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Recent experimental study unveiled highly unconventional phenomena in the superconducting twisted bilayer
graphene (TBG) with ultra flat bands, which cannot be described by the conventional BCS theory. For example,
given the small Fermi velocity of the flat bands, the predicted superconducting coherence length accordingly to
BCS theory is more than 20 times shorter than the measured values. A new theory is needed to understand many
of the unconventional properties of flat band superconductors. In this work, we establish a Ginzburg-Landau
(GL) theory from a microscopic flat band Hamiltonian. The GL theory shows how the properties of the physical
quantities such as the critical temperature, the superconducting coherence length, the upper critical field and
the superfluid density are governed by the quantum metric of the Bloch states. One key conclusion is that
the superconducting coherence length is not determined by the Fermi velocity but by the size of the optimally
localized Wannier functions which is limited by quantum metric. Applying the theory to TBG, we calculated
the superconducting coherence length and the upper critical fields. The results match the experimental ones well
without fine tuning of parameters. The established GL theory provides a new and general theoretical framework
for understanding flat band superconductors with quantum metric.

Introduction.— Our understanding of quantum states of
matter has been greatly deepened by the study of the geo-
metric properties of Bloch states in crystals. Specifically, the
imaginary and real parts of the quantum geometric tensor of
Bloch states, which are the Berry curvature and the quan-
tum metric respectively, greatly influence the properties of the
quantum state [1, 2]. The Berry curvature arises from the
phase difference between two neighboring Bloch states and
characterizes the band topology of states such as the quantum
Hall and the Chern insulating states [2–9]. On the other hand,
the quantum metric measures the distance between two adja-
cent Bloch states [10, 11]. It describes the wave function ex-
tension and quantifies the level of obstructions of an exponen-
tially localized Wannier basis [2]. The quantum metric prop-
erty is important for the formation of fractional quantum Hall
and fractional Chern insulating states [13–19]. More recent
studies have shown the fundamental roles of quantum metric
in various physical phenomena, including quantum transport
and electromagnetic responses [20–28], superfluidity and su-
perconductivity in flat bands [3, 30–43], and quantum phase
transitions [44–48]. In particular, the effect of quantum metric
on the properties of moiré materials has attracted much atten-
tion in recent years [16, 17, 49–52, 55–62].

The quantum metric effect on superconductivity in flat band
systems with vanishing Fermi velocity vF is particularly inter-
esting. On one hand, according to BCS theory, a large pairing
gap ∆ and a high critical temperature Tc are expected due
to the large density of states of flat bands. Moreover, the re-
lation ξ = ℏvF

∆ seemingly implies a vanishing short coher-
ence length ξ such that electrons are tightly bound to form
Cooper pairs. These BCS relations point to a very robust su-
perconducting state in flat band superconductors. On the other
hand, the diverging effective mass implies a vanishing super-
fluid weight Ds as Ds∝ 1/m∗→ 0. This implies the absence
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of supercurrents and the absence of Meissner effect which de-
fine superconductivity. Recently, Peotta and Törmä [3] shed
light on the problem by pointing out that a supercurrent is in-
deed achievable and the superfluid weight is proportional to
the quantum metric for the flat bands [3, 30, 39].

Very recently, the superconducting properties of twisted bi-
layer graphene (TBG) with an extremely low Fermi velocity
of vF ≈ 1, 000m/s were studied experimentally. It was shown
that many of the superconducting properties deviate greatly
from the conventional BCS predictions [13]. For example, the
coherence length is estimated to be around 2.6nm according
to the BCS relation ξ = ℏvF

∆ , which is much shorter than
the estimated value of 55nm (at optimal doping) according to
the upper critical measurements. Due to the large effective
mass of the electrons, it is also expected that the superfluid
stiffness, which is proportional 1

m∗ , is low. The Berezinskii-
Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) transition temperature is estimated
to be about 0.05K which is much lower than the measured
Tc = 2.2K at optimal doping. In short, BCS relations which
connect physical quantities with vF or m∗ failed to provide a
proper description of superconductivity in TBG. A new theory
is needed to understand flat band superconductivity.

In this work, we develop the Ginzburg-Landau (GL) theory
of flat band superconductors by incorporating the quantum
geometric properties of the Bloch electrons. Besides repro-
ducing previous results concerning the BKT transition tem-
perature [3] and the superfluid weight [3], the GL theory al-
lows us to determine the coherence length and the upper crit-
ical field and their dependence on the quantum metric. The
results are summarized in Table. I. Applying our theory to
TBG with a small Fermi velocity, we estimated the coherence
length, and the upper critical field which match the experi-
mental measurements very well without the fine tuning of pa-
rameters as shown in Table. I and Fig. 1. A striking result
concerning ξ is that it is independent of interaction strength at
zero temperature and purely determined by the quantum met-
ric effect (See also Eq. (21)). Contrary to the conventional
understanding that a stronger interaction will bind electrons
closer together to reduce the Cooper pair size (which is mea-
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TABLE I. Comparison between the BCS theory and the GL theory
of flat band superconductors. The results for the superfluid weight
Ds at temperature T , superconducting transition temperature Tc, su-
perconducting coherence length ξ, and upper critical field Hc2 are
summerized. The quantum metric γab

2 is defined in Eq. (11) and γ̄ab
2

is averaged over the Brillouin zone as in Eq. (16). Here ∆0(T ) de-
notes the mean-field order parameter at temperature T , TMF denotes
the mean field critical temperature determined by Eq. (6), Auc is the
area of a unit cell and Φ0 = hc/2e is the flux quantum. For a BCS
superconductor, ns is the superfluid density. The experimental val-
ues are adopted from Ref. 13.

BCS Flatband TBG(Exp.) Theory

Ds
ns

m
2g∆0(T )

Auc

√
det(γ̄ab2 )

Tc 1.75−1g∆0
πg∆0(TBKT)

8Auc

√
det(γ̄ab2 ) 2.2K 1.6K

ξ ℏvF
g∆0

√
TMF

|T−TMF| [det(γ̄
ab
2 )]

1
4 55nm 35nm

Hc2 2π( Tc

vF
)2 |T−TMF|

TMF

Φ0

2π
√

det(γ̄ab
2 )

0.10T 0.26T

sured by ξ), the quantum metric limits the size of the Cooper
pairs. The Cooper pair size cannot be smaller than the size of
optimally localized Wannier functions [2] constructed by the
Bloch states. In the case of TBG, the quantum metric limits ξ
to be tens of nanometers as observed in the experiment [13].

In the following, we first derive the GL free energy which
incorporates the quantum geometry effects of Bloch electrons.
Second, the superfluid weight, the upper critical field and the
superconducting coherence length are derived. Finally, we ap-
ply the GL theory to explain the unconventional behaviors of
superconducting TBG.

The Ginzburg-Landau Free Energy.— We start with a
model Hamiltonian H = H0 +Hint defined on a lattice con-
taining N sites. It is assumed that H0 possesses an isolated
flat band at the Fermi energy. In general, the flat band has
Bloch states which take the form e−ik·rgkξ(α), where α in-
dexes the orbital degrees of freedom. Even though the band
is completely flat, there can be nontrivial quantum geometry
effects encoded by gkξ(α). An example of a nontrivial flat
band is a band with a none zero Chern number for which it is
not possible to find a complete set of exponentially localized
Wannier basis [2]. The occurrence of a superconducting phase
is associated with the presence of an attractive interaction in a
d-spatial dimensions,

Hint = −g
∫
dra†+(r)a

†
−(r)a−(r)a+(r) , (1)

with aξ(r) as the electron annihilation operator carrying two
flavors ξ = ±. To resolve the role of quantum geometry with
interactions, we project the electron operators to the Bloch
electrons of the targeted flat band

aξ(r) →
1√
N

∑
q

eiq·rg∗qξ(α)cqξ , (2)

where cqξ annihilates an electron with momentum q over the
first Brillouin on the targeted band and α represents other

quantum numbers of the Bloch state. The expansion in
Eq. (2) projects out other bands while gkξ encodes the quan-
tum geometry effect [64, 65]. We proceed with the Hubbard-
Stratonovich transformation by introducing a bosonic field
∆(r),

