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The optical properties of weakly-doped two-dimensional materials are dominated by strong exciton
and trion absorption and luminescence features. In this article we examine the influence of moiré
patterns in semiconductor heterobilayers on exciton and trion states in the limit of strong moiré
modulation potentials, commenting on similarities and differences compared to the case of excitons
and trions in semiconductor quantum dots. We discuss strategies for using optical properties as
quantitative probes of moiré materials, and the prospects for exploiting moiré materials to design
unique light emitters.

I. INTRODUCTION

Moiré superlattices form when two-dimensional (2D)
crystals are stacked with a small twist angle or lattice
mismatch. When the host materials are semiconduc-
tors or semimetals, moiré superlattices are accurately de-
scribed by continuum models with the periodicity of the
moiré pattern, giving rise to artificial two-dimensional
moiré materials with controllable large lattice constants.
Extensive theoretical and experimental work on twisted
bilayer graphene [1–22] and twisted bilayer transition
metal dichalcogenides (TMDs) [23–37] over the past sev-
eral years has established moiré materials as an impor-
tant platform for studies of strongly correlated electron
physics.

In addition to modifying low-energy electronic proper-
ties, the moiré potentials in twisted bilayer TMDs also
significantly modify interband excitonic collective modes,
and associated optical properties [38–54]. The moiré
modulation splits both intralayer and interlayer excitonic
peaks in the optical spectrum into a series of subpeaks
and modifies optical selection rules. Since the electrons,
holes, and excitons are often strongly localized near min-
ima of the periodic moiré potential, moiré superlattice
systems can act as a new and more perfectly periodic
realization of quantum dot arrays [40, 41], and be used
to engineer single-photon emitters and entangled photon
sources [44, 49] with potential applications in quantum
optics.

Theories of the excitonic properties of moiré materials
have progressed by treating excitons as point particles
moving in a periodic moiré potential [39–41]. Recent nu-
merical and experimental studies show that moiré modu-
lation strengthens when strain is taken into account [55–
58], and that the conduction band electrons and valence
band holes that combine to form excitons in a moiré ma-
terial can be attracted to different lateral positions within
the moiré pattern [59–63], distorting the excitonic modes.
In the strong modulation limit, the electron and hole
moiré band widths become extremely small and the moiré
material can be viewed as an accurately periodic array of
quantum dots. In this article we study how strong con-
finement and lateral shifts between the electron and hole
confining centers affect the properties of excitons and tri-

ons in the quantum dot array limit of a moiré material. In
Sec. II we introduce our model for electrons and holes in
a moiré superlattice, and present results for Coulomb in-
teraction matrix elements in the single-particle harmonic
oscillator basis that we use for numerical calculations.
In Secs. III and IV we calculate the ground state en-
ergies and optical absorption strengths of excitons and
trions respectively, by exact diagonalization (ED) of the
corresponding few-body Hamiltonians in the harmonic
oscillator basis. Finally, in Sec. V we discuss the impli-
cations of our results, and point to future work that can
be approached with our method. We find that the opti-
cal properties of systems in which electrons and holes are
trapped at the same position within the periodic moiré
pattern are very different from those of systems in which
electrons and holes are trapped at different positions; the
former case is distinguished by fewer but stronger absorp-
tion features because of the approximate applicability of
angular momentum conservation selection rules. Mag-
netic fields are potentially useful in characterizing moiré
materials, but because of the strong electron-hole bind-
ing in two-dimensional material excitons and trions will
yield substantial corrections that can be used to identify
electron, hole, exciton, and trion configurations only at
very strong magnetic fields.

II. THE MODEL

In a TMD heterobilayer moiré superlattice, electrons
and holes tend to localize at one of three high-symmetry
sites in a moiré unit cell [55–63] at which the local stack-
ing places the metal atoms of one layer above either
metal, chalcogen, or empty sites of the layer below. As
summarized in Fig. 1, there is an important distinction
between the case in which electrons and hole are local-
ized at the same positions in the moiré pattern or at
different positions. It is not yet confidently known which
among the various TMD heterobilayer systems fall into
the former category and which fall into the latter cate-
gory. When the electron and hole sites are the same, they
form a triangular lattice of sites at which excitons can be
localized. When the electron and hole sites are sepa-
rated in the 2D plane, however, their triangular lattices
combine to form a hexagonal lattice like the one shown
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FIG. 1. (a) A hole-doped moiré superlattice at filling factor
ν = 1/3. The blue and green circles represent the electron
and hole confining centers respectively, which are assumed
here to be located at different high-symmetry stacking sites.
The filled and empty circles distinguish sites that are occupied
by a quasiparticle from those that are empty. The doped
holes form a Wigner crystal in the ground state. (b) The
moiré lattice with some electron-hole excitations. The yellow
ellipses show three different types of electron-hole excitations:
an exciton (right), a trion (lower left), and an example of
a more widely separated electron-hole pair (top left). The
optically excited electrons and holes are represented by the
hatched blue and green circles. (c) If the center of an electron
site and its neighboring hole site is associated with an exciton
or trion excitation, as marked by the red crosses and triangles,
together they form a kagome lattice. (d) Same as (b), except
that the electrons and holes are localized at the same sites.
The yellow circles show two excitons and a trion excitation.

in Fig. 1(a). In a hole-doped system some of the hole
sites are occupied, and at certain fractional fillings the
ground state of the doped holes is a lattice Wigner crys-
tal [24–26, 36]. Fig. 1 shows an example at filling factor
ν = 1/3. Possible low-energy excitations of the system
include electron-hole pairs at empty neighboring sites (an
exciton), or an electron-hole pair at a filled hole site and
its neighboring electron site (a trion). Excitations with
electrons and holes farther away are also possible, but
have higher energies and weaker optical absorptions. If
we ignore these, and consider only near-neighbor exci-
ton and trion excitations, each bond between an elec-
tron site and its neighboring hole site can be associated
with a possible exciton or trion excitation (marked by red
crosses and triangles in Fig. 1(c)), depending on whether
the hole site is occupied or not. Together these exci-
tations form a kagome lattice. Excitons and trions on
different sites are coupled by intersite hopping of their
constituents, and via Coulomb interactions. We do not
account for these complications in this paper, assuming
that the excitons and trions are strongly localized at the
moiré potential minima and that coupling between exci-
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FIG. 2. Schematic illustration of the model system – a few
electrons and holes confined in a 2D quantum dot. The black
dots stand for the confining potential minima for electrons
and holes, and the blue and green dots represent electrons and
holes respectively. The vectors rei and rhj are defined relative
to the potential minima for electrons and holes respectively,
which are separated by the vector s = sx̂ when the electrons
and holes are in the same layer and by sx̂ + dẑ when the
electrons and holes are in layers separated by distance d.

tons and trions on different moiré lattice sites is therefore
negligibly weak. Our approximation is valid in the strong
modulation limit, which is always achieved at small twist
angles, and in the limit of low exciton density that holds
for most optical experiments.

