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Few layers of graphene at small twist-angles have emerged as a fascinating platform for studying
the problem of strong interactions in regimes with a nearly quenched single-particle kinetic energy
and non-trivial band topology. Starting from the strong-coupling limit of twisted bilayer graphene
with a vanishing single-electron bandwidth and interlayer-tunneling between the same sublattice
sites, we present an exact analytical theory of the Coulomb interaction-induced low-energy optical
spectral weight at all integer fillings. In this limit, while the interaction-induced single-particle
dispersion is finite, the optical spectral weight vanishes identically at integer fillings. We study
corrections to the optical spectral weight by systematically including the effects of experimentally
relevant strain-induced renormalization of the single-electron bandwidth and interlayer tunnelings
between the same sublattice sites. Given the relationship between the optical spectral weight and the
diamagnetic response that controls superconducting Tc, our results highlight the relative importance
of specific parent insulating phases in enhancing the tendency towards superconductivity when doped
away from integer fillings.

Introduction.- Sum-rules in many-particle quantum
mechanics impose universal constraints on physical ob-
servables [1] that might otherwise be difficult to eval-
uate from first principles. They relate specific dynam-
ical correlation functions, involving matrix elements of
local operators between many-body eigenstates, to phys-
ical properties of the system, such as the electron density,
mass, and so on. The Thomas–Reiche–Kuhn sum-rule in
atomic physics [2, 3] puts strong constraints on the sum
of the squares of the dipole matrix moments between any
two energy levels weighted by the corresponding energy
differences. In correlated electron systems, sum-rules are
routinely used for extracting useful information about
experimentally measured correlation functions [4], espe-
cially when it is challenging to measure them directly
over a broad range of energies or momenta.

A famous example — the optical sum-rule (or the
f−sum-rule) — relates the integral of the longitudinal
optical conductivity over all frequencies to the diamag-
netic response summed over the entire electronic band-
width [6, 7]. In this traditional setting, all electronic
solids have a total optical spectral weight that is on the
order of a few electron-volts. In that sense, the total
optical spectral weight is not a low-energy property, and
therefore likely not directly relevant for the physical prop-
erties of interest to us. However, a low-energy formula-
tion of an optical sum-rule going beyond the traditional
setting, that focuses only on a subset of the relevant elec-
tronic bands, has clear and important experimental im-
plications [8]. In particular, it can serve as a useful upper
bound on the maximum superconducting transition tem-
perature, Tmax

c , in two dimensions [8–10].

The clearest example of these issues arise in the context
of moiré “flat” band materials, such as twisted bilayer
graphene (TBG), which host numerous bands and a hier-
archy of different energy scales [5]. While the traditional
f−sum-rule must necessarily include all intra and inter-
band contributions from the entire bandwidth upto the
O(eV) scale, computing the low-energy optical spectral
weight dominated by the isolated flat-bands with pro-

FIG. 1. (a) The low-energy optical spectral weight, S (hatched
region in red), at an integer filling of the isolated, nearly flat
bands, due to a finite optical absorption for ω > ∆ins; see
Eq. 1. Top left panel: The many-body state at integer fill-
ing with opposite Chern numbers γ = ±1 (and the two val-
leys, K, K′) occupied. Top right panel: Non-interacting con-
tinuum model bandstructure [5] for TBG at θ = 1.06, with
tunneling ratio, w0/w1 = 0.75. (b) The valley pseudospin,
η, tied to the momentum-independent spin-polarized many-
body ground states at ν = −2 with total γ = 0. For the
entire family of states, S = 0. (c) Representation of the com-
ponents of the many-body ground states on the Chern pseu-
dospin Bloch sphere (γ). The spectral weight S = 0 when the
(momentum-independent) density matrix commutes with γz
(at ‘×’). In the presence of inter-Chern coherence, S acquires
a finite value which can be tuned by strain, ε (e.g. along the
dashed trajectory).
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jected interactions requires a fundamentally new theoret-
ical formulation. The interactions renormalize the band-
width, the current operator and the diamagnetic suscep-
tibility, and must necessarily contribute to the optical
sum-rule [8, 10].

Theoretical Framework.- Our focus in this paper
will be on a modified partial sum-rule that allows us to
make exact statements about the optical spectral weight
for moiré graphene and beyond. It is possible to obtain
an exact relationship between the optical spectral weight
associated with the isolated interacting flat bands (S), in-
tegrated upto a cutoff energy Ew that lies in the bandgap
(Fig. 1 a), and the low-energy diamagnetic response [8]:

S =
ℏ2

e2

∫ Ew

0

dω Re[σeff
xx(ω)] =

πℏ2

2e2
⟨Keff

xx⟩, (1)

where σeff
xx(ω) andK

eff
xx represent the effective longitudinal

optical conductivity and diamagnetic response, respec-
tively. It is important to note that both of these quanti-
ties are defined in terms of the a priori unknown “renor-
malized” operators. We will focus on density-density
interactions, V , projected to a set of narrow electronic
bands with bandwidth, W , that are well isolated by an
energy bandgap, Eband, from the remote bands.

In the limit W ≲ V ≪ Eband, a systematic Schrieffer-
Wolff (SW) transformation based approach [8, 10] (con-
trolled in V/Eband ≪ 1) (i) projects the Hamiltonian to
the isolated flat-bands, and (ii) integrates out the remote
bands to evaluate the effective diamagnetic response.
The unitary transformation within the low-energy many-

body Hilbert space, Uα ≡ eiαPX̂P, is the effective gauge-
transformation tied to the emergent U(1) charge conser-

vation, where P =

(∑
m∈active |um⟩⟨um|

)
projects to

the set of active bands with Bloch functions |um⟩, and
X̂ =

∑
ℓ xℓc

†
ℓcℓ represents the projected many-body posi-

tion operator. The effective diamagnetic response (Eq. 1)
takes the exact form,

⟨Keff
xx⟩ = lim

α→0
∂2αTr

(
ρ̂ Uα PHP U†

α

)

= −Tr
([

PX̂P,
[
PX̂P, ρ̂

]]
PHP

)
, (2)

where ρ̂ is the thermal density matrix. In what follows,
we will be interested in this response function at zero
temperature, where the density matrix reduces to the
projector, ρ̂G = |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|, with |Ψ⟩ the many-body ground
state wavefunction.

The expectation values in Eq. 2 are to be evalu-
ated in the many-body state associated with the non-
perturbative Hamiltonian, H, which involves both single
and two-particle correlation functions [8]. Evaluating the
latter, without making any further approximations, is a
priori a non-trivial task. Remarkably, we will be able to
make a number of exact statements about S at zero tem-
perature in the strong-coupling limit of TBG. We note
that our framework can be readily applied to other in-

teracting isolated flat-band systems as well, and TBG
merely serves as an interesting illustrative example.

Twisted bilayer graphene.- Since the original dis-
covery of superconductivity [11] and interaction-induced
insulators [12] in magic-angle twisted bilayer graphene,
a plethora of experimental [13–46] and theoretical
works [47–80] have attempted to unravel different aspects
of the phenomenology. In this context, if one initially ig-
nores the single-particle dispersion [5] and in the “chiral”
limit [81], the strongly-coupled limit bears resemblance to
the classic quantum Hall ferromagnet [50, 60] and yields
a degenerate manifold of flavor-polarized insulators at
commensurate integer fillings (Fig. 1a, b); see Table I.
Even though there is an interaction-induced insulating
gap, ∆ins, and no sub-gap optical spectral weight, a fi-
nite value for the spectral weight S signals transitions
between the “filled” and “empty” states which have a
non-zero dipole matrix element (Fig. 1a). While comput-
ing the detailed frequency-dependent optical conductiv-
ity reliably is exceedingly difficult, this work establishes a
number of exact statements regarding the partial optical
spectral weight for these many-body insulating ground
states (Fig. 1b). Our first key observation is that due to
the emergent symmetry associated with the chiral flat-
band limit, S = 0. Incorporating perturbations that lift
the degeneracy in this limit leading to specific candidate
insulating states [50, 55, 60, 64], we are able to quan-
tify the features of the resulting many-body states that
control the value of S in realistic parameter regimes of
twisted bilayer graphene (Fig. 1c).

Let us begin with the continuum Hamiltonian for only
the isolated bands in TBG directly in momentum-space,
H = Hkin+Hint, where Hint =

1
2A

∑
q Vq ρ̃(q)ρ̃(−q) and

ρ̃(q) =
∑

k λ
αβ
µ (k, q)c†k,α,µck−q,β,µ is the projected den-

sity operator. Here λαβµ (k, q) = ⟨uk,α,µ|uk−q,β,µ⟩ is the
form-factor constructed out of the Bloch functions, and µ
denote the valley/spin quantum numbers while α, β de-
note the sub-lattice indices, and A represents the area.
We consider the double-gated Coulomb interaction given
by Vq = V0d tanh (qd) /q, with V0 = e2/2ϵε0d. Taking
the dielectric constant to be ϵ = 10 and the screening
length d = 25 nm, we get V0 = 18.1 meV. Clearly, the
numerical value of S will be set by V0, but our interest
is primarily in its dependence as a function of other pa-
rameters, and on the many-body state itself. We have
intentionally left the explicit form of Hkin unspecified;
a convenient starting point is the Bistritzer-MacDonald
(BM) Hamiltonian [5], including the various dependen-
cies on twist-angle (θ), ratio of tunneling between AA
and AB sites (w0/w1), and heterostrain (ε). Given a pro-
jected momentum-space Hamiltonian of the above form,
we will first re-iterate how to correctly gauge only the
low-energy degrees of freedom consistently. Then we will
present results for S at, and away from, the chiral limit.