∆(r) = a−(r)a+(r) , (3)

Then, the Lagrangian density L is obtained through the path
integral approach (see Supplementary Materials(SM) [66])
such that

L =(−iω − µ)(c̄k,+ck,+ + c̄k,−ck,−)

− g
∑
q

[Γ(q,k)∆(k)c̄q+ k
2 ,+

c̄−q+ k
2 ,−

+ h.c.], (4)

where cq,ξ denotes the Grassmann fields, µ is the chemical
potential and ∆(k) ≡

∑
r ∆(r)eik·r is the Fourier compo-

nent of the bosonic field ∆(r). The projection in Eq. (2)
introduces the form factor Γ(q,k) that modifies the cou-
pling constant g. The form factor is defined as Γ(q,k) ≡∑
α g−q+k/2,+(α)gq+k/2,−(α), and it plays a crucial role in

the context of superconductivity. Formally, the GL free en-
ergy F [∆] is obtained by integrating out the fermion fields at
a finite temperature T such that,

F [∆] =
∑
k

g∆̄(k)∆(k)−T ln

∫
D[c, c̄]e−

∫ β
0
dτ

∑
q L . (5)

To calculate F [∆], we perform an expansion ∆(k) =
∆0δk,0+δ∆(k) around the extremum of F [∆]. Here, ∆0 rep-
resents the mean-field value at temperature T , while δ∆(k)
represents the fluctuations of the order parameter. By mini-
mizing the GL free energy ∂F [∆]

∂∆0
= ∂F [∆]

∂∆̄0
= 0, the mean

field order parameter ∆0 can be determined from the self-
consistent gap equation

1 =
1

N

∑
q

g|Γ(q)|2

2ϵ(q)
tanh

βϵ(q)

2
, (6)

where ϵ(q) =

√
|gΓ(q)∆0|2 + µ2 denotes the dispersion of

Bogoliubov quasiparticles. In the presence of time-reversal
symmetry g−k,− = g∗k,+, Γ(q) = 1 and under a uniform
ansatz ∆(r) = ∆0, from Eq. (6) one may extract a relation
g∆0/TMF = 2 at half-filling with TMF as the critical temper-
ature and g∆0 as the paring gap (see SM [66]), which is larger
than the ratio (∼ 1.7) from a conventional BCS theory.

Going beyond mean field and include the fluctuations, we
have F [∆] = F0 + F2 +O(|δ∆|4) up to the second order of
δ∆(k). In particular, F0 recovers the grand potential

F0 =
∑
k

[
g|∆0|2 − 2 ln(1 + e−βϵ(k)) + ϵ(k)

]
. (7)

The second order F2 ≡
∑

k L[δ∆] describes the Gaussian
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fluctuations with

L[δ∆] =
[
g − g2χ(k)

]
δ∆̄(k)δ∆(k) , (8)

where χ(k) is the four-point correlation function,

χ(k) ≡ 1

N

∑
q

|Γ(q,k)|2[G(q + k/2)G(−q + k/2)

+ F(q + k/2)F(−q + k/2)] , (9)

with Gor’kov’s normal and anomalous Green functions G(q)
and F(q) (q = (q, ω)) (see SM [66]). In contrast to conven-
tional superconductors, the Bloch wavefunctions play a signif-
icant role in both the effective interaction and the quasiparticle
dispersion. The prefactor |Γ(q,k)|2 in Eq. (9) highlights the
importance of the wavefunctions of the Bloch wavefunctions.
The significance of |Γ(q,k)|2 is that, the pairing strength of
a finite momentum Cooper pair is weighed by Γ(q,k), such
that χ(k) is k-dependent. This generates a finite superfluid
weight to account for the Meissner effect, even though the ef-
fective mass of electrons diverges for a completely flat band.
As we show below, the form factor encodes the quantum met-
ric effects.

Superfluid weight, BKT transition and quantum metric.—
In general, the form factor can be expanded as a function of k
up to the second order:

|Γ(q,k)|2 = γ0(q)−
∑
ab

γab2 (q)kakb, (10)

where the absence of a linear term is due to the stability of the
mean-field ansatz.

For the time-reversal invariant system where gq,+ =
g∗−q,− ≡ gq, γ0(q) becomes the inner product γ0(q) ≡
|⟨gq|gq⟩|2 = 1 and γ2(q) is the Fubini-Study metric [1, 67]
with components

γab2 (q) ≡ Re⟨∂qa
gq|(1− |gq⟩⟨gq|)|∂qb

gq⟩, (11)

which measures the Bures distance between two quantum
states. The quantum metric γab2 (q) characterizes how the
Bloch states interfere with each other. The appearance of the
quantum metric in Eq. (9) and Eq. (10) clearly illustrates the
crucial role of the quantum geometric effect in determining
superconductivity fluctuations. In contrast, this effect is not
evident at the mean-field level, as demonstrated by Eq. (7).
After integrating out the Matsubara frequency along with the
expansion in Eq. (10), we have χ(k) = χ0 − 1

8

∑
ab χ

ab
2 kakb,

with the explicit form as

χ0 =
1

N

∑
q

γ0(q)

2

1

ϵ(q)
, (12)

χab2 =
2g2∆2

0

N

∑
q

tanh
(
βϵ(q)

2

)
ϵ(q)

γab2 (q). (13)

Thus in the continuum limit F2 =
∫
ddrL[δ∆], we reach an

effective theory L[δ∆]

L[δ∆] =
1

8

∑
ab

Dabs ∂aδ∆̄∂bδ∆. (14)

The presence of the factor Dabs ≡ A−1
uc χ

ab
s , with Auc being

area of the unit cell, which depends on γab2 (q), indicates that
the dynamics of the fluctuation of the order parameter is gov-
erned by the quantum geometry. The superfluid weight is
measured by the factor γab2 (q). Conversely, in the absence
of quantum geometry (γab2 = 0), as indicated by Dabs = 0
in Eq. (14), there will be no fluctuations. Examine the phase
fluctuations δ∆(r) = ∆0e

2iθ(r) − ∆0 ≃ 2iθ(r)∆0 (and ig-
nore the amplitude fluctuations), and we obtain the effective
Lagrangian

L[θ] = 1

2

∑
ab

Dabs ∂aθ∂bθ , (15)

and the supercurrent jb =
∑
aD

ab
s ∂aθ. We can now deter-

mine the BKT transition temperature TBKT = π
√
detDabs /8

[68], by identifying the factor Dabs in Eq. (13) as the intrinsic
superfluid weight, which is consistent with previous studies
[3, 30, 39]. Basically, the order parameter ∆0 depends on tem-
perature T , and thus TBKT should be solved self-consistently.
For an isotropic superconductor with a flat Bogoliubov quasi-

particle band, a simple relation TBKT/g∆0 =
π
√

detγ̄ab
2

8Auc
holds

around filling µ = 0, where the average of the quantum metric
over the Brillouin zone is:

γ̄ab2 =
1

N

∑
q

γab2 (q). (16)

Interesting, when the γ̄ab2 is tuned to be sufficiently large,
TBKT will approaches to TMF that is obtained from Eq. (6)
(see SM [66]). It is important to emphasize that in conven-
tional superconductors, Ds = ns/m

∗ with ns being the super-
fluid density at temperature T , such that TBKT = πns/(8m

∗)
which goes to zero for flat bands.

