
Intrinsically-multilayer moiré heterostructures
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We introduce trilayer and multilayer moiré heterostructures that cannot be viewed from the
“moiré-of-moiré” perspective of helically-twisted trilayer graphene. These “intrinsically trilayer”
moiré systems feature periodic modulation of a local quasicrystalline structure. They open the
door to realizing moiré heterostructures with vastly more material constituents because they do not
constrain the lattice constants of the layers. In this manuscript, we define intrinsically multilayer
patterns, provide a recipe for their construction, derive their local configuration space, and connect
the visual patterns to physical observables in material systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The observation of superconductivity and correlated
insulators in twisted bilayer graphene [1, 2] launched the
study of “moiré materials,” where two-dimensional ma-
terials with the same [1–35] or similar [36–45] lattice con-
stants are stacked at a small relative twist angle. This
paradigm is naturally extended to trilayer stacking and
beyond, both with some layers aligned [46–52] and with
multiple twist angles [53–59]. Recently it has also been
extended to stacking at angles nearby a large commensu-
rate twist angle [60, 61]. In all cases, the moiré pattern
is obtained from layers with either the same or similar
lattice constant (or a commensurate supercell). In this
paper, we lift that restriction.

We introduce moiré patterns made from stacking more
than two layers in which no two layers separately dis-
play a moiré pattern. We call these patterns “intrinsi-

Types of
moiré

patterns

Small twist Large twist

Two layers

Twisted bilayer
graphene

Near-commensurate
TBLG

Three or
more layers

Twisted trilayer
graphene

Intrinsically trilayer
moiré

TABLE I: Summary of moiré heterostructures: the
“intrinsically trilayer” moiré patterns we introduce

occur at large twist angle and with three or more layers.

cally trilayer moiré” (or more generally, “intrinsically N -
layer moire”) because, unlike twisted trilayer graphene,
the moiré pattern disappears if any one layer is removed.
As we will explain, intrinsically trilayer moiré patterns
cannot be viewed from the “moiré of moiré” perspective
often used to describe twisted trilayer graphene [53].

Intrinsically N -layer moiré patterns have an important
advantage over bilayer moiré patterns because they do
not impose a constraint on lattice constants. This vastly
increases the space of possible material combinations.
Specifically, moiré patterns in bilayer systems require the
constituent materials to have nearly the same lattice con-
stant or to be nearly commensurate. In contrast, intrin-
sically N -layer moiré patterns can be constructed from
virtually arbitrary combinations of materials.

In the present work, we focus on the crystal structure of
intrinsically N -layer moiré heterostructures, postponing
a study of electronic structure to future work.

We begin by reviewing the origin of moiré patterns. In
Sec. II, we provide an intuitive picture of how moiré pat-
terns arise in real space. We explain the construction for
bilayers and then offer a näıve generalization to multilay-
ers. In Sec. III, we argue that reciprocal space provides
a more natural and concise characterization, from which
we derive both bilayer and N -layer moiré patterns.

We then focus on multilayer heterostructures. In
Sec. IV, we return to real space to resolve an appar-
ent contradiction: the momentum-space perspective im-
plies that periodic moiré patterns of more than two lay-
ers exist, but the näıve generalization of bilayer config-
uration space [62, 63] fails to indicate these patterns, in
part because the local structure is generally quasicrys-
talline rather than crystalline. Consequently, we develop
a more nuanced notion of configuration space, in which
some apparent degrees of freedom disappear on moiré
wavelengths. We discuss physical properties that are a
function of this configuration space; lattice relaxation is
one example.

Finally, in Sec. V, we discuss experimental probes
and propose physical realizations of intrinisically N -layer
moiré patterns.

Throughout, we assume a three-, four-, or six-fold ro-
tation symmetry shared between all layers of the moiré
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FIG. 1: A moiré lattice of two square layers twisted at
6.7329◦. Commensurate lattice in red, moiré lattice in

blue.

heterostructure. In the absence of this symmetry, the
generic moiré pattern will be stripes rather than a 2D
pattern.

II. CONFIGURATION SPACE FOR BILAYERS:
MOIRÉ PATTERNS IN REAL SPACE

Moiré patterns are intuitively understood in real space
as a slow modulation of the local lattice structure. The
set of all possible local environments is known as config-
uration space [62, 63]. The configuration space approach
extends beyond linear transformations of perfectly rigid
crystals to include lattice relaxation effects. However, the
approach becomes subtle for heterostructures of multiple
layers or different lattice constants.

In this section, we review configuration space in the
simplest case of bilayers with near-identical lattices. We
then extend the formalism to bilayer systems perturbed
from a commensurate stacking. Finally, we offer a “näıve
configuration space” for trilayer systems, and briefly dis-
cuss how it leads to the complex patterns observed in
twisted trilayer graphene. (Later, in Sec. IV, we will pro-
vide a more complete accounting of configuration space
in systems with more than two layers and explain the
breakdown of the näıve configuration space.)

A. Two square lattices

Consider two stacked periodic layers. There are two
cases to consider: when the two layers share a common
(larger) period, and when they do not. If they do share
a common period, we call the structures commensurate.
If they do not, we call them incommensurate.

In Fig. 1, we illustrate a small commensurate pattern
formed by two square lattices at a relative twist angle of

approximately 6.7◦ about a square corner. This aligns
the square corners of the unit cell (8,9) of one layer with
(9,8) of the other, forming the commensurate superlattice
outlined in red.

However, in the center of each red supercell is a lo-
cation that looks very similar to the corners, where the
unit cells are also aligned at the center of the square cells
rather than at a vertex. This smaller grid of locations
where the square-centers are aligned defines the moiré
lattice, outlined in blue. Thus, the visual moiré cell,
which enjoys an approximate translation symmetry, is
smaller than the commensurate unit cell, which exhibits
an exact translation symmetry. In general, the visual
pattern will either be the same size or smaller than the
commensurate cell (although for two identical square lat-
tices, the moiré cell is always smaller by at least a factor
of
√

2, regardless of twist angle.
The commensurate cell size is highly sensitive to angle

and exists only on a dense subset of angles. Computing
the size of a commensurate cell as a function of twist
angle is analogous to determining the size of the minimal
denominator of a fraction as a function of the value of
that fraction, as explained in Supplement 1.

The moiré cell, however, varies smoothly with twist
angle for small twist angles. At sufficiently large twist
angles, the moiré cell becomes smaller than a unit cell,
which indicates that the moiré pattern ceases to exist and
no visual pattern arises.

This example shows how a moiré pattern arises from
the two layers being stacked at different “local relative
translations” at different positions, i.e., in the brighter
regions, the lattices are stacked atom-on-atom, while in
the darker regions, the lattices are stacked atom-on-void.
The moiré lattice is defined by the collection of points
where the two layers align in either configuration.

B. Local configuration space: two identical layers

The space of relative translations of the aligned lay-
ers defines the local configuration space. For instance,
TBLG exhibits regions of AA and AB stacking, as well
as intermediate regions, as illustrated in Fig. 2.

For two identical layers, the local configuration space
is defined with respect to relative translations of the two
untwisted layers, as we will now describe. Although the
idea is intuitive in this case, developing the mathemat-
ical infrastructure carefully here will elucidate the more
complicated situations we consider later.

1. Configuration space as differences of relative coordinates

In the simplest setup where the two untwisted layers
have identical lattice vectors, we define the local configu-
ration C(x) in terms of the relative coordinates xi of each
layer. The relative coordinate xi(x) is a two-component
vector that specifies where the position x resides in the
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FIG. 2: A moiré lattice of two hexagonal layers with
unit-length interatomic distance stacked with a relative

twist angle of 5◦. Red and blue circles indicate an
“AA-stacked” region where hexagons align and an

“AB-stacked” region where they are offset, respectively.

unit cell of layer i. Thus, xi is determined by the ma-
trix Ai, whose columns are the (twisted) lattice vectors
of layer i, as

xi(x) = A−1
i x mod I (1)

where “mod I” means “modulo the columns of I” (i.e.,
mod {(1, 0), (0, 1)}). The local configuration is then de-
fined as the difference between the two relative coordi-
nates

C(x) = x2(x)− x1(x) mod I (2)

= (A−1
2 −A−1

1 )x mod I (3)

While the functions xi vary on the scale of the original
lattice, for a small twist or lattice mismatch, C(x) varies
much more slowly, and the period of C(x) defines the
moiré lattice. Therefore, the moiré lattice vectors are
given by the columns of the matrix

AM = (A−1
2 −A−1

1 )−1 (4)

in the case where the inverse exists. If the inverse does
not exist, then there is not a 2D moiré pattern.

In the case where the two layers are identical and
twisted by a relative angle θ, one can simplify further
by writing A1,2 = R(±θ/2)A, where R(θ) is the rotation
matrix. The moiré lattice vectors then simplify to

AM = [R(θ/2)−R(−θ/2)]
−1
A =

1

2 sin(θ/2)
R
(π

2

)
A.

(5)
In other words, the moiré lattice vectors are rotated by
π/2 compared to the original lattice vectors A and scaled
up by a factor of 1/(2 sin(θ/2)).

The same formalism applies to aligned layers with a
small difference in their lattice constants. For example,
if A2 = (1 + δ)A1, then Eq. (4) can be simplified without
any matrix algebra to AM = 1+δ

δ A1 (neglecting the over-
all sign). Generalizing to the case of two layers with a
small lattice mismatch arranged with a slight twist angle
yields Eq. (1) in Ref. 64.

Eq. (4) in this paper also allows for anisotropic lattice
mismatch, as might be induced by a strain.

2. Configuration space as a quotient of translation groups

More abstractly, configuration space is equivalently de-
fined as the space of nontrivial translations of the lattices
before twisting, as we now explain. A combination of
translations is “trivial” if it differs from zero translation
of each layer by the simultaneous translation of all layers
by the same amount.

In other words: consider the two identical lattices be-
fore twisting. Denote the group of translations of each
layer modulo lattice translations by Ti. (Note Ti will be
isomorphic to the torus T 2 = R2/Z2.) Similarly denote
the group of translations of the two lattices simultane-
ously (modulo translations that preserve the shared pre-
twist lattice) as T12. The space of configurations is the
space of translations of each layer, modulo simultaneous
translations of the two layers:

Tconfig = T1 × T2/T12. (6)

This space of configurations is itself a torus.
We now relate this space to the moiré pattern. Suppose

we transform each layer by a linear transformation Mi,
e.g., for twist, Mi = R(θi). In terms of the matrices of
lattice vectors before and after twisting,

Mi = AiA
−1. (7)

We now interpret this transformation as a position-
dependent translation, which will give the Ti-coordinate
in Eq. (6).

To find the translation of one layer associated with a
point x0 in real space, consider the map which first trans-
forms physical space, then transforms back but centered
at x0. (E.g., for a twist by θ, first twist about the origin
by θ, then twist back around x0 by −θ.) Conceptually,
the first transformation sets up the twisted system, and
the latter re-aligns the layers without further translating
x0.