In this article we consider both two-particle exciton
and three-particle trion electron-hole complexes, ignoring
the possible role of coupling to other excitations of the
system. We study a system of Ne electrons and Nh holes
confined in a 2D quantum dot (Fig. 2) with harmonic
confining potentials for the electrons and holes, and a
magnetic field B = Bẑ applied perpendicular to the 2D
plane. We take advantage of the large spin-splitting of
single-layer TMD bands at the Brillouin-zone corners by
including only one conduction band and one valence band
per spin. We consider the general case in which the elec-
trons and holes have different effective masses me and mh

and are localized at different lateral positions in the same
or different layers by confining potentials that can have
different oscillator frequencies ωe and ωh. For heterobi-
layer moiré superlattices, states with electrons and holes
in the same layer are relevant in absorption or reflection
measurements and states with electrons and holes in dif-
ferent layers are relevant in luminescence experiments.
The system is described by Hamiltonian

H = He +Hh + Vee + Vhh + Veh. (1)

The electron and hole single-particle terms are (in cgs
units)

He =

Ne∑
i=1

[
1

2me
(pei +

e

c
Ae(rei))

2 +
1

2
meω

2
er

2
ei

]
, (2)

Hh =

Nh∑
j=1

[
1

2mh
(phj −

e

c
Ah(rhj))

2 +
1

2
mhω

2
hr

2
hj

]
, (3)

where i and j are labels for electrons and holes, and the
origins of re and rh are chosen to be at the minima of the
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corresponding confining potentials. We choose a gauge
such that Ae(re) = 1

2B × re and Ah(rh) = 1
2B × rh,

i.e., the symmetric gauge, but with different origins for
electrons and holes. We do not explicitly include in our
calculations the valley Zeeman splitting [64–67], which
produces a constant shift in exciton energies but does
not change exciton wavefunctions. Its effects can be eas-
ily added to our results. The non-trivial orbital effects
of the magnetic field that we discuss in our work can
be decoupled from the valley Zeeman splitting by opti-
cal measurements with circularly polarized light. The
interaction terms are

Vee =

Ne∑
i1<i2

e2

ε|rei1 − rei2 |
, (4)

Vhh =

Nh∑
j1<j2

e2

ε|rhj1 − rhj2 |
, (5)

Veh =

Ne∑
i=1

Nh∑
j=1

−e2

ε
√
|rei − rhj + s|2 + d2

, (6)

where s is the displacement between the confining po-
tential minimum of electrons and holes. We choose the
coordinate axes such that the 2D crystals are in the x̂-
ŷ plane and the in-plane component of s is along the
x̂ direction (see Fig. 2). d is the distance between the
electron and hole layers (d = 0 when the electrons and
holes are in the same layer), and ε is the dielectric con-
stant of the dielectric surrounding the system. The most
commonly employed surrounding dielectric is hexagonal
boron nitride (hBN), which has an anisotropic dielectric
tensor. In this case ε =

√
εzzε⊥ and the effective layer

separation d is related to the physical separation d0 by
d = d0

√
ε⊥/εzz, where ε⊥ and εzz are respectively the

perpendicular-to-plane and in-plane components of the
dielectric tensor.

We diagonalize the few-particle Hamiltonian using a
configuration interaction approach with basis state Slater
determinants constructed from the eigenstates of He and
Hh. Our calculations are similar to those reported in
earlier papers [68–71] on quantum dots in semiconductor
quantum wells, except that we consider here the possi-
bility that the electrons and holes are localized at differ-
ent lateral positions. The harmonic oscillator (with mass
m, charge ±e, angular frequency ω, in a perpendicular
magnetic field B) eigenstates |n+n−〉 are labelled by two
quantum numbers n+ and n−, with energy eigenvalues

En+n− = (n+ +
1

2
)~Ω+ + (n− +

1

2
)~Ω−, (7)

where Ω± = Ω ± ωc/2 with Ω =
√
ω2 + (ωc/2)2 and

ωc = eB/mc. (See Appendix A for derivations.) To
diagonalize the Hamiltonian we choose basis states that
are antisymmetrized combination of electron-hole many
particle product states

|ne1+ne1−, ne2+ne2−, . . . ;nh1+nh1−, nh2+nh2−, . . . 〉.
(8)

Antisymmetrization is not required between electrons or
holes since these can be considered to be distinguish-
able. The two-particle matrix elements for Coulomb in-
teractions are evaluated by expanding the interactions in
terms of ladder operators of the single-particle basis. For
interactions among electrons or holes, the result is

〈n′1+n′1−, n′2+n′2−|Vαα|n1+n1−, n2+n2−〉 =

√
βα
2

e2

εlB

(∏
iλ

n′iλ!niλ!

)1/2

(−1)n
′
1++n1−+n

′
2++n2−δl′l

×
min(n′iλ,niλ)∑

kiλ=0

(∏
iλ

(−1)kiλ2−p

kiλ!(n′iλ − kiλ)!(niλ − kiλ)!

)
· Γ(p+

1

2
),

(9)

where α = e, h, the sums define separate factors for λ = ± and particle i = 1, 2, the conserved angular momentum
quantum numbers l = n1+ − n1− + n2+ − n2− and l′ = n′1+ − n′1− + n′2+ − n′2−, and p =

∑
iλ(n′iλ + niλ − 2kiλ)/2. In

Eq. (9), the magnetic length lB =
√
~c/eB and we have defined βα =

√
1 + (2ωα/ωαc)2.

The two-particle matrix elements of Veh are similar but do not conserve angular momentum because the electron
and hole oscillators have different centers in general:

〈n′e+n′e−, n′h+n′h−|Veh|ne+ne−, nh+nh−〉 = −
√
βeh
2

e2

εlB

(∏
αλ

n′αλ!nαλ!

)1/2

(−1)n
′
e++ne−+n

′
h++nh−

×
min(n′αλ,nαλ)∑

kαλ=0

(∏
αλ

(−1)kαλ(βehβα )
1
2 (n
′
αλ+nαλ)−kαλ

kαλ!(n′αλ − kαλ)!(nαλ − kαλ)!

)
· I,

(10)

where βeh = βeβh/(βe + βh), and the (n′, n, k)-dependent integral

I =

∫ ∞
0

dq̃2 e−q̃
2

(q̃2)p−
1
2 e−q̃d̃ ·

∫ 2π

0

dφ

2π
(ieiφ)l−l

′
eiq̃s̃ cosφ, (11)
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where we introduced the dimensionless lengths d̃ =
√
2βeh
lB

d, s̃ =
√
2βeh
lB

s, the total angular momentum quantum

numbers l = ne+ − ne− − nh+ + nh−, l′ = n′e+ − n′e− − n′h+ + n′h−, and p =
∑
αλ(n′αλ + nαλ − 2kαλ)/2. The radial

part of the integral in Eq. (11) can be computed analytically and we obtain

I = 4−p Γ(2p+ 1)

∫ 2π

0

dφ

2π
(ieiφ)l−l

′
U(p+

1

2
,

1

2
,

1

4
(d̃− is̃ cosφ)2), (12)

where U is the confluent hypergeometric function of the
second kind. The angular integral must be evaluated
numerically for s 6= 0. For s = 0,

I(s = 0) = δl′l · 4−p Γ(2p+ 1)U(p+
1

2
,

1

2
,
d̃2

4
). (13)

When d→ 0, I(s = 0)→ δl′l·Γ(p+ 1
2 ). More detail on the

derivations of these formulas is provided in Appendix A.
The generalization of these formulas to properly anti-
symmetrized multi-particle states basis with spin and/or
valley degrees of freedom is straightforward.