Upper critical field Hc2.— Another important physical
quantity of a superconductor is the (orbital) upper critical
field which is expected to be infinite according to BCS the-
ory for a flat band. As the mean-field order parameter is sup-
pressed by vortex excitations around Hc2, we can derive the
GL free energy from Eq. (5) by assuming a vanishing mean
field, ∆0 = 0. An effective Lagrangian can be obtained after
integrating out the fermion field, and for an isotropic system,
we have in the continuum limit F2 =

∫
ddrL[δ∆],

L[δ∆]=
1

2m∗ |∇δ∆|2 + a(T )|δ∆|2 +O(|δ∆|4), (17)
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FIG. 1. (a) The band structure and distribution of the quantum
metric

√
det(γab

2 ), as shown in Eq. (11), over the moiré BZ in a
TBG. The quantum metric diverges at the two Dirac points at K and
K′, while it significantly contributes at Γ. (b) The superconduct-
ing coherence length ξ as a function of chemical potential µ in the
low-temperature limit. Initially, as doping moves away from µ =
−0.1meV, ξ decreases, but it then increases around µ = −0.3meV.
Our calculations use a temperature of β = 200meV−1, and we only
display one spin-valley species for simplification.

with

1

2m∗ =
βg2ν̄

4Auc

√
det(γ̄ab2 ), (18)

a(T ) =
4g − g2βν̄γ̄0

4Auc
, (19)

where γ̄0 = 1
N

∑
q γ0(q) and ν̄ = 2(1−2ν)

ln(ν−1−1) with ν being
the filling factor. Hereafter, we focus on a system of time
reversal symmetry to simply have γ̄0 = 1. We discover that
the quantum metric

√
det(γ̄ab2 ) gives rise to a finite effective

mass of Cooper pairs, whereas the change in sign of a(T )
gives rise to the mean field critical temperature TMF = g ν̄4 .
The magnetic field can be included in the free energy by the
minimal coupling −i∇ → −i∇+2eA in Eq. (17). Then, the
upper critical field Hc2 can be determined using the standard
GL approach [1] and we have:

Hc2 =
Φ0

2π
√
det(γ̄ab2 )

|T − TMF|
TMF

. (20)

where Φ0 = hc/2e is a flux quantum. It is clear that
a finite average quantum metric γ̄ab2 gives rise to a finite
Hc2. From the inequality,

√
det γab2 (k) ≥ 1

2 |TrB(k)| for

two dimensional systems [1, 3], we have
√
det(γ̄ab2 ) ≥

1/N
∑

q

√
det(γab2 ) ≥ 1/N

∑
q

1
2 |TrB(k)| ≥ Auc

|C|
2π ,

where B(k) is the Berry curvature and C is the Chern num-
ber. This leads to two important observations. First, the upper
critical field Hc2 is bound by Hc2 ≤ Φ0

Auc|C|
|T−TMF|
TMF

for a
topological band. Second, even for a topological trivial band,
as long as the Berry curvature is locally finite, the quantum ge-
ometry is relevant and is bounded by the averaged |TrB(k)|.
Moreover, using the condition Hc2ξ

2 = Φ0/2π, we find that
the superconducting coherence length to be :

ξ =

√
TMF

|T − TMF|
[det(γ̄ab2 )]

1
4 . (21)

As expected, the expression of ξ is dramatically different from
the BCS relation ξ = ℏvF

∆ which vanishes as vF goes to zero.
It is important to note that at zero temperature, the coherence
length is reduced to ξ(T = 0) = [det(γ̄ab2 )]

1
4 which is the size

of optimally localized wannier functions constructed from the
Bloch states of the flat band [2, 3] (also see SM [66]). This
is a very interesting result that ξ is the shortest at T = 0 and
independent of the interaction strength g. It means that the
minimal Cooper pair size is purely determined by the quan-
tum metric and a stronger interaction cannot bound the elec-
trons closer to each other. When temperature increases, the
interaction energy is incorporated into TMF and affects ξ.

Application to TBG— Recently, superconductivity was ob-
served in TBG with extremely small vF , estimated to be
around 1, 000m/s. In this section, we employ the GL theory
developed above to explain the observed superconducting co-
herence length which is about 20 times larger than the one
estimated from BCS theory.

As shown in Eq. (21), to calculate the coherence length ξ
at zero temperature, we calculate the quantum metric of the
Bloch states of the flat bands using the Bistrizer-Macdonald
model to describe the moiré band structure of TBG near the
magic angle [14]. The details of the model is given in the
SM [66]. In Fig. 1(a), the band structure at twisted angle θ =
1.08◦ is shown and the bandwidth is extremely narrow which
is on the order of 1meV. For simplicity, only the moiré bands
originated from one valley is shown.

It is clear that the valence (solid line) and the conduction
(dashed line) bands touch at the Dirac points at K and K′ of
the moiré Brillouin zone. Here, the energy at the Dirac points
is set to have chemical potential µ = 0, corresponding to
the filling factor of ν = 0. To model the superconducting
phase, we assume a simple singlet pairing potential [16, 17]
Hint = −g

∫
d2r

∑
ℓξ ψ

†
↑ρ,ℓξ(r)ψ

†
↓ρ̄,ℓξ(r)ψ↓ρ̄,ℓξ(r)ψ↑ρ,ℓξ(r)

with the valley indices ρ = ±, sublattices ξ = A,B, and
layer ℓ, while ignoring other correlation effects induced by
interactions between electrons [49, 71]. Here ψσρ,ℓξ denotes
the Fermion operators in the continuum limit. It is important
to note that the pairing needs not be in this form in TBG but
we focus on the quantum metric effect here regardless of the
details of the pairing.

We can determine the superconducting coherence length
within the GL theory using Eq. (21). At the low temperature
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limit β → ∞, the coherence length originating from quan-
tum metric is essentially determined by the quantum metric
ξ = [(detγ̄ab2 )]1/4, which is independent of the pairing cou-
pling g. The quantum metric as a function of momentum is
shown in Fig. 1(a). It is interesting to note that the quan-
tum metric diverges around the two Dirac points and takes
a relatively large value at Γ. When evaluating the coherence
length ξ, we take into account the finite bandwidth of TBG
in Eq. (9) and the details are shown in SM [66]. Fig. 1(b)
shows the variation of ξ with different chemical potentials µ
which is relevant to the experimental regime where the fill-
ing factor is below −1/2 at µ = −0.12meV. In the regime
−0.28meV < µ < −0.2meV, we see a decrease and then
increase of ξ as the chemical potential lowers. The increase
of ξ at lower chemical potential is due to the increase of quan-
tum metric near the Γ-point of the model. Amazingly, similar
ξ dependence on the chemical potential was observed in the
experiment [13]. Without fine tuning of parameters, we ob-
tained ξ ≈ 30nm at zero temperature which is comparable
with the experimental values of about 55nm. The estimated
Hc2 are also plotted in Fig. 1(b). The optimal Hc2 ∼ 0.26T
which is comparable with the experimental value of 0.1T. It
is important to note that the deviation of the theoretical results
at T = 0 from the experimental results can be due to the finite

temperature effects which increase ξ and reduce Hc2.
Conclusion.— We developed a GL theory for flat band su-

perconductors which includes the quantum metric effects. The
GL theory allows us to derive many of the important physical
quantities of superconductors in terms of the quantum metric
of the Bloch electrons as summerized in Table I. Importantly,
we found that the coherence length, which is expected to be
zero from conventional BCS theory, is finite for flat bands
with quantum metric. Physically, the size of the optimally lo-
calized Wannier funcions, which is governed by the quantum
metric, determines the superconducting coherence length at
zero temperature. By calculating the quantum metric of TBG,
we explained the coherence length dependence on the charge
density in the experiment. This GL theory provides a general
framework to understand the unconventional properties of flat
band superconductors with quantum metric.
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Supplemental Material for “Ginzburg-Landau theory of flat-band superconductors with quantum
metric”

Shuai A. Chen, K. T. Law

Appendix A: SM-I: Details on deriving the Free energy

We provide the derivation details of the GL theory, focusing on the isolated flatband system. Our starting point is the Hamil-
tonian H = H0 +Hint, where H0 represents the free part, and

Hint = −g
∫
dra†+(r)a

†
−(r)a−(r)a+(r) , (A1)

represents an attractive interaction. We define the isolated band limit for H0 as a situation where there exists a large band gap
W between the band around the Fermi energy and the other bands. Moreover, we require that the interaction part does not
significantly alter the band structure, which can be expressed as W ≫ |g|. For simplicity, we assume the ideal flatband limit.
We can obtain an effective Hamiltonian,

H0 = 0 , (A2)

in the low-energy limit. To handle the interaction, we introduce the Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS) transformation,

1 =

∫
D[∆, ∆̄]e−g

∫ β
0
dτ

∫
dr[∆(r)−a−(r)a+(r)][∆̄(r)−ā+(r)ā−(r)] , (A3)

where ā, a are the Grassmann fields. By employing the HS transformation, we obtain the path integral formulation,