Algebraically, understanding that “transform around
x0” can be written as “translate x0 to the origin, trans-
form, then translate back,” the translation is given by

x→M−1
i (Mix− x0) + x0 = x− (M−1

i − I)x0, (8)

which is a translation because it takes the form x →
x − a. This translation is then taken modulo the pre-
twist lattice vectors to get the element of T1.
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FIG. 3: Moiré pattern from two square lattices with
side lengths 1 and

√
2 arranged with a relative twist

angle of 42◦.

Doing this for each layer yields the translation opera-
tors that determine a point in configuration space defined
by Eq. (6). Modding out by simultaneous translations in
Eq. (6) yields the relative translation difference between
the two layers,

C̃(x) = (M−1
2 −M−1

1 )x mod A (9)

where A is the shared lattice before twisting. This is
in one-to-one correspondence with the characterization
of configuration space in Eq. (3). The moiré unit cell is
given by

AM = (M−1
2 −M−1

1 )−1A, (10)

which is exactly Eq. (4). Written in this way, the moiré
lattice is “factored” into one term, M−1

2 −M−1
1 , that de-

pends on the transformations but not the original lattice,
and another term, A, that depends on the lattice but not
the transformations. The second term can be interpreted
as the size of configuration space and the first as the rate
at which the moiré pattern explores that space.

C. Generalization to near-commensurate twisting

Now instead of two identical layers, consider two layers
that form a small (i.e., not moiré) commensurate super-
cell. Applying a small twist or lattice mismatch produces
a moiré pattern. For instance, two square lattices whose
side lengths differ by a factor of

√
2 form a commensu-

rate supercell when arranged at a 45◦ relative orientation;
when twisted by an angle near 45◦, they form a moiré
pattern as illustrated in Fig. 3. A second example is two
identical honeycomb lattices twisted near a commensu-
rate angle that is not a multiple of 60◦, as discussed in
Ref. 61; near-21.8◦ TBLG is shown in Fig. 4.

The abstract description of configuration space de-
scribed in Eq. (6) extends to this case with only one minor
modification: instead of considering the translations as
acting on the lattices at zero twist, consider them at the
relevant commensurate stacking. Hence, the Ti are now
defined modulo the individual lattices at the commensu-
rate stacking, whereas T12 is defined modulo the lattice
vectors of the commensurate structure.

An argument for the size of the moiré pattern comes
from Eq. (9) and the subsequent discussion. A lin-
ear transformation (e.g. twist) performed on a near-
commensurate structure explores the configuration space
at the same rate as the structure formed by performing
the same transformation on a zero-degree stacked struc-
ture. However, the configuration space of the former is
(perhaps counterintuitively) smaller, for reasons we now
explain heuristically.

The size of configuration space in the case of two lay-
ers stacked to form a supercell can be sensibly guessed
from Eq. (6). Let Ai, AC , Acs and AM denote the areas
of the unit cell of layer i, the commensurate supercell,
configuration space, and the moiré unit cell, respectively.
Replacing each translation group in Eq. (6) by the area
of the corresponding torus yields

Acs =
A1A2

AC
. (11)

Exploiting the fact that Ai = |det(Ai)| and guided by
the intuition that A in Eq. (10) should be generalized to
some “configuration space lattice,” the area of the moiré
cell is

AM =
1

|det
(
M−1

2 −M−1
1

)
|
A1A2

AC
. (12)

The intuition that we should use the configuration space
lattice follows from factoring Eq. (10) as described in the
text following that equation. (We give a rigorous de-
scription of how to find the “configuration space lattice
vectors” Acs in Appendix B and prove that they are in-
deed the analogue of A in Eq. (10).)

As a concrete example, consider two identical lattices
twisted at an angle θ away from a commensurate stack-
ing where the commensurate cell is a factor of N larger
in area than the original unit cell (for instance, in near-
21.8◦ TBLG, the commensurate cell is 7 times larger in
area than the original graphene cell). The size of Ti does
not depend on how the layers are stacked, but T12 will
be a factor of N larger in area when they are twisted
θ away from the commensurate stacking compared to
when the layers are stacked at an overall twist angle of
θ. Therefore, according to Eq. (11), the configuration
space, which is defined modulo T12, would be a factor of
N smaller. Since the matrices M1,2 in the denominator
of Eq. (12) depend only on θ and not on the supercell
or original lattice, it follows that, contrary to the most
obvious intuition, for two specified 2D layers, the larger
the commensurate cell, the smaller the moiré pattern.
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FIG. 4: A moiré pattern formed by two unit triangular lattices arranged with a relative twist of 22.4◦ (21.8◦ + 0.6◦).
The resulting triangular moiré lattice has a unit cell of side length 36.1, shown in green. The moiré pattern is subtle,
alternating between regions with individual sixfold-symmetric “centers” (red) and regions with triplets of “centers”

connected in a triangle (blue). A larger picture of the moiré pattern is shown in Fig. S2-1.

In Appendix B, in addition to formally deriving
Eq. (11), the relative coordinates of heterostructures
nearby a supercell configuration are derived, generaliz-
ing Eq. (9).

D. A näıve approach to configuration space with
more than two layers

We now try to apply the idea of configuration space as
the translation of each layer modulo overall translations
to heterostructures with more than two layers. We call
this notion “näıve configuration space” (in contrast to a
more nuanced notion to be given in Sec. IV). For instance,
in the case of three identical layers near zero stacking, as
in twisted trilayer graphene, the local configuration space
is a four-dimensional torus:

Tconfig = T1 × T2 × T3/T123 (13)

In general, the local configuration space of N arbitrarily-
twisted layers (with respect to a reference configuration)

is a (2N − 2)-dimensional torus:

Tconfig =

(∏

i

Ti

)
/Tall (14)

Because this configuration space has dimension greater
than two, we do not generally expect that it is fully ex-
plored. The consequence is a complex structure of over-
lapping moiré patterns (illustrated for twisted trilayer
graphene in Fig. 1b of Ref. 65), and the four-dimensional
space will generally be the correct parameter space for
many layers twisted near a single commensurate struc-
ture of all layers (as can be seen in, e.g., Ref. 54).

As the next section will show, however, there are moiré
patterns that arise when multilayer structures are twisted
near special incommensurate configurations. In these
cases, more care is required to define which configura-
tions are distinct in a way that will manifest on moiré
lengthscales: Tconfig as written in Eq. (14) is not correct
because Tall is not the correct space by which to mod
out.
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III. MOIRÉ IN FREQUENCY SPACE

An alternative to defining a moiré pattern in real space
is to define it by the appearance of low-frequency modes
in momentum space. This approach is discussed at length
in Ref. 66; here we summarize by focusing on the modes
of a black-and-white image. However, the content is
much more general; see Appendix A for details.

Consider a layered material as a set of transparencies
placed over a light source. The atomic structure defines
a local transmission coefficient Ti(x) that specifies how
much light layer i lets through at point x. For a black-
and-white image, Ti(x) = 1 wherever the layer’s image
is white and Ti(x) = 0 where it is black; this paradigm
extends to grayscale images using opacities between zero
and one.

By the definition of the transmission function, given
Ti(x) in each layer i, the resulting transmission function
of the layered structure is given by:

T (x) =
∏

i

Ti(x), (15)

which defines how the resulting multilayer pattern is
formed from the patterns of the individual layers.
The moiré-scale physics emerges by extracting the low-
frequency modes. In each periodic layer i, the Fourier
transform is defined by:

Ti(x) =
∑

n

ci,n exp (iki,n · x) (16)

where the sum is over the reciprocal lattice vectors ki,n.
Fourier transforming Eq. (15) yields:

T̂ (k) = [T̂1 ∗ T̂2 ∗ . . . ∗ T̂N ](k), (17)

where ∗ denotes the discretized convolution:

[f ∗ g](k) =
∑

n,m

cndmδ(k − kn − k′m), (18)

so that

[T1 ∗ . . . ∗ TN ](k) =
∑

n1,...,nN

[(∏

i

ci,ni

)
δ(k −

∑

i

ki,ni)

]

(19)
Therefore, a low-frequency (small-k) mode requires

there exist a collection of modes ni so that
∑
i ki,ni

≈ 0.
This sum is the moiré wavevector,

kM =
∑

i

ki,ni
, (20)

which in turn yields the moiré wavelength and orienta-
tion.

Such a collection of modes arise naturally by consider-
ing a small deformation (twist, stretch, etc.) away from
a reference configuration where

∑
i ki,ni

= 0 exactly. For

a bilayer system, k1,n + k2,m = 0 is precisely a commen-
surability condition. The case n = m corresponds to
the familiar near-zero-degree moiré pattern for nearly-
identical lattices. On the other hand, the case n 6= m
corresponds to a near-commensurate moiré, which can
result when the two lattices differ in size (illustrated in
Fig. 3) or are arranged near a commensurate angle (il-
lustrated in Figs. 4 and 5).

A. Near-commensurate example

As a concrete example, consider two square lattices
arranged with a twist angle near the 36.9◦ commensurate
angle, as illustrated in Fig. 5. The lowest Fourier modes
before twisting are illustrated in Fig. 6; note the (1,2)
mode of one layer coincides with the (2,1) mode of the
other. The magnitude of the wave vector of these modes
is |k36.9| =

√
5k0, where k0 is the magnitude of the wave

vector of the lowest mode of a single layer.
In general, if two modes with a wave vector of magni-

tude |k| are initially aligned before twisting, then after a
relative twist by an angle θ, the difference between the
two wave vectors has magnitude

|kM | = 2 sin(θ/2)|k|, (21)

as is seen geometrically in Fig. 7 and can be derived
mathematically by taking k1 = −R(θ)k2 in Eq. (20).

Accordingly, the moiré pattern at 36.9◦ + θ is a factor
of
√

5 smaller in real space than the moiré pattern at
0◦ + θ because

|k36.9+θ
M | = 2 sin(θ/2)|k36.9|

= 2 sin(θ/2)
√

5|k0|
=
√

5|k0+θ
M |.

(22)

The same result was obtained in Sec. II C through more
complicated arguments in real space.

The moiré patterns obtained from twisting near a com-
mensurate angle, as illustrated in Figs. 4 and 5, are
fainter than those for the corresponding structures near
zero degrees in Figs. 2 and 1, respectively. The faint
pattern occurs because the higher-frequency modes have
smaller amplitudes than the lowest mode, and therefore
the coefficients cndm in Eq. (18) are smaller. (The range
of visibility of different near-commensurate moiré pat-
terns is also illustrated in Fig. 3.2 of Ref. 66.)

B. Intrinsically multilayer moiré

The moiré formalism in reciprocal space, i.e. Eq. (20),
also provides a requirement for a moiré pattern to exist
in a multilayer heterostructure: there must exist a linear
combination of reciprocal lattice vectors in the different
layers that adds up to a vector much smaller than the
reciprocal lattice vectors of the original layers. In the
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FIG. 5: A moiré lattice formed by two unit square lattices arranged at a relative twist of 37.5◦ (36.9◦ + 0.6◦), with a
42.7 side length moiré cell (green square). There is a resulting pattern of “holey regions” (red square) and “knitted

regions” (blue square). A larger unannotated picture of the moiré pattern is presented in Fig. S2-2.

following, we provide a recipe for meeting this condition
that is analogous to twisting near commensurate struc-
tures.