III. EXCITONS

We first consider the case of excitons – two-particle
states with an electron and a hole that are distinguish-
able. We neglect intervalley exchange interactions [72–
75] so that the excitonic states are valley independent.
The ith eigenstate of the Hamiltonian can be written as

|Ψ(i)
eh〉 =

∑
nenh

C(i)
nenh
|ne;nh〉, (14)

where ne is a shorthand for the two indices (ne+, ne−)
that specify which electron basis state is occupied, and

similarly for nh. The coefficients C
(i)
nenh are obtained by

numerical diagonalization of the Hamiltonian in the mag-
netic harmonic oscillator basis |ne;nh〉. In our model, ex-
citon energies are given relative to the band gap between
potential extrema.

In the weak-confinement limit, the relative-motion
electron-hole pair state is very weakly distorted, and
the electron-hole center-of-mass moves in a weak mod-
ulation potential. The characteristic length scale for
bound electron-hole pairs is the effective Bohr radius
a∗B = ε~2/me2 where m = memh/(me + mh) is the re-
duced mass of the electron-hole pair. The characteristic
energy scale is the effective Rydberg Ry∗ = e2/2εa∗B =
me4/2ε2~2. In our calculations we set me = 0.4me0,
mh = 0.5me0 where me0 is the free electron mass, and
ε = 5, as approximate parameters for intralayer excitons
in bilayer TMDs [76] surrounded by hBN. Then we find
a∗B = 1.19 nm and Ry∗ = 121 meV.

In the strong-confinement and large-s limit, the elec-
tron and hole are each confined in a harmonic poten-
tial, with length scale given by the oscillator length
lα =

√
~/mαωα and energy scale ~ωα. The magnetic

field provides another length scale, the magnetic length

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
s (nm)

500

400

300

200

100

0

100

E(0
)

eh
 (m

eV
)

d = 0 nm
d = 1 nm
d = 2 nm

FIG. 3. Ground-state exciton energy E
(0)
eh as a function of the

in-plane separation between the electron and hole confining
potential minima s, for intralayer (blue d = 0) and interlayer
(green and yellow d = 1, 2 nm) excitons. The dots and solid
lines are numerical results from ED calculations, and the dot-
ted curves are the large-s approximation of (15). The blue
cross shows the weak-confinement approximation (16) expres-
sion which adds a zero-point confinement energy to the free
exciton energy.

lB =
√
~c/eB, and another energy scale, the cyclotron

energy ~ωαc = ~eB/mαc. For our explicit calcula-
tions we choose ~ωe = 50 meV, ~ωh = 60 meV. Then
the harmonic confinement lengths le = 1.95 nm and
lh = 1.59 nm. At magnetic field B = 10 T, the mag-
netic length lB = 8.11 nm is considerably longer and the
cyclotron energies ~ωec = 2.9 meV, ~ωhc = 2.3 meV con-
siderably smaller than other length and energy scales. In
a magnetic field, the oscillator length Lα =

√
~/mαΩα

with Ωα =
√
ω2
α + (ωαc/2)2. We therefore see that due

to the large effective masses in the TMDs, the oscillator
length is weakly perturbed by a B = 10 T magnetic field
(Lα ≈ lα � lB). The magnetic length and the oscilla-
tor length start to become comparable only for magnetic
fields ∼ 100 T; below this field scale exciton states are
weakly perturbed by magnetic fields. In the following
we present results at zero magnetic field unless otherwise
specified; the results differ very little when a moderate
magnetic field is applied.

Fig. 3 shows numerical results for the ground-state ex-
citon energy as a function of the lateral electron-hole
separation s. When s � Le, Lh, the electron and hole
are confined in widely separated harmonic potentials,
electron-hole correlations are negligible, and interactions
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can be treated at lowest order in perturbation theory. In
this limit, the ground state energy is

E
(0)
eh (s) = E(0)

e + E
(0)
h −

e2

ε
√
s2 + d2

, (15)

where E
(0)
e = ~(Ωe+ + Ωe−)/2 = ~Ωe is the ground

state of an electron in the quantum dot (and similarly for
holes) with Ω± and Ω defined after Eq. (7). The dotted
curves in Fig. 3 show that the approximate ground state
energy calculated from Eq. (15), which entirely neglects
electron-hole correlations, agrees well with the numerical
results when s � Le, Lh. For intermediate s ∼ 3 nm,
Coulomb attraction distorts the wavefunctions of the
electron and hole, which effectively reduces the electron-
hole separation and results in a lower ground-state energy
than that given by the large-s approximation (15). For
small s, the electron and hole wavefunctions overlap in
the 2D plane and the approximation of Eq. (15), which
becomes singular in this limit when d = 0, breaks down.
The singular behavior at small s is cut off by the kinetic-
energy pressure required by the Heisenberg uncertainly
relation, and this results in a ground state energy that
is higher than that given by Eq. (15). The approximate
ground state energy of Eq. (15) is in reasonable agree-
ment with numerical results when s & Le, Lh.

We see from Fig. 3 that exciton properties depend
qualitatively on the ratio of s to confinement oscillator
lengths. As indicated in Fig. 1, the experimentally rele-
vant value of s is either s = 0, in which case electron-hole
correlation is always important, or s = aM/

√
3, where

aM is the lattice constant of the triangular moiré Bravais
lattice. In the former case (see below) the large-s limit
is never relevant. In the latter case, the large-s limit is
always achieved at large enough moiré period since the
oscillator length of electrons or holes in moiré materi-
als varies [23, 37] approximately as the square root of
the moiré period. The large-s limit is simple not only
for excitons, but for any finite-particle-number electron-
hole complex, since the interactions between electrons
and holes Veh (Eq. (6)) simply add an electrostatic con-
tribution to energies and do not alter electronic wave-
functions.

If confinement is weak, the s = 0 system can be viewed
as a tightly bound exciton of mass M = me + mh mov-
ing in a weak confining potential with angular frequency
ω =

√
(meω2

e +mhω2
h)/(me +mh) [69]. The ground

state energy is then the sum of the ground state energies
of the harmonic oscillator and the tightly bound exciton.
For the intralayer exciton case d = 0, the system is simi-
lar to a 2D hydrogen atom, and the total energy is given
by the analytic result:

E
(0)
eh (0) = ~ω − 4 Ry∗. (16)

This approximate result is indicated by the blue cross in
Fig. 3, where we see that the parameters chosen for this
calculation are not in the weak confinement limit – the

0 20 40 60 80 100
B (T)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

E(0
)

eh
 (m

eV
)

d = 1 nm,s = 0
d = 2 nm,s = 0
d = 1 nm,s = 3 nm
d = 2 nm,s = 3 nm
s =

FIG. 4. Diamagnetic exciton energy shift ∆E
(0)
eh (B) =

E
(0)
eh (B) − E

(0)
eh (B = 0) of the excitonic ground state in a

magnetic field B, for interlayer excitons at d = 1, 2 nm and
s = 0, 3 nm. The circular and triangular dots connected by
solid or dashed lines are numerical results from ED calcu-
lations, and the dotted curve shows the energy increase ob-
tained from the s → ∞ limit (15) expression in which only
the zero-point confinement energy is shifted.

exciton radius ∼ a∗B is not small compared with the con-

fining length of the harmonic potential L =
√

~/Mω –
and Eq. (16) is therefore inaccurate. The stronger con-
finement weakens the correlations between electron and
hole positions and therefore increases the total energy.

