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The superconducting state and mechanism are among the least understood phenomena in twisted
graphene systems. Recent tunneling experiments indicate a transition between nodal and gapped
pairing with electron filling, which is not naturally understood within current theory. We demon-
strate that the coexistence of superconductivity and flavor polarization leads to pairing channels
that are guaranteed by symmetry to be entirely band-off-diagonal, with a variety of consequences:
most notably, the pairing invariant under all symmetries can have Bogoliubov Fermi surfaces in
the superconducting state with protected nodal lines, or may be fully gapped, depending on pa-
rameters, and the band-off-diagonal chiral p-wave state exhibits transitions between gapped and
nodal regions upon varying the doping. We demonstrate that band-off-diagonal pairing can be the
leading state when only phonons are considered, and is also uniquely favored by fluctuations of a
time-reversal-symmetric intervalley coherent order motivated by recent experiments. Consequently,
band-off-diagonal superconductivity allows for the reconciliation of several key experimental obser-
vations in graphene moiré systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The fascinating physics [1, 2] of correlated graphene
moiré superlattices, such as twisted bilayer (TBG) and
twisted trilayer graphene (TTG), has generated exten-
sive efforts to uncover the mysteries of their phase di-
agrams. Much progress has been made towards under-
standing their normal-state physics, including the cor-
related insulating phases [3–18] and the reset behavior
[19, 20]; the latter, which is believed to be associated
with the onset of flavor polarization, appears in the same
density range of and can coexist with superconductivity
[13, 19–34]. However, the form and symmetry of the su-
perconducting order parameter and the pairing glue are
still unknown, despite significant theoretical efforts [27–
30, 33, 35–47].

Tunneling conductance measurements taken within the
superconducting state reveal V-shaped density of states
(DOS) [48, 49] which can become U-shaped at other elec-
tron concentrations [49]. Setting aside the possibility of
thermal fluctuations as origin [50], this is most naturally
interpreted as a transition from nodal to fully gapped
superconductivity. For a consistent microscopic theo-
retical understanding, this provides the following chal-
lenges: (i) electron-phonon coupling—a widely discussed
[33, 35–40] pairing mechanism in TBG and TTG—will
typically mediate an entirely attractive interaction in the
Cooper channel, with leading pairing state that trans-
forms trivially under all symmetries and is thus fully
gapped [51, 52]. (ii) Even when the low-energy interac-
tions favor an irreducible presentation (IR), e.g., E of C3,
with nodal basis functions (p- or d-wave), the generically
fully gapped chiral configuration wins over the nodal ne-
matic one within mean-field. (iii) Even if we assume that
the nodal state is energetically favored, e.g., due to sig-

nificant corrections beyond mean-field [27, 53–55], one is
still left to explain why there is a transition to another,
fully gapped superconductor upon changing the filling.

In this work, we show that the combination of flavor
polarization and the representations of the symmetries in
the flat bands of TBG and TTG allow for pairing chan-
nels that are completely off-diagonal in the flat bands and
that such band-off-diagonal states can naturally reconcile
all three key challenges (i-iii). More specifically, we find
two distinct band-off-diagonal states: one of them trans-
forms under the trivial representation A of the system’s
point group C6 (or one of A1,2 ofD6 if we set the displace-
ment field to zero) but can nonetheless have symmetry-
protected nodal lines, akin to Bogoliubov Fermi surfaces
discussed in [56, 57], see Fig. 1(a-c) for an intuitive visual
explanation. The surprising possibility of the existence of
such Bogliubov Fermi surfaces without external magnetic
field is unique to twisted graphene systems in that it fol-
lows as a direct consequence of both the symmetry and
relative flatness of their normal-state bands. The second
off-diagonal state transforms under a two-dimensional IR
(E2 of C6). Its associated chiral state, E2(1, i), which
is favored in mean-field over the nematic one, has the
unique property of exhibiting nodal lines or being fully
gapped depending on the filling fraction, even when the
order parameter is kept fixed. We supplement our general
symmetry arguments and phenomenological models with
Hartree-Fock (HF) calculations on the continuum model,
studying a variety of different pairing mechanisms. We
find that nodal band-off-diagonal pairing is favored by
the optical A1 and B1 phonon modes and by fluctua-
tions of a time-reversal symmetric intervalley coherent
(T-IVC) state (the T-IVC state has Kekulé order on the
graphene scale [58–60]). Evidence for the former has been
provided by a recent photoemission study [61] while evi-
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dence for the latter comes from recent STM experiments
[7]. Furthermore, also fluctuations of a time-reversal-
symmetric sublattice polarized state (SLP+) are attrac-
tive in the band-off-diagonal channel (see Table II for
a formal definition of the order parameters). We also
show that fluctuations of both T-IVC and of a nematic,
time-reversal symmetric IVC order [62] favor either the
band-off-diagonal A or an E1 state with band-diagonal
components, which may also be nodal; the winner is de-
termined by the relative amount of nematic IVC and T-
IVC fluctuations.

II. RESULTS

A. Possible pairing states

Let us begin by classifying the superconducting insta-
bilities in graphene moiré systems in the limit where the
low-energy bands are spin polarized but allowing for mul-
tiple bands. We denote the spinless low-energy fermionic
creation operators by c†k,α,η with momentum k in valley
η = ±, and of band index α labeling the upper (α = +)
and lower (α = −) quasi-flat bands. As a result of two-
fold rotational symmetry, C2z, along the out-of-plane
(z) direction or effective spinless time-reversal symme-
try, Θ, the non-interacting band structure ξk,α,η obeys
ξk,α,η = ξ−k,α,−η ≡ ξη·k,α and intervalley pairing is ex-
pected to dominate. A general pairing order parameter
in the inter-valley channel couples as

Hp =
∑

k,η=±,α,α′

c†k,α,η (∆k,η)α,α′ c
†
−k,α′,−η + H.c., (1)

where the order parameter ∆k,η = −∆T
−k,−η is a ma-

trix in band space. The physical spin texture of the su-
perconductor is entirely determined by the form of the
underlying normal state’s polarization: if the spins are
aligned in the two valleys, the superconductor is a non-
unitary triplet, while anti-alignment [24, 28] leads to a
singlet-triplet admixed state [13, 27, 28]. In both cases,
all of the following states are well defined, with the afore-
mentioned spin structures and symmetries given by ap-
propriate combinations of spinless operations and spin
rotations (see Appendix A1).

We will classify the pairing states according to the irre-
ducible representations (IRs) of the system’s point group
D6, which is generated by six-fold rotations (C6z) along
the z axis and two-fold rotation symmetry (C2x) along
the in-plane x axis. Note a displacement field (D0 ̸= 0)
breaks the in-plane rotations leading to the point group
C6. Importantly, all IRs of D6 and C6 are either even or
odd under C2z. Choosing the phases of the Bloch states
such that C2z acts as ck,α,η → c−k,α,−η, it holds

C2z : ∆k,η −→ ∆−k,−η = −∆T
k,η. (2)

TABLE I: Summary of pairing states in spin-polarized flat
bands. Here χk (χ̂k) is a real-valued (real and symmetric
2× 2 matrix-valued) MBZ-periodic function invariant under
C3z. Furthermore, Xk and Yk (X̂k and Ŷk) transform as x
and y under D3, generated by C3z and C2x, while also being
real (and symmetric). The third column indicates the type
of nodes—line (ln), point (pt), or none (n)—on a generic
Fermi surface for sufficiently small/large order-parameter
magnitudes; options separated by “or” indicates that this
depends on the normal-state band splitting, see main text.
The last column shows which states merge when D0 ̸= 0,
reducing the point group from D6 to C6.

IR of D6 ∆k,η = −∆T
−k,−η nodes IR of C6

A1 σyχη·k, χC2xk = −χk ln/pt or ln A

A2 σyχη·k, χC2xk = χk ln/n A

E2(1, 0) σyYη·k ln/ln or pt E2(1, 0)

E2(0, 1) σyXη·k ln/ln or pt E2(1, 0)

E2(1, i) σy (Xη·k + i Yη·k) ln/ln or n E2(1, i)

B1 ηχ̂η·k, σzχ̂C2xkσz = χ̂k n B

B2 ηχ̂η·k, σzχ̂C2xkσz = −χ̂k pt B

E1(1, 0) ηX̂η·k pt E1(1, 0)

E1(0, 1) ηŶη·k pt E1(1, 0)

E1(1, i) η
(
X̂η·k + iŶη·k

)
n E1(1, i)

This immediately implies that the pairing states in all
IRs even under C2z (A1, A2, E2 of D6) must be anti-
symmetric in band space and, thus, entirely band off-
diagonal, whereas the order parameters of the other
IRs (B1, B2, E1) are symmetric and can contain both
band-diagonal and band-off-diagonal components. While
superconducting order parameters with finite band-off-
diagonal components are rather common in multi-band
systems, the existence of pairing states that are con-
strained to be entirely band-off-diagonal is rather unique
and follows from the combination of C2z symmetry and
the spin polarization in the normal state. Importantly,
this is unaffected by strain or nematic order breaking C3z

as long as C2z remains, which guarantees that there are
IRs with entirely band-off-diagonal order parameters.

Choosing the phase conventions of the Bloch states
such that C2x and C3z act as ck,α,η → (σz)ααc(kx,−ky),α,η

and ck,α,η → cC3zk,α,η, respectively, the resulting candi-
date order parameters are summarized in Table I. Note
that a momentum-independent representation of C2x

must be σz due to the bands’ eigenvalues at the Γ-M
line, which in turn are connected to the topological ob-
struction of the flat bands [63]. The reality (Hermiticity)
constraint in Table I on χ, X, and Y (χ̂, X̂, and Ŷ )
comes from the residual spinless time-reversal symmetry
Θ of the normal state [64, 65]. The two two-dimensional
IRs E1,2 are each associated with three pairing states—
two nematic phases E1,2(1, 0), E1,2(0, 1) and one chiral
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state E1,2(1, i).