First, find a stacking arrangement of the layers such
that a reciprocal lattice vector can be chosen in each layer
so that the sum over the chosen reciprocal lattice vectors
in all layers is zero, i.e.,

∑
i ki,ni

= 0, where ki,ni
is the

chosen reciprocal lattice vector in layer i. We call such
a configuration singular (following the terminology from
Ref. 66), which is a generalization of a commensurate
configuration. Note this notation differs from Ref. 62,
where incommensurate is defined as non-singular in our
terminology.

Once a singular configuration is identified, a small
twist or stretch of each layer away from the singular con-
figuration results in the same sum of reciprocal lattice
vectors being nonzero but small. This small sum of the
lattice vectors is precisely a reciprocal lattice vector of
the moiré lattice, as defined in Eq. (20).

We call a moire pattern “intrinsically n-layer” if it orig-
inates from a singular configuration where no two lay-
ers are singular. In other words, an intrinsically n-layer
moiré material is one whose singular configuration is a

sum of reciprocal lattice vectors from all layers that add
to zero, but no two vectors from that sum add to zero by
themselves. Notice this is distinct from, e.g., helically-
twisted trilayer graphene [53–56]; there the singular pat-
tern is at zero twist angle, where any two layers have
reciprocal lattice vectors which add to zero. (Patterns
where some layers are aligned, such as alternating-twisted
trilayer[46, 47] and twisted double bilayer graphene[48–
51], often have patterns that arise from only two mis-
aligned sets of layers, rather than more than two; more-
over, such patterns are always singular in themselves.)

An example of an intrinsically trilayer moiré pattern
is three square lattices twisted near 120◦, illustrated in
Fig. 8. The sum of the n = (1, 0) lattice vectors from each
layer vanishes, so at 120◦ there is a singular structure.
Notice that this singular structure is not commensurate;
in fact, it is a twelvefold-symmetric quasicrystal. In gen-
eral, the singular structures will be quasicrystalline, but
not necessarily with higher rotational symmetries.
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FIG. 6: Reciprocal space of two square lattices stacked
at a commensurate 36.9◦ twist angle. Red(blue) open

circles indicate the reciprocal lattice vectors of the
top(bottom) layer; black filled circles indicate shared
reciprocal lattice vectors. Thick lines shows that the
(1,2) mode of the blue layer coincides with the (2,1)

mode of the red layer. Light gray indicates the
reciprocal commensurate lattice.

k1

k2
kM

FIG. 7: Lowest frequency modes of two square lattices
at a small relative twist. Red and blue circles indicate

reciprocal lattice vectors of each layer. The small
difference between the lowest modes k1 − k2 gives the

moiré wavevector kM , from which Eq. (21) follows.

1. What is a singular structure?

Since the notion of a “singular structure” is not a stan-
dard notion of the physics literature (although it has ap-
peared in the mathematical literature on moiré patterns;
see Ref. 66), it is worth spending a moment highlighting
both how it is different from a commensurate structure
and how it is different from a general twist angle.

First, a multilayer system is commensurate if the com-
bined system has exact translation symmetries. In other
words, there must exist lattice vectors a1,2 for the multi-
layer system such that, for each layer i with lattice vec-

tors a
(i)
1,2, the vectors a1,2 are integer linear combinations

of a
(i)
1,2. As shown in Appendix D, this definition of com-

mensurate is equivalent to every layer being individually
commensurate with the first layer. Therefore, in an N
layer system with threefold or fourfold rotational symme-
try, commensurability imposes 2N − 2 scalar constraints
(from N − 1 vector constraints) on the size and orienta-
tion of the lattice vectors.

By contrast, consider the singularity condition∑
i ki,ni

= 0, where ki,ni
are each reciprocal lattice vec-

tors of layer i. This imposes only two scalar constraints
(one vector constraint) on the orientations of layers, re-
gardless of the number of layers. For a bilayer system,
the singularity condition is equivalent to commensurabil-
ity, but with more than two layers, commensurability is
a strictly stronger condition.

Now contrast that situation with generic twist an-
gles. Singular structures have a property unusual among
twisted systems: the average, long-distance properties of
the system are sensitive to relative translations of the
layers, as we now explain.

Given a system with a local property f(x), the av-
erage value of that property over an area A is given
by 1
|A|
∫
A
f(x)d2x. If that area becomes very large, un-

der appropriate convergence conditions on f , the average
value converges to the Fourier transform of f at the ori-

gin, f̂(0).
Suppose now that f(x) can be written as a product

of functions of each layer; e.g., for a trilayer system,
f(x) = f1(x)f2(x)f3(x), where fi(x) is periodic with the
periodicity of layer i. Notice the transmission function
defined in Eq. (15) has this property.

The zeroth Fourier mode of f is determined by Fourier

modes f̂i(ki) of each layer such that
∑
i ki = 0, as shown

in Eq. (19). If the layers are not stacked in a singular
structure, the only solution to

∑
i ki = 0 is when ki = 0

in each layer. Therefore, the average value of f in the
multilayer is a product of the average values of f in each
individual layer; relative translations of the layers have
no impact on this zeroth Fourier mode.

By contrast, for a singular structure, there exists a
nontrivial combination of Fourier modes in each layer
that contribute to the average value of f . For instance,
consider a trilayer system with reciprocal lattice vectors
ki in each layer such that

∑
i ki = 0. Further suppose
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FIG. 8: A moiré lattice of three unit square lattices at a relative twist of 119.3◦, resulting in a moiré unit cell of side
length 47 (drawn in green). Local structures are shown at right. Top right illustrates the reciprocal lattice vectors at

exactly 120◦ (left) and after the 0.7◦ deviation from the singular structure (right, deviation exaggerated for
illustration purposes), resulting in the moiré reciprocal lattice vector GM shown in green. A larger unannotated

picture of the moiré pattern is presented in Fig. S2-3.

fi = c0,i + 2c1,i cos(ki · x), for some coefficients c0,i, c1,i.
From Eq. (19), the zeroth Fourier mode of f is

f̂(0) = c0,1c0,2c0,3 + 2c1,1c1,2c1,3 (23)

where the factor of 2 derives from the positive and neg-
ative contributions of the cosine. (If fi had a rotation
symmetry instead of being a 1D cosine, the factor of 2
would turn into a 4 or 6.) Now translating each layer i
by ai transforms the zeroth Fourier mode into

f̂(0) = c0,1c0,2c0,3 + 2c1,1c1,2c1,3 cos
(∑

ki · ai
)
, (24)

which is different for generic choices of ai.
Thus, the physical consequence of a singular structure

is that local properties of the multilayer are sensitive to
relative translations. This is also true for commensurate
structures, but is not true for a general non-singular or
non-commensurate stacking. However, notice that for a

fixed set of ki, Eq. (24) is invariant under the special set
of translations ai which satisfy

∑
kiai = 0. These special

translations will be important in developing our notion
of configuration space for multilayer systems in Sec. IV.

As discussed in Sec. III, the condition that the physical
quantity of interest is a product of properties in each
layer, i.e., f = f1f2f3 for a trilayer system, simplifies
the discussion, but can also be relaxed significantly. The
more general description is given in Appendix A.

2. Labelling singular structures

We now provide a convenient labelling schema for sin-
gular structures. Since a singular structure is specified
by a combination of reciprocal lattice vectors that adds
up to zero, it can be conveniently labelled by the integer
indices of the reciprocal lattice vectors.

Let bi,1 and bi,2 be the basis of reciprocal lattice vectors
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in layer i. Then a singular structure will be specified by
a set of ni,j that satisfy the singularity condition

∑

i,j

ni,jbi,j = 0. (25)

For a trilayer system, the singular structure given by
ni,j is labelled as (n1,1, n1,2;n2,1, n2,2;n3,1, n3,2). This
description can be generalized to any number of layers,
including bilayers. Note that the labelling depends on
the choice of reciprocal lattice vectors; thus, a set of ni,j
combined with knowledge of the reciprocal lattice vectors
in each layer determines the singular structure.

The ni,j for an N -layer system naturally live in Z2N .
The singularity condition in Eq. (25) defines a 1D sub-
lattice in this space. Assuming rotational symmetry, one
choice of ni,j yields another linearly-independent ni,j af-
ter rotation. Thus, combined there is a 2D sublattice in
Z2N satisfying the singularity condition. It is also possi-
ble for the sublattice to have a higher even dimension, as
we will show for trilayer graphene in Sec. III C. Regard-
less of dimension, we call the ni,j that satisfy the singu-
larity condition the zero mode lattice, because they cor-
respond to combinations of Fourier modes in each layer
that contribute to the k = 0 Fourier mode of the sin-
gular structure. Under the assumption that the sublat-
tice is 2D and that the degree of rotational symmetry
is known, each singular structure can be labelled by a
single set of ni,j that defines one of the basis vectors of
the zero mode lattice; the other basis vector follows from
rotational symmetry.

As a few concrete examples: the standard near-zero
moiré pattern of two layers is the (1, 0;−1, 0) moiré pat-
tern because b1,1 − b2,1 = 0. The near-21.8◦ struc-
ture shown in Fig. 4 and the near-36.9◦ structure in
Fig. 5 are both (1, 2;−2,−1) moiré patterns because
b1,1 + 2b1,2 − 2b2,1 − b2,2 = 0 in both cases, despite
their different rotational symmetry. Finally, the intrin-
sically trilayer pattern illustrated in Fig. 8 would be the
(1, 0; 1, 0; 1, 0) moiré, assuming the first basis vector of
the three layers are chosen 120 degrees apart.

3. Degeneracy of singular structures

We now consider how singular structures arise in the
manifold of possible twists and lattice mismatches be-
tween the layers, which we call deformation space. (More
generally, we could also include strains that break rota-
tional symmetries in our deformations; we call this gener-
alization anisotropic deformation space. However, since
such deformations can result in 1D instead of 2D moiré
patterns, we neglect such transformations here and sim-
plify our discussion by referring to our space of isotropic
deformations by the shorter term.)

Commensurate structures of bilayer systems are spe-
cial among singular structures because they are zero-
dimensional manifolds in deformation space: no small

G1

G2G3

G1

G2G3

G1

G2G3

FIG. 9: Starting from a particular singular structure, a
small twist away combined with a corresponding strain

results in another singular structure. These
transformations yield a manifold of singular structures

rather than an isolated point, as occurs for bilayers.

deformation of a bilayer singular structure yields the
same singular structure. For instance, in the simple case
of aligned layers (corresponding to the (1, 0;−1, 0) com-
mensurate structure), no combination of small relative
mismatch or twist of the two layers will yield another
(1, 0;−1, 0) commensurate structure.

This is not, however, the case for singular struc-
tures with more than two layers. With N layers there
are 2N − 2 possible isotropic deformations (twists and
isotropic strains) of the layers relative to each other: each
layer beyond the first adds two additional parameters
(namely, strain and mismatch with respect to the first
layer). The singular structure then adds two constraints
(Eq. (25) and its rotated counterpart) on this deforma-
tion space, meaning that it forms a (2N−4)-dimensional
manifold in this space of deformations.