We can express ⟨Keff
xx⟩ directly in momentum-space.
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Focusing on the contribution from Hint,

⟨Keff
xx⟩ =

1

A

∑

q,k,k′

VqD̂2
x [λµ(k, q)λν(k

′,−q)]αβ,γδ ×

⟨c†k,α,µck−q,β,µc
†
k′,γ,νck′+q,δ,ν⟩, (3)

where Dx is a covariant derivative acting on both k and
k′ of the form-factors as,

[D̂xλµ(k, q)]αβ = (4)

(∂kxδαα′δββ′ − iAx
k,αα′,µ + iAx

k−q,ββ′,µ)λ
α′β′
µ (k, q),

with Aν
k,αα′,µ = i⟨uk,α,µ|∂kν

uk,α′,µ⟩ the multi-orbital
Berry connection for valley µ. The bare contribution
from Hkin follows in a more straightforward fashion [82].
In the strong-coupling limit with a vanishing bandwidth,
the perturbative corrections due to the bare bandwidth
Hkin (∼ O(t)) on S are of O(t2/V ), instead of O(t) for
a subset of the relevant many-body insulating states, as
we discuss below.

Exact results at integer fillings in the chiral
flat-band limit.- The key advantage of starting from
this limit is two-fold: (i) the candidate ground states
for the projected Hamiltonian at these fillings are well
understood both theoretically [50, 55, 60, 64] and ex-
perimentally [16, 29, 45], and (ii) the many-body states
themselves are “Slater-determinant” like, that enable us
to compute the above correlation functions in Eq. 3 us-
ing Wick’s theorem. Henceforth, we focus only on the
limit of T = 0 and ignore the contributions from ther-
mally created excitations. Before considering other par-
tial commensurate fillings, it is useful to also note that
at full filling of the bands in the projected limit (e.g. at
ν = 4) with a band-insulating ground-state, ⟨Keff

xx⟩ = 0
vanishes trivially. This follows from the observation that

Uα = eiαPX̂P acting on the fully filled states only gives rise
to a phase factor and there is no “intra-band” transition
within the low energy manifold. In other words, for the
full filling, [Uα, ρ̂G] = 0, and ⟨Keff

xx⟩ vanishes according to
Eq. 2.

At the experimentally relevant integer fillings, we con-
sider a variety of candidate insulating states with the
following single-particle density matrix,

⟨c†kck′⟩ ≡ Pk,k′ , (5)

where ck is defined now in the sub-lattice basis and we
have suppressed the explicit dependence on the other
quantum numbers. We have analyzed a variety of integer
fillings in this work [82], but for the sake of brevity focus
only on ν = −2 here. In Table I, we list the Pk,k′ ’s for
a few representative states along with their dependence
on the different quantum numbers at ν = −2: valley po-
larized (VP), valley Hall (VH), quantum anomalous Hall
(QAH), intervalley coherent states (KIVC and TIVC),
and incommensurate Kekulé spiral (IKS). In the chiral-
flat band limit, the Hamiltonian has an exact U(4)×U(4)

symmetry and all of the above states (except IKS) are de-
generate ground states. Small deviations from the chiral-
flat limit break this degeneracy in a way that favors in-
tervalley coherent states. However, with the inclusion
of heterostrain, the bandwidth is dramatically enhanced
and translation symmetry breaking orders like IKS are
found to be favorable from Hartree-Fock mean-field and
DMRG studies [64, 83, 84].

Correlated Single-Particle

States Density-matrix (Pk,k′)

VP δk,k′ 1
2
(1± τz)⊗ Ps

VH δk,k′ 1
2
(1± σz)⊗ Ps

QAH δk,k′ 1
2
(1± σzτz)⊗ Ps

KIVC δk,k′ 1
2
[1+ σy(cosϕτx + sinϕτy)]⊗ Ps

TIVC δk,k′ 1
2
[1+ σx(cosϕτx + sinϕτy)]⊗ Ps

IKS δk,k̃+qτz/2
δk′,k̃+qτz/2

1
4
(1+ nk̃ · γ) (1+mk̃ · η)

TABLE I. The single-particle density matrix, Pk,k′ , for dif-
ferent Slater-determinant-like states at ν = −2 (see Eq. 5).
The matrices τ and σ act on the valley and sub-lattice basis,
respectively. Here γ = (σx, σyτz, σzτz), η = (σxτx, σxτy, τz)
and nk̃ lies in the XY plane. Ps denotes the density-matrix
in spin space, Ps = 1

2
(1 + sns), ns being the polarization of

the spin. The states included in the upper block are a subset
of the degenerate ground states for the projected interaction-
only model in the chiral flat-band limit. The IKS state in the
lower block is the Hartree-Fock ground state in the presence
of a single-electron bandwidth, including effects of strain. See
[82] for a discussion of correlated states at other fillings.

In order to calculate ⟨Keff
xx⟩, we first discuss the form

of the projected position operator PX̂P in TBG. In the
sub-lattice basis of TBG, the projected position operator
can be written as,

PX̂P =
∑

k

c†k,α,µ(iδα,α′∂kx
+Ak,αα′,µ)ck,α′,µ. (6)

We adopt a previously discussed gauge-fixing scheme
[50] whereby there is no non-abelian Berry connec-
tion between the two sub-lattices. We therefore de-
fine Ak,αα′,µ = δα,α′Ak,α,µ. For the two sublattices of
the same valley, we have Ak,1,µ = −Ak,2,µ. For the
two opposite valleys, from the combination of C2z and
particle-hole symmetry, we have Ak,1,1 = Ak,2,2 and
Ak,2,1 = Ak,1,2. We further define Ak,1,1 = Ak such
that,

PX̂P =
∑

k

ĉ†k(i∂kx
1+Ax

kσzτz)ĉk, (7)

where σ and τ act on the sub-lattice and valley basis,
respectively. Let us consider the projector at ν = −2,
ρG, for the degenerate ground states associated with the
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FIG. 2. (a) The effective diamagnetic response (see Eq. 1) evaluated at T = 0 and for ν = −2 as a function of strain within
a fully self-consistent Hartree-Fock computation. The dashed line demarcates the transition from a KIVC to an IKS insulator.
(b)-(d) Order parameters characterizing the ground state for ε = 0.05% and ε = 0.3%, respectively. In (c) and (d), we use
the momentum-boosted mini-Brillouin zone. To account for the gauge dependence of γ∥ = (γx, γy) and the phase of the IVC

order parameter, we plot ||PO||2 = |trγη(PO)2| in (b), (c), where trγη is the partial trace over valley and Chern pseudospin
and | · | is the Frobenius norm. At large ε, the enhancement of ⟨Keff

xx ⟩tot is due to a nearly uniform component along γ∥ and a
strongly momentum-dependent valley polarization. (e) Evolution of t/⟨V ⟩ and W ∗/⟨V ⟩, where W ∗ represents the interaction
induced bandwidth with increasing strain [82]. (f) The momentum-averaged order parameters in (b) and (c) with increasing ε.
(g) Variation of the momentum-averaged fluctuation in the valley polarization as a function of strain.

chiral flat-band limit (see upper block in Table I),

ρ̂G ≡
⊗

k

c†k,αc
†
k,β |0⟩k

[
T̂k

]αβ
γδ

k⟨0|ck,γck,δ, (8a)

[
T̂k

]αβ
γδ

=
1

4
δk,k′εσδγεσδ′γ′

[
PT
k,k′

]
αδ′

[
PT
k,k′

]
βγ′ ,(8b)

where |0⟩k denotes the empty state at momentum k, and
α, β, γ, δ denote the valley-sublattice-spin indices that are
being summed over, with the spin polarization fixed by

the structure of the projectors. The matrix
[
T̂k

]
αβ,γδ

is

constructed out of the single-particle density matrices,
P. The task of evaluating S then reduces to evaluating
the double commutator in Eq. 2.

A key observation is that Pk,k′ commutes with σzτz,

and hence
[
PX̂P, ρ̂G

]
= 0, implying S ∝ ⟨Keff

xx⟩ = 0.

From the point of view of the representation of the many-
body states in Fig. 1b, a vanishing S follows from the
fact that the action of Uα leaves the Bloch vectors invari-
ant. Thus, all of the degenerate correlated many-body
states associated with the chiral flat-band limit have a
vanishing S at T = 0. This implies that there are no
allowed optical transitions — associated with the usual
spin and valley diagonal current operators —between the
filled and empty states. In other words, for these many-
body states, Re[σeff

xx(ω)] = 0 for all ω < Ew (i.e. as long

as inter-band transition to the dispersive bands is forbid-
den). Notably, there are other examples where S = 0,
including for instance, in the theory for the projected
lowest (spinless) Landau-level [10]. In this example, the
f−sum-rule is saturated at the cyclotron resonance as a
result of Kohn’s theorem [85, 86], which lies outside of the
low-energy manifold. In the projected lowest Landau-
level theory, the emergent dipole-conservation forbids
any “intra-band” optical transitions. The vanishing op-
tical spectral weight in the strong-coupling limit of TBG
is a milder version of the same setting. Alternatively, in
the limit of full polarization associated with the general-
ized ferromagnetic states that appear at various integer
fillings in TBG, any optical transition requires flipping a
quantum number that is conserved by the current oper-
ator, forbidding a dipole matrix element.

