease the notation, we dropped the label
α in the coordinates representation). Notice that, here,
to calculate relative distances between annihilation and
creation operators on each layer, we consider the relative
position vector to originate at the site of a† so that the
maximum distance in x and y directions is L− 1. Here,
⟨⟩ denotes a quantum and thermal average. fα(riα;jα) is
normalized so that its maximum value is 1. This corre-
lator is expected to be long-ranged in a SF phase and
short-ranged in an insulating phase.

Finally, we also produce density maps and conden-
sate maps. The first is a map of the average of the lo-
cal occupation number ⟨niα⟩ of a single typical Monte
Carlo configuration. The latter is a map of the probabil-
ity distribution for lattice sites to be visited by aiα and
a†jα when their distance is larger than a chosen cutoff
Rc. This map informs us on the lattice regions where
off-diagonal long-range order exists.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Let us start with a description of the phase diagram
in the absence of twist and at fixed dz = 0.36. The
phase diagram is comprised of pair checkerboard solid
(PCB), pair supersolid (PSS), paired superfluid (PSF),
and, at lower dipolar interaction, independent superfluids
(2SF) [20]. In the PCB phase, reached at half filling and
large enough dipolar interaction, atoms across the layers
are strongly paired due to attractive interlayer interac-
tions, i.e., particles sit on top of each other. The system
can be thus envisioned as a solid of pairs. Upon doping
the PCB solid with particles or holes, the PSS phase is
stabilized. In this phase, CB density-density correlations
coexist with a finite superfluid stiffness associated with
pairs, i.e. ρPSF ̸= 0 while ⟨(W1 −W2)

2⟩ = 0. For large
enough doping, density-density correlation are lost (via
a 2+1 Ising transition), and the system becomes a PSF.
At lower values of dipolar interaction, a 2SF phase can
be stabilized.

In the following, we fix the distance between the two
layers to dz = 0.36, and the intra-layer dipolar inter-
action to Vdd/t = 0.26. We denote the repulsive (at-
tractive) nearest neighbor intra-layer (inter-layer) inter-
action by Vdd = Cdd/(4πa

3)(V ⊥
dd = −2Cdd/4πd

3
z), with a

the in-plane lattice constant. These choices are made to
compare with existing results on bilayer systems with no
twist between the layers [20]. We consider twist angles
θ = 0.1◦, 0.2◦, and magic angle 5.21◦.

FIG. 2. The expectation value of the square of the sum of
winding numbers ⟨(W1 + W2)

2⟩ and the structure factor
S(π, π) as functions of density n. Vdd/t = 0.26, dz = 0.36,
L = 22, twist angle θ = 0.1. ⟨(W1 −W2)

2⟩ stays zero for the
whole density range.

A. Case of θ = 0.1◦

In our initial exploration, we focus on a modest twist
angle, θ = 0.1◦. At this twist angle, we do not see
any qualitative difference with the case of θ = 0◦. This
phase diagram remains largely unchanged at twist angle
θ = 0.1◦. As an example, in the main plot of figure 2, we
plot the expectation value of the sum of winding numbers
⟨W2

+⟩ = ⟨(W1 +W2)
2⟩ and the structure factor S(π, π)

as a function of density n at fixed intra-layer dipolar in-
teraction Vdd/t = 0.26 and system size L = 22. From this
plot, it is clear that at n = 0.5 CB density correlations
are present while ρPSF (and ρs) is zero. Away from half
filling, there exists a range of densities for which both
S(π, π) and ⟨W2

+⟩ are finite while ⟨W2
−⟩ = 0. For these

densities, the system is in a PSS phase. Eventually, CB
density correlations disappear at n ∼ 0.41, in agreement
with the case of θ = 0◦, and the system becomes a PSF.

