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Flat electronic bands are counterintuitive: with the electron velocity vanishing, our conventional
notions of quasiparticle transport are no longer valid. We here study the quantum transport in
the generalized families of perfectly flat bands [PRB 105, L241102 (2022)], and find that while the
conventional contributions indeed vanish, the quantum-geometric contribution gives rise to the en-
hanced electronic transport. This contribution is connected to the Wannier orbital quantization in
the perfectly flat bands, and is present only for geometrically-nontrivial bands (for example, flat
Chern bands). We find structurally similar expressions for thermal conductance, thermoelectric re-
sponse, and superfluid weight in the flat bands. In particular, we report the anomalous thermopower
associated with flat topological bands reaching values as large as kB

e
ln 2≈60 µV/k, the quantum

unit of thermopower, which are not expected for the conventional dispersive bands.

Dispersionless electronic states (”flat bands”) are
counterintuitive since the effective electronic mass be-
comes infinite, the quasiparticle velocity vanishes, and
the conventional notions of electron transport fail. The
perfectly flat electronic bands is a change of paradigm
in condensed matter physics, but remained largely a hy-
pothetical object until the discovery of the twisted bi-
layer graphene [1, 2], where the dispersionless electronic
states are emerging at the magic angle 1.05◦[3, 4]. The
underlying flat band is not just a lucky engineering of
material parameters, but it is of fundamental origin as
it can be tuned to perfectly flat [5, 6]. It was further
understood that the magic-angle flat bands are dual to
the lowest Landau level, and host a number of unconven-
tional phases, characterized by strange metallicity [7–9],
unconventional superconductivity [2, 10], fractional Hall
conductance [11], and giant thermopower [12]—untypical
for conventional electronic systems.

A recent interest in condensed matter physics is under-
standing the role quantum geometry of electronic states,
described by the quantum geometric tensor [13, 14]

G
(n)
ij = 〈∂kiunk| [1− |unk〉〈unk|] |∂kjunk〉 (1)

here unk is the associated Bloch state of the nth elec-
tronic band, which may or may not be flat. The real
part of Gij=ReGij , is the Fubini-Study metrics describ-
ing the geometry of the bands, while the imaginary part
Fij=−2ImGij is Berry curvature reflecting the topol-
ogy of the Bloch states. In particular, it has been un-
derstood that the largely overlooked quantum metrics
plays important role in different quantum transport phe-
nomena, ranging from quantum noise, optical conductiv-
ity, anomalous Hall effect, and unconventional supercon-
ductivity, and adjacent topics [15–25]. The quantum-
geometric superconductivity [18] has a particular im-
portant role in twisted bilayer graphene, where it has
been shown that the quantum-geometric contribution to
the superfluid weight is key at the magic angle [26–29].
Moreover, it has recently been argued that the quantum-

geometric contribution to superfluid weight it TBG can
be probed in experiment with the ultraclean samples [30].
However, other anomalies in the topological flat bands,—
such as e.g. giant thermoelectric power at the magic
angle [12]—remain to be revisited from the quantum ge-
ometric perspective as well.

In this direction, recent classification of perfectly flat
bands [31] presents a handy framework as it allows to
bridge the properties of Wannier orbitals, their quantum
geometry, and band flatness limits. If we allow perfect
band flatness, the quantum metrics of dispersionless elec-
tronic bands saturates the ”trace condition”

TrGij(k) = |Fxy(k)|. (2)

However, the nontrivial quantum geometry comes at cost
that the electronic Wannier orbitals will have a finite and
large cross-section [32]. In case of perfectly flat Chern
bands (2), the Wannier orbital crossection r2

0 experiences
Lifshitz-Onsager-like quantization [31], with

r2
0 = a2

∫
dkTrGij(k) = a2

∫
d2kFxy(k) = Ca2. (3)

In other words, the dispersionless electronic states are
spread over the atomic lattice, overlapping with C neigh-
boring electronic orbitals, hence allowing quantum tun-
neling even in the absence of kinetic terms (Fig.1). We
show that this phenomenon promotes the unconventional
quantum transport in dispersionless electronic bands.