Results at integer fillings away from the chi-
ral flat-band limit.- Our exact results above serve as
an important starting point for studying the effects of
realistic deviations away from the chiral flat-band limit
that determine S for experimentally relevant many-body
states, such as the IKS. Consider a perturbation in the
form of a single-particle kinetic energy, Hkin (∼ O(t)).
When the characteristic scale of the bare electron ki-
netic energy, t ≪ ∆ins, the correlated insulator is ex-
pected to remain stable. However, the ground state
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wavefunction does not necessarily remain unperturbed.
Even for an infinitesimal t, the states acquire a correc-
tion that is O(t). However, as we now argue, the correc-
tion to S is only O(t2/V ). Recall that the quantity of

interest is ⟨ψnew|[PX̂P, [PX̂P, Hint +Hkin]]|ψnew⟩, where
|ψnew⟩ is the ground state of the perturbed Hamiltonian
Hint +Hkin. The O(t) correction to S is given by,

δS = ⟨ψ0|[PX̂P, [PX̂P, Hint]]|ψnew⟩
+ ⟨ψnew|[PX̂P, [PX̂P, Hint]]|ψ0⟩
+ ⟨ψ0|[PX̂P, [PX̂P, Hkin]]|ψ0⟩, (9)

where |ψ0⟩ is the ground state of the unperturbed Hamil-
tonian, Hint. For the generalized FM states, |ψ0⟩, in the

chiral flat-band limit, we have [PX̂P, [PX̂P, Hint]]|ψ0⟩ = 0

and [PX̂P, [PX̂P, |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0|]] = 0. This immediately leads
to the O(t) contribution to δS to vanish. Importantly,
this suppression is intimately tied to the generalized FM
being the un-perturbed ground state. In more general
settings, one would otherwise expect S ∼ O(t) from the
single-particle bandwidth.

To quantify how deviations from the chiral-flat limit
enhance S, we evaluated ⟨Keff

xx⟩ approximately (Fig. 2a))
using the ground states of H obtained self-consistently
from Hartree-Fock as a function of strain ε (see [82] and
[29, 64]). Our results converge with both increasing sys-
tem size and number of Umklapp processes in the moiré
Brillouin zone. We additionally benchmarked our numer-
ics by calculating ⟨Keff

xx⟩ in the exact many-body ground
states in the chiral flat-band limit, which indeed yields
a vanishing result within numerical precision. In this
procedure, the set of active flat bands are renormalized
by interactions with states from the remote bands giv-
ing rise to an enhanced bandwidth W ∗ [82]. We keep
track of all flavors and consider all possible translation
symmetry breaking order parameters in the intervalley

sector, ⟨c†k−τq/2,τ,σ,sck−τ ′q/2,τ ′,σ′,s′⟩ = Pτ,σ,s,τ ′,σ′,s′(k).

At low ε, the state at ν = −2 does not break trans-
lation symmetry and closely resembles PKIVC(k) but
acquires a weak momentum dependence over the Bril-
louin zone (Fig. 2b)). Further increasing ε enhances
Hkin, which includes terms that anticommute with the
KIVC order parameter leading to a suppression of IVC
order in favor of states that have coherence between the
different Chern sectors [50]. At ν = −2, the Hartree
renormalization of the dispersion additionally introduces
momentum-dependent features which favor translation
symmetry breaking at an incommensurate wavevector
qIKS in the intervalley channel [29, 64, 87]. The resulting
state consists of an equal superposition of Chern-zero and
Chern-coherent components with IVC order that pre-
serves time-reversal symmetry. In this state, there is
a modified translation symmetry that allows for a re-
definition of the Brillouin zone in terms of the valley
boosted momentum k̃ = k − τzqIKS/2. We show the
Chern coherent component, and the momentum depen-
dent valley-polarization in Fig. 2c-d) respectively. While

the Chern-coherent component has a non-zero average
across momentum space, the valley polarization averages
to zero with strong momentum dependent features that
correspond to the minima of the renormalized dispersion.
We will see that both of these features control the devi-
ations away from S = 0.
The density matrix of the IKS states can be written

as,

ρG ≡
⊗

k̃

c†
k̃,α,↑c

†
k̃,α′,↓|0⟩k̃

[
P̂k̃

]
αβ

×
[
P̂k̃

]
α′β′ k̃

⟨0|ck̃,β′,↓ck̃,β,↑ (10)

where the momentum k = k̃+qτz/2, and ↑, ↓ denote the
spin; summation over valley-sublattice indices α, β is im-
plicit. P̂k̃ is related to the single-particle density-matrix,

P̂k̃ = PT
k,k′δk,k̃+qτz/2

δk′,k̃+qτz/2
. This ansatz would cor-

respond to the Bloch vector lying in the XY-plane. There

are two contributions to
[
PX̂P, ρG

]
, that arise from (i)

the momentum dependence of nk̃ and mk̃ (see Table I),
and (ii) the commutator of γx,y with σzτz, respectively.
More generally, as long as the Bloch vector in Fig. 1c is
not aligned towards the pole (as in the previous strong-
coupling limit), or develops a non-trivial momentum de-
pendence, the optical spectral weight S ̸= 0. It is readily

seen that
[
PX̂P, ρG

]
̸= 0 for these IKS states.

We can track the evolution of the many-body state
with increasing ε by examining the momentum depen-
dent features of the projection of P along different op-
erators, O, that act on valley, spin and sublattice, re-
spectively. To quantify the momentum dependencies of
the order parameters, we plot them in the Brillouin zone
in Fig. 2b,c and their average, ⟨||PO||2⟩k, in Fig. 2f.
Note we avoid both gauge ambiguities and ambiguities
associated with the U(2) spin rotations of the IVC or-
der parameter by calculating the Frobenius norm of the
partial trace of the state over Chern and valley degrees
of freedom, || · ||2, in b) and c). At small ε, the state
P develops contribution parallel to the semimetallic or-
der parameter OSM ∝ γx, γy ∝ t/⟨V ⟩, where ⟨V ⟩ =
1
2A

∑
q,k Vqtr(λ(k, q)λ(k,−q)) measures the strength of

the interaction [50]. Eventually, the KIVC order is sub-
sumed by IKS and this average saturates when P lies fully
in the XY plane of the Chern Bloch sphere in Fig. 1c.
The development of this component of P coincides with
the enhancement of ⟨Keff

xx⟩, in accordance with the con-
tribution highlighted in (i) above. We analyze the mo-
mentum variation of the projection of P onto O, which
we probe via ∆ [tr(PO)]

2
=

∑
k[tr(PO) −∑

k(trPO)]2,
for the valley polarization, ηz, in Fig. 2g. Even though
the order parameters in Fig. 2f saturate as a function of
strain, the fluctuations tied to the valley polarization in
Fig. 2g increase monotonically, which is responsible for
the continued increase of Keff

xx in Fig. 2a [82].
Outlook.- Our approach enables a systematic under-

standing of the factors associated with the low-energy
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theory that contribute to the finite optical spectral weight
in interacting topological flat-band systems. Starting
from the chiral flat-band limit of TBG at commensu-
rate integer fillings, where the low-energy spectral weight
vanishes, we compute the effects of realistic strain, twist-
angle, and most importantly the many-body ground-
state on the optical spectral weight. Even in the strong-
coupling limit, doping away from the insulating (integer)
fillings by an amount δν enhances δS ∝ δν. Interestingly,
the IKS state, which has been observed experimentally
at ν = −2 [29], is particularly effective in enhancing this
spectral weight compared to other intervalley coherent
states (e.g. KIVC). While the larger optical sum-rule
does not guarantee a superconductor with a higher Tc
when doped away from the insulating limit, it is ben-
eficial given that only a small fraction of the available
spectral weight typically condenses into the superfluid
stiffness.

There are several interesting open questions. In light
of the recent progress with the “heavy-fermion” perspec-
tive on this problem [88] and experiments on twisted tri-
layer graphene [89, 90], it will be interesting to extend
the theoretical formalism to include the contributions to
the optical spectral weight from some of the closest (dis-
persive) remote bands. Moreover, computing the contri-
bution to the optical spectral weight due the electron-
phonon interactions, where the phonons have their own
non-trivial dynamics, will also be a useful exercise. Fi-

nally, while the exact nature of the metallic normal state
obtained upon doping the correlated insulators in these
moiré systems remains unclear, developing a systematic
approach to compute the Drude weight is an exception-
ally important exercise. On the experimental front, fu-
ture measurements of the optical spectral weight using
recent advances in near-field methods in low and high-
strained samples, will help shed further light on some
of the theoretical results discussed here. Given the in-
tertwined nature of the robust superconducting phases
and IKS order in the vicinity of ν = −2, it is natural
to ask whether the reduced low-energy optical spectral
weight discussed in this paper and the extended regime
of T−linear resistivity observed experimentally down to
low temperatures [91, 92], fundamentally limits how large
Tc can be in twisted bilayer graphene [93, 94].
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(2021).

[16] U. Zondiner, A. Rozen, D. Rodan-Legrain, Y. Cao,
R. Queiroz, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, Y. Oreg, F. von
Oppen, A. Stern, and et al., Cascade of phase transitions
and dirac revivals in magic-angle graphene, Nature 582,
203 (2020).

[17] A. Uri, S. Grover, Y. Cao, J. A. Crosse, K. Bagani,
D. Rodan-Legrain, Y. Myasoedov, K. Watanabe,
T. Taniguchi, P. Moon, et al., Mapping the twist-angle
disorder and landau levels in magic-angle graphene, Na-
ture 581, 47 (2020).

[18] Y. Saito, J. Ge, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, and A. F.
Young, Independent superconductors and correlated in-
sulators in twisted bilayer graphene, Nature Physics 16,
926 (2020).

[19] Y. Saito, F. Yang, J. Ge, X. Liu, T. Taniguchi, K. Watan-
abe, J. Li, E. Berg, and A. F. Young, Isospin pomer-
anchuk effect in twisted bilayer graphene, Nature 592,
220 (2021).