Z = Tre−βHint =

∫
D[∆, ∆̄]e−

∫ β
0
dτ

∫
dr|∆(r)|2Z[∆, ∆̄] , (A4)

where

Z[∆, ∆̄] =

∫
D[c, c̄]e−

∫ β
0
dτ

∫
drL[a,ā,∆,∆̄] , (A5)

and

L[a, ā,∆, ∆̄] =(∂τ − µ)(ā+(r)a+(r) + ā−(r)a−(r))− g [∆(r)ā+(r)ā−(r) + h.c.] . (A6)

As highlighted in the main text, it is crucial to introduce a projection in Eq. (2) in the main text, or alternatively,

aξ(r) →
1

N

∑
q

eiq·rg∗qξ(α)cqξ , (A7)

to explicitly incorporate the Bloch wave, where α labels the internal degrees of freedom. Consequently, we obtain a projected
Lagrangian density L[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄]:

L[a, ā,∆, ∆̄] → L[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] , (A8)

where

L[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] =(∂τ − µ)(c̄q,+cq,+ + c̄q,−cq,−)−
∑
k

g[Γ(q,k)∆(k)c̄q+ k
2 ,+

c̄−q+ k
2 ,−

+ h.c.] . (A9)

The presence of the form factor gΓ(q,k) is crucial in describing the interaction between the bosonic field ∆ and the fermion
field c. Hence, we obtain the GL theory F = F [∆, ∆̄] using the formula:

Z ≡
∫

D[∆, ∆̄]e−βF [∆,∆̄] , (A10)
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or equivalently,

F [∆, ∆̄] =
∑
k

g|∆(k)|2 − T lnZ[∆, ∆̄]

=
∑
k

g|∆(k)|2 − T

∫
D[c, c̄]e−

∫ β
0
dτ

∫
drL[c,c̄,∆,∆̄] (A11)

=
∑
k

g|∆(k)|2 − T ln detG , (A12)

where G is the kernel when we arrange L[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] into a matrix form:

L[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] =
∑
q′q

[
c̄q′,+

c−q′,−

]
Gq′q

[
cq,+ c̄−q,−

]
. (A13)

The subsequent step involves expanding the determinant ln detG using standard procedures [1].

Here we alternatively employ the Gor’kov’s Green function approach. We first expand the bosonic field ∆(k) around the
extremum of the free energy as:

∆(k) = ∆0δk,0 + δ∆(k) , (A14)

where ∆0 represents the mean field solution and δ∆(k) represents the fluctuations. We assume ∆0 to be real with a proper
gauge choice. This decomposition splits the Lagrangian L[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] into two parts:

L[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] = L0 + Lint , (A15)

where L0 at the leading order reproduces the BCS mean field theory:

L0 =(∂τ − µ)(c̄q,+cq,+ + c̄q,−cq,−)− g[Γ(q)∆0c̄q,+c̄−q,− + h.c.] , (A16)

with

Γ(q) ≡ Γ(q,0) =
∑
α

g−q,+(α)gq,−(α) , (A17)

where Γ(q) ≡ Γ(q,0) =
∑
α g−q,+(α)gq,−(α) represents the interaction term. The interaction Lagrangian Lint characterizes

the coupling between fluctuations δ∆(k) and fermions c,

Lint = −g
∑
q

[Γ(q,k)δ∆(k)c̄q+ k
2 ,+

c̄−q+ k
2 ,−

+ h.c.] . (A18)

Accordingly, we can decompose the free energy F [∆, ∆̄] in terms of the fluctuations δ∆(k),

F [∆, ∆̄] = F0 + δF , (A19)

where F0 represents the mean-field contribution and δF accounts for the fluctuations. The expression for F0 is given by:

F0 =
∑
k

g|∆0|2 − T

∫
D[c, c̄]e−

∫ β
0
dτ

∑
k L0 , (A20)

δF =
∑
k

g|δ∆|2 − T

∫
D[c, c̄]e−

∫ β
0
dτ

∑
k L0

(
e−

∫ β
0
dτ

∑
k Lint − 1

)
≡
∑
k

g|δ∆|2 − T
〈(
e−

∫ β
0
dτ

∑
k Lint − 1

)〉
, (A21)

where ⟨·⟩ denotes the thermal average.

The mean-field value ∆0 is determined by solving the self-consistent equation δF
δ∆0

= δF
δ∆̄0

= 0, which is given by Eq. (6) in
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the main text. Once we find the value of ∆0, we can evaluate F0, which represents the grand potential, as

F0 = gV |∆0|2 − T ln

∫
D[c]e−

∫ β
0
dτ

∑
k L0

= gV |∆0|2 −
∑
k

[
2 ln(1 + e−βϵ(k))− ϵ(k)

]
, (A22)

with V denoting the system volume.

To evaluate δF and consider fluctuations around the mean field, we can use Gor’kov’s normal and abnormal Green functions
G(q) and F(q), respectively. These functions are defined as

G(q) ≡ ⟨cq,+(ω)c̄q,+(ω)⟩ = ⟨cq,−(ω)c̄q,−(ω)⟩ =
iω + µ

ω2 + ϵ2(q)
, (A23)

F(q) ≡ ⟨c−q,−(−ω)cq,+(ω)⟩ =
gΓ∗(q)∆0

ω2 + ϵ2(q)
. (A24)

where q = (ω,q) represents the frequency and momentum. In orders of δ∆, we can have perturbative expansion

δF = F2 + F4 + · · · , (A25)

where terms up to second order in δ∆(k) are included. Since the mean field value is stable, there is no linear term in δ∆(k).
If we neglect temporal fluctuations, we can focus on the second-order term F2, which corresponds to Gaussian fluctuations.
Evaluating F2 gives

F2 =
∑
k

g|δ∆(k)|2 − T
1

2

〈(∫ β

0

dτ
∑
k

Lint

)2〉
=
∑
k

g|δ∆(k)|2 − T
∑
k

g2|Γ(q,k)|2|δ∆(k)|2
[
⟨c̄q+ k

2 ,+
c̄−q+ k

2 ,−
⟩⟨c−q+ k

2 ,−
cq+ k

2 ,+
⟩

+
1

2
⟨cq+ k

2 ,+
c−q− k

2 ,−
⟩⟨c−q+ k

2 ,−
cq+ k

2 ,+
⟩+ 1

2
⟨c̄q+ k

2 ,+
c̄−q− k

2 ,−
⟩⟨c̄−q+ k

2 ,−
c̄q+ k

2 ,+
⟩
]

≡
∑
k

|δ∆(k)|2[g − g2χ(k)] . (A26)

where χ(k) takes the form as Eq. (9) in the main text.

Appendix B: SM-II: Quantum metric and Wannier functions

In the limit of zero temperature, the minimal size of the Cooper pair is solely determined by the quantum metric. This
fundamental concept characterizes the geometric properties of the electronic band structure. Remarkably, even with stronger
interactions, it is impossible to bind the electrons any closer together. To gain a better understanding, we delve into the expla-
nation of the quantum metric and the optically localized size of Wannier wave functions. Interested readers can also refer to
Refs. [2, 3].

We begin with the single-particle Schrödinger equation in d spatial dimensions

H|ψ⟩ =
[
− (ℏ∇)2

2m
+ V (r)

]
|ψ⟩, (B1)

where V (r+ ai) = V (r) represents a periodic potential, and ai (i = 1, · · · , d) defines a lattice system. According to the Bloch
theorem, the solutions, known as Bloch waves, for an energy band n can be expressed as:

ψnk(r) = eik·runk(r), (B2)

where unk(r) is a periodic Bloch function satisfying unk(r) = unk(r+ ai), and k is the Bloch wavevector. The normalization
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condition for unk(r) is given by: ∫
u.c.
ddr|unk(r)|2 = 1, (B3)

where the integral is taken over one unit cell. Here, u.c. represents the unit cell with volume Auc. The energy ϵn(k) satisfies
periodicity with respect to the reciprocal lattice vectors Gi, given by the condition ai ·Gj = 2πδij . In other words, the energy
is invariant under translations by the reciprocal lattice vectors.