Fig. 4 shows how the exciton ground state energy shifts
in a magnetic field. In the large-s limit it follows from
Eq. (15) that the diamagnetic exciton energy shift comes
from the single-particle energies of electrons and holes:

∆E
(0)
eh (B) ≡ E(0)

eh (B)− E(0)
eh (B = 0)

s→∞−−−→ ~(Ωe + Ωh − ωe − ωh)

≈ e2B2

8c2

(
l2e
me

+
l2h
mh

)
.

(17)

The last line of the above equation applies for a small
magnetic field B � 2mαωαc/e. Fig. 4 shows that for
s = 3 nm the numerical results are already close to the
s→∞ limit. The diamagnetic exciton energy shift grows
quadratically with magnetic field both in the strong-
binding case (s = 0) and in the strong-confinement large-
s limit, as expected for the ground state with zero angu-
lar momentum. By first-order perturbation theory we
see from Eqs. (2) and (3) that the diamagnetic exciton
energy shift for a zero-angular-mementum state is

∆E
(0)
eh (B) ≈ e2B2

8c2

(
〈r2e〉
me

+
〈r2h〉
mh

)
, (18)

where the angle brackets denote ground state expecta-
tion values. When s = 0 the electron and hole orbitals
shrink due to strong Coulomb attraction, resulting in a
weaker diamagnetic response. The diamagnetic response
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of excitons can in principle be used as an experimental
probe of the binding strength of the electrons and holes
and therefore distinguish the case in which they localized
at the same site from the case in which they are local-
ized at different sites. In practice, however, this requires
a very strong magnetic field because of the strong bind-
ing and large effective masses of electrons and holes in
TMDs.

Next we study the optical absorption of the intralayer
exciton states (d = 0). In our model the current operator
is given up to a constant factor by

ĵ ∼
∑
τ

∫
dr [e†τ (r)h†τ (r) exp(i

eBs

2~c
y)

+ hτ (r)eτ (r) exp(−ieBs
2~c

y)],

(19)

where e† and h† are electron and hole creation oper-
ators, τ = ± is the valley index, and the phase fac-
tors exp(±i eBs2~c y) come from our gauge choice (see Ap-
pendix B for details). The matrix element for a transition
from the vacuum state |Ψ0〉 with no electrons or holes to

an exciton state |Ψ(i)
eh〉 (Eq. (14)) is proportional to

〈Ψ0|ĵ|Ψ(i)
eh〉 ∼

∑
nenh

C(i)
nenh

∫
dr ψ(e)

ne (r)ψ(h)
nh

(r)e−i
eBs
2~c y,

(20)

where ψ
(e)
ne (r) is the wavefunction of an electron in state

ne, and similarly ψ
(h)
nh (r) for holes. Then the absorp-

tion rate of state i is proportional to the dimensionless
quantity

A
(i)
eh =

∣∣∣ ∑
nenh

C(i)
nenh

∫
dr ψ(e)

ne (r)ψ(h)
nh

(r)e−i
eBs
2~c y

∣∣∣2, (21)

which is, roughly speaking, the overlap of the electron
and hole wavefunctions. The optical absorption strength
of the ground state is calculated by numerical integration
of the wavefunctions and shown in Fig. 5. The optical
spectrum is a set of δ-function peaks located at the en-
ergy eigenvalues of exciton states and with heights pro-
portional to the corresponding optical absorption rates:

Aeh(ω) =
∑
i

A
(i)
eh δ(~ω − E

(i)
eh − Eg), (22)

where Eg is the single-particle gap between the conduc-
tion and valence bands.

We can obtain analytic expressions for the optical ma-
trix elements in certain limiting cases. When s� Le, Lh
and confinement is strong the electron and hole are in
the ground states of their confining potentials and their
wavefunctions are

ψ
(α)
0 (r) =

1√
π

1

Lα
e−r

2/2L2
α , (23)

where α = e, h and the origin r = 0 is chosen at the
bottom of the confining potential. The two-body wave-

function is approximately the product of ψ
(e)
0 and ψ

(h)
0 .

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
s (nm)

0

1

2

3

4

5

A
(0

)
eh

FIG. 5. Optical absorption strength A
(0)
eh of intralayer ex-

citons as a function of the separation between the electron
and hole confining potential minima s. The blue dots are
the numerical results from ED calculations and the dotted
curve is from the large-s approximation (24). Since the likely
s is either 0 or aM/

√
3, based on symmetry considerations,

and typical moiré periods are longer than 5 nm, a substantial
reduction in oscillator strength is expected in the s 6= 0 case.

Then we can do the integral (21) and find

A
(0)
eh (s) ≈

(
2LeLh
L2
e + L2

h

)2

exp

[
− s2

L2
e + L2

h

(
1 +

L2
eL

2
h

4l4B

)]
.

(24)
The dotted curve in Fig. 5 shows that the above approx-
imation is in good agreement with the numerical results
at large s.

For s = 0 and the weak-confinement limit, the wave-
function of the two-particle system can be separated into
center-of-mass and relative motions

Ψ
(0)
eh (re, rh) ≈ ψcm(R)ψrel(r), (25)

where R = (mere + mhrh)/M and r = re − rh are the
center-of-mass and relative coordinates. The center-of-
mass motion is the ground state of the harmonic oscilla-
tor:

ψcm(R) =
1√
π

1

L
e−R

2/2L2

, (26)

where the confining length L =
√
~/Mω = 1.23 nm. The

relative motion is the ground state of the 2D hydrogen
atom

ψrel(r) =
1√
2π

4

a∗B
e−2r/a

∗
B . (27)

With the wavefunction (25) and the current operator (19)
we find

〈Ψ0|ĵ|Ψ(0)
eh 〉 =

∫
dRΨ

(0)
eh (R,R) ≈ 4

√
2L/a∗B , (28)
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and therefore

A
(0)
eh (0) = |〈Ψ0|ĵ|Ψ(0)

eh 〉|
2 ≈ 32L2

a∗2B
≈ 34. (29)

This estimate is much larger than the result from ED
calculation, as shown in Fig. 5. The difference can be un-
derstood as follows. Confinement adds a harmonic repus-
live contribution to the relative motion which mixes the
ground state of the 2D hydrogen atom (27) with higher
energy states. Since the wavefunctions of higher-energy
hydrogenic states have smaller values at r = 0, the result-
ing optical absorption strength is reduced [70]. For the
parameters used in the calculations illustrated in Fig. 5,
the confining potential is far from weak, a lot of high
energy states come into play, and the discrepancy be-
tween the exact numerical results and the approximation
of (29) becomes large.