[20] Y. Cao, D. Rodan-Legrain, J. M. Park, N. F. Q. Yuan,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, R. M. Fernandes, L. Fu,
and P. Jarillo-Herrero, Nematicity and competing orders
in superconducting magic-angle graphene, Science 372,
264 (2021).

[21] X. Liu, Z. Wang, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, O. Vafek,
and J. Li, Tuning electron correlation in magic-angle
twisted bilayer graphene using coulomb screening, Sci-
ence 371, 1261 (2021).

[22] I. Das, X. Lu, J. Herzog-Arbeitman, Z.-D. Song,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, B. A. Bernevig, and
D. K. Efetov, Symmetry-broken chern insulators and
rashba-like landau-level crossings in magic-angle bilayer
graphene, Nature Physics 17, 710 (2021).

[23] A. Rozen, J. M. Park, U. Zondiner, Y. Cao, D. Rodan-
Legrain, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, Y. Oreg, A. Stern,
E. Berg, et al., Entropic evidence for a pomeranchuk ef-
fect in magic-angle graphene, Nature 592, 214 (2021).

[24] M. Serlin, C. L. Tschirhart, H. Polshyn, Y. Zhang, J. Zhu,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, L. Balents, and A. F. Young,
Intrinsic quantized anomalous hall effect in a moiré het-
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

A theory for the low-energy optical sum-rule in moiré graphene

J.F. Mendez-Valderrama, Dan Mao, and Debanjan Chowdhury
Department of Physics, Cornell University, Ithaca, New York 14853, USA.

A. Strained Continuum Model

In our calculations, the starting point is the Bistritzer-MacDonald (BM) model for twisted bilayer graphene [5]
including strain and interlayer tunneling. We use the following convention for the reciprocal lattice vectors of the
underlying graphene lattices:

G1 =
4π√
3aGr

(
0,−1

)
, G2 =

4π√
3aGr

(√
3

2
,−1

2

)
, (A1)

where aGr = 0.246nm is the lattice constant of graphene. We can capture the effect of both uniaxial strain on layer
ℓ, εℓ, and a rotation angle θℓ by implementing a linear transformation in the small deformation limit [95] :

G → G′ =M(θℓ, εℓ, φs)G (A2)

=

(
R(θℓ) + S(εℓ, φs)

)−1

G, (A3)

where R is a rotation matrix and S is the transformation:

S(εℓ, φs) =

(
εℓ,xx εℓ,xy
εℓ,xy εℓ,yy

)
(A4)

= εℓ

(
νp sin

2 φs − cos2 φs (1 + νp) sinφs cosφs

(1 + νp) sinφs cosφs νp cos
2 φs − sin2 φs

)
. (A5)

Here, νp = 0.16 is the Poisson ratio of graphene. We set the strain direction φs = 0 for the results in the main
text. With these conventions we calculate the moiré reciprocal lattice vectors by performing a symmetric twist of the
graphene layers. The rotation angle for each graphene layer is thus θ1 = −θ2 = θ/2 with θ being the twist angle.
Similarly, we deal exclusively with uni-axial hetero-strain, so that the strain for each graphene layer, εℓ, is related to
the relative strain ε via ε = −ε2 = ε/2. With these parameters, the moiré reciprocal lattice vectors are obtained via

GM
1,2 = (M(θ1, ε1, φs)−M(θ2, ε2, φs))G1,2. (A6)

The new moiré Brillouin zone (MBZ) in general consists of a deformed hexagon since a finite ε breaks C3z and C2x .
Nevertheless, we can plot quantities in an undeformed Brillouin zone by mapping the k−points to the deformed MBZ
via the transformation

L(θ, ε, φs) = (M(θ1, ε1, φs)−M(θ2, ε2, φs)) (M(θ1, 0, φs)−M(θ2, 0, φs))
−1
.

With these conventions, the strained BM model takes the form,

HBM = HDirac +Hinterlayer, (A7)

where the Dirac part of the Hamiltonian descends from the Hamiltonian of the decoupled graphene sheets and the
interlayer contribution captures the leading order contributions to the interlayer hopping processes which connect the
K (K ′) points of the underlying graphene sheets. Due to strain, the Dirac points are unpinned from the K (K ′)
points as C3z is broken, and they also can shift away from zero energy since C2x is broken; however, the crossing
remains protected since C2zT remains a good symmetry. This changes are captured by the fact that, within the tight
binding approximation, the hopping amplitudes change in the presence of strain. At low energies, these changes are
reflected in the emergence of a pseudomagnetic field for the Dirac hamiltonian at momentum k for a single layer:

⟨k, ℓ|HDirac|k′ℓ′⟩ = −δk,k′δℓ,ℓ′ℏvf (τzσx, σy) ·M(θℓ, εℓ, φs)
(
k − τzAℓ − τzM(θℓ, εℓ, φs)

−1K
)
, (A8)

where k is measured w.r.t. the Γ point of the original graphene BZ, K = 2G2−G1

3 , and

Aℓ = βA (εℓ,xx − εℓ,yy,−2εℓ,xy) , (A9)
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with βA = 3.14
√
3

2aGr
. Furthermore, the Dirac velocity is such that ℏvf/aGr = 2.424eV. Additionally, the interlayer

hopping is given by:

⟨k, 1|Hinterlayer|k′, 2′⟩ = wδk−k′,0T1 + wδk−k′,GM
1
T2 + wδk−k′,GM

2
T3, (A10)

where the T matrices act on the sublattice degrees of freedom and correspond to

T1 = κσ0 + σx (A11)

T2 = κσ0 + cos

(
2π

3

)
σx + sin

(
2π

3

)
σy (A12)

T3 = κσ0 + cos

(
2π

3

)
σx − sin

(
2π

3

)
σy, (A13)

where we take w = 110meV and κ = 0.75 unless otherwise stated. This model and parameters are the basis of all the
calculations shown in the main text.

B. Gauge Fixing

We fix the phase of the wavefunctions before carrying out the Hartree-Fock procedure outlined in the following
section. This also expedites the calculation of the wavefunctions themselves as we can use symmetries of the Hamil-
tonian to reconstruct the wavefunctions of one valley from the opposite valley. For convenience, we pick a gauge
where the wavefunctions are periodic in momentum space and locally smooth. Throughout the main text, we work
in the sublattice basis. To fix the gauge we use an emergent anti-unitary particle-hole symmetry that is present in
the BM model at small angles. As such, we first assume the small angle approximation for the BM model. This
approximation amounts to neglecting the twist angle dependence of HDirac. The procedure that we use for gauge
fixing is then outlined as follows:

1. Fix the representation of C2zT in the band basis to fix the phases of the wavefunctions for valley τ = + up to
a sign.

2. Fix the additional sign ambiguity by imposing the sublattice chiral symmetry Csub in the band basis which
eliminates the sign ambiguity between the components of the wavefunctions in different bands. Following this
step we perform a basis transformation to the sublattice basis.

3. Obtain the wavefunction of valley − by fixing the representation of the emergent particle-hole symmetry in the
small angle approximation, PT , in the sublattice basis.

4. Make the gauge locally smooth by calculating the wavefunction overlaps λσ,σ
′

τ (k,k′) for nearby k−points and

locally imposing that limq→0(λ
+,+
τ (k, q)−λ−,−

τ (k, q)) = 0, with the form factors λσ,σ
′

τ (k,k′) defined in the main
text.

Conditions 1–3 fix the relative phases of wavefunctions in both sublattices and both valleys at each momentum k
as well as form momentum −k by time-reversal symmetry. Condition 4 locally matches between different k points
to make the gauge locally smooth. Due to the topology of the bands, the gauge cannot be chosen to be globally
smooth and in general singularities will appear at degenerate points. We avoid these points in our k−point sampling
by shifting the momentum grid by 10−7/aM in our calculations.

To carry out the gauge-fixing procedure outlined above we choose the following representations for the symmetries
for the first-quantized Hamiltonian in the band basis

BC2zT (k) = nzK, BCsub(k) = nx, (B1)

where K is complex conjugation and n(x,y,z) are the Pauli matrices in the band basis and Csub is a symmetry only
when κ = 0. Having fixed the gauge within a single valley, we transform to the sublattice basis by applying the
unitary matrix

Uσ,n(k) =
1√
2

[
1 1
1 −1

]

σ,n

. (B2)

In the sublattice basis, we then choose a representation for the emergent particle-hole symmetry

BPT (k) = −iτyσy. (B3)

This procedure completely fixes the gauge of the wavefunctions with no remaining ambiguity.
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C. Hartree-Fock Computation of Ground State at Integer Fillings

To evaluate the diamagnetic response we first perform a self-consistent Hartree Fock calculation to obtain the closest
Slater determinant approximant to the ground state for a given set of parameters. For this, consider the double-gated
screened Coulomb interaction,

HV =
1

2A

∑

q

Vq : ρqρ−q :,

A being the area of the sample, Vq = V0d tanh (qd) /q with V0 defined in the main text, and the density operator
given by

ρq =
∑

k

Λαβ (k,k − q) c†k,αck−q,β .

