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We show that quantum geometry induces ferromagnetic fluctuation resulting in spin-triplet superconductivity.
The criterion for ferromagnetic fluctuation is clarified by analyzing contributions from the effective mass and
quantum geometry. When the non-Kramers band degeneracy is present near the Fermi surface, the Fubini-Study
quantum metric strongly favors ferromagnetic fluctuation. Solving the linearized gap equation with the effective
interaction obtained by the random phase approximation, we show that the spin-triplet superconductivity is
mediated by quantum-geometry-induced ferromagnetic fluctuation.

Introduction.— Unconventional superconductivity beyond
the canonical Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer theory shows rich
physical phenomena including high-temperature supercon-
ductivity and topological superconductivity. Various fluc-
tuations arising from many-body interactions play the main
role in the Cooper pairing for unconventional superconductiv-
ity, and low-dimensional fluctuations are particularly favor-
able. For example, it is argued that high-temperature super-
conductivity in cuprates is mediated by two-dimensional an-
tiferromagnetic fluctuation [1–3]. Also, in iron-based high-
temperature superconductors the extended s-wave pairing is
mediated by orbital [4–6] or antiferromagnetic [7, 8] fluctua-
tion [9–11].

However, searching for topological superconductivity [12–
15] with Majorana fermion [16–18] is an unresolved prob-
lem of modern condensed matter physics, which is attributed
to the fact that the platform for topological superconductivity
is rare in nature. Spin-triplet superconductors are canonical
candidates, and it is expected that ferromagnetic fluctuation
mediates the spin-triplet Cooper pairing. However, candidate
materials are restricted to a few heavy-fermion systems with
three-dimensional multiple bands [19–26].

In the two-dimensional isotropic continuum models, ferro-
magnetic fluctuation is not favored because of the constant
density of states (DOS), which may imply the absence of
two-dimensional spin-triplet superconductivity. Even for the
anisotropic lattice systems, most quasi-two-dimensional su-
perconductors do not show ferromagnetic fluctuation and an-
tiferromagnetic fluctuations are rather ubiquitous, as we men-
tioned above for cuprates and iron-based compounds. Thus,
spin-triplet superconductivity from ferromagnetic fluctuation
is expected to require peculiar band structures, and the search
for such systems is challenging for both materials and theoret-
ical models. In this Letter, nevertheless, we propose a guid-
ing principle for realizing ferromagnetic fluctuation in two-
dimensional systems by referring to the quantum geometry of
Bloch electrons, which is recently attracting much attention in
various fields [27–46].

The importance of quantum geometry in superconductors
has recently been recognized as it gives correction to the su-
perfluid weight [34–37] . In the flat-band systems [36, 37, 47–
51] the superfluid weight from Fermi-liquid theory vanishes,
and the quantum geometric contribution determines the su-
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FIG. 1. Schematic figures for (a) ferromagnetic and (b) antiferro-
magnetic fluctuation. We illustrate the q-dependence of χ0(q).

perfluid weight. The quantum geometry also plays essential
roles in the monolayer FeSe [52] and some finite-momentum
Cooper pairing states [53–57]. However, how quantum geom-
etry affects the pairing mechanism of superconductivity has
not been revealed. This work elucidates a way to create a
pairing glue of unconventional superconductivity via quantum
geometry.

To show that the quantum geometry enables strong ferro-
magnetic fluctuation in two-dimensional systems, resulting
in spin-triplet superconductivity, we elucidate the criterion
for ferromagnetic fluctuation in the multi-band system with
SU(2) symmetry. We find that the criterion is given by the
generalized electric susceptibility (GES) which is defined as a
natural extension of the electric susceptibility to metals. The
GES contains the terms obtained by the effective mass and the
quantum geometry.

The key physics of quantum-geometry-induced ferromag-
netic fluctuation, which is shown below, is nontrivial quantum
geometry, especially Fubini-Study quantum metric [28, 58],
from non-Kramers band degeneracy. As shown in this Let-
ter, the dispersive Lieb lattice model with non-Kramers band
degeneracy shows strong ferromagnetic fluctuation by this
mechanism. Solving the linearized gap equation with the ef-
fective interaction calculated by the random phase approxima-
tion (RPA), spin-triplet superconductivity is demonstrated.

Criterion for ferromagnetic fluctuation in multi-band Hub-
bard models.— We consider the multi-band Hubbard model
with SU(2) symmetry, which contains multiple degrees of
freedom such as orbitals and sublattices [59]. The SU(2) sym-
metry means that the spin-orbit coupling and the magnetic
field are absent. For the interacting Hamiltonian, we con-
sider the onsite Coulomb interaction U strong enough for the
superconducting transition, by assuming strongly correlated
materials. We then focus on the momentum dependence of
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the fluctuation, which mainly determines the superconducting
symmetry [3]. While we consider two-dimensional systems,
the following discussions apply to three-dimensional systems.

Throughout this paper, U is treated in the RPA
scheme. When the system has only one band, the spin
(charge) susceptibility χs(c)(q, iΩn) can be obtained as
χs(c)(q, iΩn) = χ0

s(c)(q, iΩn)/(1 ∓ U
2 χ

0
s(c)(q, iΩn)) by us-

ing the bare spin (charge) susceptibility of noninteracting sys-
tems, χ0

s(c)(q, iΩn). The interaction does not change the po-
sition of peaks in the momentum q space. Therefore, also for
most multi-band systems, it is expected that the momentum
dependence of fluctuations arises from the bare susceptibil-
ity. Because the low-frequency spin (charge) fluctuation plays
the dominant role in mediating superconductivity, hereafter
we focus on the static fluctuations at Ωn = 0.

In multi-band systems with SU(2) symmetry, the bare
spin/charge susceptibilities hold the relationship χ0

s (q) =
χ0
c(q) = 2χ0(q) with the bare susceptibility χ0(q). Thus, our

main concern is the presence/absence of the peak of χ0(q) at
q = 0, corresponding to the presence/absence of ferromag-
netic fluctuation. The structure of susceptibility χ0(q) around
q = 0 is determined by the curvature limq→0 ∂qµ∂qνχ

0(q)
with µ, ν = x, y [60]. As a result, the criterion for the fer-
romagnetic fluctuation is given by the sign of the curvature
(see Fig. 1). Ferromagnetic fluctuation may be present when
limq→0 ∂qµ∂qνχ

0(q) is negative. Otherwise, ferromagnetic
fluctuation is prohibited.

The curvature limq→0 ∂qµ∂qνχ
0(q) itself has a physical

meaning. For the discussion, it is useful to consider the
charge susceptibility in insulators at zero temperature, in-
stead of the spin susceptibility. Based on the Kubo formula,
the curvature expresses the correction to the charge density,
δ ⟨n̂(r)⟩, by the external electric field Eν(r) as, δ ⟨n̂(r)⟩ =
−
∑

µν ∂rν (limq→0
1
2∂qµ∂qνχ

0
c(q)Eν(r)) [59]. This means

that the curvature limq=0 ∂qµ∂qνχ
0(q) is the electric suscep-

tibility. Thus, by generalizing the concept of the electric sus-
ceptibility to metals, we define the generalized electric sus-
ceptibility (GES) as χ0:µν

e ≡ limq=0 ∂qµ∂qνχ
0(q) [59].