In this work we bring to the common denominator dif-
ferent quantum transport properties (electric conductiv-
ity, quantized Hall effect, thermal conductivity, thermo-
electric response, and the superfluid weight), which for
the perfectly flat band systems can be expressed through
their multiorbital quantum metrics:

Lij =
∑
nm,k

Inm(k) ReGnmij (k) + Jnm(k) ImGnmij (k),

where Lij is a quantum transport characteristic, and
Gnmij (k) ≡ 〈∂kiunk|umk〉〈umk|∂kjunk〉 is the general-
ized quantum-geometric tensor (defined further in text),

ar
X

iv
:2

21
0.

00
35

1v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  1

 O
ct

 2
02

2



2

Nontrivial flat band

Trivial flat band

FIG. 1. (Top) In trivial flat bands, electrons are strongly lo-
calized (Wannier orbitals sharp) and electronic transport is
forbidden, the system is in the insulating phase. (Bottom) In
nontrivial flat bands (e.g. Chern bands), the Wannier orbitals
cannot be exponentially localized; electrons do not move in
the classical sense. Under application of external fields, elec-
trons tunnel between overlapping Wannier orbitals, resulting
into unconventional conductivity without electron velocities.

and Inm(k) and Jnm(k) are system-dependent struc-
tural tensors expressed through quasiparticle propaga-
tors. Note that neither the quasiparticle velocities nor
bandwidth enter this expression; this flat-band transport
is purely quantum, with its origin in Wannier functions
overlap (Fig.1).

Quantum transport formalism. In what follows
below we consider a weakly-dispersive Chern band, and
then set the bandwidth (and hence the Fermi veloc-
ity) to exact zero. The main result is illustrated for
the perfectly flat Chern bands, however it also applies
to all geometrically-nontrivial flat bands (Wannier func-
tion are not exponentially localized), thus including those
in twisted bilayer graphene and similar materials. For
the moment, we omit the explicit dependence on mag-
netic fields, however such generalization can be done.
Up to this moment, the derivation of polarization ten-
sor is rather conventional and can be obtained in several
ways. A disciplined way to derive it is through using the
current-current correlators in Matsubara framework [33].
The quantum transport properties are computed through
imaginary-time Matsubara correlators

Lαβij (τ, τ ′) = −1

~
〈Tτ Jαi (τ)Qβj (τ ′)〉, (4)

where Qα is the generalized ”charge” operator (we denote
α = 1 for electric charge, α′ = 2 for heat transfer), i, j =
x, y and Jα is the generalized current. For example, for
the electric current of charge e one writes [33]

J =
e

~
∑
k

c†k
∂Hk

∂k
ck. (5)

To calculate the response functions Lij , we introduced
the auxiliary current-current correlators

Παβ
ij (τ) = −〈Tτ Jαi (τ)Jβj (0)〉, (6)

so in the frequency representation one has Lij(iωn) =
1
iωn

[Πij(iωn)−Πij(0)] . To calculate the transport prop-

erties (such as conductance σij = L11
ij ), we further pro-

ceed to analytical continuation of Tij(iωn) and then take
the DC limit:

Lαβij ≡ lim
ω→0

Παβ
ij (ω)−Παβ

ij (0)

iω
. (7)

The Onsager coefficients Lαβij fully describe the trans-
port properties of an electronic system. Experimentally,
the transport measurements across the sample are per-
formed by Ie = L11∆V +L12∆T (electric measurement)
and Ih = L21∆V + L22∆T (heat measurement) [34, 35].
We further compute the electric conductivity σij = L11,
thermal conductivity κij = β(L22−L2

12/TL11), and ther-

moelectric response (Seebeck coefficient Θ = β
L 12

/L11) in
the dispersionless electronic bands (here β=1/T ; e is in-
cluded in definition of Eq.(5)). A similar response struc-
ture to vector potential A will imply the finite superfluid
weight DS in the dispersionless bands [19].