We consider composite bands labeled by the band index n in a specific subset V , which is separated from other bands by
sufficiently large band gaps. In this case, we can construct a set of Wannier basis states {|riα⟩} that span the same sub-Hilbert
space as the Bloch waves corresponding to the bands with indices n ∈ V . The Wannier basis states can be expressed as follows:

|riα⟩ =
Auc

(2π)d

∫
BZ

ddk eik·(r−ri)
∑
n∈V

(Uk)n,α|unk⟩, (B4)

|unk⟩ =
∑
ri

∑
α

e−ik·(r−ri)(U†
k)α,n|riα⟩. (B5)

Here, Auc is the volume of the unit cell, and ri represents a lattice site spanned by the lattice vectors ai (i = 1, · · · , d). The
integration over momentum is performed over the first Brillouin zone (BZ). The unitary matrix Uk is chosen to optimize the
localization of the Wannier functions. The Wannier function ⟨r|riα⟩ ≡ wα(r − ri) is localized around the lattice site ri. It
turns out to be the Fourier transformation of the corresponding Bloch wave, and thus inherits the orthonormality properties of
the Bloch functions.

The unitary matrix Uk is chosen to maximize the localization of Wannier functions by minimizing a localization functional,
as introduced by Marzari and Vanderbilt in their seminal work [2]. The localization functional is given by

F =
∑
α∈V

[
⟨0α|r2|0α⟩ − |⟨0α|r|0α⟩|2

]
= FI + δF . (B6)

Both parts, FI and δF , are non-negative, where

FI =
∑
α∈V

⟨0α|r2|0α⟩ −∑
ri

∑
β

|⟨riβ|r|0α⟩|2
 , (B7)

δF =
∑

ri (̸=0)

∑
β( ̸=α)

|⟨riβ|r|0α⟩|2. (B8)

The optimization of the unitary matrix Uk aims to minimize the localization functional F , leading to the construction of maxi-
mally localized Wannier functions. The term FI is independent of the unitary transformation Uk and therefore gauge invariant.
This allows us to choose Uk as an identity matrix with components (Uk)α,n = δα,n when calculating FI . Then from the relation
in Eqs. (B4) and (B5), we have

⟨unk|umk+q⟩ =
∑
ri

e−ik·ri⟨rin|e−iq·r|0m⟩, (B9)

By taking the derivative with respect to q on both sides of Eq. (B9), we obtain a series of relations in the limit q → 0. For
example, taking the first and second derivatives with respect to q gives

⟨unk|∇kumk⟩ = −i
∑
ri

e−ik·ri⟨rin|r|0m⟩, (B10)

⟨unk|∇2
kumk⟩ = −

∑
ri

e−ik·ri⟨rin|r2|0m⟩, (B11)
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Similarly, we can establish the converse relations

⟨rin|r|0m⟩ = i
Auc

(2π)d

∫
BZ

ddkeik·ri⟨unk|∇kumk⟩, (B12)

⟨rin|r2|0m⟩ = Auc

(2π)d

∫
BZ

ddkeik·ri⟨∇kunk|∇kumk⟩. (B13)

Therefore, we can simplify FI as

FI =
∑
α∈V

⟨0α|r2|0α⟩ −∑
ri

∑
β

|⟨riβ|r|0α⟩|2
 (B14)

=
Auc

(2π)d

∫
BZ

ddk
∑
n∈V

Re⟨∇kunk|(IV − |unk⟩⟨unk|)|∇kunk⟩ , (B15)

where IV is the identity operator in the sub-Hilbert space spanned by bands carrying indices in V . This expression clearly shows
that FI is expressed in terms of the quantum metric, as defined in Eq. (11) of the main text. Since δF ≥ 0, we have the inequality
relation,

F ≥ FI . (B16)

Hence, we can conclude that the quantum metric characterizes an obstruction to finding a complete set of exponentially localized
Wannier functions. When FI is finite, it indicates that more bands need to be included in the composite bands in order to construct
a complete set of exponentially localized Wannier functions.

Another perspective on the quantum metric arises from considering a multiband tight-binding model. Assuming we have
already obtained a complete set of exponentially localized Wannier functions constructed from composite bands, we can ap-
proximate the continuum Hamiltonian in Eq. (B1) with a tight-binding model. In the language of second quantization, the
continuum model in Eq. (B1) can be expressed as

H =

∫
ddrψ†(r)

[
− (ℏ∇)2

2m
+ V (r)

]
ψ(r) . (B17)

We then expand the field operator ψ(r) in the basis of Wannier functions

ψ(r) =
∑
ri

∑
α∈V

wα(r− ri)aiα +
∑
ri

∑
β∈V⊥

w⊥
β (r− ri)biβ , (B18)

where w⊥
β (r − ri) denotes Wannier functions associated with the complementary band set V⊥. By substituting the expansion

into the Hamiltonian in Eq. (B17), we can derive a tight-binding model defined on the lattice {ri}

H =
∑
αβ∈V

∑
ri,rj

⟨riα|H|rjβ⟩a†iαajβ +
∑

α′,β′∈V⊥

∑
ri,rj

⟨riα′|H|rjβ′⟩b†iα′bjβ′

=
∑
αβ∈V

∑
ri,rj

tij,αβa
†
iαajβ +

∑
α′,β′∈V⊥

∑
ri,rj

t⊥ijα′β′b
†
iα′bjβ′ , (B19)

where no mixing term between indices from V and V⊥. Up to this point, all the derivations have been rigorous, and the expression
in Eq. (B19) includes all bands. However, since our interest lies solely in the bands belonging to V , we can utilize a complete set
of exponentially localized Wannier functions to approximate the Hamiltonian in Eq. (B1) with a multi-band tight-binding model
Htb by disregarding the t⊥ terms

Htb =
∑
αβ∈V

∑
ri,rj

tij,αβa
†
iαajβ =

∑
αβ∈V

∑
k

hαβ(k)a
†
kαakβ , (B20)

where tij,αβ exponentially decays with the distance |ri−rj |. In Eq. (B20), we have further introduced the Fourier transformation
a†kα = 1√

N

∑
ri
a†iαe

ik·ri , where N represents the total number of lattice sites. In our specific setup, where there is a significant
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gap between the targeted band and the others, we can project onto the targeted band using the following expressions

aiα → 1√
N

∑
k

eik·rig∗k(α)ck , (B21)

or

ψ(r) → 1√
N

∑
k

eik·rig∗k(α)ck , (B22)

where gk represents an eigenvector of hαβ(k), and ck annihilates an electron in the targeted band. It is important to note that the
index α appearing in both aiα and gk(α) arises from the realization of a multiband tight-binding model, which accounts for the
nontrivial quantum metric or Wannier obstruction. This can be inferred from the quantum metric associated with gk as described
by Eq. (11) in the main text.

Appendix C: SM-III: Mean field for the Dirac fermions with pseudo magnetic field

1. TBG Flatbands and Harper model

The electronic structure of twisted bilayer graphene (TBG) at the magic angle can be described as Dirac fermions experiencing
opposite pseudomagnetic fields [4, 5]. The flatbands in TBG can be mapped to the zeroth pseudo Landau level (pLL), which
can be effectively simulated using a time-reversal invariant Harper lattice model [3, 6]. This mapping provides analytical
convenience for modeling the superconducting phase. In this context, the Hamiltonian for the two-flavor Dirac fermions in two
spatial dimensions is given by

H0 =
∑
ξ

∫
d2rΨ†

ξ(r) [(−i∇+Aξ) · σξ] Ψξ(r) , (C1)

In Eq. (C1), Ψξ = [aξ, bξ]
T is a two-component spinor representing the two sublattices a and b, ξ = ± corresponds to the two

flavor degrees of freedom, and σξ denotes the Pauli matrix σξ = (ξσx, σy). The uniform pseudomagnetic field is represented by
the gauge field Aξ = ξA, and the TBG flatbands are mapped to the induced zeroth pseudo Landau levels (pLL). Without loss of
generality, we set Ψξ ∝ [1, 0] with the a-sublattice being occupied, allowing us to obtain the wave functions of the zeroth pLL.