Here α, β are spin-band-valley indices and the projectors are diagonal in valley due to the emergent U(1) valley
conservation and independent of spin. The form factors in the main text λα,βµ , have the explicit diagonal valley index
and no spin indices. Here we keep the most general matrix structure for simplicity: Λα,β(k,k+q) = ⟨uα(k)|uβ(k+q)⟩
with |uα(k)⟩, the cell periodic wavefunctions obtained after the diagonalization of the BM Hamiltonian. At this point
we have not projected the interaction to the flat bands, we can do so within mean field which generates a contribution
to the dispersion from the remote bands. Doing this, the Hamiltonian projected to the flat bands takes the following
form

H = [H0 +HV ]active

=
∑

k

c†k,α

[
h̃0 (k)

]
αβ
ck,β +

1

2A

∑

q

VqΛαβ (k,k − q) Λα′β′ (k′,k′ + q) c†k,αc
†
k′,α′ck′+q,β′ck−q,β ,

where the α, β indices only take values in the active subspace. At this stage we change basis from the band to the
sublattice basis. Furthermore, the renormalized Hamiltonian takes the form

h̃0 (k) = hBM (k) + hHF [PR] , (C1)

where PR is the density matrix with the valence remote bands filled completely for all momenta, and HHF is the
mean-field decomposition of the interaction. For generality, we write the most general Hartree and Fock terms for a

density matrix that could break any flavor or translation symmetries, ⟨c†k,αck′,β⟩ = Pαβ (k,k
′) :

hHF [P ] (k,k′) = hH [P ] (k,k′) + hF [P ] (k,k′) .

The explicit form of the Hartree and Fock terms are given by,

hαβH [P ] (k,k′) =
∑

G

V (k′ − k +G)M (k′ − k +G) Λαβ (k,k
′ +G) ,

with

M (k′ − k +G) =
1

A

∑

α′β′p

Λα′β′ (p+ k′,p+ k −G)Pα′β′ (k′ + p,k + p) ,

and

hαβF [P ] (k,k′) = − 1

A

∑

qG

∑

α′β′

V (q −G) Λ†
αα′ (k + q,k +G)Pβ′,α′ (k′ + q,k + q) Λβ′β (k

′ + q,k′ +G) .

We replace hBM in Eqn. C1 with a ‘bare’ Hamiltonian that does not include the renormalization of the parameters
to avoid double counting [50]. This Hamiltonian defined by the relation

hBM (k) = h̃BM (k) + ⟨HV ⟩P0
, (C2)

with P0 being a reference density matrix. There are multiple prescriptions to select P0, with all of them yielding
qualitatively similar results in the calculation of the Hartree-Fock ground state under strain as reported in Ref. [64].
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For simplicity, we take the so-called ‘average’ scheme in which P0 = 1
2 IA + PR with IA defined as the identity in the

active degrees of freedom. Overall we make the replacement hBM (k) → h̃BM (k) in Eqn. C1. Since P0 is a quadratic
density matrix, we can readily evaluate the expectation value using Wick’s theorem, which leads to the renormalized
projected kinetic term,

h̃0 (k) → h∗0 (k) = hBM (k) + hHF [PR − P0] . (C3)

Overall the Hamiltonian that we use to carry out the self consistent determination of the ground state is

H =
∑

k

c†k,α [h∗0 (k)]αβ ck,β +
1

2A

∑

q

VqΛαβ (k,k − q) Λα′β′ (k′,k′ + q) c†k,αc
†
k′,α′ck′+q,β′ck−q,β . (C4)

We can connect to the discussion from the main text expressing the Hamiltonian in terms of Hkin and Hint by
undoing the normal ordering and adding/subtracting the background charge density at neutrality. The former will
yield a Fock contribution and the latter will yield a Hartree contribution. Overall the kinetic part of the Hamiltonian
can then be written as

Hkin =
∑

k

c†k,α [h0 (k)]αβ ck,β , (C5)

with the matrix elements h0 given by

h0 (k) = hBM (k) +HHF

[
PR − P0 +

1

2
IA

]

= hBM (k)

The fact that after all the renormalizations the kinetic part reduces to the usual BM model is a feature of the ‘average’
subtraction scheme [96]. After normal ordering and subtracting the background charge density, the interaction
Hamiltonian then takes the form

Hint =
1

2A

∑

q

Vqδρqδρ−q, (C6)

with the additional definitions,

δρq = ρq − ρq, (C7)

ρq =
1

2

∑

kG

δq,GtrΛ(k,k +G), (C8)

which recovers then both Hkin and Hint in the main text.
We now perform the Hartree-Fock decomposition in the bilinear:

⟨c†k′,τ ′,m′,s′ck,τ,m,s⟩ = Pm′τ ′s′,mτs (k
′,k) , (C9)

where the particular form of the mean field ansatz is given by:

Pm′τ ′s′,mτs (k
′,k) =

∑

p

δp,k′+τ ′Q/2δp,k+τQ/2Pm′τ ′s′,mτs (p) , (C10)

with the vector Q left unspecified at the moment and we make explicit the valley, spin and sublattice indices, τ, s,
and m, respectively. In practice we take the solution that minimizes the Hartree-Fock energy across all Q in showing
our results in the main text. When Q = 0 we recover the translation invariant solution possibly with flavor symmetry
breaking in [50]. Using the ansatz above, the Hartree and Fock terms now become:

HH =
∑

nn′sττ ′k

c†n,τ,s (k − τQ/2)Hnn′ττ ′ss′
H (k − τQ/2,k − τ ′Q/2) cn′,τ ′,s′ (k − τ ′Q/2) , (C11)

where the matrix elements of the Hartree term are given by

Hnn′ττ ′ss′
H (k − τQ/2, k − τ ′Q/2) = 1

A

∑

G

V (G)M (G) Λτ
nn′ (k − τQ/2,k − τ ′Q/2 +G) δττ ′δss′ (C12)

M (G) =
∑

s′τ ′mm′p

Λτ ′
mm′ (p− τ ′Q/2,p− τ ′Q/2−G)Pmτ ′s′,m′τ ′s′ (p) . (C13)
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Note that since the Hartree term is diagonal in valley, all of the dependence on Q can be removed by shifting the sums.
However, we keep the dependence on k − τQ/2 to make manifest the emergent translation symmetry accompanied
by a valley rotation for all the terms in the Hamiltonian. On the other hand, the Fock term is given by

HF =
∑

nn′sττ ′k

c†n,τ,s (k − τQ/2)Hnn′ττ ′ss′
F (k − τQ/2,k − τ ′Q/2) cn′,τ ′,s′ (k − τ ′Q/2) , (C14)

where the matrix elements of the Fock term are given by

Hnn′ττ ′ss′
F (k − τQ/2,k − τ ′Q/2) = − 1

A

∑

k′G

∑

m′m

V (k′ − k −G) Λτ†
nm (k′ − τQ/2,k − τQ/2 +G)

× Pm′τ ′s′,mτs (k
′) Λτ ′

m′n′ (k′ − τ ′Q/2,k − τ ′Q/2 +G) . (C15)

Finally, we shift the sum over momentum in the renormalized two-fermion term:

H0 =
∑

nn′sττ ′k

c†n,τ,s (k − τQ/2)Hnn′ττ ′ss′
0 (k − τQ/2) cn′,τ ′,s′ (k − τ ′Q/2) , (C16)

with the matrix elements given by

Hnn′ττ ′ss′
0 (k − τQ/2) = [h∗0 (k − τQ/2)]nn′,τ δττ ′δss′ . (C17)

With all the explicit shifts over momentum, we can express the energy in terms of the matrix P only upon taking
the expectation value. Adding the condensation energy, the total Hartree-Fock energy can then be expressed as

EHF =
∑

k

tr

(
PT (k)

[
H0(k̃) +

1

2
HHF[P](k̃)

])
, (C18)

where we abbreviated the momentum dependence of the matrix elements of the Hamiltonian by the boosted momenta
k̃ = k− τzQ/2 and HHF is the sum of Eqn. C13 and Eqn. C15. To obtain a self-consistent solution for P we use the
optimal damping algorithm [97]. We run the algorithm in parallel for 32 initial random seeds and for all available Q
in the k-point mesh and select the solution that minimizes Eqn. C18. Representative solutions for the band structure
at high and low strain at different integer fillings are shown in Fig.S1. The bandwidth, W ∗, that we report in Fig.2e
is precisely the bandwidth of the set of active bands calculated self consistently.

Numerically, we often need the wavefunctions at k±Q/2 or k±Q/2±G, instead of recalculating the wavefunctions
each time, we diagonalize the BM model over a fixed momentum grid in the first Brillouin zone and whenever we
need the form factors at k +G we use the periodic property:

uτ,n,G(k +G′) = uτ,n,G−G′(k), (C19)

where we explicitly write all the band/sublattice, valley and plane-wave indices in the BM Hamiltonian. In practice
we have a finite plane-wave cutoff so that Eqn. C19 needs to be supplemented with an additional prescription for the
edges of the G momentum lattice. In our case, we simply consider periodic boundary conditions. With this, we can
express the wavefunctions at k ±Q/2±G by rearranging indices in the original k-point grid and using Eqn. C19 to
match the momenta as appropriate.