We start from the electric conductivity, for which we
calculate the electric polarization tensor Πij(ω) (we here
drop the superscripts αβ for brevity); for convenience,

below we use Πij(ω) = e2

~2 Π̃ij(ω). Evaluating the current-
current correlator (6) with (5) in Matsubara representa-
tion gives [36]

Π̃±ij(iω0) =
1

β

∑
k

∑
iω′

n

TrGk(iω′n)
∂Hk

∂ki
Gk(iω′n ± iω0)

∂Hk

∂kj
,

where Gk(iω′) is the Matsubara transform of the (renor-

malized) Green function Gk(τ, τ ′) = −〈Tτ c†k(τ)c)k(τ ′)〉,
where expectation value is taken over the interacting vac-
cum at temperature T . Here Matsubara frequencies iω′n
are fermionic and iω0 is bosonic.

The influence of the quantum-geometric tensor can be
demonstrated in the following way. The position operator
in the Bloch basis is [37]

r̂mn = i∂kδnm + 〈unk| i∂k umk〉. (8)

It follows that the generalized velocity operator in this
basis is given by

1

~
∂Hk

∂k
= ṙ = vnkδnm + ωnm,k 〈unk|∂kumk〉, (9)

where vnk = ∂εnk

∂~k is the quasiparticle velocity in the
band (”Fermi velocity”) and ~ωnm,k = εnk − εmk are
transition frequencies of the multiorbital system (the sec-
ond term is called ”anomalous velocity” [16]). With the
velocity operator (9), the polarization tensor (8) have
two terms: the first proportional to the Fermi velocities
O(v2

nk), and the second being independent of the band
dispersion itself. For illustrational purpose, it is useful to
write down the first contribution which has a generic form
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for the n-th band σ0 = e2

~
∑
n

∑
k
∂εnk

∂ki
∂εnk

∂ki
Sn(k) = 0.

The conventional longitudinal contribution vanishes ex-
actly since the electronic band is perfectly flat (witnessed
in zero Fermi velocity ∂kεnk≡0 in all the Brillouin zone).
This is where our conventional intuition comes to an
edge.

In contrast, by using Eqs.(7)-(9), we find that there is
a quantum-geometric contribution to the DC transport
even in the case of perfectly flat bands,

σij =
e2

~
∑
k

∑
nm

Inm(k) ReGnmij (k)

+Jnm(k) ImGnmij (k), (10)

where we have introduced the generalized geometric ten-
sor for multiorbital system

Gnmij (k) ≡ 〈∂kiunk|umk〉〈umk|∂kjunk〉; (11)

note that
∑
m 6=nG

nm
ij = G

(n)
ij , with G

(n)
ij given by formula

(1). The structural tensors Inm(k) and Jnm(k) are fully
determined by the quasiparticle propagators; they are
defined in the symmetrized form as (see SM [38])

Inm(k) = −2ω2
nm,k

+∞∫
−∞

dω

2π
f ′(ω) ImGRnk(ω)ImGRmk(ω),

Jnm(k) = 8ω2
nm,k

+∞∫∫
−∞

dωdω′

(2π)2

f(ω) ImGRnk(ω′)ImGRmk(ω)

(ω − ω′)2
,

with ωnm,k = εnk − εmk, and f(w) is the Fermi-Dirac
distribution function. Generically, the structural tensors
Inm and Jnm are non-zero, and depend on the nature
of quasiparticles in the system, described by causal (re-
tarded) propagators GRmk(ω). Formula (10) is working for
the many-body propagators with well-defined quasiparti-
cle poles; the quasiparticle energy bands εnk may or may
not have dispersion as such.

Absence of semiclassical analogues. The first
term in Eq.(10) is a quantum effect which has no
classical analogues; to our knowledge the longitudi-
nal conductance reminding Eq.(10) was obtained in the
clean limit by Resta [39]. The quasiparticle propagator
Zk/(ω − Σ(k, ω)) in the clean limit is characterized by
Σ(k, ω)→iδ, δ→0, hence Eq.(10) gives σxx(ω=0) ∝ δ,
which vanishes for small δ as expected (see Fig. 2b).
From another perspective, the flat band quantum trans-
port (10) is determined by the quantum metrics of the
electronic bands Gnmij (k); since the Fubini-Study metrics
is inherently related to the uncertainty principle [40, 41],
the longitudinal (σxx) term in (10) has no classical ana-
logues for the ”Drude” electrons. The transverse (xy)
term in (10) neither represents the classical case, as it
give rise to the quantized Hall conductance, and is con-
nected to TKNN invariant [42]. To illustrate this, we
consider a simple model with flat Chern bands below.