Formula of GES.— Here, we derive the formula of
GES [59], χ0:µν

e = χ0:µν
e:geom + χ0:µν

e:mass,

χ0:µν
e:geom =

2
∑
n

∫
dk

(2π)2

(
f ′(ϵn(k))

2
gµνn (k) + f(ϵn(k))X

µν
n (k)

)
,

(1)

χ0:µν
e:mass = −2

∑
n

∫
dk

(2π)2
f (2)(ϵn(k))

12
[mµν

n (k)]−1, (2)

where ϵn(k) is the energy of the noninteracting Hamiltonian
σ0 ⊗H0(k), which follows H0(k) |un(k)⟩ = ϵn(k) |un(k)⟩
with the Bloch wave function |un(k)⟩. Note that σ0 is the unit
matrix of spin space and n is the band index. Thus, GES is
given by the two terms, χ0:µν

e:geom and χ0:µν
e:mass.

The first term χ0:µν
e:geom named quantum geomet-

ric term is determined by the geometric quan-

tities, namely, the Fubini-Study quantum metric
gµνn (k) =

∑
m(̸=n) A

µ
nm(k)Aν

mn(k) + c.c. and the po-
sitional shift Xµν

n (k) =
∑

m(̸=n)(A
µ
nm(k)Aν

mn(k) +

c.c.)/(ϵm(k) − ϵn(k)) with the Berry connection
Aµ

nm(k) = i ⟨∂kµun(k)|um(k)⟩. This term arises from
purely interband effects and is absent in single-band sys-
tems. In this term, the contributions from the quantum
metric and the positional shift are competitive. First, the
quantum metric [28, 58], which is the counterpart of the
Berry curvature [61], represents the distance between two
adjacent states and is a positive definite tensor. Therefore,
combined with negative f ′(ϵn(k)), the contribution from the
quantum metric is always negative, favoring ferromagnetic
fluctuation. Second, the positional shift [29] means the shift
of electrons by the external electric field. In insulators at
zero temperature, the contribution from the positional shift
corresponds to the well-known formula of electric suscepti-
bility [62]. This term can be rewritten as it is proportional
to Fnm(k)(Aµ

nm(k)Aν
mn(k) + c.c.) with the integrand

of the Lindhard function, Fnm(k, q) = (f(ϵm(k)) −
f(ϵn(k + q)))/(ϵn(k + q) − ϵm(k))

q→0−−−→ Fnm(k).
Therefore, this contribution is always positive, which favors
antiferromagnetic fluctuation.

Importantly, both quantum metric and positional shift di-
verge at the non-Kramers band-degenerate point. Therefore,
quantum geometry plays an essential role when non-Kramers
band degeneracy exists. However, the total geometric term
does not diverge because of the cancellation of two contribu-
tions [59].

The effective-mass term χ0:µν
e:mass of GES is the purely intra-

band effect and is determined by the band dispersion through
the effective mass [mµν

n (k)]−1 = ∂kµ
∂kν

ϵn(k). In single-
band systems, only this term is finite. This term can be pos-
itive and negative. For the hyperbolic dispersion ϵn(k) =
k2/2m, the effective-mass term is zero because the DOS and
effective mass are constants, which means the absence of fer-
romagnetic fluctuation [59].

GES with non-Kramers band degeneracy.— Because the
non-Kramers band degeneracy enhances the quantum geom-
etry, we focus on the Lieb lattice, which has been realized in
ultracold atoms allowing us to tune the strength of U [63, 64],
with the experimental test in mind. The Lieb lattice hosts
the flat band with three-fold band degeneracy, and the ground
state shows the flat-band ferromagnetism [65]. To distin-
guish the quantum-geometry-induced ferromagnetic fluctua-
tion from the flat-band ferromagnetism, we study the disper-
sive Lieb lattice model in which the second and third-nearest-
neighbor hoppings are finite. Unlike the usual Lieb lattice
with only the nearest-neighbor hopping, the flat band becomes
dispersive and the three-fold band degeneracy at the M point
[k = (π, π)] is partially lifted, while the two-fold degeneracy
remains protected by the C4 rotation symmetry [59].

The dispersive Lieb lattice model is illustrated in Fig. 2(a).
The Fermi surfaces for the chemical potential µc = 0.5, 0.7,
and 0.9 are shown in Fig. 2(b), and the band dispersion is in
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FIG. 2. (a) The dispersive Lieb lattice model, unit-cell (gray box),
and hopping integrals (blue arrows). The first-nearest-neighbor hop-
ping is taken as the unit of energy, t = 1. (b) The Fermi surface for
µc = 0.5 (green line), 0.7 (blue line), and 0.9 (red line). (c) The
band dispersion. (d) The DOS.

Fig. 2(c). The band-degenerate point lies on the Fermi surface,
when µc = 0.7. As shown in Fig. 2(d), the maximum of DOS
corresponds to µc = 0.7.

In Fig. 3(a), we show the chemical-potential dependence
of GES χ0:xx

e . In some regions near the Lifshitz transitions
(µc ≃ −0.1 and 0.9), the GES shows the dip structure. This
structure is induced by the effective-mass term. The effective-
mass contribution from each band is proportional to an odd
function f (2)(ϵn(k)), and therefore, the effective-mass term
tends to cancel out between the states below and above the
Fermi energy. However, the cancellation is incomplete for µc

near the Lifshitz transition point, and thus, the effective-mass
term gives a negative GES. This is an understanding of why
ferromagnetic fluctuation appears at finite temperatures when
the Fermi surface is small, from the viewpoint of the GES.

In contrast, accompanying the band degeneracy on the
Fermi surface, we obtain the maximally negative value of GES
χ0:xx
e at µc = 0.7, which is dominated by the quantum geo-

metric contribution. As expected from the band degeneracy at
the M point, the quantum geometric term of the GES mainly
comes from the region near the M point. This is verified
by the k-resolved quantum geometric contribution shown in
Fig. 3(b). We find a large negative contribution to the GES
from the vicinity of the M point, which in turn induces ferro-
magnetic fluctuation.

As we have mentioned, the quantum metric gives a nega-
tive contribution to the GES, while the positional shift posi-
tively contributes. Our results imply that the quantum met-
ric overcomes the positional shift when the band-degenerate
point lies on the Fermi surface. This can be intuitively un-
derstood from the formula of the quantum geometric term.
The quantum metric contributes to the GES with f ′(ϵn(k)),
which is divergent on the Fermi surface at low temperatures,
[f ′(0) ∝ 1/T ]. On the other hand, Fnm(k) in the positional
shift contribution is a regular function. Therefore, the quan-
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FIG. 3. GES χ0:xx
e of the dispersive Lieb lattice model. In (a), (c),

and (d), the triangles, circles, and squares show χ0:xx
e , χ0:xx

e:geom, and
χ0:xx
e:mass, respectively. (a) The µc dependence for T = 0.01. (b) The

quantum geometric contribution to the GES from each k point for
(µc, T ) = (0.7, 0.02). The inset shows the contribution near the
M point with band degeneracy. (c) and (d) show the temperature
dependence for µc = 0.7 and µc = 0.65, respectively. The purple
line in (c) is a fitting curve χ0:xx

e:geom ≃ −0.0631779/T +0.462022.

tum metric becomes significant in the presence of band degen-
eracy at low energies. Consistent with the intuitive explana-
tion, the geometric term is negatively enhanced at low temper-
atures owing to the contribution of quantum metric, as shown
in Fig. 3(c). The geometric term is well fitted by the scaling
χ0:µν
e:geom = a/T + b with constants a, b. Thus, we conclude

that the quantum metric on the Fermi surface induces ferro-
magnetic fluctuation when the non-Kramers band degeneracy
lies on the Fermi surface.