B. Spectral properties

We here have the rather unique situation that there
are pairing channels, associated with the IRs A1,2 and
E2, where the pairing is constrained by C2z to be en-
tirely band off-diagonal. One immediate very unusual
consequence is that the superconducting order parameter
transforming under the trivial representation (A1) has a
symmetry-imposed line of zeros along the Γ-M line, and
hence a nodal point in the spectrum. This is related to
the topology-induced non-trivial representation of C2x in
band space. We refer to Ref. 39 for the discussion of other
topological nodal points for pairing in obstructed TBG
bands. As we will show next, band-off-diagonal pairing
leads to additional unusual spectral properties with far
reaching consequences for graphene moiré systems. To
this end, consider the following effective Hamiltonian,
Hσy =

∑
k c

†
k,α,ηck,α,ηξη·k,α +

∑
k[∆k c

†
k,+σyc

†
−k,− +

H.c.], where the scalar function ∆k describes the form of
pairing. We will here study two cases which are conven-
tionally considered to be fully gapped, (i) a momentum-
independent “s-wave state” (A2 or A pairing in Table I)
where ∆k = ∆0 and (ii) a “chiral p-wave” state, or more
precisely an E2(1, i) state, where ∆k = ∆0(Xk + iYk)
with (Xk, Yk) being smooth, MBZ-periodic functions
transforming as (x, y) under C3z. Furthermore, we pa-
rameterize the dispersion, ξη·k,α, of the two flat bands
(α = ±) in valley η = ± as ξk,α = ϵk − µ + α δk, where
ϵk and δk are C3z (and, for D0 = 0, C2x) symmetric
functions.

The Bogoliubov spectrum of Hσy has four bands, given
by ±δk ±

√
(ϵk − µ)2 + |∆k|2. Consequently, the excita-

tion gap at momentum k reads as

∆Ek =
∣∣∣|δk| −√(ϵk − µ)2 + |∆k|2

∣∣∣ , (3)

which is shown in Fig. 1(d), and therefore exhibits nodes
where |δk| =

√
(ϵk − µ)2 + |∆k|2. As long as the band

structure has Dirac points, there are points kD in the
Brillouin zone with δkD

= 0, associated with the blue
cross in Fig. 1(d). Furthermore, for a metallic normal
state, µ must be within the bandwidth and, hence, there
must be a region R in momentum space where |δk| >
|ϵk−µ|. For the momentum-independent A2 state, ∆k =
∆0, this implies that there exists ∆c

0 > 0 such that there
is k∗ ∈ R with parameters (such as the blue circle) above
the red solid line in Fig. 1(d) as long as |∆0| < ∆c

0. By
continuity, this means that there must be a nodal point
on any line connecting kD and k∗. Consequently, for
µ within the bandwidth and δkD

= 0 for some kD, the
A2 will always have a nodal line if |∆0| is sufficiently
small, consistent with the intuitive picture based on the
Bogoliubov spectrum in Fig. 1(a-c).

We illustrate this further in Fig. 1(e) using a toy
model with δk = t

∣∣1 + eia1·k + e−ia2·k
∣∣ and ϵk =

t′
∑3

j=1 cosaj · k, aj = [C3z]
j−1(

√
3, 0)T . This leads to

the second unexpected conclusion that, for any pairing
mechanism, including conventional electron-phonon cou-
pling, the leading instability either has nodal lines in a
finite region below Tc or transforms non-trivially under
the symmetries of the normal state. For electron-phonon
pairing (or pairing mediated by the fluctuations of any
time-reversal-symmetric order parameter [52], such as
the T-IVC state) this is particularly unexpected since it
is generally believed to always lead to a fully gapped state
that transforms trivially under all symmetries. In fact,
this can be proven in general terms [51, 52], even for spin-
orbit-split Fermi surfaces and beyond mean-field theory
[52]. The crucial difference to these works, however, is
that spinfull time-reversal is broken in our case such that
the Fermi-Dirac constraint is inconsistent with a non-
sign-changing, band-diagonal pairing state. This leads
to the unique situation that although electron-phonon
coupling will lead to entirely attractive interactions in
the Cooper channel, the superconducting energetics is
frustrated: the dominant pairing state is determined by
whether the energetic loss due to non-resonant band-off-
diagonal Cooper pairs (A2 pairing) or the costs from sign
changes of the order parameter (such as B1) are less
harmful. We will demonstrate this explicitly by a model
calculation in Sec. II E below, where either A2 or B1 is
dominant, depending on the form of the electron phonon
coupling.

Let us first, however, discuss the general spectral prop-
erties of the “chiral p-wave” state which is canonically
expected to be fully gapped as long as the Fermi sur-
faces do not cross the zeros of Xk + iYk. Three of these
zeros have to be at the Γ, K, and K ′ points as a conse-
quence of C3z symmetry. In the absence of fine-tuning,
Xk + iYk will have vortices at these points with vorticity
v = +1. As can be seen in Fig. 1(f), where we show
the phase of Xk + iYk using an admixture of the two
lowest-order terms, the net vorticity of +3 at these high-
symmetry points has to be compensated by anti-vortices
at generic momenta. The lowest possible number is three
C3z-related vortices, which appear near the M points in
Fig. 1(f). If it holds |δk| > |ϵk − µ| at any of these
zeros k = kj , we obtain a point above the red line in
Fig. 1(d) and, thus, a nodal point along any contour be-
tween that kj and kD; as opposed to the A2 state, this
holds irrespective of the value of ∆0 and therefore all the
way to zero temperature. In summary, we find that also
the E2(1, i) “chiral p-wave” state is not generically fully
gapped but instead will exhibit a nodal line encircling any
zero kj of Xk + iYk with |δkj | > |ϵkj − µ|. This leads to
an interesting filling dependence of the superconducting
gap, as we illustrate in our toy model in Fig. 1(g) along
with the criterion Dkj

:= |δkj
| − |ϵkj

− µ| > 0 evaluated
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FIG. 1: Spectral properties of interband pairing.
While for band-diagonal pairing a small superconducting
order parameter can immediately open up a gap as
time-reversal symmetry guarantees that the associated
avoided crossings [gray regions in (a)] in the Bogoliubov
spectrum are at the Fermi level, this is not the case for
band-off-diagonal pairing (b). Here, a sufficiently strong
order-parameter value is required to establish a full gap, see
(c). Its k dependence according to Eq. (3) is shown in (d),
where the red line indicates nodal points. If the band
structure has Dirac points, there will be a point on the
horizontal axis (blue cross). Consequently, if there is another
momentum point located above the red line (blue circle),
continuity of the Hamiltonian implies a nodal point on any
path connecting the two momenta. (e) Gap of the isotropic
A2 state and δk, ϵk (zeros indicated in red) for the
normal-state toy model defined in the text. BEC/BI refers
to the Bose-Einstein condensate/band insulator limit. (f)
Complex phase φk = arg(Xk + iYk) for leading basis
function with small subleading corrections. (g) Shows the
gap of the chiral p-wave E2(1, i) state with ∆0 = 1.5t and
the value of Dkj := |δkj | − |ϵkj − µ| for kj at the three
symmetry-in-equivalent vortices in (f) as a function of µ. We
took t′ = −2.2t, t > 0, in (b,d).

at the vortices at Γ, K/K’, and near M. Depending on µ,
Dk is positive only near the Γ point or only in a region
surrounding the vortices close to the M points, leading
to nodal lines encircling Γ and near the M points, respec-
tively, as shown in the inset of Fig. 1(g). These regimes
are separated by a fully gapped region where Dk < 0 for
all k, which could explain the fully gapped to nodal tran-
sition seen in tunneling experiments [49] when the filling
fraction is changed. Note that Dkj = −|ϵkj − µ| ≤ 0 for
kj at the K and K’ points. In Fig. 1(g), DK = DK′ van-
ishes close to the top of the band, which simply means
that the Fermi surfaces cross the K, K’ points and the

superconductor has nodal points for this fine-tuned value
of the chemical potential.

C. Fluctuation-induced pairing

Having discussed the unique energetics of pairing and
spectral properties of the resulting superconductors in
spin-polarized quasi-flat-bands with Dirac cones on a
general level, we next study these aspects more explicitly
by solving the superconducting self-consistency equations
in the flat bands common to alternating-twist graphene
systems. We will start with pairing induced by fluc-
tuations of a nearby symmetry-broken phase. To this
end, we will couple the low-energy electrons introduced
in Eq. (1) to a collective bosonic field ϕj(q) = ϕ†j(−q)
via

Hϕ =
∑
k,q,j

c†k+q,α,ηλ
j
α,η;α′,η′ck,α′,η′ϕj(q), (4)

where the Hermitian matrices λj capture the nature of
the correlated insulating phase; we here choose and nor-
malize λj such that (λj)2 = 1. Both for twisted bi-
[9] and trilayer graphene [14, 15, 29], the stable phases
emerging out of the U(4)×U(4) [9] manifold in the chiral-
flat (decoupled) limit are natural candidates. Integrating
out the bosonic modes, we obtain an effective electronic
interaction which in the for superconductivity relevant
intervalley Cooper channel reads as

Hϕ
int = −

∑
k,k′

χk−k′V(η,α,β),(η′,α′,β′)

× c†−k,β,−ηc
†
k,α,ηck′,α′,η′c−k′,β′,−η′ ,

(5)

with vertex

V(η,α,β),(η′,α′,β′) = tϕ
∑
j

[λjβ,η;β′,η′ ]
∗λjα,η;α′,η′ , (6)

tϕ = ±1 encoding whether the order parameter is even
or odd under time-reversal, Θϕj(q)Θ

† = tϕϕj(q), and
χq > 0 denoting the (static) susceptibility of ϕj .