Quantum Hall effect. In this key example we focus
on the transverse response associated with the perfectly
flat Chern bands. The transverse (Hall) conductivity de-
termined through quasiparticle propagators is given by
Eq. (10) at T = 0 as

σxy =
8e2

~
∑
k

∑
nm

′
+∞∫∫
−∞

dωdω′

(2π)2

ImGRnk(ω′)ImGRmk(ω)

(ω − ω′)2

×ω2
nm,k ImGnmxy (k); (12)

the summation index n runs over the occupied bands
(below Fermi level εF ). In the limit when the quasi-
particles are well-defined, one may use ImGRnk(ω) =
δnk/[(ω−ωnk+iδnk)(ω−ωnk−iδnk)], the expression (12)
contains integrands with pole singularities and we can
resort to residue theorem to evaluate integrals for arib-
trary δnk, δmk (see SM [38]). By choosing an appropri-

ate contour, we obtain
∫∫ +∞
−∞

ImGR
nk(ω′)ImGR

mk(ω)
(ω−ω′)2 dωdω′ '

π2[ωnk − ωmk]−2
[
1 +O(δ2)

]
≈ π2/ω2

nm,k. Using this
expression for formula (12), in the limit of well-resolved
energy bands (δnk, δmk � ∆, where ∆ is the band gap),
we obtain the established quantum Hall conductance

σxy =
e2

~
∑
n

′ ∑
k

F (n)
xy (k) =

e2

h

∑
n

′
Cn. (13)

where F (n)
xy is the Berry curvature of the n-th band. Thus

we obtain the quantum Hall conductance in the form of
TKNN invariant [42]. Note that the quantized nature
of (12) holds in the presence of moderate interactions,
provided the renormalized propagators have well-defined
quasiparticle poles. Note also, that when the Fermi level
is within the flat band, we obtain anomalous Hall con-
tributions similar to Refs. [16, 43]. Importantly, formula
(12) provides means of calculation for quantum Hall re-
sponse in perfectly flat bands in the case when the mo-
mentum dispersion of the effective Hamiltonian H(k) is
not defined and conventional minimal coupling to mag-
netic vector potential as in approach [42] is not applica-
ble.

Longitudinal conductance. For storytelling, con-
sider the Haldane model [44] on NN and NNN hoppings
(Λ = 2),

H0 =
∑
i

t0c
†
i ci +

∑
〈ij〉

tNN
ij c†i c

†
j +

∑
〈〈ij〉〉

tNNN
ij c†i c

†
j , (14)

where we fix tNN
ij as real and tNNN

ij =t′eiΦij . Clearly, for
Φij=±π/2, the spectrum becomes particle-hole symmet-
ric [44]. This yields upon transformation (1) two pe-
fectly flat bands positioned at E=±E0 [31]. The result-
ing Hflat

0 becomes nonlocal (Λ′=∞), though it is possible
to truncate it and make the band arbitrary flat by choos-
ing a corresponding truncation Λ′ and minimizing band-
width (Refs.[15, 31]). Hence by allowing further hop-
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FIG. 2. Longitudinal electronic transport in topological flat bands. (a) Schematic of a two-level system with two
topological flat bands of C = ±1. (b) Longitudinal conductance as function of level broadening calculated here for the band
gap ∆ = 0.5 meV and temperature T=∆ (≈ 6 K); here δ1,2≡δ. (c) Longitudinal conductance as function of temperature,
calculated at ∆ = 0.5 meV, δ1,2=0.01 meV. (d,e) Inverse longitudinal conductance (for the same parameters) shows T-linear
scaling both for high temperatures (T�∆) and low temperatures (T�∆); T -slopes in different regimes (d) and (e) are slightly
different.

ping terms to (14), this model features two dispersion-
less Chern bands with C = ±1. By using the flat band
Green’s function matrix 1/(ω − Hflat

0 ) and introducing
level broadening iδ, we use Eq. (10) to calculate σxx.