However, when the band-degenerate point is slightly off
the Fermi surface and temperature decreases so that T ≪
|µc−0.7|, the negative geometric term is suppressed as shown
in Fig. 3(d). This is consistent with the fact that the quan-
tum metric contribution is a Fermi-surface term. As the band-
degenerate point moves away from the Fermi surface by much
more than T , f ′(ϵn(k)) near the M point decays, and the
quantum metric contribution is suppressed. At low tempera-
tures, the positional shift contribution overcomes the quantum
metric contribution, and the quantum geometric term is pos-
itive. Thus, in this case, the ferromagnetic-antiferromagnetic
crossover of fluctuation occurs as the temperature decreases.

Quantum-geometry-induced ferromagnetic fluctuation.—
Then, to justify the above discussion, we show
the bare spin susceptibility defined by χ0

s (q) =
2
∑

nm

∫
dk

(2π)2Fnm(k, q)(1 − Dnm(k, q)), where the
quantum distance Dnm(k, q) ≡ 1 − | ⟨un(k + q)|um(k)⟩ |2
is closely related to the quantum geometry. Quantum geome-
try suppresses χ0

s (q) at q ̸= 0 via nonzero quantum distance
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FIG. 4. The bare spin susceptibility in the dispersive Lieb lattice
model. (a) χ0

s (q) and (b) χ0
s:band(q) for (µc, T ) = (0.7, 0.01)

with the same color bar. (c) and (d) show χ0
s (q) for (µc, T ) =

(0.65, 0.05) and (0.65, 0.01), respectively.

Dnn(k, q), which is expanded as ∼
∑

µν g
µν
n (k)qµqν + · · ·

with the quantum metric. However, χ0
s (0) is not sup-

pressed, and ferromagnetic fluctuation is relatively enhanced.
The van Vleck susceptibility arising from Dnm(k, q)
for n ̸= m corresponds to the positional-shift con-
tribution to the GES. For comparison, we also define
the bare spin susceptibility without quantum geometry,
χ0
s:band(q) = 2

∑
n

∫
dk

(2π)2Fnn(k, q), in which magnetic
fluctuation is determined by only the effective-mass term. By
comparing these two quantities, we can elucidate the effects
of quantum geometry.

In Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), we show χ0
s (q) and χ0

s:band(q) in
the dispersive Lieb lattice model for µc = 0.7. As ex-
pected by Fig. 3(a) showing the negative GES, χ0:µν

e =
limq=0 ∂qµ∂qνχ

0(q), the bare spin susceptibility shows fer-
romagnetic fluctuation (Fig. 4(a)). However, antiferromag-
netic fluctuation is obtained when we neglect the quantum
geometry (Fig. 4(b)). Thus, we conclude that the quantum
geometry induces the ferromagnetic fluctuation. It is empha-
sized that the maximum of DOS at µc = 0.7 is not suffi-
cient for the ferromagnetic fluctuation; the relative enhance-
ment of χ0

s (0) compared to χ0
s (q ̸= 0) by the quantum dis-

tance/quantum geometry is essential. Note that the momen-
tum dependence of spin susceptibility plays an essential role
in unconventional superconductivity [1, 3]. We also show
χ0
s (q) for (µc, T ) = (0.65, 0.05) and (µc, T ) = (0.65, 0.01)

in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d), respectively. Consistent with Fig. 3(d),
we confirm the crossover from ferromagnetic to antiferromag-
netic fluctuation as the temperature decreases.

Spin-triplet superconductivity.— Finally, we show that
quantum-geometry-induced ferromagnetic fluctuation medi-
ates spin-triplet superconductivity. To see this, we set the
onsite interaction as U = 0.86 and solve the linearized gap
equation, λt(s)∆ll′(k) = − 1

Nβ

∑
k′ωn

∑
{li} V

t(s)
ll1,l2l′

(k −
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FIG. 5. (a) The spin susceptibility obtained by RPA for (µc, T ) =
(0.7, 0.01). (b) The eigenvalues of the linearized gap equation at
T = 0.01. The blue and orange lines show the maximum eigen-
value for spin-triplet and spin-singlet superconductivity, respectively.
Eigenvalues for all the irreducible representations are shown in Sup-
plemental Materials [59].

k′)Gl1l3(k
′, iωn)∆l3l4(k

′)Gl2l4(−k′,−iωn), using the effec-
tive interaction obtained by RPA V t(s)(q), which is ≃
−1(3)

4 Uχs(q)U in single-band systems [1, 3, 66–68] but here
extended to multi-band systems [59]. Here, G(k, iωn) is the
Green function with the Matsubara frequency, iωn. The insta-
bility of spin-triplet (singlet) superconductivity with the form
factor ∆(k) is determined by the maximum eigenvalue λt(s).
While the mean-field formalism overestimates the transition
temperature, the dynamical effect of effective interaction is
expected not to alter the superconducting symmetry, as in the
cases of 3He [66] and cuprates [69].

Figure 5(a) shows the spin susceptibility at µc = 0.7
obtained by RPA. Ferromagnetic fluctuation is enhanced by
the Coulomb interaction, as we see from the comparison
to Fig. 4(a). Eigenvalues of the linearized gap equation
are shown in Fig. 5(b) for spin-singlet extended-s-wave (or-
ange line) and spin-triplet p-wave (blue line) superconductiv-
ity [59]. It is revealed that the spin-triplet superconductivity
is stabilized around µc ≃ 0.7 and 0.9 corresponding to the
negative peak of GES in Fig. 3(a).

Especially, we obtain the largest eigenvalue at µc =
0.7 where quantum geometry induces ferromagnetic fluc-
tuation. Combined with the large DOS, the strong ferro-
magnetic fluctuation enhanced by interaction gives a large
eigenvalue for spin-triplet superconductivity. Thus, we con-
clude spin-triplet superconductivity from quantum-geometry-
induced ferromagnetic fluctuation.

Discussion.— In this Letter, we show that quantum ge-
ometry induces ferromagnetic fluctuation and results in spin-
triplet superconductivity. The Fubini-Study quantum metric
on the Fermi surface is an essential quantity for this mech-
anism of magnetism and superconductivity. Using the dis-
persive Lieb lattice model, we demonstrated that the non-
Kramers band degeneracy on the Fermi surface plays the cen-
tral role in enhancing the quantum-geometry-induced phe-
nomena. In the diverse studies on unconventional super-
conductivity, the quantum geometry of electrons coupled to
many-body effects has not been focused on. Stimulated by re-
cent developments in the topology and geometry of quantum
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materials, we shed light on a route to spin-triplet supercon-
ductivity and, thereby, topological superconductivity.