Intuitively, this is because there is a continuum of ways
to change the sides of the triangle that keep it a trian-
gle. For example, given a triangle formed by reciprocal
lattice vectors, one can deform two of the lattices by a
combination of twists and (isotropic) strains while leav-
ing the third fixed and still have a triangle, as illustrated
in Fig. 9. In contrast, the only way to deform the layers
and preserve a singular digon formed by the reciprocal
lattice vectors of a bilayer is to perform an overall twist
or isotropic stretch of both layers simultaneously.

These singularity-preserving deformations are at the
crux of understanding what the näıve configuration space
description in Sec. II D fails to see about intrinsically tri-
layer moiré patterns, namely, why the effective param-
eter space seems to be periodically spanned by the two
dimensional moiré pattern even though the näıve param-
eter space is four-dimensional. The connection between
these pictures will be explained in Sec. IV B.

C. The doubly-singular structure of twisted
trilayer graphene

We now examine twisted trilayer graphene from the
perspective of singular structures. Twisted trilayer
graphene arises at the intersection of two singular struc-
tures: the (1, 0;−1, 0; 0, 0) singular structure and the
(0, 0; 1, 0;−1, 0) singular structure. In this sense, it is
“doubly-singular”; therefore, with four singularity con-
straints instead of the two considered in the previous
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(a) δ12 = δ32 = 0

δ12 = δ32

θ12 = θ23
(1, 0,−2, 0, 1, 0)

(b) θ12 = θ23 and δ12 = δ32

FIG. 10: Several singular structures of TTLG along two
specific slices of the four-dimensional parameter space
(θ12, θ23, δ12, δ32) indicated by solid colored lines. The

dashed green line represents the constraint of
helically-twisted trilayer graphene. The bilayer singular

structures shown in the left figure deviate from
helically-twisted trilayer graphene to order θ, but the

trilayer singular structure shown in the right figure only
deviates to order θ2. Hence, the green singular structure

produces a moiré pattern at 1/θ2-scale, whereas the
bilayer singular structures plotted in blue/red/purple

produce (competing) moiré pattern at 1/θ scale.

section, the combination of singular structures is zero-
dimensional, not 2D like the intrinsically trilayer pattern
(the dimension is 2N −6 instead of 2N −4, where N = 3
for three layers).

Twisting relative to the singular structure in this case
be understood as generating multiple moiré patterns si-
multaneously. Without a fine-tuned combination of twist
and mismatch, the overlapping structure of the multiple
moiré patterns complicated quasiperiodic patterns, as il-
lustrated in Refs. 59 and 65.

In the special case where the twist angles of the first
and third layers are equal and opposite, however, some-
thing special happens: at 1

θ2 length scales, a single regu-
lar moiré pattern is observed. This pattern is referred to
as a “moiré of moiré,” since it arises from a moiré pattern
induced by the two competing 1

θ -scale moiré patterns.

This 1
θ2 -order pattern can be understood as the pat-

tern arising from the (1, 0;−2, 0; 1, 0) singular structure.
Specifically, defining k0 to be a smallest reciprocal lattice
vector of graphene, the trilayer structure where the first
and third layers are twisted a small amount in opposite
directions away from the middle layer can be described
by k1 = R(θ)k0, k2 = −2k0, and k3 = R(−θ)k0. Per
Eq. (20), the moiré wave vector is given by

kM = [R(θ) +R(−θ)− 2I]k0 = 2(cos(θ)− 1)Ik0, (26)

which is of order θ2 for small θ. Hence, the moiré wave-
length is of order 1

θ2 .

Moreover, since the order-θ2 deviation is only from this
particular singular structure, and not from the “doubly-
singular” structure, it exhibits a single 2D moiré pattern
rather than complex overlapping structures. The rele-
vant singular structures are illustrated in Fig. 10.

IV. CONFIGURATION SPACE OF
INTRINSICALLY TRILAYER MOIRÉ PATTERNS

There is an apparent contradiction between the näıve
configuration space described in Sec. II D, which indi-
cates that trilayers have complex moiré patterns that
cannot possibly fit on a lattice, and the intrinsically tri-
layer moiré patterns presented in Sec. III, which very
clearly do so. We seek to resolve this contradiction by a
more nuanced description of the configuration space.

The missing ingredient from the näıve configuration
space given in Eq. (14) is a collection of “nontrivial triv-
ial transformations,” which are nontrivial in that they
do not correspond to overall translations, but trivial in
that they do not change the local moiré structure. The
correct configuration space of the moiré pattern is the set
of translations of each layer modulo overall translations
(i.e., simultaneous translations of all layers by the same
amount) and these new transformations.

We now describe how to find these additional transfor-
mations. We do so in a way that naturally derives not
only the dimensionality of the true configuration space,
but also explains why it is toroidal.

The intuition of the argument derives from the charac-
terization of singular structures provided in Sec. III B 1:
singular structures are those structures for which cer-
tain relative translations of the layers change the aver-
age value of local quantities by providing phases between
different contributions to the zeroth Fourier mode of the
quantity of interest, as in Eq. (24). A moiré heterostruc-
ture can be viewed as resulting from these different possi-
ble phases: different regions in the moiré heterostructure
correspond to different relative translations of the singu-
lar structure.

The nontrivial trivial transformations we seek to find
derive from the converse of that identification: any rela-
tive translation which does not result in a phase will make
no impact on average properties. Such relative transla-
tions that do not result in phases, therefore, are precisely
the nontrivial trivial transformations.

We find the nontrivial trivial transformations formally
using in the frequency picture described in Sec. III.
For simplicity, we take as a concrete example the
(1, 0; 1, 0; 1, 0)-moiré on the square lattice (illustrated in
Fig. 8). The Fourier modes are indexed by Z6, but the
moiré modes arise from the zero mode lattice described in
Sec. III B 2. In this specific case, the zero mode lattice is
spanned by the vectors (1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0) and (0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1),
which we call n(1) and n(2) (each of which also have in-

dices, n
(1,2)
i,j ).

A translation of layer i by ai (not necessarily a lattice
vector) will multiply the Fourier mode with indices ni,j

by a phase exp
(∑

i,j ni,jbi,j · ai
)

, which follows from the

discrete Fourier transform in Eq. (19). For the relative
translations which preserve the moiré lattice, this phase
vanishes when evaluated on the zero mode lattice.

Clearly, translating each layer by the same amount,
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ai = a, results in this phase vanishing on the zero-mode

lattice, where
∑
n

(k)
i,j bi,j = 0 for both k. This imposes

two constraints on the six-dimensional space.

The additional constraints are found by setting a1 = 0,
at which point the constraint is b2,i · a2 = −b3,i · a3; the
simplest two basis solutions are {a2 = b3,1,a3 = −b2,1}
and {a2 = b3,2,a3 = −b2,2}. These extra translations
are most of the “nontrivial trivial transformations” we
were searching for, and suffice to reduce the dimension-
ality of the configuration space from four to two. Note
that this two-dimensional space is periodic, i.e., a torus
rather than a plane, because the sum

∑
i,j ni,jbi,j · ai

need not vanish identically for the phase to vanish; in-
stead, it can be a multiple of 2π. This periodicity ensures
that the final phase space is indeed a torus.

Therefore, our final and most general characterization
of the phase space is as the collection of relative transla-
tions of the layers modulo those which act trivially on the
zero mode lattice (i.e., on the combinations of modes that
contribute to the zero mode in the singular structure).

Note that in multiply-singular structures, such as
TTLG, the moiré-generating lattice is greater than
two-dimensional. Therefore, there is at least a four-
dimensional manifold defining the configuration space.
Consequently, one cannot regard this configuration space
as being periodically fully explored in real space. This
explains the difference between the complex patterns in
TTLG and the periodic moiré in intrinsically trilayer sys-
tems.

A. Configuration space and lattice relaxation

To illustrate the usefulness of configuration space, we
consider lattice relaxation in intrinsically trilayer moiré
systems. Lattice relaxation is usually computed by tak-
ing an average energy density of any particular stacking
configuration, then enlarging regions of low-energy stack-
ing while shrinking regions of high-energy stackings [67].

We claim that the average energy density of a singular
structure on long wavelengths does not change under a
nontrivial trivial transformation. That is to say, struc-
tures in the näıve configuration space (Sec. II D) that dif-
fer by a nontrivial trivial transformation have the same
energy density.

We now justify this claim. Consider the energy den-
sity of a singular structure, ρ(x), and consider the
energy density over some large region of radius R,

1
πR2

∫
|x|<R ρ(x)d2x. As R → ∞, this is precisely the

zero-frequency mode of the Fourier transform of energy
density, ρ̂(k = 0). Since the nontrivial trivial transforma-
tions preserve the zero mode lattice, they preserve any
observable that is only dependent on that mode. In par-
ticular, they do not change ρ̂(k = 0). Therefore, the
average density is only dependent on the reduced config-
uration space, not the higher-dimensional näıve configu-
ration space.

In a moiré heterostructure, this implies that long-
wavelength lattice relaxations arise on the moiré scale.
A particular point x on the moiré pattern specifies a spe-
cific stacking of the singular structure; let ρx denote the
local average energy density for that singular structure.
On length scales much longer than atomic lengthscales
but much shorter than the moiré lengthscale, we can ap-
proximate the local energy density by ρ̂x(k = 0), i.e., the
average energy density of the singular structure formed
at the point x. This is a moiré-periodic function of x, and
since long-wavelength lattice relaxation can be extracted
from the energy density, long-wavelength relaxations are
periodic on the moiré lengthscale.

B. Relation to singular structure degeneracy

We now connect the set of nontrivial trivial transfor-
mations to the singular manifold in deformation space
(discussed in Sec. III B 3). In short, while we have so
far been considering a structure as a deformation from a
particular singular point, it is more accurate to consider
a structure as a deviation from the manifold of singu-
lar structures generated by including stretch as well as
twist. The nontrivial trivial transformations correspond
to moving along this manifold.

To understand the relationship, we begin by extending
the discussion surrounding Eq. (8). Take a singular struc-
ture and transform each layer i by a matrix Mi. Then
consider the matrix (written here for a trilayer in terms
of 2× 2 blocks)

M =



M−1

1 − I
M−1

2 − I
M−1

3 − I


 . (27)

Similar to how in a small-angle twisted bilayer, each point
in real space can be viewed as a specific untwisted stack-
ing of the two layers, each point in a near-singular tri-
layer heterostructure can be viewed as a specific singular
stacking of the three layers. The matrix M maps a point
in real space to the relative translation of layers required
to transform the stacking at the origin to the stacking at
that particular point.

The specific matrices M ′ which map R2 to nontrivial
trivial transformations (or overall translations) are pre-
cisely those which correspond to deformations Mi that
preserve the singular structure of our setup (i.e., those
that move along the degenerate manifold of singular
structures, rather than perturbing off of it). This makes
sense because the low-frequency moiré modes arise from
deviations from the singular structure; therefore, mov-
ing along the singular structure manifold does not yield
moiré.