The longitudinal conductance σxx of the flat bands
has an unconventional temperature dependence: We find
that quite generically the σxx conductance has inverse
temperature scaling (Fig. 2)

σxx(T ) ∝
∑

k TrGij(k)

T
∼ 1

T
, (15)

reminiscent of strange metal phases. The quantity in
nominator is in order of O(1) (for a perfectly flat Chern
band, it is proportional to |C| of the flat band). This T−1

scaling is quite universal, and while the particular num-
bers depend on the values of δ (Fig. 2a), the σ−1

xx ∼ T
scaling is seen both for high temperatures (T�∆) and
high temperatures (T�∆), (Figs. 3d-e). Note however
that the overall slope is slightly different for high tem-
perature and low temperature limits.

Thermal and thermoelectric response. We fur-
ther report that the thermoelectric and thermal response
also have geometric contributions as well. In particular,
the longitudinal thermal conductance is

κxx =
1

T

∑
nm,k

I(2)
nm(k) ReGnmij (k)

− 1

T

[
∑
nm,k I

(1)
nm(k) ReGnmij (k)]2

[
∑
nm,k I

(0)
nm(k) ReGnmij (k)]

, (16)

and thermoelectric power is

Θxx =
β

e

∑
nm,k I

(1)
nm(k) ReGnmij (k)∑

nm,k I
(0)
nm(k) ReGnmij (k)

, (17)

where we have introduced transport tensors

I(α)
nm(k) = −2ω2

nm,k

∫
dω

2π
ωαf ′(ω) ImGnk(ω)ImGmk(ω).

For numerical purposes, we operate with the same flat
band model as discussed below Eq. (14), containing
two flat Chern bands of band gap ∆ and generic level
broadening δ1, δ2 (Fig. 3a). The thermopower is fur-
ther calculated via (17) and the dimensional units (kB , ~)
are restored. We plot the temperature dependence of
thermopower for representative parameters parameters
δ1,2 � ∆ in Fig. 3 (additional plos with different pa-
rameters are listed in SM [38]). The first observation is
that the thermopower at the fixed temperature T ∼ ∆
is nearly independent of δ (Fig. 2b), and thus presents
a robust quantum transport observable (in this regard,
see also [45] for thermopower in the SYK flat band).
This is in contrast to the flat band conductance (Fig.
2), for which we have found σxx ∝ δ, and hence being
parameter-dependent. The second observation, is that
the thermopower is non-monotonic: it starts nearly lin-
ear at low T, but develops a large local maximum Θ∗,
placed at T∗ ∼ ∆. The local maximum presents a ”giant”
thermopower ∼ 50− 60 µV/K, unexpected for a narrow
Bloch band [12]. Above T∗ ∼ ∆, the thermopower drops
to significantly lower values.

In the limit when the level broadening is much smaller
than the bandgap, the thermopower associated with dis-
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FIG. 3. Anomalous thermoelectricity of topological
flat bands. (a) Schematic of a two-level system with two
topological flat bands of C = ±1. (b) Thermoelectric power
Θ as function of level broadening calculated here for the band
gap ∆ = 0.5 meV and temperature T=∆ (≈ 6 K); here δ1,2≡δ.
(c) Thermoelectric power as a function of temperature, plot-
ted here for ∆=0.5 meV and δ1,2=0.01. Thermopower de-
velops here a pronounced peak at T∗≈∆/2, reaching for some

parameters the quantum unit of thermopower kB
e

ln 2. Similar
values have been reported for the magic-angle twisted bilayer
graphene [12], where the system features narrow topological
bands.

persionless electronic bands with nontrivial quantum ge-
ometry has a bound on local thermopower maximum as

Θ∗ '
kB
e

ln 2. (18)

Even a deeper analogy stems here to another case of
topological flat bands: in Landau levels [46, 47] the
value of kB

e ln 2 ≈ 60µV/K sets the quantum unit for
thermopower [48]. As thermopower reflects entropy per
quasiparticle, the quantum unit kB

e ln 2 reflects fermionic
entropy of kB ln 2 per electron [49, 50], even that there is
formally no Planck constant in Eq. (18).