B. Case of θ = 0.2◦

A marginal increase in the twist angle to θ = 0.2◦ intro-
duces notable changes to the system properties. Our sim-
ulation results reveal that PSS is destabilized in favor of
phase separation, where CB solid and SF orders are both
present but in different regions of the lattice, while PSF is
destabilized in favor of independent SF. The second row
of Figure 3 shows the density map at fixed filling factors
n = 0.378 (a2), n = 0.452 (b2), n = 0.5 (c2), n = 0.55
(d2) for system size L = 33. Here, each circle corresponds
to a single lattice site, and its radius is proportional to the
local density. The map refers to the top layer. The den-
sity map for the bottom layer is very similar. We notice
that at n = 0.378 in the bottom-left region of the lattice
the system is a CB. In the remaining region of the lattice,
instead, we observe a roughly uniform density. In this re-
gion, off-diagonal long-range order is present but pairing
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FIG. 3. Condensate map (a1), density map (a2) of the top layer (maps for the bottom layer look very similar) and two-point
correlation function f1(ri1;j1) (a3) (f2(ri2;j2) looks very similar) with xj1 = xi1 = 8, 16, 24, 33 (red dots, blue squares, green
upper-triangles, and orange down-triangles) as a function of yij , for twist angle θ = 0.2◦ filling factor n = 0.378 and system
size L = 33. Same plots for filling factor n = 0.452 (b1-b3), n = 0.5 (c1-c3), and n = 0.55 (d1-d3).

is destroyed since both ⟨W2
+⟩ and ⟨W2

−⟩ are finite. The
x and y axis separate these two phases and as a result CB
order is less pronounced here. In figure 3 (a3), we plot the
two-point correlation function f1(ri1;j1) (f2(ri2;j2) looks
very similar) with xj1 = xi1 = 8, 16, 24, 33 as a function
of yij . Along the cut x = 24, 33 the correlator decays to a
finite constant ∼ 0.9 at the largest distance on the torus
L/2 + 1, signaling the superfluid nature of the system in
this region of space. At x = 16, we observe a significant
decay of the correlator to ∼ 0.42. This is because along
this cut part of the system is in a CB phase. The CB
region does not contribute to a finite correlator at the
larger distances on the torus. Indeed, in this region of
space, the correlator decays to zero within a few lattice
steps. We also notice that the correlator stays finite at
the largest distance L/2+1 because along this cut the SF
region extends for a distance ∼ L/2. Finally, At x = 8,
the correlator decays to zero at the largest distance. This
is because along this cut, the SF region extend for a dis-
tance < L/2.

To further verify our findings, in figure 3 (a1) we plot
the condensate map corresponding to the same param-
eters. Here, the region of space corresponding to a CB
arrangement of particle density is dark, corresponding
to negligible probability within the region of finding cre-
ation and annihilation operators at distance further than

Rc = 5. This means that no off-diagonal long-range or-
der is present in this region of space. In the region of
space where we observe roughly uniform density in fig-
ure 3 (a2), instead, there exists a finite probability to
find creation and annihilation operators at distance fur-
ther than Rc (light region).

At n = 0.452, only quantitative changes are observed,
figure 3(b1-b3). In figure 3 (b2), we observe a noticeable
expansion of the CB region. We notice that, at this den-
sity, the CB order is not present along the x- and y-axis.
In figure 3 (b3), we plot the two-point correlation func-
tion f1(ri1;j1) with xj1 = xi1 = 8, 16, 24, 33 as a function
of yij . Along the cut x = 33 the correlator decays to a
finite value (∼ 0.9) signaling the superfluid nature of the
system in this region of space. At x = 24, the correla-
tor decays to a lesser value of ∼ 0.6 because along this
cut lies the edge of the CB region which partially sup-
press off-diagonal long-range order at larger distances.
At x = 8, 16, the correlator decays to zero at the largest
distances. This is because along this cut, the SF region
only extends for distances of 7-10 sites. All these findings
are also reflected in the condensate map of figure 3(b1),
confirming that even this small twist angle destroys su-
persolidity.