A question of interest is whether our theory can be applied
to other systems as well. To answer this, we have calculated
the GES of Raghu’s model [70] for iron-based superconduc-
tors [59]. This model has the non-Kramers band degener-
acy at the Γ point. Also in this model, the quantum geome-
try induces ferromagnetic fluctuation due to the non-Kramers
band degeneracy. In addition, we confirmed the quantum-
geometry-induced ferromagnetic fluctuation in other models
with the flat band and various band touching including the
usual Lieb lattice model [71]. Thus, a wide range of mate-
rials with non-Kramers band degeneracy [72, 73] are candi-
dates for quantum-geometry-induced ferromagnetism and su-
perconductivity. We expect that future material-specific stud-
ies will be stimulated by our work. The exploration of two-
dimensional materials with high tunability, e.g., by band en-
gineering through heterostructures, gate voltage, strain, and
twist angle is also expected.
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Supplemental Materials:
Spin-triplet superconductivity from quantum-geometry-induced ferromagnetic fluctuation

S1. SPIN, CHARGE, AND GENERALIZED ELECTRIC SUSCEPTIBILITY

In this section, we show the detailed calculation of the spin, charge, and generalized electric susceptibility. While we focus on
two-dimensional systems in the main text, the following discussion is written for systems in any dimension, including two and
three-dimensional systems.

A. Multi-band Hubbard model with SU(2) symmetry

We consider the multi-band Hubbard model with SU(2) symmetry,

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥint, (S1)

Ĥ0 =
∑
k

∑
σ

ĉ†σ(k)H0(k)ĉσ(k), (S2)

Ĥint = U
∑
R

∑
l

n̂l↑(R)n̂l↓(R), (S3)

where ĉ†σ(k) = ( ĉ†1σ(k) . . . ĉ†lσ(k) . . . ĉ†fσ(k) ) is the creation operator of electrons with the wave vector k, spin σ =↑↓,
and the internal degrees of freedom l such as orbitals and sublattices. The dimension of the internal degrees of freedom is
represented by f . n̂lσ(R) = ĉ†lσ(R)ĉlσ(R) is the particle density operator for l and spin σ at position R. The Fourier transform
is defined by ĉ†lσ(R) = 1√

N

∑
k e

−ik·(R+rl)ĉ†lσ(k). H0(k) is the matrix representation of the Fourier transform of hopping
integrals with the internal coordinate rl. U is the onsite Coulomb interaction, and N is the volume of the system. The SU(2)
symmetry is preserved in this model, since the spin-orbit coupling (SOC) and the magnetic field are absent. We ignore two-body
interactions other than the onsite Coulomb interaction, such as an inter-orbital interaction, for simplicity.

B. Spin and charge susceptibility

The particle density operator for each spin is defined by,

n̂σ(q, τ) =
∑
k

ĉ†σ(k, τ)ĉσ(k + q, τ), (S4)

where ĉσ(k, τ) = eτĤĉσ(k)e
−τĤ is the imaginary-time representation with the imaginary time τ . For later calculation, we also

define the matrix elements of particle density operators for each spin as,

n̂σ:ll′(q, τ) =
∑
k

ĉ†σl(k, τ)ĉσl′(k + q, τ). (S5)

Using this, the spin susceptibility and the charge susceptibility are defined by,

χs(q, iΩn) = χ↑↑(q, iΩn)− χ↑↓(q, iΩn)− χ↓↑(q, iΩn) + χ↓↓(q, iΩn),

= 2χ↑↑(q, iΩn)− 2χ↑↓(q, iΩn), (S6)
χc(q, iΩn) = χ↑↑(q, iΩn) + χ↑↓(q, iΩn) + χ↓↑(q, iΩn) + χ↓↓(q, iΩn),

= 2χ↑↑(q, iΩn) + 2χ↑↓(q, iΩn), (S7)

χσσ′(q, iΩn) =
1

N

∫ β

0

dτeiΩnτ ⟨Tτ [n̂σ(q, τ)n̂σ′(−q)]⟩ , (S8)
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with the bosonic Matsubara frequency iΩn and the inverse temperature β. Tτ represents the time-ordering product for τ . Here,
we used the relations ensured by the SU(2) symmetry χ↑↑(q, iΩn) = χ↓↓(q, iΩn) and χ↑↓(q, iΩn) = χ↓↑(q, iΩn). We also
define the matrix representation χ̄σσ′(q, iΩn) of χσσ′(q, iΩn) using the matrix element written by,

[χ̄σσ′(q, iΩn)]l1l′1,l2l′2
=

1

N

∫ β

0

dτeiΩnτ ⟨Tτ

[
n̂σ:l′1l1

(q, τ)n̂σ′:l2l′2
(−q)

]
⟩ . (S9)

Noninteracting system

The spin (charge) susceptibility of a noninteracting system, namely the bare spin (charge) susceptibility, can be written as,

χ0
s (q, iΩn) = χ0

c(q, iΩn) = 2χ0(q, iΩn), (S10)

χ0(q, iΩn) = χ0
σσ(q, iΩn) =

1

N

∫ β

0

dτeiΩnτ ⟨Tτ [n̂σ(q, τ)n̂σ(−q)]⟩ ,

= − 1

Nβ

∑
kωn

Tr [G(k + q, iωn + iΩn)G(k, iωn)] . (S11)

We used the property of noninteracting systems, χ0
↑↓(q, iΩn) = χ0

↓↑(q, iΩn) = 0, which is satisfied by the SU(2) symmetry
of Hamiltonian. Here, we define the Green function of noninteracting systems G(k, iωn) = [iωn − H0(k)]

−1 with fermionic
Matsubara frequency ωn. Tr represents the trace for all degrees of freedom except for the spin. The matrix elements are obtained
as,

1

2
[χ̄0

s(c)(q, iΩn)]l1l′1,l2l′2 = [χ̄0(q, iΩn)]l1l′1,l2l′2

= − 1

Nβ

∑
kωn

[
Gl1l2(k + q, iωn + iΩn)Gl′2l

′
1
(k, iωn)

]
. (S12)

After taking the sum of Matsubara frequency, we get,

χ0(q, iΩn) =
∑
nm

∫
dk

(2π)d
f(ϵn(k + q))− f(ϵm(k))

ϵm(k)− ϵn(k + q) + iΩn
| ⟨un(k + q)|um(k)⟩ |2, (S13)

with the dimension of the system d. We can calculate the band dispersion ϵn(k) and Bloch wave function |un(k)⟩ by the
eigenvalue equation, H0(k) |un(k)⟩ = ϵn(k) |un(k)⟩.