Therefore, we can consider the Harper model with Hamiltonian H = −
∑

r,r′
∑
ξ t
ξ
r,r′a

†
ξ(r)aξ(r

′), where aξ(r) and a†ξ(r)
are the annihilation and creation operators for electrons with flavor ξ = ± at lattice site r, respectively. The hopping matrix tξr,r′
describes the hopping processes between nearest-neighbor sites and is given by

tξrr′ =ω
ξryδr−ex,r′+ω

−ξryδr+ex,r′+δr−ey,r′+δr+ey,r′ , (C2)

where ex and ey are the unit vectors along the x and y directions, respectively. The factor ω±ξjy introduces a lattice version of
the Landau gauge, and we consider a uniform commensurate flux Φ = 2π

No
, where ω = eiΦ, such that Ba2 = 2π

No
, with B being

the pseudomagnetic field. The lattice has Nc ×No sites, with Nc being the number of super unit cells and No being the number
of orbitals. In the reduced Brillouin zone (BZ) with qx ∈ [−π/(aNo), π/(aNo)] and qy ∈ [−π/a, π/a], the Bloch functions
gq,ξ(α) for the zeroth pseudo Landau Level (pLL) can be approximated as

gq,ξ(α) ∼
∑
s

e−iqx(α−Nos)aϕ0(α− sNo − ξ
Noqya

2π
). (C3)

where ϕ0(r) is a Gaussian function and (rc, α) denotes the lattice site r with orbital index α.

2. BCS mean field on the continuum model

In the BCS mean-field theory applied to the continuum modelH0 in Eq. (C1), we consider the symmetry gauge with Aξ(r) =
ξ 1
2B(y,−x), where B represents the strength of the pseudomagnetic field. At the zeroth pseudo Landau Level (pLL), all
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electrons reside on the A-sublattice, and an attractive interaction can be described by the interaction term

Hint = −g
∫
d2ra†+(r)a

†
−(r)a−(r)a+(r). (C4)

where g represents the strength of the interaction. To proceed, we make a mean-field ansatz by introducing the order parameter
∆(r), defined as:

∆(r) = ⟨a−(r)a+(r)⟩ =
∑
n

ϕn+(r)ϕn−(r)⟨cn−cn+⟩, (C5)

where ϕnξ(r) represents the wave function of an electron with angular momentum Lz = ξn. The mean-field ansatz allows for a
coordinate-dependent order parameter ∆(r). The time-reversal symmetry invariance guarantees that the localization centers of
two electrons in a Cooper pair coincide. The BdG equation takes the form as

HBdG = −g
∫
d2r∆(r)[a†+(r)a

†
−(r) + a−(r)a+(r)] , (C6)

where we choose a gauge such that ∆ is real.

In the large pseudomagnetic field (B) limit, we can project electrons onto the zeroth pseudo Landau Levels (pLLs) through a
truncated expansion. We express the electron operators a+(r) and a−(r) in terms of the zeroth pLL wave functions

a+(r) =
∑
n

ϕ0n+(r)cn+, (C7)

a−(r) =
∑
n

ϕ∗0n−(r)cn−, (C8)

where c†nξ creates an electron with angular momentum Lz = ξn at the valley ξ, and ϕ0nξ(r) represents the wave function of the
electron in the zeroth pLL, characterized by a localization center

√
2nℓ0. The operators cn± are associated with the electrons in

the zeroth pLLs. By substituting these expressions into the Hamiltonian, we can reformulate the BdG Hamiltonian as

HBdG =−
∑
n

µ(c†n+cn+ + c†n−cn−)−
∑
n

g∆n(c
†
n+c

†
n− + cn−cn+), (C9)

where µ is the chemical potential and ∆n is the pairing potential given by

∆n =

∫
d2rϕ0n+∆(r)ϕ∗0n−, n = 0, 1, 2, · · · . (C10)

We can expect a uniform order parameter for any angular momentum. We can diagonalize the BdG Hamiltonian in Eq. (C9)
using the Bogoliubov transformation,

cm+ = umγm+ − vmγ
†
m− , c†m− = vmγm+ + umγ

†
m− , (C11)

with

un =
1√
2

√
1− µ

ϵn
, vn =

1√
2

√
1 +

µ

ϵn
. (C12)

The dispersion for the quasiparticles is

ϵn =
√
µ2 + |g∆n|2 . (C13)

Meanwhile, we can determine the order parameter by the self-consistent gap equation,

∆(r) =
∑
n=0

ϕ∗0n+(r)ϕ0n−(r)unvn tanh
βϵn
2
. (C14)
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Equivalently for ∆n, we have the gap equations as

∆m =
∑
n

Knmunvn tanh
βϵn
2
, (C15)

with

Knm =

∫
d2rϕ0n+ϕ

∗
0n−ϕ0m+ϕ

∗
0m−. (C16)

The chemical potential gets shifted according to the number equation

2ν = lim
N→∞

1

N

(
N∑
m=0

⟨c†m+cm+⟩+
N∑
m=0

⟨c†m−cm−⟩

)
= 1 +

µ

ϵ
tanh

βϵ

2
. (C17)

Here 2νN = 2νBS/2π is the total numbers of electrons occupying the zeroth pLLs with S the sample area. By coupling the
equations (C14) and (C17), we can obtain the pairing order parameter and renormalized chemical potential.

The simplified self-consistent equation for the mean field ∆(r) at zero temperature (T = 0) allows for an analytical solution.
Due to the translational symmetry, the order parameter is constant throughout the system, ∆(r) ≡ ∆0(T = 0). This yields an
analytical expression for the mean field at T = 0, given by

∆0(T = 0) =

√
ν(1− ν)

2πℓ20
, (C18)

where ν is the filling factor and ℓ0 is the magnetic length. In general cases, numerical methods are required to solve the self-
consistent gap equation and find the mean field ∆(r) or ∆n. The critical temperature TMF and its relation to the magnetic field
Br are of interest. Near TMF, the gap equations can be linearized, resulting in an eigenvalue problem for the matrix Knm:

∆m =
gν̄β

4

∑
n

Knm∆n, (C19)

where ν̄ = 2(1−2ν)
ln(ν−1−1) and β is the inverse temperature. The critical temperature TMF is determined by the condition that

the maximal eigenvalue of Knm satisfies the linearized gap equation. The matrix Knm has an eigenvector ∆n = 1 (for n =

0, 1, 2, . . . ) with the eigenvalue ℓ20
2 , which is the dominant eigenvalue according to the Perron-Frobenius theorem. From this

analysis, we identify the critical temperature TBCS that is linearly dependent on the magnetic field B

TMF = ν̄τc, (C20)

where τc = g
8πℓ20

is the critical temperature and ν = 1
2 . Remarkably, the maximum TMF for superconductivity occurs at

half-filling, i.e., µ = 0, ν = 1/2. In this case, the quasiparticle spectrum remains flat. However, it is worth noting that a
dispersive quasiparticle band can appear when an external magnetic field is applied. Additionally, the characteristic quantity
g∆0(T = 0)/TMF = 4ν̄−1

√
ν(1− ν), and around half-filling ν = 1/2, g∆0(T = 0)/TMF = 2. This value is larger than that

of a conventional BCS superconductor with a large Fermi velocity.