D. Numerical evaluation of Kxx

Having obtained the estimate for the ground state density matrix, we can now proceed to evaluate the diamagnetic
response. Here, we briefly review the formalism [8, 10] and apply it to the case of twisted bilayer graphene in the
projected limit. When taking the entire spectrum into account, the current and the diamagnetic response can be

obtained by performing a Peierls’ substitution t (r − r′) → t (r − r′) eiA·(r−r′) and taking the appropriate number of
derivatives with respect to an external vector potential A in the limit where A → 0. The current and the diamagnetic
response are explicitly given by,

Jµ (qµ → 0) = − δH

δAµ

∣∣∣∣
A→0

= −i
[
X̂µ, H

]
(D1)

Kµν =
1

2

δ2H

δAµδAν

∣∣∣∣
A→0

= −
[
X̂µ,

[
X̂ν , H

]]
, (D2)
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Supplemental Figure S1. Renormalized bandstructures obtained within Hartree-Fock computations at different integer fillings
for a (a)-(d) strain ε = 0.05%, and (e)-(h) strain ε = 0.3%, respectively.

where X̂µ =
∑

i x
µ
i c

†
i ci is the many-body position operator. In the low-energy limit of a Hamiltonian that features

a set of isolated flat bands for which the interaction U is smaller than the gap to the remote bands ∆, one can
systematically integrate out the high-energy degrees of freedom via a Schriffer-Wolff transformation. The result of
this procedure can be simply stated in terms of the replacement H [A] → Heff [A] in the derivatives above. Here,
Heff [A] corresponds to the effective Hamiltonian where high-energy degrees of freedom have been effectively integrated
out and the limit U/∆ → 0 has been taken while keeping the probe vector potential. Taking the derivatives explictly,
the effective low-energy operators are given by

Jeff
x = −i

[
PX̂xP,PHP

]
, (D3)

Keff
xx = −

[
PX̂xP,

[
PX̂xP,PHP

]]
, (D4)

where P is the projector onto the low-energy subspace that is comprised by the set of isolated flat bands. The above
result can be stated in terms of a projected gauge transformation of the Hamiltonian which emerges at low energies
due to the effective number conservation in the limit U/∆ → 0 :

Keff
xx =

1

A
∂2α

(
ei

e
ℏαPX̂PPHPe−i e

ℏαPX̂P
)∣∣∣

α=0
, (D5)

where we reinstated the fundamental constants and the appropriate dependence on the system size of Keff
xx . The

relation above can be verified by expanding the exponentials. We can carry out this calculation by performing the
projected gauge transformation onto the creation and annihilation operators, which to leading order transform as:

eiαPX̂Pckmτse
−iαPX̂P =

∑

m′∈act

ck+αexm′τs

〈
uτkm|uτk+αexm′

〉
+

1

2
α2gτ,xxmm′ (k) ckm′τs, (D6)

eiαPX̂Pc†knτse
−iαPX̂P =

∑

n′∈act

c†k+αexn′τs

〈
uτk+αexn′ |uτkn

〉
+

1

2
α2gτ,xxn′n (k) c†kn′τs. (D7)

where the explicit low-energy U(1) valley conservation and the absence of spin-orbit coupling prevent the mixing of
different valley and spin degrees of freedom by the projected gauge transformation, and gτxxn′n (k) is the multiorbital
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quantum metric defined by

gτ,xxn′n = −1

2
⟨uτkn′ |∂2kx

Πτ
k|uτkn⟩ (D8)

with

Πτ
k =

∑

n∈act

|uτkn⟩⟨uτkn|. (D9)

With these definitions, we can then proceed with the calculation of Keff
xx by applying the projected gauge trans-

formations to the Hamiltonian in the set of active flat bands. Using H = Hkin +Hint with the definitions from the
previous section, we can distinguish between two types of terms in the Hamiltian, that contain two fermion operators
and four fermion operators, respectively. We now treat these two types of terms separately.

Starting with the two fermion terms, these can be grouped together in the form

H2-ferm =
∑

τsnmk

ϵτnm (k) c†knτsckmτs, (D10)

where ϵτnm can be interpreted as a renormalized dispersion by the Hartree term originating from the subtraction of
the charge density with respect to neutrality. More concretely

ϵτnm(k) = [h0(k)]
τ
nm − 1

A

∑

G

V (G)M(G)Λτ
nm(k,k +G). (D11)

Performing the projected gauge transformation on Eq. D10 yields the following expression for the two-fermion
contribution to Keff

xx

Keff
xx

∣∣
2−ferm

=
( e
ℏ

)2 1

A

∑

nmτsk

c†kτnsckτms

[
⟨uτkn|

∂2Eτ

∂k2x
|uτkm⟩+ gτ,xxnn′ (k) ϵn′m (k) + ϵnm′ (k) gτ,xxm′m (k)

]
(D12)

where we abbreviated the first term by definition

Eτ (k) =
∑

nm

|uτkn⟩ϵτnm (k) ⟨uτkm|. (D13)

Now we proceed with the four-fermion term that originates from Hint. Note that in the theory that includes all bands
the only explicit dependence to Kxx would come from the kinetic term, however, in the projected theory, the external
gauge field can couple to the wavefunction overlaps in the interaction giving a finite contribution. Performing the
gauge transformation in the four fermion term, yields the following contribution

Keff
xx

∣∣
4−ferm

=
1

2

( e
ℏ

)2 1

A2

∑

ττ ′

∑

ss′

∑

qpk

∑

n1n2m1m2

Uττ ′
n1n2;m1m2

(k,p, q) c†kτsn1
ck−qτsn2

c†pτ ′s′m1
cp+qτ ′s′m2

(D14)

with the definition

Uττ ′
n1n2;m1m2

(k,p, q) =
∑

G

V (q +G)
〈
uτkn1

|∂2kx

(
Πτ

kΠ
τ
k−q−G

)
|uτk−q−Gn2

〉 〈
uτ

′
pm1

|uτ ′
p+q+Gm2

〉

+ 2
∑

G

V (q +G)
〈
uτkn1

|∂kx

(
Πτ

kΠ
τ
k−q−G

)
|uτk−q−Gn2

〉 〈
uτ

′
pm1

|∂px

(
Πτ ′

p Πτ ′
p+q+G

)
|uτ ′

p+q+Gm2

〉

+
∑

G

V (q +G)
〈
uτkn1

|uτk−q−Gn2

〉 〈
uτ

′
pm1

|∂2px

(
Πτ ′

p Πτ ′
p+q+G

)
|uτ ′

p+q+Gm2

〉

− 1

2

∑

G

V (q +G)
〈
uτkn1

|uτk−q−Gn2

〉 〈
uτ

′
pm1

|
{[
∂2px

Πτ ′
p

]
Πτ ′

p +Πτ ′
p+q+G

[
∂2px

Πτ ′
p+q+G

]}
|uτ ′

p+q+Gm2

〉

− 1

2

∑

G

V (q +G)
〈
uτkn1

|
{[
∂2kx

Πτ
k

]
Πτ

k +Πτ
k−q−G

[
∂2kx

Πτ
k−q−G

]}
|uτk−q−Gn2

〉 〈
uτ

′
pm1

|uτ ′
p+q+Gm2

〉

(D15)
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Together, Eqn. D10 and Eqn. D14 form the basis of our calculation of ⟨Keff
xx⟩ in Fig.2a. Since we have a finite plane

wave cutoff, we have to take a finite number of terms in the sum over G processes. We verified that results converged
for our set of parameters restricting the sum up to two Umklapp processes.

We can now use the states from Hartree Fock to evaluate the expectation value of Keff
xx , using Wick’s theorem,

Using the particular translation symmetry breaking ansatz in Eqn. C10, we get

〈
Keff

xx

∣∣
4−ferm

〉
=

1

2

( e
ℏ

)2 1

A2

∑

ττ ′

∑

ss′

∑

pk

∑

n1n2m1m2

[
Uττ ′
n1n2;m1m2

(k − τQ/2,p− τ ′Q/2,0)Pn1τsn2τs (k)Pm1τ ′s′m2τ ′s′ (p)

+ Uττ ′
n1n2;m1m2

(k − τQ/2,p− τ ′Q/2,k − p) (δτ ′τδs′sδm1n2
− Pm1τ ′s′n2τs (p))Pn1τsm2τ ′s′ (k)

]
(D16)

For the two-fermion piece, we find

〈
Keff

xx

∣∣
2−ferm

〉
=

( e
ℏ

)2 1

A

∑

nmτsk

Pnτsmτs(k − τQ/2)
[
⟨uτkn|

∂2Eτ

∂k2x
|uτkm⟩+ gτ,xxnn′ (k) ϵn′m (k) + ϵnm′ (k) gτ,xxm′m (k)

]

(D17)

The value of ⟨Keff
xx⟩int in Fig2a corresponds to the sum of

〈
Keff

xx

∣∣
4−ferm

〉
(Eqn. D16) and the Hartree contribu-

tion in
〈
Keff

xx

∣∣
2−ferm

〉
(Eqn. D17) while ⟨Keff

xx⟩kin corresponds to the contribution from the bare kinetic energy to
〈
Keff

xx

∣∣
2−ferm

〉
.

E. Keff
xx at other integer fillings

In this section, we present results (Figs. S2, S3 and S4) for the optical spectral weight at other integer fillings, as
we go away from the chiral flat-band limit (where the response vanishes), including the effects of strain. We focus on
neutrality (ν = 0), where increasing strain stabilizes a semi-metallic phase, and the odd integer fillings (ν = −1, −3),
where the system has a strong tendency towards developing a QAH phase (with additional momentum-dependent
structure).
We find that, overall, the spectral weight at large ε decreases away from charge neutrality. A larger spectral weight

does not necessarily imply stronger tendency towards superconductivity; near neutrality the reduced density of states
as one dopes away from the semimetallic state potentially interferes with superconductivity. For odd-integer fillings,
the appearance of time-reversal symmetry breaking due to the spin polarization in the Kekulé spirals at large ε can
induce pair-breaking effects if the superconducting state has a large component overlapping with spin-singlet pairing.