Random phase approximation

We define the irreducible vertex, [
Γ0

]
l1l′1,l2l2′

= Uδl1l′1δl′1l2δl2l′2 . (S14)

In the random phase approximation (RPA), the spin (charge) susceptibility and its matrix representation are given by,

χs(c)(q, iΩn) =
∑
ll′

[
χ̄s(c)(q, iΩn)

]
ll,l′l′

χ̄s(c)(q, iΩn) =
[
1∓ Γ0χ̄

0(q, iΩn)
]−1

χ̄0
s(c)(q, iΩn). (S15)

C. Generalized electric susceptibility

In this subsection, we derive the generalized electric susceptibility using the Kubo formula and local thermodynamics.
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Electric and charge susceptibility via Kubo Formula

First, we show an alternative way to introduce charge susceptibility by using linear response theory. Based on the Kubo
formula, the charge susceptibility of real-space and real-time representation χc(r, t) with a position r and real time t is defined
by,

⟨n̂(r, t)⟩ = ρ0 −
∫

dr′
∫ t

−∞
dt′χc(r − r′, t− t′)ϕ(r′, t′). (S16)

Here, ⟨n̂(r, t)⟩ is the expectation value of the particle density operator, n̂(r, t) =
∑

l,σ ĉ
†
l,σ(r, t)ĉl,σ(r, t), namely the charge

density, ϕ(r, t) is an external scalar potential, and ρ0 is the charge density in the absence of the external field. Also, ĉ†l,σ(r, t) =

eiĤt/ℏĉ†l,σ(r)e
−iĤt/ℏ is the Heisenberg representation of creation operator with the Dirac constant ℏ = 1 for the natural unit.

After the Fourier transform with respect to real time, we get the frequency representation of the charge susceptibility,

⟨n̂(r, t)⟩ = ρ0 −
∫

dr′
∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωt+δtχc(r − r′, ω)ϕ(r′, ω), (S17)

χc(r, ω) =

∫ t

−∞
dt′eiω(t−t′)−δ(t−t′)χc(r, t− t′), (S18)

ϕ(r, t) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωt+δtϕ(r, ω). (S19)

Here, the infinitesimal δ ensures that the external field vanishes at t → −∞. We can also define the frequency representation of
the charge density as,

⟨n̂(r)⟩ (ω) = δ(ω)ρ0 −
∫

dr′χc(r − r′, ω)ϕ(r′, ω), (S20)

⟨n̂(r, t)⟩ =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π
e−iωt+δt ⟨n̂(r)⟩ (ω). (S21)

Since the correlation function should decay away from the external field at r, the integrand of Eq. (S20) contributes only when
r − r′ is sufficiently small. In contrast, we assume that the scalar potential spatially modulates on a length scale larger than that
of the correlation function. Therefore, we can expand the scalar potential by r − r′ as,

⟨n̂(r)⟩ (ω)− δ(ω)ρ0 = −
∫

dr′χc(r − r′, ω)ϕ(r − (r − r′), ω),

= −
∞∑

n=0

∫
dr′χc(r − r′, ω)

[
(−rµ + r′µ)∂rµ

]n
n!

ϕ(r, ω),

= − 1

N

∑
q

∞∑
n=0

∫
dr′eiq·(r−r′)χc(q, ω)

[
(−rµ + r′µ)∂rµ

]n
n!

ϕ(r, ω),

= −
∞∑

n=0

∫
dq

(2π)d

∫
dr′eiq·(r−r′)

[
−i∂qµ∂rµ

]n
χc(q, ω)

ϕ(r, ω)

n!
,

= −
∞∑

n=0

lim
q→0

[
−i∂qµ∂rµ

]n
χc(q, ω)

ϕ(r, ω)

n!
,

(S22)

where and hereafter, we take the sum of repeated indices, such as µ = x, y, z. For example, Eq. (S22) up to n = 2 is explicitly
written as,

⟨n̂(r)⟩ (ω)− δ(ω)ρ0 = −χc(0, ω)ϕ(r, ω) + i lim
q→0

∑
µ1

∂qµχc(q, ω)∂rµϕ(r, ω)

+
1

2
lim
q→0

∑
µν

∂qµ∂qνχc(q, ω)∂rµ∂rνϕ(r, ω). (S23)
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Through the analytic continuation ω + iδ → iΩn, χc(q, ω) corresponds to Eq. (S7).
Here, we focus on χc(q, ω = 0) for which the system does not depend on time. In other words, we focus on the particle

density in equilibrium. When the system is metal and/or at a finite temperature, an equilibrium charge with an external electric
field cannot be defined, since the electric current follows in metals or at finite temperatures. Therefore, we consider an insulator
at zero temperature. Considering the Lehmann representation [S1], we see that the charge susceptibility satisfies the relationship
χc(q, ω) = χ∗

c(−q,−ω) which means χc(q) = χc(−q)(= χc(q, 0)). Therefore, odd-order derivatives of χc(q, 0) with respect
to q vanish. As a result, up to the second order of ∂rµ , the equilibrium charge density is obtained as,

⟨n̂(r)⟩ − ρ0 = −χc(0)ϕ(r) +
1

2
lim
q→0

∂qµ∂qνχc(q)∂rµ∂rνϕ(r),

= −χc(0)ϕ(r)− ∂rµ

(
1

2
lim
q→0

∂qµ∂qνχc(q)Eν(r)

)
, (S24)

where Eν(r) = ∂rνϕ(r) is the external electric field. In the insulator at zero temperature, the first term vanishes and this directly

means that
1

2
limq→0 ∂qµ∂qνχc(q) is the electric susceptibility which gives the correction to the charge density, δ ⟨n̂(r)⟩ =

⟨n̂(r)⟩ − ρ0.

Generalized electric susceptibility via local thermodynamics

Next, to clarify the physical meaning of the quantity
1

2
limq→0 ∂qµ∂qνχc(q) in metals and/or at a finite temperature, we use

the local thermodynamics [S2–S6]. The following discussion is based on Ref. S5. We consider the scalar potential arising from
an inhomogeneous distribution of disorders, structural asymmetry, contact with a substrate, and so on, rather than an applied
electric field. The electric field is assumed to be in a small region near r compared to the volume N . In this setup, while the local
particle number depends on r due to the spatial variation of ϕ(r), the total particle number is assumed to be constant. Thus, the
system is static and the charge current does not flow. The setup is discussed in more detail in Ref. S5.

The length scale of ϕ(r) is sufficiently longer than the decay length of the Green function. Therefore, ϕ(r) varies slowly in
space and the system around r is well approximated by the uniform Hamiltonian in which chemical potential µc is replaced by
µc − ϕ(r). In local thermodynamics, starting from the above assumption, the Hamiltonian is expanded by r′ − r through ϕ(r′)
around r′ = r. As a result, free energy depends on r through ϕ(r) and is expanded as ,

F (r) =F0(µc − ϕ(r)) +Qµν(µc − ϕ(r))∂rµ∂rνϕ(r)

−1

2
∂µc

Qµν(µc − ϕ(r))∂rµϕ(r)∂rνϕ(r) +O(ql)3, (S25)

where F0(µc − ϕ(r)) is the free energy of uniform Hamiltonian with chemical potential µc − ϕ(r). In Eq. (S25), Qµν is the
thermodynamic electric quadrupole moment defined in Ref. S5.