This identification has important implications for
twisted multilayer moiré systems beyond trilayers. In
a trilayer system, given a reciprocal lattice vector from
each layer, there is a unique way to stack the layers (i.e.,
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FIG. 11: Different quadrilaterals can be formed with
the same side lengths. Consequently, a stacked

four-layer system can have multiple singular
configurations with different large twist angles, i.e.,
there are different twist angles such that

∑
iGi = 0,

where Gi is a reciprocal lattice vector in each layer.
Moiré lattices formed by twisting slightly away from
these configurations exhibit the same physics on the

moiré length scale, provided the small twists are chosen
to give the same moiré lattice vectors.

a unique set of twist angles) that results in a singular
structure, provided such a structure is possible. This re-
sults from the fact that given three sides of a triangle, the
interior angles of the triangle are determined. However,
for four or more sides, the side lengths do not uniquely
specify the interior angles, as shown in Fig. 11. Conse-
quently, in a heterostructure with four or more layers,
there are multiple twist angles that result in a singular
structure.

The same moiré lattice can be formed by twisting away
from either of these configurations. Since equivalent
points on the two moiré patterns differ only by a non-
trivial trivial transformation, their moiré-scale physics is
identical. This is elaborated in Appendix A.

A similar phenomenon occurs in a trilayer system if
slight strain is included, i.e., for a given three layers,
multiple singular configurations are possible if the layers
can be isotropically strained in addition to being twisted.
It may be possible to make use of the choice in reference
configuration for theoretical insight or computational ad-
vantage, as discussed briefly in Appendix E.

V. DETECTION OF INTRINSICALLY
TRILAYER MOIRÉ

We now describe how to measure intrinsically multi-
layer patterns experimentally. A measurement that sees
the moiré pattern must probe each layer: in an intrinsi-
cally multilayer moiré structure, no subset of layers alone
will exhibit a moiré pattern, unlike a trilayer moiré of
moiré structure.

A. Structural probes

One standard way to detect moiré patterns in bilayer
systems is to use STM. However, a surface probe like
STM primarily probes the top layer of a heterostructure.

FIG. 12: Two layers of graphene (black) arranged with
a large twist angle generate a moiré pattern with the

additional outer (blue) layers on the exterior, which are
aligned with each other. Left: Physical configuration of
the layers. Right: The large black hexagons and small

blue hexagons indicate the BZ of graphene and the
outer layers, respectively. The reciprocal lattice vector

of the outer layers couples the K points of the graphene
layers, effectively compensating for the large twist.

This effectively probes the moiré pattern in a bilayer sys-
tem because the top layer reconstructs on the moiré scale.
However, such a reconstruction may be weak in a multi-
layer system due to the large twist angles and multiple
layers. Thus, we expect STM to be less effective at prob-
ing intrinsically trilayer moiré patterns than at probing
bilayer patterns.

In contrast, we expect TEM – which has already been
used to detect moiré patterns in bilayer systems [68] – to
be an ideal probe because it passes through all the layers.
TEM does not require lattice relaxation to see the moiré
effect: the pattern that results from diffraction from each
layer sequentially reproduces the sums of reciprocal lat-
tice vectors discussed in Sec. III (see Eq. (20)). There-
fore, intrinsically-trilayer structures will produce satellite
peaks.

B. Transport: engineering flat bands using
intrinsically trilayer moiré

Transport probes of intrinsically multi-layer moiré pat-
terns depend strongly on the electronic structure of the
underlying materials. A full study of engineering elec-
tronic structures from intrinsically trilayer moiré is be-
yond the scope of this work. Instead, we propose a few
promising platforms.

1. Large-angle TBLG with a potential

As a first setup, consider twisted bilayer graphene at a
large angle. Unlike small-angle TBLG, if the K points of
the two layers are significantly separated in momentum
space after twisting, then interlayer hopping will couple
only to high-energy states.

This obstacle is overcome by sandwiching the large-
angle TBLG between two copies of a third insulating
layer chosen so that its reciprocal lattice vectors (almost)
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perfectly compensate the momentum difference between
the K points of the two graphene layers. This setup is
shown in Fig. 12.

If an electron feels a potential from the insulating layer
as it hops from one graphene layer to the other, then it
can hop from K in one layer to (nearly) K of the other,
mimicking the process in TBLG. However, the resulting
system is slightly different from magic angle TBLG be-
cause the Dirac cones are rotated with respect to each
other. (The relative rotation of the Dirac cones in magic
angle TBLG is small enough to be ignored.)

A different large angle moiré bilayer graphene struc-
ture was studied in Ref. 61. There it was found that
with one tuning parameter, a “hyper-magic manifold”
with many flat bands and a kagome-like band structure
emerges. In that paper, however, the authors were lim-
ited by needing to be near a commensurate structure.
Our proposal described above avoids that limitation, at
the cost of requiring a suitable third material.

2. Two potentials imposed on a single layer

Consider a layer of graphene sandwiched between two
identical insulators. If the insulating layers are arranged
at a small relative angle, then they will impose a super-
lattice potential on graphene, whose size is determined by
the moiré scale of the two layers. The effect of a superlat-
tice potential on graphene has been extensively studied
[69–78]. Notably, an artificially imposed potential has
been shown to produce satellite cones on a single layer of
graphene [69] and is predicted to produce topological flat
bands in bilayer graphene [79]. A superlattice potential
on the surface of a topological insulator may also induce
correlated topological phases [80–82].

Alternately, the outer layers can be arranged to form
an intrinsically trilayer moiré pattern with the center
layer. This set-up should yield the same band structure
as the previous proposal, but with two physical differ-
ences. First, this structure’s existence is now dependent
on the orientation of the lattice in the center layer. This
dependence on the center layer enables more tunability
but requires additional control. Second, lattice relaxation
effects between the two insulating layers are likely to be
very small since they are not arranged at a small angle.
Theoretically, this lack of relaxation indicates that a rigid
rotation approximation is generally more accurate than
a 1D network limit (studied in, e.g., Refs. 83–85).

The two setups are compared in Fig. 13.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a new kind of moiré structure,
“intrinsically trilayer moiré,” which results from twist-
ing multilayers near certain special “singular structures.”
The local structure of such systems is quasicrystalline,

G1
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G2
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G3

FIG. 13: Inducing two periodic potentials (reciprocal
lattice vectors in blue) on a layer of graphene (BZ in

black) produces a moiré superlattice (reciprocal lattice
vector in red). Left: sandwiching graphene between two
nearly-aligned layers produces an effective superlattice

potential. The alignment of the graphene layer is
unimportant. Right: if the two other layers are twisted
at a large angle so their reciprocal lattice vector adds to

one of graphene, intrinsically-trilayer moiré can arise.

but this quasicrystalline structure is periodically modu-
lated on long (moiré) lengthscales.

We characterized the local configuration space of such
systems, and showed that previous description of config-
uration space for bilayer systems [62, 63] is insufficient
to provide a real-space intuition for why these patterns
arise. Our new notion of configuration space is useful to
determine lattice relaxation effects. It also explains the
1
θ2 moiré pattern in helically-twisted trilayer graphene
[53].

Finally, we connected these abstract patterns to their
material realizations. We described how to observe in-
trinsically multi-layer moiré structures experimentally,
contrasting STM and TEM probes’ suitability for this
purpose. We also proposed a few promising material
realizations that may give rise to flat bands via either
interlayer or intralayer hopping terms. Other possible
future directions would be to examine higher-order in-
terlayer hopping processes or layers that are individually
strongly interacting.

The systems we propose thus far are the simplest cases,
and don’t take advantage of the most potent aspect of
these patterns: the ability to engineer moiré heterostruc-
tures without regard for lattice constant. Intrinsically tri-
layer moiré can be made from materials with any lattice
constant combination, and therefore enables engineering
moiré heterostructures with material combinations not
previously imaginable, including those where the indi-
vidual layers have vastly different physics.

VII. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Cory Dean, Philip Kim, Abhay Pasupathy,
and Ziyan Zhu for useful conversations. This material
is based upon work supported by the National Science
Foundation under the Columbia MRSEC on Precision-
Assembled Quantum Materials (PAQM), Grant No.
DMR-2011738. This work was performed in part at the



15

Aspen Center for Physics, which is supported by National
Science Foundation grant PHY-1607611. J.C. acknowl-

edges the support of the Flatiron Institute, a division of
the Simons Foundation, and the Alfred P. Sloan Founda-
tion through a Sloan Research Fellowship.

[1] Y. Cao, V. Fatemi, S. Fang, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi,
E. Kaxiras, and P. Jarillo-Herrero, Nature 556, 43
(2018).

[2] Y. Cao, V. Fatemi, A. Demir, S. Fang, S. L. Tomarken,
J. Y. Luo, J. D. Sanchez-Yamagishi, K. Watanabe,
T. Taniguchi, E. Kaxiras, et al., Nature 556, 80 (2018).

[3] R. Bistritzer and A. H. MacDonald, Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences 108, 12233 (2011),
https://www.pnas.org/content/108/30/12233.full.pdf.

[4] M. Yankowitz, S. Chen, H. Polshyn, Y. Zhang, K. Watan-
abe, T. Taniguchi, D. Graf, A. F. Young, and C. R. Dean,
Science 363, 1059 (2019).

[5] X. Lu, P. Stepanov, W. Yang, M. Xie, M. A. Aamir,
I. Das, C. Urgell, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, G. Zhang,
A. Bachtold, A. H. MacDonald, and D. K. Efetov, Nature
574, 653 (2019).

[6] M. Serlin, C. Tschirhart, H. Polshyn, Y. Zhang, J. Zhu,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, L. Balents, and A. Young,
Science 367, 900 (2020).

[7] K. P. Nuckolls, M. Oh, D. Wong, B. Lian, K. Watanabe,
T. Taniguchi, B. A. Bernevig, and A. Yazdani, Nature
588, 610 (2020).

[8] G. Chen, A. L. Sharpe, E. J. Fox, Y.-H. Zhang, S. Wang,
L. Jiang, B. Lyu, H. Li, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi,
Z. Shi, T. Senthil, D. Goldhaber-Gordon, Y. Zhang, and
F. Wang, Nature 579, 56 (2020).

[9] Y. Xie, A. T. Pierce, J. M. Park, D. E. Parker, E. Khalaf,
P. Ledwith, Y. Cao, S. H. Lee, S. Chen, P. R. Forrester,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, A. Vishwanath, P. Jarillo-
Herrero, and A. Yacoby, Nature 600, 439 (2021).

[10] J. Wang, Y. Zheng, A. J. Millis, and J. Cano, Physical
Review Research 3, 023155 (2021).

[11] J. Wang, J. Cano, A. J. Millis, Z. Liu, and B. Yang,
Physical Review Letters 127, 246403 (2021).

[12] B. A. Bernevig, Z.-D. Song, N. Regnault, and B. Lian,
Physical Review B 103, 205411 (2021).

[13] Z.-D. Song, B. Lian, N. Regnault, and B. A. Bernevig,
Physical Review B 103, 205412 (2021).