F. Twist angle dependence

We have studied the dependence of the effective diamagnetic response on twist-angle at two different integer fillings
and for two different values of the strain in Fig. S5. At small strain, the predominant non-monotonic variation is
controlled by the contribution from the kinetic energy, while the interaction contribution is monotonic. At large values
of the strain and in the absence of pure KIVC order, the variations become much smaller and the response becomes
very weakly dependent on the twist-angle.
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Supplemental Figure S2. (a) The effective diamagnetic response (see Eq. 1) evaluated at T = 0 and for ν = 0 (instead of ν = −2
as in Fig. 2) as a function of strain within a fully self-consistent Hartree-Fock computation. The dashed line demarcates the
transition from a KIVC to a semimetal (SM). (b)-(d) Order parameters characterizing the ground state for ε = 0.05% and
ε = 0.3%, respectively. In (c) and (d), we use the momentum-boosted mini-Brillouin zone.To account for the gauge dependence
of γ∥ = (γx, γy) and the phase of the IVC order parameter, we plot ||PO||2 = |trγη(PO)2| in (b), (c), where trγη is the partial
trace over valley and Chern pseudospin and |·| is the Frobenius norm. (e) Evolution of t/⟨V ⟩ and W ∗/⟨V ⟩, where W ∗ represents
the interaction induced bandwidth with increasing strain. (f) The momentum-averaged order parameters in (b) and (c) with
increasing ε. (g) Variation of the momentum-averaged fluctuation in the valley polarization as a function of strain.

Supplemental Figure S3. Results for the effective diamagnetic response at T = 0 for ν = −1. The individual quantities being
plotted are same as in Figs. 2 and S2. The noteworthy difference at the odd-integer filling is the appearance of the QAH phases
over a broad range of low to intermediate strains.
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Supplemental Figure S4. Results for the effective diamagnetic response at T = 0 as in Fig. S3 but for ν = −3. The non-
vanishing ⟨Keff

xx ⟩ at zero strain is related to the fact that the state has a momentum-dependent component along ηzγ∥.

Supplemental Figure S5. Results for the effective diamagnetic response at T = 0 evaluated as a function of twist-angle (θ) at
(a)-(b) ν = 0, and (c)-(d) ν = −2 at two different values of the strain.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

A theory for the low-energy optical sum-rule in moiré graphene

J.F. Mendez-Valderrama, Dan Mao, and Debanjan Chowdhury
Department of Physics, Cornell University, Ithaca, New York 14853, USA.

Strained Continuum Model

In our calculations, the starting point is the Bistritzer-MacDonald (BM) model for twisted bilayer graphene [? ]
including strain and interlayer tunneling. We use the following convention for the reciprocal lattice vectors of the
underlying graphene lattices:

G1 =
4π√
3aGr

(
0,−1

)
, G2 =

4π√
3aGr

(√
3

2
,−1

2

)
, (1)

where aGr = 0.246nm is the lattice constant of graphene. We can capture the effect of both uniaxial strain on layer
ℓ, εℓ, and a rotation angle θℓ by implementing a linear transformation in the small deformation limit [? ] :

G → G′ =M(θℓ, εℓ, φs)G (2)

=

(
R(θℓ) + S(εℓ, φs)

)−1

G, (3)

where R is a rotation matrix and S is the transformation:

S(εℓ, φs) =

(
εℓ,xx εℓ,xy
εℓ,xy εℓ,yy

)
(4)

= εℓ

(
νp sin

2 φs − cos2 φs (1 + νp) sinφs cosφs

(1 + νp) sinφs cosφs νp cos
2 φs − sin2 φs

)
. (5)

Here, νp = 0.16 is the Poisson ratio of graphene. We set the strain direction φs = 0 for the results in the main
text. With these conventions we calculate the moiré reciprocal lattice vectors by performing a symmetric twist of the
graphene layers. The rotation angle for each graphene layer is thus θ1 = −θ2 = θ/2 with θ being the twist angle.
Similarly, we deal exclusively with uni-axial hetero-strain, so that the strain for each graphene layer, εℓ, is related to
the relative strain ε via ε = −ε2 = ε/2. With these parameters, the moiré reciprocal lattice vectors are obtained via

GM
1,2 = (M(θ1, ε1, φs)−M(θ2, ε2, φs))G1,2. (6)

The new moiré Brillouin zone (MBZ) in general consists of a deformed hexagon since a finite ε breaks C3z and C2x .
Nevertheless, we can plot quantities in an undeformed Brillouin zone by mapping the k−points to the deformed MBZ
via the transformation

L(θ, ε, φs) = (M(θ1, ε1, φs)−M(θ2, ε2, φs)) (M(θ1, 0, φs)−M(θ2, 0, φs))
−1
.

With these conventions, the strained BM model takes the form,

HBM = HDirac +Hinterlayer, (7)

where the Dirac part of the Hamiltonian descends from the Hamiltonian of the decoupled graphene sheets and the
interlayer contribution captures the leading order contributions to the interlayer hopping processes which connect the
K (K ′) points of the underlying graphene sheets. Due to strain, the Dirac points are unpinned from the K (K ′)
points as C3z is broken, and they also can shift away from zero energy since C2x is broken; however, the crossing
remains protected since C2zT remains a good symmetry. This changes are captured by the fact that, within the tight
binding approximation, the hopping amplitudes change in the presence of strain. At low energies, these changes are
reflected in the emergence of a pseudomagnetic field for the Dirac hamiltonian at momentum k for a single layer:

⟨k, ℓ|HDirac|k′ℓ′⟩ = −δk,k′δℓ,ℓ′ℏvf (τzσx, σy) ·M(θℓ, εℓ, φs)
(
k − τzAℓ − τzM(θℓ, εℓ, φs)

−1K
)
, (8)
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where k is measured w.r.t. the Γ point of the original graphene BZ, K = 2G2−G1

3 , and

Aℓ = βA (εℓ,xx − εℓ,yy,−2εℓ,xy) , (9)

with βA = 3.14
√
3

2aGr
. Furthermore, the Dirac velocity is such that ℏvf/aGr = 2.424eV. Additionally, the interlayer

hopping is given by:

⟨k, 1|Hinterlayer|k′, 2′⟩ = wδk−k′,0T1 + wδk−k′,GM
1
T2 + wδk−k′,GM

2
T3, (10)

where the T matrices act on the sublattice degrees of freedom and correspond to

T1 = κσ0 + σx (11)

T2 = κσ0 + cos

(
2π

3

)
σx + sin

(
2π

3

)
σy (12)

T3 = κσ0 + cos

(
2π

3

)
σx − sin

(
2π

3

)
σy, (13)

where we take w = 110meV and κ = 0.75 unless otherwise stated. This model and parameters are the basis of all the
calculations shown in the main text.

Gauge Fixing

We fix the phase of the wavefunctions before carrying out the Hartree-Fock procedure outlined in the following
section. This also expedites the calculation of the wavefunctions themselves as we can use symmetries of the Hamil-
tonian to reconstruct the wavefunctions of one valley from the opposite valley. For convenience, we pick a gauge
where the wavefunctions are periodic in momentum space and locally smooth. Throughout the main text, we work
in the sublattice basis. To fix the gauge we use an emergent anti-unitary particle-hole symmetry that is present in
the BM model at small angles. As such, we first assume the small angle approximation for the BM model. This
approximation amounts to neglecting the twist angle dependence of HDirac. The procedure that we use for gauge
fixing is then outlined as follows:

1. Fix the representation of C2zT in the band basis to fix the phases of the wavefunctions for valley τ = + up to
a sign.

2. Fix the additional sign ambiguity by imposing the sublattice chiral symmetry Csub in the band basis which
eliminates the sign ambiguity between the components of the wavefunctions in different bands. Following this
step we perform a basis transformation to the sublattice basis.

3. Obtain the wavefunction of valley − by fixing the representation of the emergent particle-hole symmetry in the
small angle approximation, PT , in the sublattice basis.

4. Make the gauge locally smooth by calculating the wavefunction overlaps λσ,σ
′

τ (k,k′) for nearby k−points and

locally imposing that limq→0(λ
+,+
τ (k, q)−λ−,−

τ (k, q)) = 0, with the form factors λσ,σ
′

τ (k,k′) defined in the main
text.

Conditions 1–3 fix the relative phases of wavefunctions in both sublattices and both valleys at each momentum k
as well as form momentum −k by time-reversal symmetry. Condition 4 locally matches between different k points
to make the gauge locally smooth. Due to the topology of the bands, the gauge cannot be chosen to be globally
smooth and in general singularities will appear at degenerate points. We avoid these points in our k−point sampling
by shifting the momentum grid by 10−7/aM in our calculations.

To carry out the gauge-fixing procedure outlined above we choose the following representations for the symmetries
for the first-quantized Hamiltonian in the band basis

BC2zT (k) = nzK, BCsub(k) = nx, (14)

where K is complex conjugation and n(x,y,z) are the Pauli matrices in the band basis and Csub is a symmetry only
when κ = 0. Having fixed the gauge within a single valley, we transform to the sublattice basis by applying the
unitary matrix

Uσ,n(k) =
1√
2

[
1 1
1 −1

]

σ,n

. (15)
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In the sublattice basis, we then choose a representation for the emergent particle-hole symmetry

BPT (k) = −iτyσy. (16)

This procedure completely fixes the gauge of the wavefunctions with no remaining ambiguity.

Hartree-Fock Computation of Ground State at Integer Fillings

To evaluate the diamagnetic response we first perform a self-consistent Hartree Fock calculation to obtain the closest
Slater determinant approximant to the ground state for a given set of parameters. For this, consider the double-gated
screened Coulomb interaction,

HV =
1

2A

∑

q

Vq : ρqρ−q :,

A being the area of the sample, Vq = V0d tanh (qd) /q with V0 defined in the main text, and the density operator
given by

ρq =
∑

k

Λαβ (k,k − q) c†k,αck−q,β .