The charge density is defined by,

⟨n̂(r)⟩ = −∂µcF (r)

= ρ0(µc − ϕ(r)) + ∂rµ∂rνQµν(µc − ϕ(r))− 1

2
∂2
µc
Qµν(µc − ϕ(r))∂rµϕ(r)∂rνϕ(r),

(S26)

where ρ0(µc−ϕ(r)) = −∂µc
F0(µc−ϕ(r)) is the charge density with the chemical potential µc−ϕ(r). Therefore, in the linear

response theory, this can be written as,

⟨n̂(r)⟩ − ρ0 = −χc(0)ϕ(r)− ∂rµ (∂µc
QµνEν(r)) . (S27)

The first term is the charge susceptibility since it is also defined by χc(0) = − limϕ(r)→0
δρ(µ− ϕ(r))

δϕ(r)
. Comparing Eqs. (S24)

and (S27), we get the relationship,
1

2
lim
q→0

∂qµ∂qνχc(q) = ∂µcQµν . (S28)

Therefore,
1

2
limq→0 ∂qµ∂qνχc(q) is a thermodynamic quantity even in metals and at a finite temperature, and we call it gener-

alized electric susceptibility as a naive generalization of the electric susceptibility to metals.
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Derivation of generalized electric susceptibility in noninteracting systems

We derive the formula of the generalized electric susceptibility in noninteracting systems. Starting from Eq. (S11) at iΩn = 0,
the generalized electric susceptibility is written by,

lim
q→0

∂qµ∂qνχ
0(q) =

1

Nβ

∑
kωn

Tr
[
∂kµ

G(k, iωn)∂kν
G(k, iωn)

]
,

=
1

Nβ

∑
kωn

∑
nm

⟨un(k)| ∂kµH0(k) |um(k)⟩
(iωn − ϵn(k))

2

⟨um(k)| ∂kνH0(k) |un(k)⟩
(iωn − ϵm(k))

2 ,

=
1

N

∑
k

∑
n

f (3)(ϵn(k))

6
⟨un(k)| ∂kν

H0(k) |un(k)⟩ ⟨un(k)| ∂kν
H0(k) |un(k)⟩

+
1

N

∑
k

∑
n ̸=m

(
f ′(ϵn(k)) + f ′(ϵm(k)) + 2

f(ϵm(k))− f(ϵn(k))

ϵn(k)− ϵm(k)

)

×
⟨un(k)| ∂kµH0(k) |um(k)⟩

(ϵn(k)− ϵm(k))

⟨um(k)| ∂kν
H0(k) |un(k)⟩

(ϵn(k)− ϵm(k))
. (S29)

The first term is the effective-mass term χ0:µν
e:mass while the second term is the quantum geometric term χ0:µν

e:geom. Note that, when
two bands are degenerate, contribution to the quantum geometric term from the two degenerated bands ñ, m̃ at k is

χ0:µν
e:geom:ñm̃ =

f (3)(ϵñ(k))

6
⟨uñ(k)| ∂kνH0(k) |um̃(k)⟩ ⟨um̃(k)| ∂kνH0(k) |uñ(k)⟩+ c.c. (S30)

Thus, the geometric term does not diverge even in the presence of band touching.
Then, by using the Hellmann-Feynman theorem,

⟨un(k)| ∂kµH0(k) |um(k)⟩ = δnm∂kµϵn(k) + (ϵn(k)− ϵm(k)) ⟨∂kµun(k)|um(k)⟩ , (S31)

the effective-mass and quantum geometric terms are rewritten as

χ0:µν
e:mass =

1

N

∑
k

∑
n

f (3)(ϵn(k))

6
∂kµϵn(k)∂kν ϵn(k),

= −
∑
n

∫
dk

(2π)d
f (2)(ϵn(k))

6
∂kν

∂kµ
ϵn(k), (S32)

χ0:µν
e:geom =

1

N

∑
k

∑
n ̸=m

(
f ′(ϵn(k)) + f ′(ϵm(k)) + 2

f(ϵm(k))− f(ϵn(k))

ϵn(k)− ϵm(k)

)
×⟨∂kµ

un(k)|um(k)⟩ ⟨um(k)|∂kν
un(k)⟩ ,

=
∑
n

∫
dk

(2π)d

f ′(ϵn(k))
∑

m(̸=n)

⟨∂kµun(k)|um(k)⟩ ⟨um(k)|∂kνun(k)⟩+ c.c.

+2 f(ϵn(k))
∑

m(̸=n)

⟨∂kµ
un(k)|um(k)⟩ ⟨um(k)|∂kν

un(k)⟩+ c.c.

ϵm(k)− ϵn(k)

 . (S33)

Here, ∂kν
∂kµ

ϵn(k) is the effective mass, while
∑

m(̸=n) ⟨∂kµ
un(k)|um(k)⟩ ⟨um(k)|∂kν

un(k)⟩ + c.c and∑
m(̸=n)(⟨∂kµ

un(k)|um(k)⟩ ⟨um(k)|∂kν
un(k)⟩ + c.c.)/(ϵm(k) − ϵn(k)) are the quantum metric and the positional

shift, respectively. Note that this formula is equivalent to the formula derived by ∂µc
Qµν of noninteracting systems.

As for the contribution from the quantum metric, f ′(ϵn(k)) is negative and the quantum metric has a positive value. Therefore,
the quantum metric always gives a negative contribution to the generalized electric susceptibility. In contrast, the contribution
from the positional shift can be rewritten as,

χ0:µν
shift =

∑
k

∑
n ̸=m

∫
dk

(2π)d
f(ϵm(k))− f(ϵn(k))

ϵn(k)− ϵm(k)

(
⟨∂kµun(k)|um(k)⟩ ⟨um(k)|∂kνun(k)⟩+ c.c

)
.

(S34)
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Since the band resolved quantum metric, ⟨∂kµ
un(k)|um(k)⟩ ⟨um(k)|∂kν

un(k)⟩+ c.c, and the Lindhard function, (f(ϵm(k))−
f(ϵn(k)))/(ϵn(k)− ϵm(k)), are positive, this contribution is always positive.

Generalized electric susceptibility of isotropic continuum model in two dimension

We consider the two-dimensional isotropic continuum model whose Hamiltonian is given by

H(k) = ϵ(k)− µc =
∑

µ=x,y

k2µ
2m

− µc. (S35)

In this model, the generalized electric susceptibility can be written as,

χ0:µµ
e = −

∫
dk

(2π)2
f (2) (ϵ(k)− µc)

6

1

m
,

= −
∫ ∞

−µc

dϵ
f (2) (ϵ)

6

1

m

m

2π
,

= −
[
f ′ (ϵ)

12π

]∞
−µc

=
f ′ (µc)

12π
, (S36)

since the density of states is constant, m/2π. Note that the geometric term is absent in the single-band model. Therefore,
the generalized electric susceptibility χ0:µµ

e vanishes at low temperatures which satisfy µc ≫ T ; ferromagnetic fluctuation is
prohibited in two-dimensional isotropic continuum models.