As the density is further increased, the region corre-
sponding to CB solid starts shrinking from the bottom
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FIG. 4. (a) Condensate map, (b) density map of the top (red)
and bottom (blue) layers at filling factor n = 0.652 for sys-
tem size L = 22. (c) two-point correlation function f1(ri1;j1)
(f2(ri2;j2) looks very similar) with xj1 = xi1 = 1, 5, 11, 16 (red
dots, blue squares, green upper-triangles, and orange down-
triangles) as a function of yij .

left corner. Noticeably, this remains the case also at half
filling, see figure 3(c1-c3). In figure 3(c3), we notice that
the correlators stay finite along all the cuts, though they
do decay to different values depending on the thickness of
the CB region along the corresponding cut. Eventually,
CB order disappears altogether at large enough density
(n ∼ 0.53) and the system is a SF, see figure 3(d1-d3) for
filling factor n = 0.55.

C. Case θ = 5.21◦

In order to attain commensurate superlattices in a
square lattice, twist angles need to satisfy the condi-
tion θ = 2arctan(m/n), where m and n stand as co-
prime natural numbers [25]. In this work, we have cho-

sen θ = 5.21◦ ∼ 2arctan(1/22). As a result supercells
manifest a periodicity denoted by λmo ∼ 11. The den-
sity maps in figure 4(b) for n = 0.652 reveal the pres-
ence of periodically-spaced Mott insulator (MI) islands
with the expected periodicity λmo ∼ 11. These islands
are surrounded by SF regions. Here, red (blue) circles
refer to the top (bottom) layer. This moiré pattern
has been observed experimentally with two-component
systems utilizing Bose-Einstein condensates loaded into
spin-dependent optical lattices.

The periodic arrangement of MI islands is also evi-
dent in figure 4(c) where we plot the two-point corre-
lation function f1(ri1;j1) (f2(ri2;j2) looks very similar)
with xj1 = xi1 = 1, 5, 11, 16 as a function of yij . Along
the cut x = 5, 16 the correlator decays to a finite con-
stant value (∼ 0.95) signaling the superfluid nature of
the system along this cut. At x = 1, 11, we notice the
periodic nature of the correlator with periodicity equals
to λmo = 11, the expected periodicty of the observed
moiré pattern. For these correlators, the first minimum
is observed at yij ∼ 5 corresponding to the width of the
MI islands. These islands are insulating and therefore
do not contribute to the finiteness of the correlator at
these distances. Similarly, the next minimum appears at
yij ∼ 5 + λmo, corresponding to the next MI island. We
also notice that along the cut at x = 11 the value of the
minimum is larger than for x = 1. This is because this
cut is not centered within the moiré pattern, being sit-
uated one lattice spacing away from the central position
which in this case is x = 12.

Finally, in figure 4 (a) we plot the condensate map
corresponding to the same parameters. Here, we clearly
see the periodically-spaced MI islands to appear as dark,
corresponding to lack of off-diagonal long-range order in
these regions of space.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, our investigation into dipolar bosons
confined within a twisted bilayer geometry has uncovered
a wealth of intriguing phenomena. We have elucidated
the profound impact of twisted geometries on the quan-
tum phases exhibited by the system. At a small twist
angle of θ = 0.1◦, the system behavior remains consis-
tent with that of the untwisted case. However, a slight
increase in the twist angle to θ = 0.2◦ induces signif-
icant changes, disrupting paired phases and leading to
the emergence of phase separation phenomena. This ob-
servation highlights the sensitivity of the system to slight
alterations in the twisted geometry. At larger twist an-
gle θ = 5.21◦, we have observed that particle density
follows the pattern of the underlying moiré bilayer result-
ing in the emergence of periodic Mott insulator islands
surrounded by superfluid regions, a phenomenon not ob-
served in untwisted systems. This discovery highlights
the novel and unexpected behaviors that can arise from
the interplay between twisted geometries and dipolar in-
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teractions.

Our findings offer valuable insights into the interplay
between geometry, interactions, and quantum fluctua-
tions in correlated bosonic systems with potential im-
plications for cold-atom experiments. By harnessing
the precision and control afforded by cold-atom setups,
the phenomena observed theoretically can be further ex-
plored and validated, advancing our understanding of
complex quantum systems.
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