Before discussing numerical results for the full model,
we first focus on perfectly flat bands. In this limit,
the leading superconducting instability within mean-field
theory is given by the largest eigenvalue of V in Eq. (6)
viewed as a matrix in the multi-index (η, α, β). Further-
more, if there is an anti-symmetric, valley-off-diagonal
matrix D obeying (see Methods)

[Dηx, λ
j ]−tϕ ≡ Dηxλ

j − tϕλ
jDηx = 0, (7)

the associated leading superconducting order parameter
in Eq. (1) is given by (∆k,η)α,α′ = δk(Dηx)α,η;α′η with
δk > 0; here ηj denote Pauli matrices in valley space and
the precise form of δk is determined by χ(q).
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FIG. 2: Pairing mediated by T-IVC fluctuations. We show (a) the band structure of the normal state with spin
polarization (K, K’, and Γ label the high-symmetry points of the moiré scale Brillouin zone) and (b) the critical temperature
Tc (in units of the maximum band splitting W0 ≃ 9.4 meV) as a function of coupling strength V measured in units of the
critical coupling Vc,1 = 105 meV · nm2 obtained from the linearized gap equation. The band structure (with color indicating
the band-projected value of the anomalous correlator) of the A2 state and its order parameter are shown in (c) and (d). The
DOS of the T = 0 superconductor for several different values of coupling strength V is plotted in (e). The DOS was computed
as

∑
k δ (Ek − ω), replacing the δ function with Lorentzians with half width at half max 0.3 meV (much smaller than the

typical superconducting order parameter). The critical coupling Vc,2 where the nodal lines disappear is Vc,2 ≃ 1.4Vc,1.

D. T-IVC fluctuations

Motivated by recent experiments [7] providing direct
evidence for T-IVC order, we start with T-IVC fluctu-
ations as a pairing glue. In the U(4) × U(4) symmet-
ric limit, the T-IVC state is associated with λj = σ0ηj ,
j = x, y, within our conventions. Since tϕ = +1, we are
looking for Dηx that commutes with λj . Interestingly,
there is a unique anti-symmetric, valley-off-diagonal ma-
trix D ∝ σyηx with that property, implying that the
leading pairing state has the form ∆k,η = σyδk, δk > 0.
This is exactly the A2 state in Table I, which, as dis-
cussed above, will have nodal lines at least in the vicin-
ity of Tc when a finite band dispersion is taken into
account. Intuitively, the fact that A2 pairing is fa-
vored can be understood by noticing that the valley-
off-diagonal form of λj leads to an attractive interaction
across the valleys, which penalizes the B1 state with its
sign change between the two valleys. In fact, it holds
V(η,α,β),(η′,α′,β′) = (1− η η′)

∑3
µ=0(σ

∗
µ)α,β(σµ)α′,β′ show-

ing explicitly that it is repulsive (attractive) in the B1

(A2) channel.

To go beyond the flat-band limit, we solve the super-
conducting mean-field equations numerically. We take
the flat TBG bands from the continuum model [66] as
the starting point. To capture the spin polarized nor-
mal state, we supplement it with Coulomb repulsion and

a perform HF calculation (see Appendix A for details).
As can be seen in the resulting band structure shown in
Fig. 2(a) with interaction renormalization assuming fill-
ing fraction ν = 2, this not only pushes one spin flavor
below the Fermi level but also induces significant band
renormalizations. For our subsequent study of supercon-
ducticity, we project onto the two bands at the Fermi
level and associate them with the creation operators ck,α
in the interactions in Eqs. (4) and (5). In our numeri-
cal computations, we choose χ(q) = 1

Am

V
α2+|q|2/k2

θ
where

Am is the real space area of a moiré unit cell, and take
α = 0.05 for concreteness, although we checked our main
conclusion do not crucially depend on this form. In all
of our numerics, we work at doping ν = 2.5.

As expected, we indeed find that the A2 state domi-
nates, both right at the critical temperature Tc, obtained
from the linearized gap equation, and at T = 0 as we
show by iteratively solving the full self-consistency equa-
tion (see Appendix C). One crucial effect of the finite
dispersion and splitting between the bands is that a fi-
nite interaction strength, V > Vc,1, is required to sta-
bilize the superconducting phase, as can be seen in the
plot of Tc in Fig. 2(b). Superconductivity ceases to be
a weak-coupling instability as the Bloch states (k, α, η)
and (−k, α′,−η) are not degenerate for α ̸= α′, cut-
ting off the logarithmic divergence known from BCS the-
ory. The quasi-particle spectrum and order parameter
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of superconductivity from T = 0 numerics are shown in
Fig. 2(c,d). In accordance with our general discussion
above, we observe that the order parameter only has fi-
nite components proportional to σy, which do not mix
with the band-even contributions ∝ σ0,x,z as a result of
C2z symmetry. Furthermore, it does not change sign as
a function of k and, for sufficiently small V but still with
V > Vc,1, the nodal lines in the superconducting spec-
trum persist all the way to T = 0, while the nodal line is
gapped out at low T < Tc if V > Vc,2.

The interaction-strength-dependence of the supercon-
ducting gap can be more clearly seen in Fig. 2(e), where
we show the DOS for the self-consistent solution at T = 0.
For large V , the superconductor becomes fully gapped
at T = 0, leading to a U-shaped DOS. With smaller
V , the magnitude of the order parameter decreases and
the superconductor eventually exhibits nodal lines, as ex-
plained above. In the regime just before these nodal lines
appear, there is an increase in the DOS near the Fermi
level, roughly when the order parameter and the maxi-
mal band splitting are comparable, leading to a V-shaped
DOS (green line). The lifetime parameter used to com-
pute the DOS is 0.3 meV; this choice was based on our
k-grid spacing. While it is not necessarily small with re-
spect to the tunneling gap (which vanishes at Vc,2), it is
small with respect to ∆(k) which is of order 5 meV just
as the state is becoming fully gapped for our choice of
normal state. This behavior of the DOS with interac-
tion strength may offer a natural explanation for the U-
shaped tunneling conductance measurements near ν = 2
and V-shaped tunneling conductance measurements near
ν = 3 observed in TTG [49]; if we are considering T-IVC
fluctuations of the insulator at ν = 2, then it may be rea-
sonable to expect the coupling to these fluctuations could
grow weaker as we dope towards ν = 3, in line with the
experimentally observed ν dependence.

Note that the regime we call V-shaped here is strictly
speaking fully gapped. However, the crucial difference to
the BCS state is that the gap is much smaller than the
order parameter magnitude as a result of the different
Bogoliubov spectrum in Eq. (3). This is why, depending
not only on the magnitude of the pairing but also on the
precise form of the normal state, the resulting tunneling
spectra can resemble those observed experimentally [48,
49], such as the green curve in Fig. 2(e), making the
A2 state an attractive candidate. The regime of small
V where stable superconductivity with true Bogoliubov
Fermi surfaces is observed can further exhibit a peak at
ω = 0 which is due to a Van Hove singularity crossing
the Fermi level, see blue curve in Fig. 2(e); while this
peak has not been observed experimentally, its presence
crucially depends on details of the normal state band
structure and is only found to be energetically favored in
a very small regime of V in our model.

E. Electron-phonon coupling

To illustrate that the off-diagonal A2 state is more gen-
erally favored beyond just T-IVC fluctuations, we next
discuss electron-phonon coupling, which is frequently
considered as a plausible pairing mechanism for twisted
moiré systems [33, 35–39]. Similar to Ref. 35, we use that
the optical A1, B1, and E2 phonon modes are known [68]
to dominate the electron-phonon coupling in single-layer
graphene. As these are optical phonons, we further as-
sume that the impact of the interlayer coupling on the
phonons can be neglected and arrive at

HEP =

∫
dr ψ†

ℓ,s(r)[gA1ΛA1uA1,µ(r) (8)

+ gB1
ΛB1

uB1,µ(r) + gE2
ΛE2

· uE2,µ(r)](vµ)ℓψℓ,s(r)

for the electron-phonon coupling, where vµ encode the
layer structure of the modes (see Methods). Symmetry
dictates that the vertices Λg are given by ΛA1 = ηxρx,
ΛB1 = ηyρx, and ΛE2 = (ηzρy,−ρx) where ρ acts on the
microscopic sublattice basis. Integrating out the phonons
and projecting to the flat bands, we obtain an effective
electron-electron interaction (see Methods)

HC
int = −

∑
k,k′

Vg[λ
g,j,µ
k,β,η;k′,β′,η′ ]

∗λg,j,µk,α,η;k′,α′,η′

× c†−k,β,−ηc
†
k,α,ηck′,α′,η′c−k′,β′,−η′ ,

(9)

where the coupling constants Vg of the three different
phonon modes g = A1, B1, E2 are estimated to obey
VA1

= VB1
≃ 1.33VE2

for parallel spins in the two val-
leys, while VA1

= VB1
= 0 for anti-parallel spins. From

Eq. (9), it is clear that the induced interaction would be
always completely attractive if we focused on intra-band
pairing, α = α′ = β = β′, which in spinful systems gener-
ically favors the trivial pairing channel [51, 52]. In our
case, the combination of two energetically close bands
and the trivial pairing being purely band-off-diagonal
leads to the competition between different superconduc-
tors, even with electron-phonon coupling alone.