S2. DISPERSIVE LIEB LATTICE MODEL

A. Hamiltonian

We introduce the Hamiltonian of the dispersive Lieb lattice model. For comparison, we also show the usual Lieb lattice
model. In Figs. S1(a) and S1(b), the hopping integrals of the dispersive and usual Lieb lattice models are schematically shown.
In contrast to the usual Lieb lattice model, the dispersive Lieb lattice model includes second- and third-nearest-neighbor hopping
integrals. Thus, the noninteracting Hamiltonian for the dispersive Lieb lattice model and the usual Lieb lattice model are written
as

H0:d(k) =

 ϵA(k)− µc ϵx(k) ϵy(k)
ϵx(k) ϵB(k)− µc ϵxy(k)
ϵy(k) ϵxy(k) ϵC(k)− µc

 , (S37)

H0:l(k) =

 −µc ϵx(k) ϵy(k)
ϵx(k) −µc 0
ϵy(k) 0 −µc

 , (S38)

respectively. Here, we define

ϵA(k) = −2t3(cos kx + cos ky), (S39)
ϵB(k) = −2t3 cos kx − 2t′3 cos ky, (S40)
ϵC(k) = −2t3 cos ky − 2t′3 cos kx, (S41)
ϵx(k) = −2t cos kx/2, (S42)
ϵy(k) = −2t cos ky/2, (S43)
ϵxy(k) = −4t2 cos kx/2 cos ky/2, (S44)
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FIG. S1. (a) The dispersive Lieb lattice and (b) the usual Lieb lattice. The unit cell (gray box) and three sublattices A, B, and C are shown.
Hopping integrals (blue arrows) are illustrated with a unit of the nearest-neighbor hopping. (c) and (d) show the band dispersion of the
dispersive and usual Lieb lattice models, respectively.

with (t, t2, t3, t
′
3) = (1.0, 0.4, 0.15, 0.2). The energy dispersion for the dispersive and usual Lieb lattice models is shown in

Figs. S1(c) and S1(d), respectively. Owing to the long-range hopping, the flat band in the original Lieb lattice gets dispersion.
In the dispersive Lieb lattice model, the third-nearest-neighbor hopping of the A sublattice (blue circles in Fig. S1(a)) is not
equivalent to that of the B(C) sublattice (red circles in Fig. S1(a)). Therefore, three-fold band degeneracy at M point is partially
lifted and reduced to two-fold band degeneracy (see Fig. S1(c)).

B. Non-Kramers band degeneracy at M point

Next, we discuss the non-Kramers band degeneracy in the (dispersive) Lieb lattice at the M point based on the D4h point group
symmetry.

Periodic basis of Hamiltonian

Since we adopt the Fourier transform with the internal position of sublattices, the Hamiltonian does not satisfy the Brillouin-
zone periodicity, i.e., H0:d(l)(k) ̸= H0:d(l)(k+G), with a reciprocal lattice vector G. Because this basis is not convenient for the
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symmetry analysis, we introduce the Hamiltonian with a periodic basis where the Fourier transform does not include the inter-
nal position of sublattices, H̃0:d(l)(k) = V (k,aB,aC)H0:d(l)(k)V

†(k,aB,aC) with V (k,aB,aC) = diag(1, eik·aB , eik·aC).
Here, aB and aC are the internal positions of the sublattices, B and C, respectively. We set the internal position of the sub-
lattice A as the origin, i.e. aA = (0, 0, 0). In this basis, the vector representation of the annihilation operator is written as,
V (k,aB,aC) ĉ(k).

Symmetry operation

We consider the symmorphic point group where the point-group element ĝ = {pg} does not include any translation operation
and its operation on real-space coordinates is given by ĝr = pgr. The operation of ĝ on the Hilbert space is defined by the
following relation,

ĝĉl(R)ĝ−1 = ĉgl(R
′), (S45)

pgR+ pgrl = R′ + rgl, (S46)

where gl is the transformed sublattice index by the symmetry operation. Here and hereafter, we omit the spin index for simplicity.
The wave-vector representation is transformed by the symmetry operation as,

ĝeik·rl ĉl(k)ĝ
−1 =

1√
N

eik·rl

∑
R

e−ik·(R+rl)ĉgl(R
′)

=
1√
N

∑
R

e−ipgk·pgRĉgl(R
′)

=
1√
N

epgk·pgrl

∑
R′

e−ipgk·(R′+rgl)ĉgl(R
′)

= epgk·pgrl ĉgl(pgk). (S47)

Therefore, its vector representation for the dispersive Lieb lattice model can be written by,

ĝV (k,aB,aC)ĉ(k)ĝ
−1 = V (pgk, pgaB, pgaC)Dgĉ(pgk)

= V (pgk, pgaB, pgaC)DgV
†(pgk,aB,aC)V (pgk,aB,aC)ĉ(pgk),

(S48)

where [Dg]ll′ = δl,gl′ is the representation matrix of the symmetry operation ĝ with respect to the sublattice degree of freedom.
From this, we obtain the representation matrix for the symmetry operation,

Ug(k) = V (pgk, pgaB, pgaC)DgV
†(pgk,aB,aC). (S49)

Symmetry analysis

In the following, we decompose the representation matrix of the symmetry operation at the M point into the irreducible
representations of the point group D4h. If there is a two-dimensional representation in the decomposition, the eigenspectrum at
the M point has at least one set of doubly degenerate eigenstates.

For our purpose, it is sufficient to consider C4v , a subgroup of D4h, since there should be a two-dimensional irreducible
representation of D4h when we have that of C4v . The representation matrices at kM = (π, π, 0) are given by

UC4
(kM ) =

 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0

 , Uσv
(kM ) =

 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 −1

 , Uσd
(kM ) =

 1 0 0
0 0 −1
0 −1 0

 , (S50)

and so on. Here, g = Cn is the n fold rotational symmetry, and σv and σd are the mirror reflection symmetry whose mirror
planes are rotated from each other by π/4.
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Based on Eq. (S50), the character table for the C4v point group is summarized in Table S1. Characters of the representation
matrix for a symmetry operation ĝ, ξUg(kM )(g) ≡ tr[Ug(kM )], are written by ξUg(kM )(g) = ξA(g)+ξE(g) with characters of the
irreducible representations ξA(g) and ξE(g). As a result, we conclude that the eigenvalues at the M point are generally given by a
pair of doubly degenerate eigenstates and a non-degenerate eigenstate. In the usual Lieb lattice, the condition ϵA(k) = ϵB(C)(k)
leads to the accidental three-fold band degeneracy. However, in the dispersive Lieb lattice, the additional third-nearest neighbor
hopping lifts the accidental degeneracy while preserving the two-fold band degeneracy protected by the C4 symmetry.

TABLE S1. The character table of the C4v point group with the representation matrix at the M point.
1 2C4 C2 2σv 2σd

Ug(kM ) 3 1 −1 1 1

A1 1 1 1 1 1

A2 1 1 1 −1 −1

B1 −1 1 1 1 −1

B2 1 −1 1 −1 1

E 2 0 −2 0 0

S3. LINEARIZED GAP EQUATION WITH RPA

To study the superconductivity, we solve the following two equations self-consistently:

λ∆ll′(k) = − 1

Nβ

∑
k′ωn

∑
l1l2

V
t(s)
ll1,l2l′

(k − k′)Fl1l2(k
′, iωn), (S51)

Fll′(k, iωn) =
∑
l1l2

Gll1(k, iωn)∆l1l2(k)Gl′l2(−k,−iωn). (S52)

Here, λ is the eigenvalue of the linearized gap equation and ∆ll′(k) is the gap function. The matrix representation of the effective
interaction Vll1,l2l′(k) for spin-triplet and spin-singlet pairings are obtained by RPA as

V t(k) = Γ0

[
−1

4
χ̄s(k)−

1

4
χ̄c(k)

]
Γ0, (S53)

V s(k) = Γ0

[
3

4
χ̄s(k)−

1

4
χ̄c(k)

]
Γ0 + Γ0, (S54)

respectively. We ignore the Ωn-dependence of the effective interaction V
t(s)
ll1,l2l′

(k), corresponding to the mean-field approxima-
tion.