[14] B. A. Bernevig, Z.-D. Song, N. Regnault, and B. Lian,
Physical Review B 103, 205413 (2021).

[15] B. Lian, Z.-D. Song, N. Regnault, D. K. Efetov, A. Yaz-
dani, and B. A. Bernevig, Physical Review B 103, 205414
(2021).

[16] B. A. Bernevig, B. Lian, A. Cowsik, F. Xie, N. Regnault,
and Z.-D. Song, Physical Review B 103, 205415 (2021).

[17] F. Xie, A. Cowsik, Z.-D. Song, B. Lian, B. A. Bernevig,
and N. Regnault, Physical Review B 103, 205416 (2021).

[18] J. Kang and O. Vafek, Physical Review X 8, 031088
(2018).

[19] J. Kang and O. Vafek, Physical review letters 122,
246401 (2019).

[20] H. C. Po, L. Zou, A. Vishwanath, and T. Senthil, Physical
Review X 8, 031089 (2018).

[21] L. Zou, H. C. Po, A. Vishwanath, and T. Senthil, Physical
Review B 98, 085435 (2018).

[22] H. C. Po, L. Zou, T. Senthil, and A. Vishwanath, Physical
Review B 99, 195455 (2019).

[23] G. Tarnopolsky, A. J. Kruchkov, and A. Vishwanath,
Physical review letters 122, 106405 (2019).

[24] E. Khalaf, A. J. Kruchkov, G. Tarnopolsky, and A. Vish-
wanath, Physical Review B 100, 085109 (2019).

[25] N. Bultinck, S. Chatterjee, and M. P. Zaletel, Physical
review letters 124, 166601 (2020).

[26] M. Koshino, N. F. Q. Yuan, T. Koretsune, M. Ochi,
K. Kuroki, and L. Fu, Phys. Rev. X 8, 031087 (2018).

[27] D. Parker, P. Ledwith, E. Khalaf, T. Soejima,
J. Hauschild, Y. Xie, A. Pierce, M. P. Zaletel, A. Yacoby,
and A. Vishwanath, arXiv preprint arXiv:2112.13837
(2021).

[28] A. Ghiotto, E.-M. Shih, G. S. Pereira, D. A. Rhodes,
B. Kim, J. Zang, A. J. Millis, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi,
J. C. Hone, et al., Nature 597, 345 (2021).

[29] L. Wang, E.-M. Shih, A. Ghiotto, L. Xian, D. A. Rhodes,
C. Tan, M. Claassen, D. M. Kennes, Y. Bai, B. Kim,
et al., Nature materials 19, 861 (2020).

[30] H. Pan, F. Wu, and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. Res. 2,
033087 (2020).

[31] J. Zang, J. Wang, J. Cano, and A. J. Millis, Phys. Rev.
B 104, 075150 (2021).

[32] J. Wang, J. Zang, J. Cano, and A. J. Millis, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2110.14570 (2021).

[33] J. Zang, J. Wang, J. Cano, A. Georges, and A. J. Millis,
Phys. Rev. X 12, 021064 (2022).

[34] A. Wietek, J. Wang, J. Zang, J. Cano, A. Georges, and
A. Millis, Phys. Rev. Res. 4, 043048 (2022).

[35] T. Devakul, V. Crépel, Y. Zhang, and L. Fu, Nature com-
munications 12, 1 (2021).

[36] T. Li, S. Jiang, L. Li, Y. Zhang, K. Kang, J. Zhu,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, D. Chowdhury, L. Fu, et al.,
Nature 597, 350 (2021).

[37] Y. Tang, L. Li, T. Li, Y. Xu, S. Liu, K. Barmak,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, A. H. MacDonald, J. Shan,
et al., Nature 579, 353 (2020).

[38] F. Wu, T. Lovorn, E. Tutuc, and A. H. MacDonald, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 121, 026402 (2018).

[39] D. Guerci, J. Wang, J. Zang, J. Cano, J. Pixley, and
A. Millis, arXiv preprint arXiv:2207.06476 (2022).

[40] T. Li, S. Jiang, B. Shen, Y. Zhang, L. Li, Z. Tao, T. De-
vakul, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, L. Fu, et al., Nature
600, 641 (2021).

[41] H. Li, S. Li, E. C. Regan, D. Wang, W. Zhao, S. Kahn,
K. Yumigeta, M. Blei, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, et al.,
Nature 597, 650 (2021).

[42] T. Devakul and L. Fu, Physical Review X 12, 021031
(2022).

[43] Y.-M. Xie, C.-P. Zhang, J.-X. Hu, K. F. Mak, and K. T.
Law, Physical Review Letters 128, 026402 (2022).

[44] Y.-M. Xie, C.-P. Zhang, and K. Law, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2206.11666 (2022).

[45] Y. Zhang, T. Devakul, and L. Fu, Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences 118, e2112673118 (2021).

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature26160
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature26160
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1108174108
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1108174108
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.pnas.org/content/108/30/12233.full.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031087
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033087
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.033087
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.075150
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.075150
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.021064
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.043048
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.026402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.026402


16

[46] J. M. Park, Y. Cao, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, and
P. Jarillo-Herrero, Nature 590, 249 (2021).

[47] E. Khalaf, A. J. Kruchkov, G. Tarnopolsky, and A. Vish-
wanath, Phys. Rev. B 100, 085109 (2019).

[48] C. Shen, Y. Chu, Q. Wu, N. Li, S. Wang, Y. Zhao,
J. Tang, J. Liu, J. Tian, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi,
R. Yang, Z. Y. Meng, D. Shi, O. V. Yazyev, and
G. Zhang, Nature Physics 16, 520 (2020).

[49] X. Liu, Z. Hao, E. Khalaf, J. Y. Lee, Y. Ronen, H. Yoo,
D. H. Najafabadi, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, A. Vish-
wanath, and P. Kim, Nature 583, 221 (2020).

[50] Y. Cao, D. Rodan-Legrain, O. Rubies-Bigorda, J. M.
Park, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, and P. Jarillo-Herrero,
Nature 583, 215 (2020).

[51] M. Koshino, Phys. Rev. B 99, 235406 (2019).
[52] J. M. Park, Y. Cao, L. Xia, S. Sun, K. Watanabe,

T. Taniguchi, and P. Jarillo-Herrero, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2112.10760 (2021).

[53] Z. Zhu, P. Cazeaux, M. Luskin, and E. Kaxiras, Physical
Review B 101, 10.1103/physrevb.101.224107 (2020).

[54] Y. Mao, D. Guerci, and C. Mora, Moiré-of-moiré low-
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Appendix A: Genericity of moiré frequencies:
beyond black & white images

In this section, we explain why moiré frequencies are
generic across a wide class of observables and not specific
to those that obey Eq. (15).

We first demonstrate that the moiré periodicities are
generic (i.e., not specific to products only) when com-
posed from quantities periodic in each layer. The ampli-
tude of the resulting Fourier modes will change, but the
frequencies themselves will remain the same. These ar-
guments generally follow those provided in in Ch. 2.2-2.3
of Ref. 66.

Then, we examine functions which are periodic on the
atomic scale only up to a phase, i.e., which are composed
of quantum operators located at points other than Γ in
the Brillouin zone. In this case, the same argument ap-
plies with slight adaptation. This argument also shows
which combinations of points in the Brillouin zone pro-
vide operators that vary on the moiré lengthscale.

1. Generality of moiré frequencies for periodic
functions

We begin with the case where the observable of interest
is a combination of periodic functions of the individual
layers, but where the combination rule is not multiplica-
tive as in Eq. (15). For simplicity, we will focus on bilay-
ers, but the argument easily extends to multilayers.

Assume our property of interest is described by
f(g1(x), g2(x)), where gi(x) is a function with the period-
icity of the ith layer and f is any function. In the case of
black-and-white images discussed in the main text, g(x)
is the transmission function and f(x, y) = xy.

The Taylor expansion of f(x, y) is given by

f(x, y) =
∑

n,m≥0

cnmx
nym. (A1)

It is conceptually convenient to decompose this sum

into three parts:

fx(x) =
∑

n≥0

cn,0x
n

fy(y) =
∑

m≥1

c0,my
m

fxy(x, y) = xy
∑

n,m≥1

cn,mx
n−1ym−1

(A2)

The contributions from fx and fy will have the period-
icities of layers 1 and 2 respectively, and thus do not con-
tribute moiré modes. However, the term fxy exhibits the
same collection of Fourier modes as the simplest case of
f(x, y) = xy. This immediately follows from the fact that
if the Fourier modes of gi(x) are nonzero only on some
lattice, then [gi(x)]k has Fourier modes nonzero only on
the same lattice.

Accordingly, any function which combines the two lay-
ers nonlinearly (noting that nonlinear terms in fx and fy
can be understood as linear terms with different gi) will
result in the same set of moiré frequencies, demonstrat-
ing that the derivation provided in Sec. III is not specific
to products only.

Moreover, even if the obvious physical quantity to mea-
sure combines linearly, subsequent nonlinearities in mea-
surement can generate cross-terms. E.g., acoustic beats
arise with moiré frequencies (up to a factor of two) be-
cause the human ear is sensitive to the square of pressure
deviation rather than the absolute pressure. While pres-
sure adds linearly, this square adds cross-terms to the
quantities that are actually measured (and is the origin
of the factor of 2 for pure cosines).

These nonlinearities can even occur beyond the mea-
surement itself, instead arising at the visualization stage.
E.g., a pattern that quickly oscillates between black and
white may have the same average intensity as a solid gray
(meaning the human eye can’t tell the difference at a dis-
tance), but if instead plotted with color the moiré may
manifest anyway. (Or, in fact, even in grayscale, due to
nonlinear sensitivities of the human eye to light.)

2. Moiré frequences away from Γ

Not every quantity of interest in physics shares the
periodicity of the underlying lattice. For instance, in
graphene, the low energy physics arises from the K point,
where the electron annihilation operators under transla-

tion by R transform as c†K → e−iK·Rc†K (and creation
operators transform oppositely).

Accordingly, in this section, we consider products of
terms that arise away from the origin of the BZ, such as

the interlayer hopping term t(c†k,1ck,2 + h.c.) in twisted
bilayer graphene. In the process, we also find which com-
binations of points in the original layers’ BZs can couple
to form moiré-periodic quantities.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.035448
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.035448
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-0730-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-0730-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.125.166803
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.104.075419
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2206.11891
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2206.11891
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2206.11891
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Consider an observable O = ΠiOi(x) where Oi lives at
ki in the BZ of layer i, such that

Oi(x+R) = eiki·ROi(x) (A3)

whenever R is a lattice vector of layer i. Suppose also, for
the moment, that

∑
i ki = 0. Then, since Πie

−iki·x = 1,
O(x) can also be written as

O(x) = ΠiOi(x) = ΠiOi(x)e−iki·x. (A4)

Each term Oi(x)e−iki·x has the periodicity of layer i.
Following the same argument as Sec. III, O(x) has a
moiré periodicity when

∑
i ki = 0.