3. The mean field and BKT transition

In the effective theory for the Goldstone mode, we consider a mean-field value ∆0(T ) at temperature T that satisfies the
self-consistent equations given in Eq. (C14) or Eq. (6) in the main text. For an isotropic system with a flat quasiparticle band,
we collect the self-consistent equations necessary to determine the BKT transition temperature

ϵ = 2τc tanh
βBKTϵ

2
, (C21)

2ν = 1 +
µ

ϵ
tanh

βBKTϵ

2
, (C22)

TBKT =
π

8
g∆0(TBKT)

√
detγ̄ab2
Auc

(C23)
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where βBKT = T−1
BKT and ϵ =

√
|∆0(TBKT)|2 + µ2. The quantum metric

√
detγ̄ab2 appears in the expression for the BKT

transition temperature. In general, these equations need to be solved numerically. However, when the quantum metric
√

detγ̄ab2
is small, such that TBKT is much smaller than TMF, we can approximate ∆0(TBKT) with the pairing gap e.g. ∆0 at T = 0 to
approximate ∆0(TBKT). In this case, a good approximation for the BKT transition temperature is given by

TBKT =
TMF

2

√
detγ̄ab2
Auc

, for small
√
detγ̄ab2 . (C24)

It is important to note that the quantum metric
√
detγ̄ab2 possesses its own independent degree of freedom and can be tuned to be

sufficiently large. As a result, the BKT transition temperature can become comparable to TMF. To further illustrate this point, we
can linearize the self-consistent equations at half-filling (µ = 0) for simplicity. Using the expansion tanhx = x− 1

3x
3+O(x5),

we obtain the equation

g∆0(TBKT) = 2τ0

[
βBKT g∆0(TBKT)

2
− 1

3

(
βBKT g∆0(TBKT)

2

)3
]
, (C25)

TBKT =
π

8
g∆0(TBKT)

√
detγ̄ab2
Auc

. (C26)

and one can solve them with a solution

TBKT =
12α2 − 1

12α2
TMF, ∆0(TBKT) =

12α2 − 1

12α3
TMF, (C27)

with α ≡ π
8

√
detγ̄ab

2

Auc
. It is evident that in the limit α → ∞, the BKT transition temperature TBKT approaches the mean-field

transition temperature TMF

TBKT → TMF, for large
√
detγ̄ab2 (C28)

This observation holds true for arbitrary fillings as well.

Appendix D: SM-IV: Harper model and the effective GL theory

We can employ a time-reversal invariant (TRI) Harper lattice model to regularize the zeroth Landau level (pLL) in a system
with N = Nc ×No lattice sites, where Nc is the number of super unit cells and No is the number of orbitals per super unit cell.

We can regularize the zeroth pLL using a TRI Harper lattice model on a system N = Nc ×No with Nc super unit cells and
No orbitals. To facilitate this regularization, we relabel the original lattice site as r = (rc, α), where rc represents the super unit
cell and α denotes the orbital index. By introducing multi-band fermion operators aξ(rc, α), which annihilate fermions at the
specified super unit cell rc and orbital α, we can effectively describe the fermionic degrees of freedom on the TRI Harper lattice.
In this framework, we can reformulate the attractive interaction given in Eq. (1) of the main text as

Hint = −g
∑
rc,α

a†+(rc, α)a
†
−(rc, α)a−(rc, α)a+(rc, α) . (D1)

In this context, the auxiliary field ∆α(rc) now acquires a dependence on the orbital index, given by

∆α(rc) = a−(r, α)a+(r, α) . (D2)

By applying the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, we can express the interaction part of the Lagrangian within the path
integral framework

Lint[a, ā,∆, ∆̄] = −
∑
rc,α

g [∆α(rc)ā+(rc, α)ā−(rc, α) + h.c.]

= −
∑
k,q,α

g
[
Γα(q,k)∆α(k)c̄k+ q

2 ,+
c̄−k+ q

2 ,− + h.c.
]
. (D3)
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In the second line, we perform a projection onto the zeroth pLL

aξ(rc, α) →
∑
k

e−ik·rcg∗k,ξ(α)ckξ , (D4)

where

Γα(q,k) = gk+ q
2 ,+

(α)g−k+ q
2 ,−(α) . (D5)

The Bloch wave gk,ξ(α) captures the orbital dependence, and the normalization condition 1
Nc

∑
k |gk(α)|2 = 1

Norb
is satisfied,

taking into account the enlargement of the unit cell. Combining the interaction Lagrangian Lint with the free fermion part
L0 =

∑
kξ(−iω − µ)c̄kξckξ, we obtain the total Lagrangian L = L0 + Lint.

We can expand the bosonic field around the mean field configuration:

∆α(k) = ∆α0δk0 + δ∆α(k) , (D6)

which decomposes the Lagrangian L into two parts. The first part corresponds to the BCS mean field and can be expressed as:

L0[c, c̄] = (−iω − µ)(c̄q,+cq,+ + c̄q,−cq,−)−
∑
α

[Γα(q)∆αc̄q,+c̄−q,− + h.c.] , (D7)

where Γα(q) ≡ Γα(q, 0). From this, we can derive the Bogoliubov quasiparticle dispersion relation ϵ(q) =√
|g
∑
α Γα(q)∆α0|2 + µ2 as well as the self-consistent equation for ∆α0 given by:

∆α0 =
1

Nc

∑
q

∑
γ

∆γ0

Γα(q)Γ
∗
γ(q)

2ϵq
tanh

βϵq
2

. (D8)

We can neglect the fluctuations in the orbital indices and make the approximation:

∆α(k) ≡ ∆(k), ∆α0 ≡ ∆0 ∀α , (D9)

which simplifies the calculations while capturing the main physics. By integrating out the fermion fields and considering the
phase fluctuations δ∆(r) = ∆0e

2iθ(r) − ∆0 ≃ 2iθ(r)∆0 (ignoring amplitude fluctuations), we obtain the effective action for
the phase fluctuations:

L[θ] = 1

2
Ds(∇θ)2 , (D10)

where Ds is called superfluid weight that characterizes the stiffness of the phase fluctuations. For the zeroth pLL, the factors are
given by γ0(q) = 1 and γab2 (q) = Noa

2

4π δab [3, 12]. At temperature T = 0, according to Eq. (13) in the main text, the superfluid

weight is defined as Ds ≡ (g∆0)
2

2πϵ . For filling around µ = 0, the ratio Ds/(g∆0) ∼ 0.16, which is in good agreement with
experimental results [13].

Appendix E: SM-V: Model for twisted bilayer graphene

For the twisted bilayer graphene (TBG) system [14], we consider the AA-stacking configuration where the two layers ℓ = 1
and ℓ = 2 are rotated around a pair of registered B sites by angles −θ/2 and +θ/2, respectively. Before rotation, the lattice
vectors are denoted as a1 = a(1, 0) and a2 = a(1/2,

√
3/2) for the AA-stacked bilayer, where a = 0.246 nm is the lattice

constant of graphene. The corresponding reciprocal lattice vectors are g1 = 2π
a (1,−1/

√
3) and g2 = 2π

a (0, 2/
√
3). After

rotation, the lattice vectors a(ℓ) of the two layers ℓ = 1, 2 can be constructed as a
(1)
i = R(−θ/2)ai and a

(2)
i = R(+θ/2)ai,

where R(θ) is the rotation matrix with an angle θ. Similarly, the reciprocal lattice vectors for the two layers after rotation are
given by g

(1)
i = R(−θ/2)gi and g

(2)
i = R(+θ/2)gi. When the rotation angle θ is small, the TBG exhibits a moiré pattern with

a very long period. The reciprocal lattice vectors for the moiré pattern are given by

Gm
i = g

(1)
i − g

(2)
i . (E1)
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The real-space lattice vectors Lm
j satisfy the condition Gm

i · Lm
j = 2πδij , and the moiré lattice constant Lm is given by

Lm = |Lm
1 | = |Lm

2 | = a
2 sin(θ/2) .

At small angles, such as θ = 1.08◦ as considered in the main text, an effective continuum model can be applied. In this
regime, intervalley mixing can be neglected, allowing for the block-diagonalization of the Hamiltonian. For a given valley ρ and
spin σ, the effective Hamiltonian H(ρ) takes the form

H(σρ) = H1
kin +H2

kin +H⊥
kin − µN +Hint . (E2)

The first two terms, Hℓ
kin (ℓ = 1, 2), describe the intralayer hopping and can be approximated by the two-dimensional Weyl

equation

Hℓ
kin = −

∫
d2rvFψ

†
σρ,ℓ(r)

[
R(∓θ/2)(−i∇−K(ℓ)

ρ )
]
· σρψσρ,ℓ(r)

= −
∫
mBZ

d2k

(2π)2
vFψ

†
σρ,ℓ(k)

[
R(∓θ/2)(k−K(ℓ)

ρ )
]
· σρψσρ,ℓ(k) . (E3)

where K
(ℓ)
ρ = −ρ[2g1(ℓ) + g2(ℓ)]/3 for layer ℓ and valley ρ, and (∓) corresponds to ρ = 1(2) in R(∓θ/2). Here, mBZ

denotes the Brillouin zone for the moiré lattice, and the Fermi velocity is vF = 7.98× 105 m/s. The vector ψσρ,ℓ(r) represents
a sublattice space vector, given by ψσρ,ℓ(r) =