IV. TRIONS

Next we study a system of one electron and two holes
– a moiré-confined trion.The three-particle state must be
antisymmetric with respect to exchange of the two holes.
We work in a representation in which the orbital and val-
ley parts of the two-hole states separate, and each is sym-
metric or antisymmetric with respect to the permutation.

The orbital parts of the basis states are (nh1 > nh2)

|ne;nh1nh2〉s =
1√
2
|ne〉e(|nh1nh2〉h + |nh2nh1〉h), (30)

|ne;nh1nh2〉a =
1√
2
|ne〉e(|nh1nh2〉h − |nh2nh1〉h), (31)

|ne;nhnh〉s = |ne〉e|nhnh〉h, (32)

where each n is shorthand for the two indices (n+, n−)
that distinguish two-dimensional oscillator single-particle
states, the subscripts s and a stand for symmetric and
antisymmetric states, and the kets with subscripts e and
h are direct product states of electrons and holes without
(anti)symmetrization. The valley parts of the basis states
are

|±; ++〉s = |±〉e|+ +〉h, (33)

|±;−−〉s = |±〉e| − −〉h, (34)

|±; +−〉s =
1√
2
|±〉e(|+−〉h + | −+〉h), (35)

|±; +−〉a =
1√
2
|±〉e(|+−〉h − | −+〉h), (36)

where + and − stand for valley +K and −K.
We are interested in the optical excitations of a state

with a single hole to a trion one-electron-two-hole state.
The initial hole is in the ground state nh = 0 (by which
we mean nh+ = nh− = 0), and we assume without loss
of generality that it is in the −K valley:

|Ψ(0)
h 〉 = |0〉h|−〉h. (37)

In order for the optical matrix elements to be non-zero,
the newly added electron and hole must be in the same
valley. There are three possibilities: |+; +−〉a, |+; +−〉s
and |−;−−〉s. Correspondingly the three-particle state
has three possible forms:

|Ψ(1,i)
ehh 〉 =

∑
ne

∑
nh1≥nh2

C(s,i)
nenh1nh2

|ne;nh1nh2〉s|+; +−〉a, (38)

|Ψ(2,i)
ehh 〉 =

∑
ne

∑
nh1>nh2

C(a,i)
nenh1nh2

|ne;nh1nh2〉a|+; +−〉s, (39)

|Ψ(3,i)
ehh 〉 =

∑
ne

∑
nh1>nh2

C(a,i)
nenh1nh2

|ne;nh1nh2〉a|−;−−〉s. (40)

The energy of the system depends only on the orbital
part of the state, so the second and third forms of the
three-particle state (39) and (40) with antisymmetric or-
bital parts are exactly degenerate in energy. Exchange
statistics suggests that the ground state takes the first

form (38), since there is then no exclusion principle that
forbids the two holes from occupying the same low-energy
single-particle orbital (nh1 = nh2 = 0). This expectation
is confirmed by our numerical results.

Using the current operator (19), we find the optical
absorption strength for intralayer trions
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A
(1,i)
ehh =

∣∣∣∑
ne

∫
drψ(e)

ne (r)

[
1√
2

∑
nh>0

C
(s,i)
nenh0

ψ(h)
nh

(r) + C
(s,i)
ne00

ψ
(h)
0 (r)

]
exp(−ieBs

2~
y)
∣∣∣2 ≡ A(s,i)

ehh , (41)

A
(2,i)
ehh =

1

2

∣∣∣∑
ne

∑
nh>0

C
(a,i)
nenh0

∫
drψ(e)

ne (r)ψ(h)
nh

(r) exp(−ieBs
2~

y)
∣∣∣2 ≡ A(a,i)

ehh , (42)

A
(3,i)
ehh =

∣∣∣∑
ne

∑
nh>0

C
(a,i)
nenh0

∫
drψ(e)

ne (r)ψ(h)
nh

(r) exp(−ieBs
2~

y)
∣∣∣2 = 2A

(a,i)
ehh . (43)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
s (nm)

600
500
400
300
200
100

0
100
200

E(0
)

eh
h (

m
eV

)

d = 0 nm
d = 1 nm
d = 2 nm

FIG. 6. Ground-state trion energy E
(0)
ehh as a function of the

separation between the electron and hole confining potential
minima s, for intralayer (d = 0) and interlayer (d = 1, 2 nm)
trions represented by different colors. The dots and solid lines
are numerical results from ED calculations, and the dotted
curves show results from the large-s approximation (45).

When the polarization of the incident light is random
(or equivalently, when the valley polarization of the ini-
tial hole is random), there is equal probability that an
electron-hole pair is created in the same or opposite val-
ley as the initial hole. Therefore the optical absorption
spectrum is

Aehh(ω) =
1

2

3∑
p=1

∑
i

A
(p,i)
ehh δ(~ω − E

(p,i)
ehh − Eg)

=
1

2

∑
i

A
(s,i)
ehh δ(~ω − E

(s,i)
eh − Eg)

+
3

2

∑
i

A
(a,i)
ehh δ(~ω − E(a,i)

ehh − Eg).

(44)

Fig. 6 shows the ground-state trion energy E
(0)
ehh as a

function of the electron-hole separation s. Other param-
eters of the calculations are chosen to be the same as for
the calculations of excitons in Sec. III. The dotted curve
shows the large-s approximation in which the motion of
the electron (holes) is not affected by the presence of the
holes (electron) in the other potential well, so the ground

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
s (nm)

300

250

200

150

100

50

0

50

100

E(0
)

tb
 (m

eV
)

d = 0 nm
d = 1 nm
d = 2 nm

FIG. 7. Ground state trion binding energy Etb as a func-
tion of the separation between the electron and hole confin-
ing potential minima s, for intralayer (d = 0) and interlayer
(d = 1, 2 nm) trions represented by different colors. The dots
and solid lines are numerical results from ED calculations,
and the dotted curves show results from the large-s approxi-
mation.

state energy is

E
(0)
ehh(s) ≈ E(0)

e + E
(0)
hh −

2e2

ε
√
s2 + d2

, (45)

where E
(0)
hh is the ground state energy of two holes in the

same quantum dot. A similar ED calculation with only

holes present yields E
(0)
hh = 260 meV for the parameters

of Fig. 6. As shown in Fig. 6, the approximation (45)
is in good agreement with the numerical results for s &
Le, Lh.

Fig. 7 shows the trion binding energy, defined as

Etb = E
(0)
eh + E

(0)
h − E

(0)
ehh, (46)

as a function of s. At small s, an extra hole binds with
the electron-hole pair in such a way as to lower the en-
ergy. At large s, the repulsion between the two holes
dominates and the energy increases when an extra hole
is added to the system. The crossover from a bound trion
to an unbound trion takes place between 2 to 3 nm for an
intralayer trion, and around 1 nm for an interlayer trion
at interlayer distance d = 1 nm. An interlayer trion at
d = 2 nm is always unbound even for s = 0.
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(0

)
eh

h

FIG. 8. Optical absorption strength A
(0)
ehh of intralayer trions

as a function of the separation between the electron and hole
confining potential minima s. The blue dots are numerical re-
sults from ED calculations, and the dotted curve is the large-s
approximation (49).