If the condition
∑
i ki = 0 does not hold, then we use

the sum kT =
∑
i ki to give a phase prefactor

O(x) = ΠiOi(x) = eikT ·xΠiOi(x)e−iki·x. (A5)

This extra prefactor adds a periodicity of its own, which
will generally (unless kT ≈ 0) ensure that the term
ΠiOi(x) oscillates on a lengthscale much more rapid than
the moiré lengthscale.

Therefore, this derivation directly illustrate which sets
of points in the BZ result in moiré-scale physics when
coupled, i.e., those whose momenta add to zero. Since
these points do not lie on the reciprocal lattice, the argu-
ments of the previous section about genericity of moiré
periodicity beyond simple products do not apply.

In TBG, this implies that the K-to-K interlayer hop-

ping term has moiré periodicity (cK,1c
†
K,2 has

∑
i ki = 0

at zero twist), whereas an analogous K-to-K ′ inter-

layer hopping term does not (cK,1c
†
K′,2 does not have∑

i ki = 0).

Appendix B: Near-commensurate moiré

We here formalize the heuristic argument provided in
Sec. II C as to the size of the moiré structure by explic-
itly defining the configuration space lattice (and the cor-
responding matrix of lattice vectors Acs).

For each layer i, define the original lattice vectors as
A0,i and the lattice vectors after a small deformation as
Ai. The matrix describing the twist for layer i is then
given by Mi = AiA

−1
0,i , analogous to Eq. (7). The deriva-

tion of the translation of each layer then proceeds exactly
as follows that equation, reproducing Eq. (8).

We now refer to the formula for configuration space,
Eq. (6), replicated here for convenience:

Tconfig = T1 × T2/T12. (B1)

Recall Ti is the space of translations of layer i, and T12

is the simultaneous space of translations of both layers
(all taken before twisting and modulo lattice translations
of the respective lattices). The minor technical difficulty
now is computing this particular group.

This is simplest if we write Ti = τi/Li, where τi denote
the space of all translations of layer i (before twisting)

- i.e., without modding out by the lattice vectors - and
Li are the translations of layer i by its lattice vectors.
(Similarly define τ12 as the simultaneous translation of
both layers by arbitary amounts and L12 as simultane-
ous translation by a commensurate lattice vector). The
key to computing the group structure is then the identi-
fication

Tconfig = T1 × T2/T12 =
(τ1/L1)× (τ2/L2)

τ12/L12

=

(
τ1 × τ2
L1 × L2

)
/

(
τ12

L12

)

=
τ1 × τ2

τ12 · (L1 × L2)

=

(
τ1 × τ2
τ12

)
/

(
L1 × L2

L12

)
.

(B2)

Note × denotes direct products and · group multiplica-
tion (i.e., performing the translations of layers sequen-
tially). The only subtle aspect of this proof is the identi-
fication L12 = τ12 ∩ (L1 × L2); the rest are properties of
abelian groups.

We are now prepared to derive the analogue of Eq. (9).
The numerator of our product indicates that we are look-
ing for relative translations of the two layers, as intu-
itively expected. The denominator tells us that we then
have to mod out by both layers’ pre-twist lattices to find
the configuration space, which is what makes the final
result counterintuitive.

The commensurate version of Eq. (9) is therefore

C̃(x) = (M−1
2 −M−1

1 )x mod {A0,1 , A0,2} (B3)

where working modulo two lattices means that two ele-
ments are equivalent if they differ by any combination of
lattice vectors of the two lattices. Note that if the two
layers are initially identical, such that A0,1 = A0,2 = A,
then this reduces to Eq. (9), as expected. Otherwise,
however, more care is needed to understand the conse-
quences of working modulo two (commensurate) lattices.

To work modulo two lattices simultaneously is the
same as working modulo their Minkowski sum. If the
set of lattice vectors for layer i is written as Li, then the
Minkowski sum of the two lattices is defined by

L = {v1 + v2|v1 ∈ L1, v2 ∈ L2}. (B4)

This lattice can also be understood as the largest lattice
containing both of the original lattices as subsets, and is
perhaps most familiar as the new reciprocal lattice when
one folds the Brillouin zone from a commensurate struc-
ture. (This construction is also called the DSC lattice;
see, e.g., Ch. 13 of Ref. 86.)

The key to understanding the size of the moiré pat-
tern, then, is that the lattice that defines the torus of
configuration space (i.e., which replaces A in Eq. (9))
is this Minkowski sum of the original lattices. Allowing
Acs = AL1+L2

, then, the formulas for configuration space
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and moiré lattice follow immediately as

C̃(x) = (M−1
2 −M−1

1 )x mod Acs (B5)

and

AM = (M−1
2 −M−1

1 )−1Acs. (B6)

A useful corollary of this last formula is the ability to
derive the orientation of the moiré patterns as well as
their size.

1. Relative coordinate picture

We now consider the alternative picture of configura-
tion space in terms of relative coordinates, as defined in
Eq. 2, and generalize to this near-commensurate twist-
ing case. The key complication is to correctly define the
relative coordinates.

If one takes relative coordinates modulo the individ-
ual layers’ lattice vectors, then the difference between
the relative coordinates (per Eq. (2)) will no longer be a
slowly-varying function, hence it cannot be the quantity
that is modulated by the long-wavelength moiré pattern.
A natural first alternative is to take the relative coordi-
nates in the commensurate cell instead.

Define Ai, A0,i, and AC as the lattice vectors for the
post-twist layer i lattice, the pre-twist layer i lattice, and
the commensurate structure, respectively. The commen-
surate relative coordinates xCi (x) can be defined as

xCi (x) = A−1
C A0,iA

−1
i x mod I. (B7)

The set of commensurate relative coordinates corre-
sponding to the lattice vectors of layer i can then be writ-
ten as A−1

C A0,i mod I. (Contrasting with (1), we have

three matrices instead of one. In this case, the A0,iA
−1
i

part “untwists” back to the physical coordinates in the
pre-twist system, whereupon we can then understand the
commensurate cell AC . In the identical lattice case, the
untwisting and the mapping onto the shared cell of the
layers is the same step. In other words, previously, we
effectively had A−1A0,iA

−1
i , but A = A0,i, so the first

two terms cancel.)
The key physical insight to understanding configura-

tion space is that a relative translation between the lay-
ers by either layer’s lattice vector preserves the config-
uration. E.g., a relative translation by a lattice vector
of layer 1 preserves the configuration; this is clearly nec-
essary, since this relative translation can be interpreted
as an absolute translation of layer 1 by one of its lattice
vectors, hence a symmetry of the system (and therefore
necessarily the same configuration).

The lattice vectors of the individual layers thereby gen-
erate a collection of relative translations which are anal-
ogous to the additional symmetries in a magnetic space
group: a relative translation by a fraction of a commen-
surate cell combined with an action on the internal de-
grees of freedom of each unit cell (here a permutation of

sublattice labels of each layer rather than swapping elec-
tron spin). These symmetries are indexed by specifying
a lattice vector for each layer that lies within the com-
mensurate WS cell; a relative translation by the sum of
those vectors is a non-symmorphic symmetry.

Working modulo these additional symmetries ulti-
mately constitutes working modulo A−1

C Acs for each layer
(with Acs given by the Minkowski sum, as described in
the previous section). Rather than working modulo these
additional symmetries, we scale up by the inverse of this
matrix, resulting in a configuration space in relative co-
ordinates given by

˜̃C(x) = A−1
m (A0,2A

−1
2 −A0,1A

−1
1 )x mod I (B8)

= xcs
2 (x)− xcs

1 (x) mod I (B9)

where xcs = A−1
cs A0,iA

−1
i x mod I. Therefore, the pic-

ture as the difference of relative coordinates still works,
but the relative coordinates are in the lattice defined by
the Minkowski sum of the original lattices.

To conclude, the moiré lattice vectors can therefore be
computed again as

AM = (A0,2A
−1
2 −A0,1A

−1
1 )−1Acs, (B10)

which is easily seen to be equivalent to Eq. (B6) (since
A0,iA

−1
i = M−1

i ).

Appendix C: 1D moiré in 2D systems

Thus far, we have been considering layers with high
shared rotational symmetry (fourfold or sixfold). With-
out that symmetry, the moiré patterns can become more
exotic.

The lower-symmetry cases have been studied in the
case of two nearly-aligned layers, such as twisted rectan-
gular lattices [87–90]. In this case, the resulting moiré
pattern also lacks the higher rotational symmetry. How-
ever, while the anisotropy may result in one direction
visually dominating over the other (as can be seen in
Fig. 1b of Ref. 88), the resulting pattern is still periodic
on a 2D lattice.

However, if the layers are not identical, then they may
have frequency vectors that align only along one axis.
For instance, consider two rectangular lattices with the
same lattice constant in the x-direction, but in the y-
direction one of the lattices is larger by a factor of

√
2.

Alternatively, consider stacking a hexagonal and square
lattice with the same lattice constant.

In these cases, configuration space is difficult to work
with because the resulting space is not a torus, but a
cylinder, unbounded in one direction. However, the for-
malism in momentum space is more clear.

Consider the hexagonal-on-square setup for concrete-
ness. As illustrated in Fig. 14, the two lattices will have
one direction along which their frequency vectors agree.
After a small twist, those frequency vectors will produce
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FIG. 14: Frequency modes of triangular (red circles)
and square (blue circles) lattices with the same lattice
constants at zero twist. The black filled circles indicate
shared modes that yield moiré modes after a small twist

or mismatch. Note since they only align along a 1D
subspace, the resulting moiré is also 1D.

a low-frequency pattern in the orthogonal direction, re-
sulting in a 1D moiré pattern.

However, there is no moiré pattern in the orthogonal
direction. The result, to a first approximation, is a 1D set
of stripes, rather than a 2D set of spots (see Fig. 15). (A
highly anisotropic 2D moiré pattern may appear instead
if there is approximate commensuration in the other fre-
quency direction.)

A 1D moiré has been considered in the case of uniax-
ial strain [91–96]. However, setups like the triangle-on-
square stacking illustrated in Fig. 15 are different than
a uniaxial strain in that they are not fine-tuned. A 1D
moiré only arises from uniaxial strain if it is purely uni-
axial; any small strain in the orthogonal direction will
result in a 2D moiré, because the 1D moiré relies on hav-
ing exactly-matched frequency vectors in the orthogonal
direction. On the other hand, setups where the lattice
frequency vectors only align in one direction form a 1D
moiré for generic combinations of strain and twist near
the singular structure.

Appendix D: Commensurability proof

In this appendix, we provide a short proof that for an
N-layer system, if every layer is commensurate with layer
1, then there is an overall commensurate structure (as-
suming threefold or fourfold rotational symmetry). We

−10 0 10

−10

0

10

FIG. 15: A unit square lattice on a unit triangular
lattice at a relative twist angle of 7◦ exhibits a 1D

moiré pattern.

begin with the argument for a trilayer system.
We will show that given a trilayer system where layers

1 and 2 are commensurate (with commensurate WS cell
C12 and lattice L12) and layers 1 and 3 are commensurate
(with commensurate WS cell C13 and lattice L13), there
exists a commensurate unit cell for all three layers.