[
ψσρ,ℓA(r) ψσρ,ℓB(r)

]T
, and the fermion operator ψσρ,ℓξ(r) annihilates an

electron with spin index σ, layer ℓ, and sublattice ξ at the valley ρ. The vector σρ = (ρσx, σy) contains the Pauli matrices in the
sublattice system (ρ = ±). The third part H⊥

kin describes the effective interlayer hopping. It can be written as

H⊥
kin =

∫
d2r

[
ψ†
σρ,1A(r) ψ†

σρ,1B(r)
]
T12(r)

[
ψσρ,2A(r)
ψσρ,2B(r)

]
+ h.c. (E4)

=

∫
d2r

∑
ℓ,ξξ′

ψ†
σρ,ℓξ(r)Tℓℓ̄,ξξ′(r)ψσρ,ℓ̄ξ′(r) , (E5)

where ℓ̄ denotes the opposite layer to ℓ. The elements of the 2× 2 matrix [T12(r)]ξξ′ = T12,ξξ′(r) have the following form

T12(r) =

[
tAA tAB
tBA tBB

]
+

[
tAA tABω

−ξ

tBAω
ξ tBB

]
eiξG

m
1 ·r +

[
tAA tABω

ξ

tBAω
−ξ tBB

]
eiξ(G

m
1 +Gm

2 )·r . (E6)

where ω = e2πi/3. The TBG system exhibits a corrugation effect, causing variations in the interlayer spacing. Consequently,
the model parameters deviate from the condition of a flat TBG, where tAA = tAB = tBA = tBB . In the optimized lattice
structure of TBG, the corrugation occurs in the out-of-plane direction, enabling the use of different parameter values: tAA =
tBB = 79.7 meV and tAB = tBA = 97.5 meV, within the effective model. This discrepancy between tAA(tBB) and tAB(tBA)
introduces an energy gap between the lowest bands and excited bands, which is consistent with experimental observations [15].
The third term in Eq. (E2) corresponds to the chemical potential, denoted as

−µN = −µ
∫
d2r

∑
σρℓξ

ψ†
σρ,ℓξ(r)ψσρ,ℓξ(r), (E7)

where N represents the total number operator, and µ is the chemical potential that controls the filling condition of the system.
The last term in the equation represents an attractive interaction as previously studied in [16, 17]

Hint = −g
∫
d2r

∑
σ1σ2ρℓξ

ψ†
σ1ρ,ℓξ

(r)ψ†
σ2ρ,ℓξ

(r)ψσ2ρ,ℓξ(r)ψσ1ρ,ℓξ(r), (E8)

where g represents the effective attractive interaction potential. The operators ψσ1ρ,ℓξ(r) and ψσ2ρ,ℓξ(r) annihilate electrons
with spin indices σ1 and σ2, respectively, within the same layer ℓ, sublattice ξ, and valley ρ.

The mean field theory with an order parameter ∆ρ,ℓξ(r) = ⟨ψ↓ρ̄,ℓξ(r)ψ↑ρ,ℓξ(r)⟩ has been extensively investigated in Refs. [16,
17]. However, our current focus is on the critical region. In particular, we are interested in the energy level depicted in Fig. 1(a),
which exhibits two nearly flat bands associated with a specific valley ρ and spin σ. To study these flat bands, we introduce a
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projection onto these states, labeled as n = 1, 2. This projection is achieved by transforming the electron field operator:

ψσρ,ℓξ(r) →
∫
mBZ

d2k

(2π)2
e−ik·r

∑
n=1,2

g∗σρ,nk(α)cσρ,n(k), (E9)

where cσρ,n(k) is the annihilation operator for the nth band with energy hρ,n(k), and α represents an additional internal degree
of freedom beyond spin and valley. It is worth noting that the unit cell area of the twisted lattice, denoted as Auc, is included in
this transformation. By employing this projection, we can focus specifically on the physics associated with the nearly flat bands
of interest.

In accordance with the GL theory framework discussed in the main text, we introduce the bosonic auxiliary field ∆ρ,ℓξ(r) =
ψ↓ρ̄,ℓξ(r)ψ↑ρ,ℓξ(r) and make the approximation of neglecting fluctuations in the layer ℓ and sublattice ξ by assuming ∆ρ,ℓξ(r) =
∆ρ(r). For notation clarifications, in the critical region where the mean field values vanish, we continue to use ∆ρ,ℓξ(r) to denote
the fluctuations. By employing the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, we obtain the action for ψσρ,ℓξ(r) as,

Z =

∫
D[∆, ∆̄]e−g

∫ β
0
dτ

∫
d2r

∑
ρℓξ |∆ρ,ℓξ|2Z[∆, ∆̄] , (E10)

with

Z[∆, ∆̄] =

∫
D[ψ, ψ̄]e−

∫ β
0
dτ

∫
d2rL[ψ,ψ̄,∆,∆̄] , (E11)

L[ψ, ψ̄,∆, ∆̄] =
∑
σρℓξ

ψ̄σρ,ℓξ(r)[∂τ + h(−i∇)− µ]ψσρ,ℓξ(r)− g
∑
ρℓξ

[
∆̄ρ(r)ψ↓ρ̄,ℓξ(r)ψ↑ρ,ℓξ(r) + h.c.

]
, (E12)

Here, h(−i∇) represents the kinetic operator. After projecting onto the two nearly flat bands, as previously emphasized, it is
necessary to incorporate the nontrivial Bloch waves. This entails modifying the Lagrangian

L[ψ, ψ̄,∆, ∆̄] → L[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] . (E13)

The projected Lagrangian L[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] is

L[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] = L0[c, c̄] + Lint[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] ,

with the free part for the projected fermions c,

L0[c, c̄] =
∑
σρ

c̄σρ,n(k)[∂τ + Eρ,n(k)]cσρ,n(k) , (E14)

and the interaction between bosonic field ∆ and projected ferimions c,

Lint[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄] = − g

Auc

∑
ρ

∑
n,m

[
Γρ,nm(q,k)∆̄ρ(k)c↓ρ̄,n(−q+

k

2
)c↑ρ,m(q+

k

2
) + h.c.

]
, (E15)

where Eρ,n(k) = hρ,n(k)− µ , hρ,n(k) is the dispersion of the targeted band n and the prefactor Γρ,nm is

Γρ,nm(q,k) =
∑
α

g↓ρ,n−q+ k
2
(α)g↑ρ,nq+ k

2
(α) . (E16)

Around the critical region, we have the Gor’kov’s Green function

Gρ,n(q) = ⟨cσρ,n(q)c̄σρ,n(q)⟩ =
1

−iω + Eρ,n(k)
, (E17)

Fρ,n(q) = ⟨cσρ,n(q)cσρ,n(−q)⟩ = 0 . (E18)
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with q = (q, ω). Integrate out the fermion field and we then have

F [∆, ∆̄] =
∑
ρ

g|∆ρ|2 −
1

2

〈(∫ β

0

dτ

∫
d2k

(2π)2
Lint[c, c̄,∆, ∆̄]

)2〉
=
∑
ρ

(g − g2χρ(k))|∆ρ(k)|2 , (E19)

with

χρ(k) =
T

2π

∑
ω

∫
d2q

(2π)2
|Γρ,nm(q,k)|2Gρ,n(q)Gρ,m(−q) (E20)

=
T

2π

∑
n,m

∑
ω

∫
d2q

(2π)2
|Γρ,nm(q,k)|2 · 1

−iω + Eρ,n(q+ k
2 )

1

iω + Eρ,m(−q+ k
2 )

(E21)

=
1

2π

∑
n,m

∫
d2q

(2π)2
|Γρ,nm(q,k)|2 ·

tanh
(
β
2 Eρ,n(q+ k

2 )
)
+ tanh

(
β
2 Eρ,m(q− k

2 )
)

2(Eρ,n(q+ k
2 ) + Eρ,m(q− k

2 ))
, (E22)

where we use Eρ,n(q− k
2 ) = Eρ,n(−q+ k

2 ) due to the time reversal symmetry. We can numerically calculate the quantity
χρ(k) and then expand it around small momentum k using Taylor series. This expansion leads to the coherence length ξ.
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