The calculated trion binding energy at d = s =
0 is much larger than the trion binding energy mea-
sured in monolayer TMDs [77–79], indicating that strong
moiré modulation significantly increases the trion bind-
ing strength. This conclusion is in agreement with pre-
vious studies of trions in semiconductor quantum dots
[80–82]. While we do expect a clear increase of trion
binding energy with confinement in experiment, our har-
monic approximation overestimates the trion binding en-
ergy because anharmonic corrections become important
outside a small region near the potential minimum. An-
harmonic confinement is more important for trions than

for excitons because of their larger size. The effective
modulation strength in real moiré materials is weaker,
resulting in a smaller trion binding energy.

Fig. 8 shows the optical absorption strength A
(0)
ehh as

a function of s. Comparison with Fig. 5 shows that the
optical absorption of an intralayer trion is always weaker
than that of an intralayer exciton. This can be qualita-
tively understood by considering the me → ∞ limit at
s = 0 for which the electron stays at the center of its
quantum dot while the two holes move around it. The
Coulomb repulsion between the two holes pushes them
away from the electron into higher-energy states, so the
overlap between the electron and hole wavefunctions, and
therefore the optical absorption strength, decreases. For
large s� Le, Lh, the optical absorption strength is small
and can be calculated from Eq. (41) with

C(s,0)
nenh1nh2

= δne,0C
(s,0)
nh1nh2

, (47)

where C
(s,0)
nh1nh2 (with nh1 > nh2) are the expansion co-

efficients of the two-hole ground state in the symmetric
two-hole basis. We notice from the ED calculation that
the two-hole ground state comes predominantly from
the single-particle ground state |00, 00〉s and the lowest
two excited states with zero total angular momentum
|11, 00〉s and |10, 01〉s:

|Ψ(0)
hh 〉 ≈ C0|00, 00〉s + C1|11, 00〉s + C2|10, 01〉s, (48)

with C0 ≈ 0.82 and C1 = C2 ≈ 0.40. Then from Eq. (41)
we find an analytic expression for the optical absorption
strength in the large-s limit:

A
(0)
ehh(s) ≈

∣∣∣∣∣C0 −
C1√

2

[
L2
e − L2

h

L2
e + L2

h

+

(
1− L4

e

4l4B

)
L2
hs

2

L2
e + L2

h

] ∣∣∣∣∣
2(

2LeLh
L2
e + L2

h

)2

exp

[
− s2

L2
e + L2

h

(
1 +

L2
eL

2
h

4l4B

)]
. (49)

This approximation is in good agreement with the nu-
merical results at s & 3 nm as shown by the dotted curve
in Fig. 8.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this article we have numerically calculated the ener-
gies of exciton and trion states in moiré superlattices, and
the matrix elements for interband absorption processes
with exciton and trion final states. We have modeled the
moiré superlattice by harmonic confinement potentials –
an approximation that is valid when the confinement os-
cillator lengths are small compared to the moiré lattice
constant. Our calculations are similar to earlier ones [68–
71] that used harmonic confinement potentials to model

quantum dots in semiconductor quantum wells, but dif-
fer because of the relevance of the TMD valley degree of
freedom, and by the possibility in the moiré superlattice
case that electrons and holes are localized at different
lattice sites.

The relative positions of electron and hole confinement
locations is very important for the optical properties of
moiré superlattices. As illustrated in Fig. 1, the two most
likely possibilities are that the confinement locations are
at identical positions in the moiré unit cell, or that they
are separated by a large fraction of the moiré lattice con-
stant. It is not yet known whether one circumstance or
the other is always realized, or whether this important
distinction is interface-dependent. A recent experimental
and computational study [83] of WSe2/WS2 heterostruc-
tures suggests that some of the optical absorption peaks
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come from excitons and trions in which the electrons and
holes are confined at different lateral positions in the 2D
plane, providing an example of the latter case. More
experimental studies are needed to investigate how this
property depends on the material platform. Our calcu-
lations show that the two cases should in principle be
distinguishable experimentally, since the rotational sym-
metries that apply in the common-confinement-location
case, lead to a smaller number of very strong absorp-
tion peaks. In the distinct-confinement-location case, the
number of exciton and trion absorption peaks proliferates
as angular-momentum-conservation selection rules are re-
laxed, but the overall absorption strength is still weak-
ened due to electron-hole confinement. The situation is
more complicated in realistic TMD materials due to the
possible coexistence and mixing of both types of excitonic
modes [83]. Nevertheless, we expect that our theory pro-
vides a useful guide to understand the nature of different
excitonic peaks. Because the Bohr radius length scale
is so short in TMD two-dimensional semiconductors, the
influence of magnetic fields on observable properties is
weak at moderate magnetic field strengths. In fact the
results of our illustrative calculations at zero magnetic
field are almost identical to the results at B ∼ 10 T.
Magnetic fields are potentially very useful probes in sort-
ing out the properties of electron-hole systems formed at
particular interfaces, but will require extremely strong
magnetic fields on the 100 T scale.

A full theory of the optical absorption spectrum of
a doped moiré system is complicated by importance of
correlations among the doped charges present in the ini-
tial state and correlations between electrons, holes, and
trions located in different periods of the moiré super-
lattice [53]. As a first approximation, we ignore these
complications and calculate the optical absorption spec-
tra of excitons and trions in our quantum dot model.
In Fig. 9 we show the optical spectra of excitons (22)
and trions (44) at a large s = 3 nm (a) and a small
s = 1 nm (b), and compare the results at B = 0 and
B = 10 T. The band gap Eg is set to zero in this fig-
ure since its only effect is a constant shift along the ω-
axis. The δ-function is replaced with a Lorentzian func-
tion with height 1 and width 0.2 meV. At s = 1 nm
the electrons and holes are strongly bound and the two-
or three-body eigenstates of the system have approxi-
mate rotational symmetry, so most of these states have
optical absorption that is supressed by angular momen-
tum conservation [50, 68, 80]. In contrast, at s = 3 nm
the electrons and holes are strongly localized in the har-
monic potentials, and Coulomb interaction distorts the

localized wavefunctions weakly. In this case the selection
rules associated with angular momentum conservation
are not relevant because rotational symmetry is strongly
broken. The absorption peaks in Fig. 9(a) are therefore
much more closely spaced than in Fig. 9(b). The peaks
for states with nonzero angular momenta appear in the
strong-confinement limit and are split in a magnetic field,
while at small s the optical spectrum changes very little
in a magnetic field B = 10 T. The valley Zeeman ef-
fect [64–67] leads to valley-splitting of excitonic peaks,
whereas the level splittings in Fig. 9 are present even in
valley-selected absorption measurements, because they
are purely orbital effects. The results do demonstrate
that the absorption spectrum of moiré superlattices is
strongly sensitive to electrical modulation of the carrier
density.