To prove this, consider the C12 and the (finite) collec-
tion of points within that cell corresponding to lattice
vectors of layer 1. All points in L13 must map onto this
(finite) set under the quotient map by L12. Therefore,
by pidgeonhole principle, there must be two points in
L13 that map to the same point in C12. Their difference
(in the original space), therefore, must be an element of
L12. Since it is also an element of L13, it is a commen-
surate lattice vector of the whole system, showing that
the system as a whole has commensurate lattice vectors.
This completes the proof.

The general case follows by induction: take a com-
mensurate unit cell for layers 1-N , and enlarge to fit the
(1, N+1) unit cell in exactly the same way. The same ar-
gument easily generalizes to other combinations of layers
being commensurate.

Appendix E: Optimal singular structures

Suppose we have a stack of N layers that generate a
moiré pattern from lowest harmonics. Take the lattice
vectors of layer i to form the columns of the matrix Ai.
For suitable choices of those lattice vectors, the moiré
lattice vectors can be written

AM = (
∑

i

A−1
i )−1 (E1)

Take a nearby singular configuration to measure with
respect to, with (corresponding) lattice vectors forming
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the columns of Bi; note the specific configuration is not
determined by the Ai. The map Mi = AiB

−1
i then deter-

mines the relative translation of the lattice, as discussed
in Sec. IV B.

Suppose now that we choose our singular structure Bi
(near Ai) such that, for each layer i, Mi satisfies the
condition

MiAM = AiZ (E2)

for Z some integer matrix which satisfies the rotation
symmetry of the original lattices.

Typically, if one “undoes” the small deformation to
identify the singular structure, the different equivalent
points on the moiré pattern will differ by a nontriv-
ial trivial transformation. In this case, however, the
stackings will be identical, not identical up to those ad-
ditional transformations. In other words, for any two
moiré-equivalent points, deforming the lattices back to
the special singular configuration centered about either
point will yield the same quasicrystal structure (not just
a physically equivalent one).

One can then potentially regard the line in between as
a defect in the quasicrystalline singular structure, analo-
gous to the description provided in Ref. 84.

In the simple example case of TBG, the allowed trans-
formations are an overall rescaling. The hypothetical
goal of such a rescaling would be to cause the patterns of
different AA regions, if untwisted and continued to a full
lattice, to “mesh” if one continued them. This essentially
amounts to rendering the “overall translation” degree of
freedom T12 described in Eq. 6 as being trivial on every
equivalent moiré spot (relative to each other).



Supplement 1: Moiré Patterns of 1D Systems

In this supplement, we examine moiré patterns in 1D lattices to illustrate how the moiré lattice is related
to the commensurate lattice. We also illustrate intrinsically trilayer moiré in 1D for completeness. Notice
that in 1D, there is not a notion of twisting, but moiré patterns can be obtained nonetheless by stacking
lattices with different lattice constants.

The moiré patterns illustrated in this supplement are sensitive to display resolution; for optimal viewing,
zooming the relevant figures to full screen width is recommended.

S1-1 Near 1:1 matching

We begin with the simplest case of nearly-matched lattices, where one lattice is 1 + δ times the other, with
δ > 0, and set the lattice constant of the smaller lattice to one. (The two-chain model this yields has been
studied; see, e.g., [S1-1].)

We now derive the moiré scale in real space. From the characterization of moiré patterns given in
Sec. II B 1, the moiré lattice is the set of points x where the relative coordinates of the two unit cells are
the same. The relative coordinate for the unit-length lattice is x mod 1, and the relative coordinate for the
(1 + δ)-length lattice is x

1+δ mod 1. The moiré lattice is therefore given by the set of x where

x =
x

1 + δ
mod 1. (S1-1)

This simplifies to

(1 + δ)x = x mod 1 + δ (S1-2)

δx = 0 mod 1 + δ, (S1-3)

which is satisfied when δx = k(1 + δ) for any integer k. Taking k = 1 gives the moiré lengthscale

x =
1 + δ

δ
= 1 +

1

δ
. (S1-4)

In the case that δ = m
n , it follows that the moiré scale is n+m

m , i.e., the moiré scale is 1
m of the commen-

surate scale. In the specific case where m = 1, the commensurate unit cell coincides with the moiré unit cell.
This is illustrated in Fig. S1-1.

Figure S1-1: 1D moiré patterns illustrating commensurate and moiré unit cells. The relative lattice lengths
are δ = −1/18, −2/19, and −3/20, which all share a commensurate supercell (indicated by longer black
lines). In the first row the commensurate and moiré unit cells coincide but in the second and third rows, the
moiré pattern is one-half and one-third the commensurate unit cell, respectively.

1
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Figure S1-2: 1D moiré patterns near a 1:3 ratio, with δ = 0.03. Top: moiré pattern from such a near-
matching. Bottom: frequency modes of each layer (in red/blue) with arrows illustrating the resultant moiré
frequencies.

Alternatively, the moiré unit cell can be deduced by the frequency picture described in Sec. III. The unit
lattice has unit frequency, while the larger lattice has frequency 1

1+δ . Therefore, the moiré frequency is

1− 1

1 + δ
=

δ

1 + δ
. (S1-5)

This is precisely the moiré lattice size given in Eq. (S1-4).

S1-2 Near 1:p matching

We now consider the case where one lattice has a unit length unit cell and the other has a cell of size p(1+δ).
To be concrete, we consider the case p = 3, with the moiré pattern illustrated in the top half of Fig. S1-2.

Using the frequency picture described in Sec. III, consider the pth mode of the p-length lattice and the
first mode of the unit lattice, as illustrated in the bottom half of Fig. S1-2. These frequencies match at
commensurability and therefore are slightly displaced after a mismatch by δ. Their difference determines
the moiré lattice size to be 1 + 1

δ , the same size as in the 1:1 case.
We now characterize the same pattern in real space, following Appendix B 1. Instead of the moiré unit

cell being determined by the set of points where the relative coordinates are equal, it is defined by the set of
points where p times the relative coordinate of the larger lattice equals the relative coordinate of the smaller
lattice (mod 1). To derive this intuition, we reframe the 1:1 case in a way that will generalize.

In the 1:1 case, two points x, y in the moiré pattern are equivalent if the difference between the relative
coordinates of the two layers at x is the same as at y, because then the two points have the same local
stacking. Equivalently, consider the local stacking arrangement at point x and then ask whether the relative
coordinates from each layer at y appear in the stacking at x. If so, x and y are equivalent points in the moiré
pattern; otherwise, they are different.

Comparing the relative coordinates within the commensurate unit cell at two points naturally extends to
the 1:p case; however, this approach gives the wrong result for moiré pattern size. There are p points in the
commensurate unit cell that correspond to any particular point in the smaller unit cell (as illustrated for the
1:3 case in Fig. S1-3a). Given a particular commensurate stacking, points in the moiré pattern where the
relative coordinates of the two layers appear in that stacking are p times more common than points where
the relative coordinates in the commensurate cell are the same. These extra points are, in fact, equivalent
points on the moiré pattern; accounting for these extra equivalent points yields the correct condition on
relative coordinates.

Using that condition, it is possible to compute moiré pattern size in the real space picture. At a particular
point x, the relative coordinate of the unit lattice is x mod 1, and the relative coordinate of the p(1+δ)-length

2
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(a) 1:3 matching
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1
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(b) 2:3 matching

Figure S1-3: Commensurate unit cell for specified matchings. Shading indicates the relative coordinate in
each corresponding layer. When one layer is stretched by a small amount δ, the moiré lattice is determined
by the set of points where the relative coordinates of each layer match one of the combinations shown here
for the commensurate cell. For 1:3 matching, this condition is equivalent to Eq. (S1-6).

’

-2 -1 0 1 2

Figure S1-4: 1D moiré patterns near a 2:3 ratio, with δ = 0.01. Above bar: moiré pattern from such a near-
matching. Below bar: frequency modes of each layer (in red/blue), with arrows illustrating the resultant
moiré frequencies.

lattice is x
p(1+δ) mod 1. Thus, the moiré lattice vectors occur at points x satisfying

x = p

(
x

p(1 + δ)

)
mod 1. (S1-6)

We find the same moiré pattern size as in the 1:1 case, 1 + 1
δ .

S1-3 Near q:p matching

Now, we consider the commensurate structure with q : p matching, where the first lattice has length q and
the second lattice has length p(1 + δ). Without loss of generality, we consider p and q relatively prime, so
that δ = 0 yields a commensurate structure at pq.

In frequency space, the difference between the pth mode of the p-length lattice and the qth mode of the
q-length lattice yields a moiré lattice size of 1 + 1

δ again. The case of q = 2 and p = 3 is shown in the lower
half of Fig. S1-4. The moiré lattice is determined by gcd(p, q) = 1. [I.e., the moiré lattice is ∼ 1

δ , rather than
p
δ or q

δ , to leading order in δ.] In the framework of Appendix B, this is because the Minkowski sum of two
1D lattices with lattice constants a, b has lattice constant gcd(a, b).

In real space, the matching condition is equivalent to the 1:p case: a moiré lattice vector occurs at any
position where the relative coordinate of the top and bottom layer match any combination that would occur
in the commensurate cell. The 2:3 case is illustrated in Fig. S1-3b. This definition yields the same moiré
length of 1 + 1

δ .
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Figure S1-5: Intrinsically trilayer 1D moiré patterns. A 1:ϕ:(ϕ − 1) ratio of frequencies, where ϕ = 1+
√
5

2
is the golden ratio, produces a singular structure. We deviate from that singular structure by varying the
first lattice constant by δ = 0.02. The top image overlaps all three layers, showing a periodic structure with
approximately eight periods in the displayed range. (A smaller bilayer moiré pattern is also visible.) The
bottom shows the individual pairs of bilayers (from top to bottom: 1:(ϕ− 1), 1:ϕ, ϕ:(ϕ− 1)), which do not
exhibit any moiré patterns on the longer lengthscale.

S1-4 Trilayer moiré

Intrinsically trilayer moiré is also possible in 1D. In Fig. S1-5, we illustrate a moiré pattern between three

layers with periods 1 + δ, ϕ, and ϕ− 1, where ϕ = 1+
√
5

2 is the golden ratio. The singular structure at δ = 0
results because 1

ϕ = ϕ− 1. In addition to the intrinsically trilayer pattern, there are bilayer moiré patterns
that are also visible in the figure.
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Supplement 2: Raw Moiré Images

In this supplement, we re-present several figures from the main text without the guides to the eye so that
the visual arrangements can be viewed more objectively. These are presented as Figs. S2-1, S2-2, and S2-3.
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Figure S2-1: A larger and unannotated illustration of Fig. 4, showing two unit square lattices at a relative
twist of 0.6◦ away from the 36.9◦ commensurate angle.
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Figure S2-2: A larger and unannotated illustration of Fig. 5, showing two unit square lattices at a relative
twist of 0.6◦ away from the 36.9◦ commensurate angle.
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Figure S2-3: A larger and unannotated illustration of Fig. 8, showing three unit square lattices near 60.7◦.
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