To demonstrate this, we study intra-valley pairing
within the mean-field approximation and parametrize the
relative strength of the different phonon modes with an
angle variable θph according to VA1

= VB1
= V0 cos θph,

VE2
= V0 sin θph. The results of the mean-field calcula-

tion are summarized in Fig. 3. We see that the A2 pair-
ing state is favored by the intervalley phonons (θph = 0)
inspite of its band-off-diagonal nature leading to a sup-
pressed gap [see Fig. 3(a)]. This is natural as these
phonons mediate an attractive interaction between the
two valleys which disfavors the B1 state, similar to T-
IVC fluctuations. In fact, focusing on the leading, mo-
mentum independent term, λg,+k,k′ → λg,+, g = A1, B1,
symmetry dictates λA1,+ ∝ σ0η1 and λB1,+ ∝ σ0η2 in
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FIG. 3: Pairing from electron-phonon coupling. We show (a) the band structure and (b) the self consistent order
parameter of the A2 pairing for θph = 0 and T = 0. The eigenvalues corresponding to the A2 and B1 pairings in the linearized
gap equation at T = 5K, which is close to their Tc, are shown in (c) as a function of θph. We show an example of the band
structure (d) of the B1 pairing and its order parameter (e,f,g). In accordance with symmetry, the A2 (B1) state only has
order-parameter components ∝ σy (∝ σ0,x,z). We took ν = 2.5 and V0 = 250 meV · (nm)2 with a continuum model
bandwidth ≃ 2 meV. We point out that if A1 phonons are dominant, as suggested by recent experimental work [61] and past
theoretical study in mono-layer graphene [67], we would expect our A2 pairing to dominate assuming the pairing potential is
sufficiently large. We also emphasize that although the pairing functions for A2 pairing (b) when θ = 0 and B1 pairing when
θ = π/2 (e,f,g) are roughly equal, the excitation spectra shows the B1 state with a band gap on the order of the pairing
strength (d) while the A1 state’s band gap is nearly zero, see (a).

the chiral limit (see Appendix D3). This maps the prob-
lem exactly to that of T-IVC fluctuations, immediately
explaining why the order parameter has a fixed sign in
Fig. 3(b). As θph is increased, the B1 state is favored
(roughly for θph > π/4) as can be seen in Fig. 3(c). This
is expected since the intravalley E2 phonon mediates an
attractive interaction within each valley such that the en-
ergy gain due to the enhanced gap [Fig. 3(d)], associated
with the band-diagonal matrix elements of the B1 state,
will overcompensate the energetic loss due to the sign
change of B1’s order parameter between the two valleys.
This picture is consistent with the dominance and non-
sign-changing nature of the band-diagonal components
of the B1 state, see Fig. 3(e-g). Finally, this behavior
can also be understood by applying the commutator cri-
terion in Eq. (7) in the microscopic sublattice basis, see
Appendix D1.

This shows that, as opposed to the conventional sce-
nario [51, 52], there are two possible leading supercon-
ducting states and the superconducting pairing state does
not transform trivially under the symmetries of the sys-
tem even when phonons alone provide the pairing glue.
We have checked in our T = 0 numerics that a 60-70
meV·(nm)2 coupling to A1 and B1 phonons (based on
Ref. 68) is roughly of the order needed to stabilize the
A2 pairing, assuming the normal state is the flat bands
of the un-renormalized continuum model, which in our
case has a bandwidth of 2 meV. However, we note that
if the interaction-renormalized band splitting is much
larger than the continuum model band width, or if the
normal state has anti-parallel spins in either valley, addi-

TABLE II: Leading superconducting states in the flat-band
limit, following from Eq. (7), for pairing mediated by
fluctuations of the indicated orders, defined by using λj in
Eq. (4). Here δk > 0 and states separated by commas are
degenerate. The couplings in the microscopic basis, used in
Fig. 4 for the respective orders, are listed under λ̄j . Except
for SLP−, the leading superconducting states for λj and λ̄j

are the same (cf. Fig. 4 and Appendix D1).

Fluctuating Order Leading Superconductor
type λj λ̄j ∆k,η IR

T-IVC σ0ηx,y ρxηx,y σyδk A2

K-IVC σyηx,y ρyηx,y σ0ηδk B1

SLP+ σyηz ρzη0 σyδk, σ0ηδk A2, B1

SLP− σyη0 ρzηz σxηδk, σzηδk B2, B1

tional particle-hole fluctuations, such as those of T-IVC
order, will also be required for pairing. An interesting
scenario arises for anti-parallel spins in the two valley as
a magnetic field will cant the spins and, hence, increase
the projection of the intervalley phonon matrix elements
to the flat bands. At least in TTG, with the suppressed
orbital coupling, this could give rise to re-entrant super-
conductivity at high fields [25].
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a b

c d

FIG. 4: Pairing for different particle-hole
fluctuations. These are defined by the coupling matrices
λ̄j listed in Table II. Similar to Fig. 3(c), we show Tc of the
leading pairing states, where θfluc. tunes the relative
strength between T-IVC-induced interactions (∝ cos θfluc.)
and interactions (∝ sin θfluc.) coming from fluctuations of (a)
SLP+, (b) K-IVC, (c) SLP−, and (d) N-IVC fluctuations.

F. Other particle-hole fluctuations

Finally, we discuss pairing induced by fluctuations of
other particle-hole instabilities. In Table II, we list the re-
sulting leading superconductors taking λj in Eq. (4) to be
any of the different strong-coupling candidate order pa-
rameters [9, 13–15, 29]. In particular, in addition to the
T-IVC, we will consider the time-reversal-odd Kramers
intervalley coherent state (K-IVC), and time reversal-odd
and -even sublattice polarized states (SLP− and SLP+).
To analyze how sensitive our conclusions are to the pre-
cise form of the coupling of the strong-coupling fluctuat-
ing orders to the electrons, we also perform numerics by
projecting momentum-independent coupling vertices in
the microscopic basis with the correct symmetries (see,
e.g., Table II in [13]), listed as λ̄j in Table II, to the
flat bands. In the band basis, this leads to momentum-
dependent coupling vertices, cf. Eq. (9). Motivated by
recent experiments [7], we will also consider fluctuations
of an additional nematic, time-reversal symmetric, layer-
odd, intervalley coherent state (N-IVC) [62] which is not
a candidate ground state in the strong coupling limit; un-
like the other strong-coupling ground states, the N-IVC
has no momentum independent representation in the flat
band basis but does have a momentum-independent ma-
trix order parameter in the sublattice basis which takes
the form λ(j,j

′) = (ηx, ηy)j(ρ0, ρz)j′ . The results for
fluctuations of the projected strong-coupling orders λ̄j

in Table II are shown in Fig. 4, where we use the an-
gle θfluc. to tune the relative strength between T-IVC
and any of the other type of fluctuation-induced inter-
actions by multiplying the T-IVC interaction potential
with cos(θfluc.) and the other fluctuation potential with
sin(θfluc.). In our microscopic numerics, we have taken a
potential form χ(q) = 1

Am

V
α2+|q|2/k2

θ
again with α = 0.2

and with V = 4200 meV·(nm)2. We chose the value of
V such that the transitions between the different pairing
states are clearly visible in Fig. 4 when varying θfluc.. In
accordance with the prediction for λ̄j in Table II, SLP+
fluctuations further stabilize the A2 superconductor, see
Fig. 4(a). As such, the band-diagonal B1 superconduct-
ing channel, where SLP+ fluctuations are also attrac-
tive, can become the leading channel (favored over A2

as a result of the finite bandwidth) only very close to
θfluc. = π/2. K-IVC fluctuations, however, are repulsive
for A2 pairing and favor the B1 state more strongly.

So far, the strong-coupling (λj) and sublattice (λ̄j)
form of the couplings in Table II lead to the same conclu-
sions. This is different for SLP− fluctuations [Fig. 4(d)],
where the projection-induced momentum-dependence in
the band basis can stabilize the E1 superconductor. This
can be understood by applying Eq. (7) in the sublattice
basis (see Appendix D1). We also find the E1 state when
fluctuations of the N-IVC state of Ref. 62 dominate. Ex-
amples of the E1 nematic and B2 order parameters which
emerge for SLP− fluctuations or N-IVC fluctuations are
shown in Appendix F. We point out the nematic E1 pair-
ing is also an interesting candidate given that despite
having nonzero pairing in the σ0, σx, σz channels, it will
be nodal as long as the σx components do not gap out
the nodes in the band-diagonal parts.

III. DISCUSSION

Taken together, we see that the proposed band-off-
diagonal A2 superconductor is an especially attractive
candidate for TBG and TTG: first, it can lead to both
V-shaped or U-shaped DOS, depending on lifetime pa-
rameters, the normal state, and the coupling strength
V , see Fig. 2(e). As these parameters might vary from
sample to sample and within a sample (e.g., V is ex-
pected to decrease upon doping further away from the
insulator), this can naturally explain the tunneling data
of [48, 49]. We emphasize however that at least at the
level of our mean-field numerics, we only expect a V-
shape in the regime where the superconducting pairing
is of the order of the bandwidth; this is the regime, where
although the pairing is finite and can be quite large, the
gap in the superconducting spectrum is either just clos-
ing or very small relative to the pairing. Increasing the
pairing further will lead to an evolution from V to U
shaped while decreasing the pairing will eventually lead
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to a nodal Fermi surface and presumably a peak at zero
energy in the DOS. Second, despite its interband nature,
A2 is the unique pairing state that is favored by fluctu-
ations of two out of the four strong-coupling-candidates
we consider for the correlated insulator, see Fig. 4(a-c).
What is more, this includes the T-IVC state, signatures
of which are observed in recent experiments [7]. Finally,
it is also favored by the likely dominant [61, 67] optical in-
tervalley phonon modes. We emphasize that, both in the
case of fluctuating correlated insulators and phonons, the
minimum attractive coupling needed to stabilize a purely
band off diagonal state depends on the energy splitting
between the two flat bands in the normal state; if the
bands of our normal state are closer to degenerate, irre-
spective of the total bandwidth, the needed coupling to
stabilize the A2 pairing in mean-field will decrease.