A more accurate description of the optical spectra
of moiré materials would take account of correlations
between electrons and holes in different periods of the
moiré pattern, but is beyond the scope of the present
work. These correlations will entangle photons emitted
by nearby excitons, and promise the possibility of real-
izing unusual single and few photon light emitters. One
of the important contributions to inter-site exciton hop-
ping processes come from the intervalley exchange in-
teractions [72–75], which in the weak-modulation limit
lead to topologically non-trivial exciton bands [39] in the
presence of a finite Zeeman field. We expect that this
property will survive at strong modulation. Our work
has focused on excitons and trions, but our method also
applies to more complex systems like biexcitons. Because
the moiré confinement length is relatively small, the tran-
sition energy between excitons and biexcitons localized at
a single moiré site is expected to be large. The method
can also be extended to study a combination of localized
and itinerant particles, which may help interpret recent
experimental work [26, 84] that used excitons in a TMD
monolayer as an optical sensor of correlated insulating
states in moiré materials. We anticipate that close inter-
action between theory and experiment will be necessary
to sort out all the richness of the optical properties of
moiré superlattices.
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FIG. 9. The optical absorption spectra of excitons (Aeh, upper panels) and trions (Aehh, lower panels) at (a) s = 3 nm; (b)
s = 1 nm. The δ-functions in Eqs. (22) and (44) are replaced with Lorentzian functions with height 1 and width 0.2 meV.

Appendix A: Derivation of Coulomb matrix elements in the harmonic oscillator basis

1. Single-particle basis

We consider an electron or a hole moving in a two-dimensional quantum dot, described by the Hamiltonian (in cgs
units)

H =
1

2m
(p± e

c
A) +

1

2
mω2r2, (A1)

where the upper and lower signs are for electrons and holes respectively. We work in the symmetric gauge

Ax = −By/2, Ay = Bx/2. (A2)

To simplify notations we define the dimensionless quantities

r̃ = r/lB , ω̃ = ω/ωc, H̃ = H/~ωc, (A3)

where the magnetic length lB =
√
~c/eB and the cyclotron frequency ωc = eB/mc. The dimensionless Hamiltonian

can then be written as

H̃ =
1

2
(−i∂x̃ ∓

ỹ

2
)2 +

1

2
(−i∂ỹ ±

x̃

2
) +

1

2
ω̃2(x̃2 + ỹ2). (A4)

Now we transform to the complex coordinates

z = x+ iy, z∗ = x− iy, (A5)

and their dimensionless counterparts z̃, z̃∗ defined in an obvious way. Then after some algebra the Hamiltonian can
be written as

H̃ = −2∂z̃∗∂z̃ + (
1

8
+

1

2
ω̃2)z̃∗z̃ ± 1

2
(z̃∂z̃ − z̃∗∂z̃∗). (A6)

Now we introduce the operators

b+ =
1√
2

(
z̃∗

2
+ 2∂z̃), b†+ =

1√
2

(
z̃

2
− 2∂z̃∗),

b− =
1√
2

(
z̃

2
+ 2∂z̃∗), b†− =

1√
2

(
z̃∗

2
− 2∂z̃),

(A7)
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which satisfy the usual commutation relations of raising and lowering ladder operators. The Hamiltonian can be
written in terms of these operators as

H̃ = b†±b± +
1

2
+ ω̃2(b†+ + b−)(b+ + b†−), (A8)

where as before the upper and lower signs (in the subscript) are for electrons and holes respectively. The Hamiltonian
is quadratic in the ladder operators, and can be diagonalized by a Bogoliubov transformation

a+ = b± cosh
η

2
+ b†∓ sinh

η

2
,

a− = b∓ cosh
η

2
+ b†± sinh

η

2
,

(A9)

where

tanh η =
2ω̃2

2ω̃2 + 1
=

2ω2

2ω2 + ω2
c

. (A10)

The Hamiltonian then takes the diagonal form

H̃ = Ω̃+(a†+a+ +
1

2
) + Ω̃−(a†−a− +

1

2
), (A11)

where

Ω̃± =
1

2
(
√

1 + 4ω̃2 ± 1). (A12)

Restoring the physical dimensions, we have the diagonalized Hamiltonian

H = ~Ω+(a†+a+ +
1

2
) + ~Ω−(a†−a− +

1

2
), (A13)

with

Ω± =

√
ω2 + (

ωc
2

)2 ± ωc
2
≡ Ω± ωc

2
. (A14)

The eigenstates of this Hamiltonian are

|n+n−〉 = (a†+)n+(a†−)n− |0〉, (A15)

with energy

En+n− = (n+ +
1

2
)~Ω+ + (n− +

1

2
)~Ω−. (A16)

For later use, the complex coordinate z can be expressed in terms of the ladder operators as

z =
√

2lB(b†+ + b−) =
√

2lBe
−η/2(a†± + a∓) = L(a†± + a∓), (A17)

where L =
√

2lBe
−η/2 =

√
~/mΩ is the total confining length. The normalized real-space wavefunction of the energy

eigenstates is

ψn+n−(r, θ) =

[
n!

(n+ |l|)!
1

π

]1/2
1

L

( r
L

)|l|
e−r

2/2L2

L|l|n (r2/L2) · eilθ, (A18)

where n = min(n+, n−), l = ±(n+ − n−), Ω =
√
ω2 + (ωc/2)2, and L

|l|
n is the associated Laguerre polynomial.
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2. Coulomb matrix elements

Now we calculate the Coulomb matrix elements in the above basis (generalized to multiple particles, see Eq. (8)).
We start with the most complicated one, Veh (Eq. (6)), the electron-hole interaction. The calculations for Vee and Vhh
are similar and simpler. We first write Veh in Fourier form (consider only one electron and one hole for simplicity):

Veh = −2πe2

ε

∫
d2q

(2π)2
1

|q|
e−|q|deiqxsei(q

∗ze+qz
∗
e )/2e−i(q

∗zh+qz
∗
h)/2, (A19)

where q = qx + iqy is a complex integration variable. By Eq. (A17) we can write the complex coordinates z in terms

of ladder operators a±, a
†
±, then the matrix elements of Veh can be written as

〈n′e+n′e−, n′h+n′h−|Veh|ne+ne−, nh+nh−〉 = −2πe2

ε

∫
d2q

(2π)2
1

|q|
e−|q|deiqxs〈n′e+|eiLe(q

∗a†e++qae+)|ne+〉

×〈n′e−|eiLe(q
∗a†e−+qae−)|ne−〉〈n′h+|e−iLh(qa

†
h++q∗ah+)|nh+〉〈n′h−|e−iLh(qa

†
h−+q

∗ah−)|nh−〉,
(A20)

Then we need to evaluate matrix elements of the form 〈n′|ei(fa†+f∗a)|n〉. To this end we make use of the operator
identity

ei(fa
†+f∗a) = e−|f |

2/2eifa
†
eif
∗a, (A21)

which then leads to

〈n′|ei(fa
†+f∗a)|n〉 = e−|f |

2/2〈n′|eifa
†
eif
∗a|n〉

= e−|f |
2/2

n′∑
k′=0

n∑
k=0

(if)k
′
(if∗)k

k′!k!
〈n′|(a†)k

′
ak|n〉

= e−|f |
2/2(ieiϕ)n

′−n(n′!n!)1/2
min(n′,n)∑
k=0

(−1)n−k|f |n′+n−2k

k!(n′ − k)!(n− k)!
,

(A22)

where ϕ is the argument of the complex number f = |f |eiϕ. With this formula we go back to Eq. (A20) and get

〈n′e+n′e−, n′h+n′h−|Veh|ne+ne−, nh+nh−〉 = −
√
βeh
2

e2

εlB

(∏
αλ

n′αλ!nαλ!