S4. SUPERCONDUCTIVITY IN THE DISPERSIVE LIEB LATTICE

In this section, we show the detailed results of superconductivity in the dispersive Lieb lattice model described by Eq. (S37).
The dispersive Lieb lattice belongs to the D4h point group. In the presence of D4h point group symmetry, superconducting
states are classified into ten irreducible representations. However, since we consider a purely two-dimensional system with
SU(2) symmetry, the C2 rotation is equivalent to the space inversion. Therefore, A1g, A2g, B1g, B2g , and Eu representations are
allowed while A1u, A2u, B1u, B2u, and Eg representations are prohibited. Here, we set the temperature T = 0.01 and show the
chemical potential dependence of λ for all the allowed irreducible representations in Fig. S2. Either the spin-triplet Eu pairing
(blue line) or the spin-singlet A1g pairing (orange line) is dominant.

Here, we discuss the dominant A1g and Eu superconducting states. We show the k-dependence of the A1g-gap functions at
µc = 0.76 in Fig. S3. Figures S3(a) and S3(b) show the gap functions for the intra-sublattice pairing on the B sublattice and the
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FIG. S2. The eigenvalues λ of the linearized gap equation for the dispersive Lieb lattice model. We set T = 0.01 and U = 0.86. The orange,
green, purple, red, and blue lines correspond to the A1g, A2g, B1g, B2g , and Eu representations.

𝑘!
−𝜋 𝜋𝑘!

−𝜋 𝜋

𝑘"

−𝜋

𝜋
(a) (b)

𝑘"

−𝜋

𝜋
B sublattice C sublattice

-3 -2 -1  0  1  2  3

-3

-2

-1

 0

 1

 2

 3

-1

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

-3 -2 -1  0  1  2  3

-3

-2

-1

 0

 1

 2

 3

-1

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

FIG. S3. The k-dependence of the A1g-gap functions at µc = 0.76 for intra-sublattice pairings on (a) the B sublattice and (b) the C sublattice.
As shown in Fig. S1(a) by red circles, the B (C) sublattice lies on the right (top) of the A sublattice. These two sublattices are related to each
other by C4 rotation.

C sublattice illustrated in Fig. S1(a). The other components of the gap function are less dominant than these components. The
symmetry of superconductivity corresponds to the extended-s-wave superconductivity.

Figure S4 shows the k-dependence of the Eu-gap functions at µc = 0.7. In the two-dimensional Eu representation, two
independent bases i.e. px and py are present, corresponding to the degenerate pairing states. Therefore, we show Fig. S4(a)-
(c) for the px pairing state while Fig. S4(d)-(f) for the py state. Panels (a) and (d) [(b) and (e)] are the intra-sublattice pairing
component on the B [C] sublattice, while (c) and (f) show the inter-sublattice pairing component between the B and C sublattices.
The other components of the gap function are less dominant. In the Eu representation, any linear combination of the two
independent bases is allowed. Considering that full-gap superconducting states are thermodynamically stable to maximize the
condensation energy, the px + ipy-pairing state, namely, the time-reversal-symmetry-broken chiral p-wave pairing state may be
favored. Some nodes in Fig. S4, such as on the kx = 0 and kx = 0 lines are gapped. However, the chiral p-wave pairing state
is degenerate with other p-wave pairing states such as pxx̂+ py ŷ due to the spin degree of freedom of spin-triplet Cooper pairs.
Since the degeneracy is protected by the SU(2) symmetry, it is lifted by the SOC.
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FIG. S4. The k-dependence of the Eu-gap functions at µc = 0.7. (a)-(c) and (d)-(f) show the px and py basis of Eu representation,
respectively. (a) and (d) [(b) and (e)] are the intra-sublattice pairing component on the B [C] sublattice while (c) and (e) are the inter-sublattice
pairing component between the B and C sublattices.

S5. ANOTHER EXAMPLE OF QUANTUM-GEOMETRY-INDUCED FERROMAGNETIC FLUCTUATION : RAGHU’S
MODEL

To show another example of quantum-geometry-induced ferromagnetic fluctuation, we consider Raghu’s model [S7] for iron-
based superconductors. Using the Pauli matrix and the unit matrix for the orbital space ρµ and ρ0, the Hamiltonian of the
Raghu’s model is given by,

H0:r(k) = (h0(k)− µc)ρ0 + hxy(k)ρx + hz(k)ρz. (S55)

Here, we define,

h0(k) = −(t1 + t2)(cos kx + cos ky)− 4t3 cos kx cos ky, (S56)
hz(k) = −(t1 − t2)(cos kx − cos ky), (S57)
hxy(k) = −4t4 sin kx sin ky, (S58)

with (t1, t2, t3, t4) = (−1.0, 1.3,−0.85,−0.85).
The band dispersion of the Raghu’s model is shown in Fig. S5(a). We see the band degeneracy at Γ and M points. The

generalized electric susceptibility in this model is shown Figs. S5(c) and S5(d), where the total susceptibility χ0:xx
e , the quan-

tum geometric term χ0:xx
e:geom, and the effective-mass term χ0:xx

e:mass are plotted. In Fig. S5(c) showing the chemical potential
dependence, we find the negative peak of χ0:xx

e:geom near µc = 2.8, where the band-degenerate point lies on the Fermi surface.
Furthermore, the geometric term χ0:xx

e:geom is negatively enhanced as the temperature decreases (see Fig. S5(d) for the tempera-
ture dependence). These behaviors are similar to the dispersive Lieb lattice model discussed in the main text and indicate the
quantum-geometry-induced ferromagnetic fluctuation. The bare spin susceptibility χ0

s (q) with the peak at q = 0 is shown in
Fig. S5(b), and the ferromagnetic fluctuation is confirmed. Thus, we conclude that the quantum geometry induces ferromagnetic
fluctuation due to non-Kramers band degeneracy also in the Raghu’s model.
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FIG. S5. Results in the Raghu’s model. (a) The band dispersion, (b) the bare spin susceptibility χ0
s (q) for (µc, T ) = (2.8, 0.002), (c) the

chemical potential dependence of the generalized electric susceptibility χ0:xx
e at T = 0.01, and (d) the temperature dependence of χ0:xx

e at
µc = 2.8. The geometric term and effective-mass term are also shown in (c) and (d).
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[S1] The Lehmann representation of charge susceptibility is written by

χc(q, ω) = − 1

NZ
∑
ab

(
e−βEa − e−βEb

) ⟨a| n̂(q) |b⟩ ⟨b| n̂(−q) |a⟩
ℏω + Ea − Eb + iδ

. (S59)

Here, Z is the partition function. |a⟩ and Ea are the eigenstate and the eigenvalue of the many-body Hamiltonian Ĥ.
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