Discussion. In the absence of magnetic fields, ther-
mopower in graphene-based systems remains relatively
low (� kB/e) unless thermally excited to room temper-
atures [51, 52]. In this regard, observation of ”giant”
thermopower ∼ kB/e in the flat bands of magic-angle
twisted bilayer graphene [12] was unexpected, not cap-
tured by conventional theory, and hence attributed to
various interaction effects. However, we remark that two
slightly gapped flat bands in TBG at the magic angle can
be approximated with Landau level wave functions [5].
Therefore the estimates drawn in this paper for flat band
thermopower should qualitatively hold for TBG as well.
In particular, the observed large values of thermopower
in experiments [12] are consistent with flat bands ther-
mopower kB

e ln 2 (and taking into account the number of
flat-band electrons per moiré cell). Moreover, the tem-
perature dependence of thermopower in TBG (Fig.3c in

[12]) is consistent with temperature dependence stem-
ming from quantum geometry (Fig.3).

It is interesting that the superconductivity in perfectly
flat Chern bands [18, 19] takes origin from the nontriv-
ial quantum metrics. In fact, the superfluid weight DS

(defined as a response to external vector potential A,
ji = −(DS)ijAj) has a similar linear response structure
through current-current correlators [19], with a difference
that k → 0, ω → 0 limits should be taken carefully. In
this case, one finds

DS ∼ ∆S

∑
k

ReGii(k), (19)

where ∆S is the superfluid gap associated with
Bogoliubov-de-Gennes model and its variations [18, 19,
53]. After a relevant analysis, the result (19) has been
applied to twisted bilayer graphene, see Refs.[26–29, 54]
and Ref.[30], where the quantum geometric contribution

to superfluid weight, and hence the TBKT ∼ ~2

e2DS(T=0)
[55], is argued to be significant (typically, this mechanism
gives TBKT ∼ 1 K in TBG). As a final remark, there is
an observation that the slope of linear-in-T resistivity in
strange metals happens to correlate with the values of
superfluid weight (see e.g. Fig. 4 in the recent review by
Phillips and colleagues [56]); in the quantum transport
formalism in flat bands, this feature may take place from
nontrivial

∑
k ReGij(k).

Conclusion. In this work, we have extended the
quantum transport formalism for the dispersionless elec-
tronic bands. Since the Fermi velocities nullify in the
perfectly flat bands, the conventional contribution to
transport coefficients vanishes. Nevertheless, the flat
bands develop an unconventional contribution to trans-
port (10), which sources from nontrivial quantum met-
rics of these electronic states (1). This contribution leads
to enhanced thermoelectricity (18) and superconductiv-
ity (19) in the flat band. The origin of these quantum
phenomena roots to the Wannier orbital quantization of
the topological flat band states: The Wannier orbital
cross-section is quantized in Chern numbers, r2

0 = Ca2.
This leads to the spatial overlap of real-space electronic
orbitals (Fig.1), and allows quantum tunneling under ex-
ternal fields, as witnessed in the purely quantum con-
tributions to electric conductivity, thermal conductivity,
thermoelectric response, and the superfluid weight. It
will be interesting to extend this formalism towards the
topological flat-band systems with SYK interactions [57].
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Bernevig, and P. Törmä, Physical Review B 106, 014518
(2022).

[20] Y. Gao and D. Xiao, Physical Review Letters 122,
227402 (2019).

[21] M. F. Lapa and T. L. Hughes, Physical Review B 99,
121111 (2019).

[22] V. Kozii, A. Avdoshkin, S. Zhong, and J. E. Moore,
Physical Review Letters 126, 156602 (2021).

[23] J. Mitscherling and T. Holder, Physical Review B 105,
085154 (2022).

[24] J. Ahn, G.-Y. Guo, N. Nagaosa, and A. Vishwanath,
Nature Physics 18, 290 (2022).

[25] W. Chen and W. Huang, Physical Review Research 3,
L042018 (2021).

[26] X. Hu, T. Hyart, D. I. Pikulin, and E. Rossi, Physical
Review Letters 123, 237002 (2019).

[27] T. Hazra, N. Verma, and M. Randeria, Physical Review
X 9, 031049 (2019).

[28] A. Julku, T. J. Peltonen, L. Liang, T. T. Heikkilä, and
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