The other band-off-diagonal superconductor we iden-
tify transforms under the IR E2, i.e., can be thought of as
a p-wave state. Its spectral properties also agree well with
experiment as the chiral configurations, E2(1, i), which
is favored within mean-field theory over a nematic E2

state, can also have nodal regions, depending on filling.
As can be seen in Fig. 1(g), this can lead to a transition
from gapped to nodal when increasing the electron fill-
ing starting at ν ≃ 2. However, as opposed to the A2

state, E2 does not naturally appear as leading instability
when considering optical phonons or fluctuations of any
of the strong-coupling order parameters of the correlated
insulator. While this makes it energetically less natural
than A2, we cannot exclude it since its phenomenology
agrees well with experiment and since the precise form
of the coupling of the dominant low-energy collective ex-
citations are not known—significant momentum depen-
dencies beyond λj and λ̄j in Table II could stabilize E2

pairing as well. We also find in our numerics a nematic
E1 state which may be preferred over its chiral version in
the presence of sufficient strain or due to fluctuation cor-
rections [27, 53–55]. We find the E1 state is the leading
instability of nematic IVC fluctuations and SLP− fluc-
tuations, and is a subleading instability of T-IVC fluctu-
ations. The E1 state is interesting in its own right, as it
can also be nodal.

As superconductivity might further coexist with T-
IVC order [7], we have checked (see Appendix E) that
this does not alter our main observation: the preserved
C2z symmetry still allows for entirely band-off-diagonal
states, with transitions from nodal to full gapped, which
are stabilized (among other fluctuations) by intervalley
phonons.

For the future, it will be interesting to go beyond
mean-field and analyze the competition of our band-off-
diagonal states with odd-frequency pairing, which we
study in a follow-up work [69]. It also seems promis-
ing to study Andreev reflection [48, 49] for our interband
pairing scenario. On a more general level, our work shows

that the observation of nodal pairing in twisted graphene
systems does not immediately exclude a chiral supercon-
ducting state nor an entirely electron-phonon-based pair-
ing mechanism. It illustrates that a microscopic under-
standing of the superconducting states in graphene moiré
systems requires taking into account their intrinsically
multi-band nature.

Note added. Just before posting our work, Ref. 70
appeared online, which discusses pairing induced by A1

phonons in spinful TBG bands.

Methods

Flat-band limit. To derive Eq. (7), we take the flat-
band limit, ξk,± → 0, in the linearized gap equation. For
the interaction defined in Eqs. (4-6), we get (with moiré
cell area Am)

(∆k,η)β,β′ = tϕ
1

4AmT

∑
k′

χk−k′

×
∑
j

[λjβ′,η;α′,η′ ]
∗λjβ,η;α,η′(∆k′,η′)α,α′ .

(10)

We define (∆̂k)α,η;α′,η′ := (∆k,η)α,α′δη,η′ and note that
finding the leading superconducting state according to
Eq. (10) is equivalent to determining ∆̂k that maximizes
the functional

F [∆̂k] :=

∑
k,k′,j χk−k′ tϕtr[λj∆̂k′(λj)†∆̂

†
k]∑

k tr[∆̂†
k∆̂k]

. (11)

Since χk−k′ > 0, the maximum value will be reached
if we can maximize tϕtr[λj∆̂k′(λj)†∆̂

†
k] for each k,

k′, j separately. As the Frobenius inner product
⟨A,B⟩F = tr[A†B] reaches its maximum (minimum)
at fixed ⟨A,A⟩ and ⟨B,B⟩, if A = cB with c > 0

(c < 0), tϕtr[λj∆̂k′(λj)†∆̂
†
k] is maximized if ∆̂k =

tϕck,k′λj∆̂k′(λj)† with ck,k′ > 0. For the ansatz ∆̂k =
δkDηx (and assuming for now that δk has a fixed sign
for all k), this is obeyed if

Dηx = tϕλ
jDηx(λ

j)†, ∀j. (12)

We state Eq. (12) as the (anti)commutator condition (7)
in the main text [equivalent if (λj)2 = 1], not only be-
cause it highlights the simple algebraic and basis indepen-
dent nature of the condition but also since it emphasizes
the similarities to the generalized Anderson theorem of
[71, 72].

If we can find a solution to Eq. (12), we know that
the maximum (or at least one of the possibly degenerate
maxima) of F [∆̂k] is of the form of ∆̂k = δkDηx where
δk is obtained as the maximum of the reduced functional

F̃ [δk] :=

∑
k,k′ χk−k′δ∗kδk′∑

k |δk|2
, (13)
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or equivalently as the largest eigenvector of χk−k′ viewed
as a matrix in k and k′. As χk−k′ > 0 (due to stability),
the Perron-Frobenium theorem then immediately implies
δk > 0, in line with out assumption above and as stated
in the main text.

Electron-phonon coupling. To present more details
on the electron-phonon coupling, the associated displace-
ment operators in Eq. (8) can be expressed in terms of
canonical bosons, bg,α,µ,q,

(ug,µ(r))j =
∑
q

bg,j,µ,qe
iq·r + H.c.√

2NMωg(q)
, (14)

where j refers to the two components for the E2 phonon
(is idle for A1, B1), M is the carbon mass, and ωg(q) is
the phonon dispersion, characterizing the phononic part
of the Hamiltonian, HP =

∑
q ωg(q)b

†
g,j,µ,qbg,j,µ,q.

As for (vµ)ℓ in Eq. (8), ℓ = 1, 2 refers to the physical
graphene layer in the case of TBG. One can, in princi-
ple, choose any orthonormal basis; we will find it con-
venient to use the layer-exchange even and odd states,
v± = (1,±1)T /

√
2. For TTG, the situation is more

involved (see Appendix D2), but our arguments about
which phonons are attractive in which pairing channels
will hold for both systems.

We project HEP in Eq. (8) onto the two flat bands
(α = ±) in each valley η of the spin polarized continuum-
model, leading to a coupling term similar to Eq. (4) with
momentum-dependent coupling matrices, λj → λg,j,µk,k′ .
Investigating the matrix elements λg,j,µk,k′ , we notice that
they almost vanish for the layer-odd intervalley (A1, B1)
phonons, which can be understood as a consequence of
chiral and particle-hole symmetry (see Appendix D3).
The situation is the reverse for the intravalley (E2)
phonons, where the layer-even matrix elements are nu-
merically small and the layer-odd matrix elements dom-
inate. We therefore focus on layer-even (odd) intervalley
(intravalley) phonon couplings.

Neglecting the momentum dependence in the phonon
frequencies and retardation effects, the resulting electron-
electron interaction in the inter-valley Cooper channel
obtained by integrating out the phonons is given by
Eq. (9). Here, Vg = g2g/(2Nω

2
g) > 0 and VA1

= VB1
≃

1.33VE2
results from gA1

= gB1
≃ gE2

and the phonon
frequencies estimated in Ref. 68. Importantly, this only

holds for parallel spins in the two valleys. For anti-
parallel spins, the projection of the coupling matrices to
the flat bands vanishes for the intervalley phonon modes
A1 and B1 such that VA1

= VB1
= 0.
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Appendix A: Normal-state

1. Parallel and anti-parallel spins

We first discuss in more detail the spin structure of the superconducting states and the meaning of the symmetries
of the effectively spinless bands, used in the main text to classify the superconducting states. We distinguish the two
cases of (i) parallel spins in the two valleys and (ii) anti-parallel spins. To understand the physical meaning of the
spinless symmetries of the main text, we start by listing the symmetries and their representations on the continuum-
model operators ψρ,ℓ,η,s(r) and band-operators dk,α,η,s before normal-state polarization, where ρ, ℓ, η, s, and α are
indices for the sublattice, layer, valley, spin, and the two flat bands, while ρj , ηj , sj , and σj are Pauli matrices in
sublattice, valley, spin, and band space, respectively:

1. Two-fold rotation along z, C2z : ψ(r) → ηxρxψ(−r) and dk → ηxd−k

2. Spinless time-reversal, Θ: ψ(r) → ηxψ(r) and dk → ηxd−k

3. Spinful time-reversal, Θs: ψ(r) → ηxisyψ(r) and dk → ηxisyd−k

4. SO(3) spin-rotations, Rs(φ): ψ(r) → eiφ·s/2ψ(r) and dk → eiφ·s/2dk

5. Global U(1) gauge symmetry, U(ϕ): ψ(r) → eiϕψ(r) and dk → eiϕdk

6. Three-fold rotation along z, C3z: ψ(r) → ei
2π
3 ρzηzψ(C3zr) and dk → dC3zk

7. Two-fold rotation along x, C2x: ψ(r) → ρxψ(C2xr) and dk → σzdC2xk

Except for Θs and Θ, which are anti-linear, all representations are linear. In case (i) and assuming for concreteness
that the active bands at the Fermi level of the flat bands are entirely spin-up (s =↑), we simply define the fermionic
operators of the main text as

ck,α,η := dk,α,η,↑. (A1)