)1/2

(−1)n
′
e++ne−+n

′
h++nh−

×
min(n′αλ,nαλ)∑

kαλ=0

(∏
αλ

(−1)kαλ(βehβα )
1
2 (n
′
αλ+nαλ)−kαλ

kαλ!(n′αλ − kαλ)!(nαλ − kαλ)!

)
· I,

(A23)

where the summation indices α = e, h and λ = ± (the summation sign really means four summations), and we defined

βα = eηα =
√

1 + (2ωα/ωαc)2 and βeh = (β−1e + β−1h )−1, and the (n′, n, k)-dependent integral

I =

∫ ∞
0

dq̃2 e−q̃
2

(q̃2)p−
1
2 e−q̃d̃ ·

∫ 2π

0

dφ

2π
(ieiφ)l−l

′
eiq̃s̃ cosφ, (A24)

with the dimensionless variables

q̃ =
lB√
2βeh

|q|, d̃ =

√
2βeh
lB

d, s̃ =

√
2βeh
lB

s, (A25)

the index

p =
∑
αλ

(
n′αλ + nαλ

2
− kαλ) (A26)

and the total angular momentum quantum numbers

l = ne+ − ne− − nh+ + nh−, l′ = n′e+ − n′e− − n′h+ + n′h−. (A27)



14

The integral (A24) can be simplified in special cases. When s = 0, the angular integral is simply δl′l. When d is also
zero, the radial integral yields a gamma function and the result is

I = δl′l · Γ(p+
1

2
). (A28)

When s = 0 and d 6= 0, the radial integral yields the product of a gamma function and a (Tricomi’s) confluent
hypergeometric function

I = δl′l · 4−p Γ(2p+ 1)U(p+
1

2
,

1

2
,
d̃2

4
). (A29)

However, in the general case where s 6= 0, only the radial part can be integrated in closed form and the angular
integral remains:

I = 4−p Γ(2p+ 1)

∫ 2π

0

dφ

2π
(ieiφ)l−l

′
U(p+

1

2
,

1

2
,

1

4
(d̃− is̃ cosφ)2). (A30)

In practical calculations the integral has to be done numerically. The matrix elements of Vee and Vhh can be calculated
in the same way, although the result looks simpler since d = s = 0 for the same type of particles. The result is (without
antisymmetrization)

〈n′1+n′1−, n′2+n′2−|Vαα|n1+n1−, n2+n2−〉 =

√
βα
2

e2

εlB

(∏
iλ

n′iλ!niλ!

)1/2

(−1)n
′
1++n1−+n

′
2++n2−δl′l

×
min(n′iλ,niλ)∑

kiλ=0

(∏
iλ

(−1)kiλ2−p

kiλ!(n′iλ − kiλ)!(niλ − kiλ)!

)
· Γ(p+

1

2
),

(A31)

where α = e or h, the summation indices i = 1, 2 is the particle label (the e/h label is omitted), λ = ±, and we
defined

p =
∑
iλ

(
n′iλ + niλ

2
− kiλ), (A32)

l = n1+ − n1− + n2+ − n2−, l′ = n′1+ − n′1− + n′2+ − n′2−. (A33)

Appendix B: The current operator

In the two-band model the current operator is (naively) proportional to
∑

k(e†kh
†
−k + h−kek), which in real space

takes the form

ĵ ∼
∫
dr[e†(r)h†(r) + h(r)e(r)], (B1)

where e and h are annihilation operators of electron and hole states. Note however that in writing Eqs. (2) and (3)
with Aα(rα) = 1

2B × rα for both α = e and h, and with re and rh measured from different origins (see Fig. 2), we
have implicitly performed a gauge transformation

Ae(re)→ Ae(re)−
Bs

2
ŷ, ψ({rei}, {rhj})→ ψ({rei}, {rhj}) exp

(
i
eBs

2~c
∑
i

yei

)
, (B2)

compared to the gauge where A(r) = 1
2B×r for both electrons and holes, with the origin set at the confining potential

minimum for holes. After the gauge transformation the field operator e(r) gains an r-dependent phase factor, so in
this gauge the current operator becomes

ĵ ∼
∫
dr

[
e†(r)h†(r) exp

(
i
eBs

2~c
y

)
+ h(r)e(r) exp

(
−ieBs

2~c
y

)]
. (B3)
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s/nm 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Nx0 150000 3000 3000 2000 2000 500 200 100 100
Nt0 500000 10000 8000 8000 8000 4000 4000 4000 4000
Nx1 20000 2000 1000 500 200 100 100 100 100
Nt1 50000 10000 5000 5000 4000 4000 4000 4000 4000
Nx2 10000 2000 1000 500 200 100 100 100 100
Nt2 20000 4000 4000 4000 4000 4000 4000 4000 4000

TABLE I. Number of basis states for the ED calculations for excitons (Nx0, Nx1, Nx2 for d = 0, 1, 2 nm) and trions (Nt0, Nt1, Nt2)
at different in-plane electron-hole separations s.

Appendix C: Basis cutoff

The energies and optical absorption strengths are obtained by numerically diagonalizing the Hamiltonian (1) as a
matrix in the harmonic oscillator basis, which has to be cut off under some energy scale. The number of basis states
used in the ED calculations are shown in Table I. With the exception of the s = 0 case, the number of basis states
is chosen such that the ground-state energy is accurate within 1 meV (in fact the error is much smaller for large s),
and the optical absorption strength (for d = 0) is accurate within 1%. In the magnetic harmonic oscillator basis,
convergence is faster for larger s. For s = 0, the ED calculations suffer from poor convergence with the number
of basis states, as already noted in Ref. [69] where the exciton problem is solved instead in the center-of-mass and
relative coordinates. However, since we are mostly interested in the s 6= 0 case, and for its easier generalization to
more complicated systems like trions and biexcitons, we solve the s = 0 case also in the harmonic oscillator basis,
but with a huge number of basis states. The calculation is manageable when we take advantage of the rotational
symmetry of the system and only diagonalize the block with total angular momentum zero (which contains the ground
state and is optically active).
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gram of a Moiré-Hubbard model, Physical Review B 102,
201104 (2020).

[33] N. Morales-Durán, A. H. MacDonald, and P. Potasz,
Metal-insulator transition in transition metal dichalco-
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ture 580, 472 (2020).

[48] L. Zhang, Z. Zhang, F. Wu, D. Wang, R. Gogna, S. Hou,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, K. Kulkarni, T. Kuo, et al.,
Twist-angle dependence of moiré excitons in WS2/MoSe2
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trapped excitons, Science advances 6, eaba8526 (2020).

[50] D. A. Ruiz-Tijerina, I. Soltero, and F. Mireles, Theory
of moiré localized excitons in transition metal dichalco-
genide heterobilayers, Physical Review B 102, 195403
(2020).
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