The remaining (non-trivial) symmetries then act as C2z : ck → ηxc−k, Θ : ck → ηxc−k, U(ϕ) : ck → eiϕck,
C3z : ck → cC3zk, and C2x : ck → σzcC2xk, exactly as in the main text.
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The situation is more non-trivial in case (ii). Let us assume, for notational simplicity, that the spin polarization of
the active flat bands in valley η = + is s =↑ and in valley η = − is ↓. Accordingly, we define

ck,α,+ := dk,α,+,↑, ck,α,− := dk,α,−,↓, (A2)

as the effectively spinless fermionic operators used in the main text. It clearly holds, exactly as before, U(ϕ) : ck →
eiϕck, C3z : ck → cC3zk, and C2x : ck → σzcC2xk. However, Θ and C2z are explicitly broken and, thus, have to be
replaced by appropriate combinations with other symmetries. Let us define

Θ̃ := U(−π/2)ΘsRs(πêz), C̃2z := U(−π/2)C2zRs(πêx), (A3)

which are symmetries of the system and obey the same algebraic relations as the symmetries in the main text,

Θ̃2 = C̃2
2z = 1, [Θ̃, C̃2z] = 0, [Θ̃, C2x] = [Θ̃, C3z] = [C̃2z, C2x] = [C̃2z, C3z] = 0. (A4)

In fact, their representation on the fermions defined in Eq. (A2) is exactly the same as that of Θ and C2z in the main
text, C̃2z : ck → ηxc−k and Θ̃ : ck → ηxc−k. As such, for case (ii), the time-reversal symmetry Θ and two-fold-
rotational symmetry C2z in the main text can be identified with Θ̃ and C̃2z in Eq. (A3). To illustrate this further and
also explicitly discuss the spin structure of the order parameter, we transform the superconducting order parameter
back to the d-fermions via Eq. (A2),

Hp =
∑
k

c†k,α,+(∆k)α,α′c†−k,α′,− =
1

2

∑
k

d†k,α,+,s[(s0 + sz)isy]s,s′(∆k)α,α′d†−k,α′,−,s′ , (A5)

which shows that we obtain an admixture of singlet and (unitary) triplet pairing. To demonstrate the action of Θ̃
and C̃2z more explicitly and provide a consistency check, let us focus on ∆k = 2∆σy, where Eq. (A5) becomes

Hp =
∆

2

∑
k

d†k(is0ηy + szηx)isyσyd
†
−k. (A6)

From Eq. (A3), we find the representations C̃2z : dk → ηxsxd−k and Θ̃ : dk → ηxsxd−k; applying this in Eq. (A6),
we find that

C̃2z : ∆ → ∆, Θ̃ : ∆ → −∆∗, (A7)

exactly as in the main text.
For case (i), Eq. (A5) instead becomes

Hp =
∑
k

c†k,α,+(∆k)α,α′c†−k,α′,− =
1

2

∑
k

d†k,α,+,s[(sx + isy)isy]s,s′(∆k)α,α′d†−k,α′,−,s′ , (A8)

i.e., a non-unitary triplet state—as expected [27] since this is the “Hund’s partner” of the singlet-triplet admixed state
in Eq. (A5), obtained by an independent spin-rotation in the two valleys [SU(2)−× SU(2)+]. For ∆k = 2∆σy this
yields

Hp =
∆

2

∑
k

d†k(sxηx + isyηx)isyσyd
†
−k. (A9)

Again in accordance with the spinless formulation of the main text, we get C2z : ∆ → ∆ and Θ : ∆ → −∆∗.
We finally note that the normal-state polarization also determines the spin-structure of the fluctuating orders in

Table II and Table III: switching between the two scenarios (i) and (ii) requires replacing an order parameter for the
correlated insulator by its “Hund’s partner” (see, e.g., Table II in [13] for a complete list). As the system is believed to
be close to the SU(2)−× SU(2)+ symmetric limit (the intervalley Hund’s coupling was estimated to be smaller than
0.1meV in [24]), the strength of fluctuations of Hund’s partners is expected to be roughly the same. As such, both
scenarios (i) and (ii) are consistent with a mechanism based on fluctuations of an order parameter of a correlated
insulator. As mentioned in the main text, this is different for phonons, where only scenario (i) allows for intervalley
phonons providing the pairing glue.
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2. Hartree-Fock numerics

To capture the non-interacting band structure, we use a continuum-model description [66],

H0 =

∫
dr ψ†

ρ,ℓ,η,s(r) [hη(∇, r)]ρ,ℓ;ρ′,ℓ′ ψρ′,ℓ′,η,s(r), (A10)

where ψ†
ρ,ℓ,η,s creates an electron of spin s =↑, ↓, in valley η = ±, sublattice ρ = A,B, and with pseudo-layer

quantum-number ℓ = 1, 2; in case of TBG, ℓ refers to the actual two graphene layers, whereas, for TTG, it denotes the
two mirror-even layer-eigenstates, (1, 1, 1)T and (1,−2, 1)T , of the three layers [73]. The continuum model involves
two terms, (hη)ℓ,ℓ′ = δℓ,ℓ′h

(d)
ℓ,η(∇) + (h

(t)
η (r))ℓ,ℓ′ ; the first one, h(d)ℓ,η = −iℏvF ei

ρzθℓ
2 (ηρx∂x − ρy∂y)e

−i
ρzθℓ

2 with ρj
being Pauli matrices in sublattice space, describes the Dirac cones of chirality η, rotated by θℓ = (−1)ℓθ/2 in the
two (pseudo)layers ℓ; the second one, h(t), captures the tunneling between the layers, with amplitude w0 and w1

between the same and opposite sublattices, respectively. The modulation of the tunneling on the moiré scale leads
to a reconstruction of the band structure, exhibiting nearly flat bands for magic angles around θ ≃ 1.1◦ and θ ≃ 1.5◦

for TBG and TTG, respectively. We take w1 = 89 meV, w0

w1
= .55, vF = 106 m/s, θ = 1.09◦ in all our numerical

calculations.
As already mentioned above, experiments [19, 20] indicate that the superconducting phase in the density regime

2 < |ν| < 3 coexists with the reset behavior at half-filling, |ν| = 2, of the upper or low flat-bands. To model this
effect, we add Coulomb repulsion,

HC =
1

2N

∑
q

V (q)ρqρ−q (A11)

to our Hamiltonian, where ρq is the Fourier transform of the density of the continuum-model electrons cr and the N
the number of moiré unit cells. We assume a double gate screened Coulomb potential of the form:

V (q) =
1

Am

1− e−2ds|q|

2ϵϵ0|q|
(A12)

In the above, Am is the area of a real-space moiré unit cell (since we consider TBG and not TTG in our numerics,
we take Am to be the moiré unit cell for 1.09◦), ds is the screening distance which we take to be 40 nm, and ϵ is
the dielectric constant we take to be ϵ ≃ 4. Note that projecting Eq. (A11) into the bands of TTG will also lead to
interactions coupling the mirror-sectors. However, as was shown [13] analytically in a specific limit and numerically
for realistic parameters, also the interacting physics of TTG decays into that of the TBG and that of a single Dirac
cone for D0 = 0. As such, it is justified to focus on the mirror-bands as in Eq. (A10) when discussing the reset physics
in TTG at D0 = 0.

In computing the normal state, we assume the same normal state density matrix as in Ref. 13 where the expectation
value ⟨c†k,α,ηck,β,η⟩ is equal to the 1

2 Id in the subspace of the flat bands of one spin flavor which are half filled in our
normal state and equal to Id in the flat bands of the remaining spin flavor which are fully polarized. We emphasize that
we are assuming a static, momentum independent ansatz for the normal state density matrix which is not obtained
self consistently. As can be seen in Fig. II, instead of just rigidly shifting one spin species away from the Fermi level,
there are also significant band renormalizations, in particular for the active spin flavor. Similar to the toy model with
t′ < 0 used in Fig. 1, the Dirac cones at the K and K’ points are pushed towards the top of the bands.

3. Gauge Fixing

We will also describe how we fix the phases of the continuum model Bloch wavefunctions we use in our computations.
We denote the wavefunction of band n in valley η at momentum k by uk,n,η. We use C2zT to fix the phase of the
wavefunctions to be either +1 or −1 by enforcing:

C2zT uk,n,η = uk,n,η (A13)

We then fix the relative sign of wavefunctions in opposite flat bands but the same valley with the chiral symmetry
operator C as:

Cuk,±,η = iη ± uk,∓,η/| ⟨u∗k,∓,η|C |uk,±,η⟩ | (A14)
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We fix the relative sign of wavefunctions in opposite bands and opposite valleys with PHC2z, where PH a unitary
particle hole symmetry operator with:

PHC2zuk,±,η = ±ηuk,∓,−η (A15)

Finally, we use time-reversal symmetry to fix the relative sign between wavefunctions at opposite k, in opposite
valleys, but within the same band:

T uk,n,η = u−k,n,−η (A16)

Appendix B: Gap Equation at T = 0

In this appendix we will discuss the self consistency equations we solve to obtain our T = 0 solutions. In general,
we write the Hamiltonian in a Nambu basis as:

Hk =
(
c†k,+ c−k,−

)( ξk,+ ∆(k)

∆(k)† −ξ−k,−

)(
ck,+
c†−k,−

)
(B1)

Where we have suppressed spin and band indices, and both ξk,± and ∆k are matrices in band and spin space. ξk,±
represents the normal state dispersion in the ± valleys, which we take to be spin polarized and renormalized by
Coulomb interactions as described in App. A. ∆k can be expressed as:

∆α,η;β,−η
k =

1

N

∑
k,k′

χk,k′λα,η;γ,η
′

k,k′

(
⟨c−kck⟩T

)γ,η′;δ,−η′ (
λT−k,k′

)δ,−η′;β,−η

(B2)

In the above, λα,η;γ,η
′

k,k′ represent form factors of some matrix elements which could represent either phonons or
fluctuations projected into the flat bands and may be valley diagonal or off diagonal. Vk,k′ is an isotropic potential
which we will generally take to be attractive and flat for phonons and attractive with some lorentzian form for
fluctuation mediated pairing. Since we will be assuming interactions with strength less than the scale of the coulomb
interactions, we will treat the polarized spin flavor which is fully occupied at ν = 2 as a spectator and assume the
pairing is zero in these bands. The self consistency condition we solve at T = 0 is:

⟨c−k,α,−ck,β,+⟩ = U∗
kχkU

T
k (B3)

Where Uk is defined as the unitary operator such that:

U†
kHkUk = Dk (B4)

Here, Dk is a diagonal matrix with the Fermi-Dirac functions of eigenvalues of Hk at T = 0 as its diagonal entries.
χk is the matrix with Fermi-Dirac functions at T = 0 K of the entries of D on the diagonal. We also must impose
Fermi-Dirac statistics as a constraint on our solutions. We enforce this constraint at each iteration by splitting
⟨c−k,α,−ck,β,+⟩ into components which go as either ηx in valley space (denoted Ek) or ηy in valley space (denoted as
Ok) depending on whether the pairing is even or odd under k → −k and the antisymmetry or symmetry of the band
indices as:

Ok =
1

2
(⟨c−k,α,−ck,β,+⟩+ ⟨ck,β,−c−k,α,+⟩) Ek =

1

2
(⟨c−k,α,−ck,β,+⟩ − ⟨ck,β,−c−k,α,+⟩) (B5)

Our iterative procedure then proceeds as follows. At the zeroth iteration, an ansatz for ⟨c−k,α,−ck,β,+⟩ satisfying the
desired symmetries is selected. Then at each iteration, the chemical potential is adjusted to give the desired filling,
which we take to be ν = 2.5 in our numerics. Uk and the resulting functions Ok and Ek are then computed and plugged
back into ∆k, (which also is guaranteed to obey Fermi-Dirac statistics assuming our generalized form factors obey
time reversal symmetry). ∆k is then used to compute the new Uk, and the procedure is repeated until convergence
is reached in ∆k and µ. In practice, in our T = 0 numerics, we take q = k − k′ to only be summed over the first
Brillouin zone when we consider fluctuation mediated superconductivity, an assumption justified for our fluctuation
mediated SC by χ(q) falling off as 1

|q|2 near the first Brillouin zone edge. For phonon mediated superconductivity, we
include an additional shell of the 6 nearest Brillouin zones in our sum over q. Including more shells may reduce the
needed coupling, though we expect the leading instability of A1 phonons should be unchanged.
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TABLE III: Generalization of Table II of the main text, where we also indicate the dominant superconducting orders (∆̄) in
the microscopic basis, obtained by applying Eq. (7) in the sublattice basis. The phonon modes refer to the sublattice-basis
form λ̄j of the coupling, cf. Eq. (8), and “g-nematic” stands for the (intravalley) graphene nematic state of Ref. 62, which has
the same coupling as the E2 phonon.

Fluctuating Order Leading SC (band) Leading SC (microscopic)
type λj λ̄j ∆k,η IR ∆̄k,η IR

T-IVC/A1, B1 phonon σ0ηx,y ρxηx,y σyδk A2 ρzηδk A2

K-IVC σyηx,y ρyηx,y σ0ηδk B1 ρ0ηδk B1

SLP+ σyηz ρzη0 σyδk, σ0ηδk A2, B1 ρzηδk, ρ0ηδk A2, B1

SLP− σyη0 ρzηz σxηδk, σzηδk B2, B1 (ρy, ρxη) E1

N-IVC — ηx,yρ0,z — — (ρy, ρxη) E1

g-nematic/E2 phonon — (ηzρy,−ρx) — — ρ0ηδk B1

Appendix C: Linearized Gap Equation at Tc

In this appendix, we will describe how we compute solutions to the linearized gap equation at Tc. As in App. B, we
will assume a spin polarized normal state and only consider superconducting instabilities within a single spin flavor. We
recall that for the case of fluctuation-mediated superconductivity, we couple electrons to bosonic modes (j = 1, 2, . . . )
as, e.g., in Eq. (4), with λjα,η;α′,η′ capturing the symmetries broken by the corresponding order parameter. In order
to compactly write down the linearized gap equation, it is convenient to express λj as

(
λjα,η;α′,η′

)
k,k′

= Aα,η;α′,−η
k,k′ δη,−η′ +Bα,η;α′,η

k,k′ δη,η′ . (C1)

Here we also include the momentum dependence of the matrix elements, which arises when we study phonons and
order parameter fluctuations projected from the sublattice basis to the band basis. In Eq. (C1), Ak,k′ are the valley
off diagonal pieces of the form factor λjα,η;α′,η′ and Bk,k′ is the valley diagonal pieces. With this notation in hand,
the linearized gap equation we solve is

(
∆(k)†

)α,−;β+
=
∑
q

χq

(
Gδ−;γ+
k−q Bγ+;β+

k−q,q (B
T
−k+q,−q)

α−;δ− − Gγ−;δ+
−k+q A

γ−;β+
k−q,q (A

T
−k+q,−q)

α−;δ+
)
, (C2)

where the Greens function Gα+;β−
k−q defined by

Gα+;β−
k =

1

2Am

(
∆00

k

2|ξk,0|
(1− 2nF (|ξk,0|)) (σ0 + σz)

αβ +
∆11

k

2|ξk,1|
(1− 2nF (|ξk,1|)) (σ0 − σz)

αβ+

∆01
k

ξk,0 + ξk,1
(nF (−ξk,1)− nF (ξk,0))(σx + iσy)

αβ +
∆10

k

ξk,0 + ξk,1
(nF (−ξk,1)− nF (ξk,0))(σx − iσy)

αβ

)
.

(C3)

Here ∆αβ
k denote the pairing in band space where α, β = 0, 1 label the upper and lower flat band. Finding a solution

to the above equation then amounts to computing the right-hand side of Eq. (C2), diagonalizing it in the space of
momenta, Nambu index, and band index, and looking at the eigenvectors which attain eigenvalue 1 for some value of
T . To enforce Fermi-Dirac statistics, we solve the above equation on half of the moiré Brillouin zone. We also exclude
the edge points in our linearized gap equation computations for phonons and projected order fluctuations. We expect
including these points would reduce the needed coupling to obtain a finite Tc (or reduce Tc for fixed coupling) but
not change the leading instabilities.
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Appendix D: Additional statements about superconductivity and phonons

1. Generalization to sublattice basis

Due to the basis independent form of the (anti)commutator relation in Eq. (7), it can be readily applied in any basis.
As we also study in the numerics of the main text momentum-independent coupling matrices λ̄j in the microscopic
sublattice basis, it seems natural to also apply the commutator relation in that basis. Upon noting that the additional
projection onto the flat bands does, in general, not commute with the order parameters, it is clear that applying Eq. (7)
can only provide approximate guidance even in the strict flat-band limit. Notwithstanding these approximations, the
results, summarized in Table III, agree well with the numerics shown in Fig. 4 of the main text. In the case of N-IVC
fluctuations, the listed E1 superconductor is the option where the highest number of components obey Eq. (7), while
all components obey it in all other cases.

2. Electron phonon coupling in TTG

As it exhibits three layers, the discussion of the layer structure of the phonon modes in TTG requires additional
comments. Starting from uncoupled optical A1, B1, and E2 phonons in the three layers of TTG, we can decompose
each of these modes into two mirror-even (µ = e1, e2) and one mirror-odd (µ = o) contributions,

ve1 =
1√
3

1

1

1

 , ve2 =
1√
6

 1

−2

1

 , v0 =
1√
2

 1

0

−1

 . (D1)

Upon projection into the mirror-even electronic sectors, forming the relevant low-energy flat-band degrees of freedom,
the mode v0 vanishes completely (due to mirror-symmetry), while the first two survive. Their respective projected
coupling is of the form of Eq. (8) with ve1 = (1, 1)T /

√
3 and ve2 = (1,−2)T /

√
6.

3. Electron-phonon matrix elements

In this appendix, we analyze the momentum-independent terms of the electron-phonon coupling matrices
λg,j,µk,α,η;k′,α′η′ in Eq. (9). As a result of C3z symmetry, the coupling terms of E2 cannot have a momentum-independent
component and so we focus on g = A1, B1. Let us expand in Pauli matrices in band and valley space,

λg,µk,α,η;k′,α′η′ =
∑
j1,j2

cg,µj1,j2
(σj1)α,α′(ηj2)η,η′ +O(k,k′), (D2)

where Hermiticity implies cg,µj1,j2
∈ R. The combination of U(1)v (valley-charge conservation), C2z, and Θ implies

that only cA1,µ
j1,x

, cB1,µ
j1,y

, j1 = 0, x, z can be non-zero. Chiral symmetry C has the representation ρz and ηzσy in the
sublattice and band basis, respectively. As ρz anti-commutes with both ΛA1

= ηxρx and ΛB1
= ηyρx, their band

projections in Eq. (D2) also have to anti-commute with ηzσy; this leaves us with cA1,µ
0,x and cB1,µ

0,y as the only non-zero
terms. Furthermore, the unitary particle-hole symmetry P anti-commutes with the layer-even (µ = +) and commutes
with the layer-odd (µ = −) modes. Being represented by −iηzσy, this is inconsistent with cA1,−

j1,x
, cB1,−

j1,y
̸= 0, which

thus have to vanish. This is in line with our numerics, where we find very small projections of the layer-odd A1 and
B1 modes. Their layer-even counterparts, however, are consistent with P if only cA1,µ

0,x and cB1,µ
0,y are non-zero. Taken

together, we find

λg,−k,α,η;k′,α′η′ = O(k,k′), g = A1, B1, λA1,+
k,α,η;k′,α′η′ = σ0ηx +O(k,k′), λB1,+

k,α,η;k′,α′η′ = σ0ηy +O(k,k′). (D3)

Appendix E: Pairing for other normal-state orders

In the main text, we have discussed pairing in the case of a spin polarized or spin-valley locked normal state. We
here comment on the consequences for superconductivity for two other, plausible normal-state scenarios.
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1. T-IVC & SP order

Given the current insights from experiment, the most natural alternative scenario is that the normal state exhibits
both T-IVC [7] and spin polarization [24, 28] simultaneously. The projection to the remaining two active flavor degrees
of freedom is given by

Pν=2 =
1

4
(1 + sz) (1 + ηxρx) . (E1)

Increasing ν beyond ν = 2 will lead to a metallic state with two non-degenerate bands α = ± coming from the
original flat-band manifold. Let us denote the associated creation operators by c†k,α, which have one index less
than the associated operators discussed in the main text since valley is not a good quantum number anymore. The
superconducting order parameter is a 2 × 2 matrix, coupling to the electrons as

∑
k,α,α′ c

†
k,α (∆k)α,α′ c

†
−k,α′ + H.c.,

and thus has to obey ∆k = −∆T
−k. As the projector in Eq. (E1) commutes with C2z (in fact, also with C2x and C3z),

all pairing states must still be either even or odd under C2z (transform under one of the IRs of D6 or C6). Since
Eq. (E1) projects onto the subspace where ηxρx is −1, it holds C2z: c

†
k,α → −c†−k,α and, hence,

C2z : ∆k −→ ∆−k = −∆T
k , (E2)

which is the analogue of Eq. (2) of the main text. As before, all C2z-even states must be entirely band-off-diagonal,
∆k = δkσy. However, since the number of active degrees of freedom is reduced, there are more restrictions: all
C2z-odd superconductors must have zeros in the Brillouin zone due to ∆k = −∆T

−k = −∆−k.
For completeness and to conveniently address energetics, we extend the discussion to the microscopic sublattice

basis. Let ∆̄k be the corresponding superconducting order parameter—an 8× 8 matrix in sublattice, valley, and spin
space. Then pairings are constrained to obey

Pν=2∆̄ksyηxP
T
ν=2 = ∆̄ksyηx. (E3)

The order parameters which are compatible with Eq. (E3) will all be spin triplets. The C2z-even states, i.e., order
parameters transforming under A2, E2, or A1, will have the form (suppressing k-dependencies) ∆̄k ∼ Pν=2sxηzρz; in
line with our symmetry arguments above, one can check that they will go as σy in band space and thus be purely
band off diagonal in the subspace defined by Pν=2. The pairings which are odd under C2z include the B1 and B2

pairings with ∆̄k ∼ Pν=2sxρ0, and E1 pairings with ∆̄k ∼ Pν=2sx(ρx, ρyηz) previously discussed in our main text;
however, as pointed out above and unlike in the main text, the C2z-odd pairings in both the band basis and sublattice
basis are no longer allowed to have a component without a sign change since only the momentum odd components of
the B1, B2, and E2 pairings survive projection Pν=2.

Since only the band-off-diagonal A2 state can have a non-sign-changing order parameter, a superconducting state
satisfying the criterion around Eq. (7) of the main text can only be this state (or none). We have studied which
of the pairing mechanisms survive the projection and whether they favor or disfavor A2 pairing, see Table IV. We
find that A1 phonons, T-IVC fluctuations, and spin fluctuations all provide an attractive pairing potential, and if
any of these have large enough couplings to overcome the normal state band splitting, the A2 triplet pairing is the
leading instability, as in the main text. Furthermore, due to the fact that the remaining bands after reconstruction, as
described by the projector Pν=2, are not degenerate (there is no remaining spin symmetry to guarantee degeneracy),
a Bogoliubov Fermi surface or a fully gapped state and, thus, a transition from nodal to gapped as a function of filling
are possible depending on parameters (similar to our discussion in the main text).

∆k IR of D6
T-IVC/A1 phonon

ηxρx

quantum spin Hall
szηzρz

spin polarized
sz

N-IVC
ηx(ρ0, ηzρz)

quantum Hall
ηzρz

Pν=2 (sxηzρzδk) A2 ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗

TABLE IV: We list the possible pairing glues which are compatible with a T-IVC+SP normal state (i.e., the interactions
survive projection to the space of the upper T-IVC bands of a single spin flavor). We denote interactions which will generate
an attractive interaction for the A2 pairing with a ✓ and interactions which will generate a repulsive interaction with a ✗.

2. T-IVC normal state

We will now consider a simpler normal state which leaves twice the number of degrees of freedom as the previous
normal state we considered. In particular, we can consider a strong coupling T-IVC normal state with projector of
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the form:

Pν=2 =
1

2
(1 + ηxρx) (E4)

In contrast to the case for a normal state with coexisting T-IVC and spin-polarized order, there are now more
possible pairing options and singlet pairing is once again possible. We can classify the possibilities as pairings which
are triplet, singlet, and by IRs of the point group. We find the possible pairings include triplet A1 and A2 pairings
and singlet B1 and B2 pairings with:

∆k ∼ Pν=2sxηzρz ∆k ∼ Pν=2s0ηzρz (E5)

triplet B1 and B2 pairings and singlet versions of our A1 and A2 states with:

∆k ∼ Pν=2sxη0ρ0 ∆k ∼ Pν=2s0η0ρ0 (E6)

and triplet E1 pairing and singlet E2 pairing with:

∆k ∼ Pν=2sx(η0ρx, ηzρy) ∆k ∼ Pν=2s0(η0ρx, ηzρy) (E7)

Of the above, the only options which are not enforced to have a sign change are our purely inter-band A2 triplet
pairing, the A1 singlet pairing, and the E2 singlet pairing. Since these pairings do not have a sign change, they are
the only possible candidates for the criterion around Eq. (7) of the main text and we have enumerated the possible
pairing glues for these s-wave states in Table V.

∆k IR of D6
T-IVC/A1 phonon

ηxρx

quantum spin Hall
sηzρz

Spin polarized
s

N-IVC
ηx(ρ0, ηzρz)

quantum Hall
ηzρz

Pν=2 (sxηzρzδk) A2 (triplet) ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗

Pν=2 (s0η0ρ0δk) A1 (singlet) ✓ ✓ ✗ ✓ ✗

Pν=2 (s0(η0ρx, ηzρy)) E2 (singlet) ✓ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✓

TABLE V: We list the possible pairing glues which are compatible with a T-IVC normal state (ie the interactions survive
projection to the space of the upper spin-degenerate T-IVC bands). We denote interactions which will generate an attractive
interaction with a ✓and interactions which will generate a repulsive interaction with a ✗.

We find in this case that all of the pairing glues which are attractive for our A2 triplet pairing are also attractive
for one of the singlet pairings, except for spin fluctuations. Therefore, we can say that if the pairing is triplet for a
spin-degenerate T-IVC normal state, the leading instability is likely to be our A2 pairing provided the pairing glue
interaction is sufficiently strong and spin fluctuations may play an important role in energetically favoring this state.
In this case, we expect that the phenomenology of Bogoliubov Fermi surfaces and a nodal to gapped transition as a
function of interaction strength will again apply.

Appendix F: More Superconducting Instabilities

In this appendix, we will discuss the superconducting instabilities we find beyond the A2 and B1 states shown in
Figs. 2 and 3 of the main text and focus on the other leading instabilities we find in the presence of fluctuations
of different particle hole orders. For SLP− fluctuations, we find the B2 state can be favored over the B1 when the
strength of T-IVC fluctuations are on the same order as SLP− fluctuations, as shown in Fig. 4. We show the B2

state for parameter value θfluc. ≃ π
4 in Fig. 5. For N-IVC fluctuations as well as for SLP− fluctuations, we find the

E2 is the leading instability, as shown in Fig. 6. We show the two components of the E2 state for parameter value
θfluc. ≃ π

2 in Fig. 4.
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FIG. 5: Highest eigenvalue pairing obtained from linearized gap equation at T = 16 K, for SLP- and T-IVC fluctuations. The
pairing transforms under the B2 representation of the point group.
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FIG. 6: First component of the highest eigenvalue pairing obtained from linearized gap equation at T = 16 K for just N-IVC
fluctuations. The pairing transforms under the E1 representation of the point group. The component shown here is
degenerate with the other basis functions which transform under C3 symmetry shown in Fig. 7.
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FIG. 7: Second component of the highest eigenvalue pairing obtained from linearized gap equation at T = 16 K for just
N-IVC fluctuations. The pairing transforms under the E1 representation of the point group. The component shown here is
degenerate with the other basis functions which transform under C3 symmetry shown in Fig. 6.

We point out that each component of the E1 pairing shown in Figs. 6 and 7 may by themselves be nodal, assuming
the pieces of each pairing which are proportional to σx in band space are smaller than the band splitting. In general,
we expect the lowest energy pairing at T = 0 will be the chiral E1 state which would be fully gapped; however, in
the presence of sufficient strain, a single basis function of the E1 pairing can be favored over the chiral state, offering
another route to nodal superconductivity in the presence of N-IVC fluctuations.
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