Here α, β are spin-band-valley indices and the projectors are diagonal in valley due to the emergent U(1) valley
conservation and independent of spin. The form factors in the main text λα,βµ , have the explicit diagonal valley index
and no spin indices. Here we keep the most general matrix structure for simplicity: Λα,β(k,k+q) = ⟨uα(k)|uβ(k+q)⟩
with |uα(k)⟩, the cell periodic wavefunctions obtained after the diagonalization of the BM Hamiltonian. At this point
we have not projected the interaction to the flat bands, we can do so within mean field which generates a contribution
to the dispersion from the remote bands. Doing this, the Hamiltonian projected to the flat bands takes the following
form

H = [H0 +HV ]active

=
∑

k

c†k,α

[
h̃0 (k)

]
αβ
ck,β +

1

2A

∑

q

VqΛαβ (k,k − q) Λα′β′ (k′,k′ + q) c†k,αc
†
k′,α′ck′+q,β′ck−q,β ,

where the α, β indices only take values in the active subspace. At this stage we change basis from the band to the
sublattice basis. Furthermore, the renormalized Hamiltonian takes the form

h̃0 (k) = hBM (k) + hHF [PR] , (17)

where PR is the density matrix with the valence remote bands filled completely for all momenta, and HHF is the
mean-field decomposition of the interaction. For generality, we write the most general Hartree and Fock terms for a
density matrix that could break any flavor or translation symmetries, ⟨c†k,αck′,β⟩ = Pαβ (k,k

′) :

hHF [P ] (k,k′) = hH [P ] (k,k′) + hF [P ] (k,k′) .

The explicit form of the Hartree and Fock terms are given by,

hαβH [P ] (k,k′) =
∑

G

V (k′ − k +G)M (k′ − k +G) Λαβ (k,k
′ +G) ,

with

M (k′ − k +G) =
1

A

∑

α′β′p

Λα′β′ (p+ k′,p+ k −G)Pα′β′ (k′ + p,k + p) ,

and

hαβF [P ] (k,k′) = − 1

A

∑

qG

∑

α′β′

V (q −G) Λ†
αα′ (k + q,k +G)Pβ′,α′ (k′ + q,k + q) Λβ′β (k

′ + q,k′ +G) .
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We replace hBM in Eqn. 17 with a ‘bare’ Hamiltonian that does not include the renormalization of the parameters
to avoid double counting [? ]. This Hamiltonian defined by the relation

hBM (k) = h̃BM (k) + ⟨HV ⟩P0
, (18)

with P0 being a reference density matrix. There are multiple prescriptions to select P0, with all of them yielding
qualitatively similar results in the calculation of the Hartree-Fock ground state under strain as reported in Ref. [? ].
For simplicity, we take the so-called ‘average’ scheme in which P0 = 1

2 IA + PR with IA defined as the identity in the

active degrees of freedom. Overall we make the replacement hBM (k) → h̃BM (k) in Eqn. 17. Since P0 is a quadratic
density matrix, we can readily evaluate the expectation value using Wick’s theorem, which leads to the renormalized
projected kinetic term,

h̃0 (k) → h∗0 (k) = hBM (k) + hHF [PR − P0] . (19)

Overall the Hamiltonian that we use to carry out the self consistent determination of the ground state is

H =
∑

k

c†k,α [h∗0 (k)]αβ ck,β +
1

2A

∑

q

VqΛαβ (k,k − q) Λα′β′ (k′,k′ + q) c†k,αc
†
k′,α′ck′+q,β′ck−q,β . (20)

We can connect to the discussion from the main text expressing the Hamiltonian in terms of Hkin and Hint by
undoing the normal ordering and adding/subtracting the background charge density at neutrality. The former will
yield a Fock contribution and the latter will yield a Hartree contribution. Overall the kinetic part of the Hamiltonian
can then be written as

Hkin =
∑

k

c†k,α [h0 (k)]αβ ck,β , (21)

with the matrix elements h0 given by

h0 (k) = hBM (k) +HHF

[
PR − P0 +

1

2
IA

]

= hBM (k)

The fact that after all the renormalizations the kinetic part reduces to the usual BM model is a feature of the ‘average’
subtraction scheme [? ]. After normal ordering and subtracting the background charge density, the interaction
Hamiltonian then takes the form

Hint =
1

2A

∑

q

Vqδρqδρ−q, (22)

with the additional definitions,

δρq = ρq − ρq, (23)

ρq =
1

2

∑

kG

δq,GtrΛ(k,k +G), (24)

which recovers then both Hkin and Hint in the main text.
We now perform the Hartree-Fock decomposition in the bilinear:

⟨c†k′,τ ′,m′,s′ck,τ,m,s⟩ = Pm′τ ′s′,mτs (k
′,k) , (25)

where the particular form of the mean field ansatz is given by:

Pm′τ ′s′,mτs (k
′,k) =

∑

p

δp,k′+τ ′Q/2δp,k+τQ/2Pm′τ ′s′,mτs (p) , (26)

with the vector Q left unspecified at the moment and we make explicit the valley, spin and sublattice indices, τ, s,
and m, respectively. In practice we take the solution that minimizes the Hartree-Fock energy across all Q in showing
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our results in the main text. When Q = 0 we recover the translation invariant solution possibly with flavor symmetry
breaking in [? ]. Using the ansatz above, the Hartree and Fock terms now become:

HH =
∑

nn′sττ ′k

c†n,τ,s (k − τQ/2)Hnn′ττ ′ss′
H (k − τQ/2,k − τ ′Q/2) cn′,τ ′,s′ (k − τ ′Q/2) , (27)

where the matrix elements of the Hartree term are given by

Hnn′ττ ′ss′
H (k − τQ/2, k − τ ′Q/2) = 1

A

∑

G
V (G)M (G) Λτ

nn′ (k − τQ/2,k − τ ′Q/2 + G) δττ ′δss′ (28)

M (G) =
∑

s′τ ′mm′p

Λτ ′
mm′ (p− τ ′Q/2,p− τ ′Q/2− G)Pmτ ′s′,m′τ ′s′ (p) . (29)

Note that since the Hartree term is diagonal in valley, all of the dependence on Q can be removed by shifting the sums.
However, we keep the dependence on k − τQ/2 to make manifest the emergent translation symmetry accompanied
by a valley rotation for all the terms in the Hamiltonian. On the other hand, the Fock term is given by

HF =
∑

nn′sττ ′k

c†n,τ,s (k − τQ/2)Hnn′ττ ′ss′
F (k − τQ/2,k − τ ′Q/2) cn′,τ ′,s′ (k − τ ′Q/2) , (30)

where the matrix elements of the Fock term are given by

Hnn′ττ ′ss′
F (k − τQ/2,k − τ ′Q/2) = − 1

A

∑

k′G

∑

m′m

V (k′ − k − G) Λτ†
nm (k′ − τQ/2,k − τQ/2 + G)

× Pm′τ ′s′,mτs (k
′) Λτ ′

m′n′ (k′ − τ ′Q/2,k − τ ′Q/2 + G) . (31)

Finally, we shift the sum over momentum in the renormalized two-fermion term:

H0 =
∑

nn′sττ ′k

c†n,τ,s (k − τQ/2)Hnn′ττ ′ss′
0 (k − τQ/2) cn′,τ ′,s′ (k − τ ′Q/2) , (32)

with the matrix elements given by

Hnn′ττ ′ss′
0 (k − τQ/2) = [h∗0 (k − τQ/2)]nn′,τ δττ ′δss′ . (33)

With all the explicit shifts over momentum, we can express the energy in terms of the matrix P only upon taking
the expectation value. Adding the condensation energy, the total Hartree-Fock energy can then be expressed as

EHF =
∑

k

tr

(
PT (k)

[
H0(k̃) +

1

2
HHF[P](k̃)

])
, (34)

where we abbreviated the momentum dependence of the matrix elements of the Hamiltonian by the boosted momenta
k̃ = k − τzQ/2 and HHF is the sum of Eqn. 29 and Eqn. 31. To obtain a self-consistent solution for P we use the
optimal damping algorithm [? ]. We run the algorithm in parallel for 32 initial random seeds and for all available Q
in the k-point mesh and select the solution that minimizes Eqn. 34. Representative solutions for the band structure
at high and low strain at different integer fillings are shown in Fig.S1. The bandwidth, W ∗, that we report in Fig.2e
is precisely the bandwidth of the set of active bands calculated self consistently.

Numerically, we often need the wavefunctions at k±Q/2 or k±Q/2±G, instead of recalculating the wavefunctions
each time, we diagonalize the BM model over a fixed momentum grid in the first Brillouin zone and whenever we
need the form factors at k + G we use the periodic property:

uτ,n,G(k + G′) = uτ,n,G−G′(k), (35)

where we explicitly write all the band/sublattice, valley and plane-wave indices in the BM Hamiltonian. In practice
we have a finite plane-wave cutoff so that Eqn. 35 needs to be supplemented with an additional prescription for the
edges of the G momentum lattice. In our case, we simply consider periodic boundary conditions. With this, we can
express the wavefunctions at k ± Q/2 ± G by rearranging indices in the original k-point grid and using Eqn. 35 to
match the momenta as appropriate.
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Supplemental Figure S1. Renormalized bandstructures obtained within Hartree-Fock computations at different integer fillings
for a (a)-(d) strain ε = 0.05%, and (e)-(h) strain ε = 0.3%, respectively.

Numerical evaluation of Kxx

Having obtained the estimate for the ground state density matrix, we can now proceed to evaluate the diamagnetic
response. Here, we briefly review the formalism [? ? ] and apply it to the case of twisted bilayer graphene in the
projected limit. When taking the entire spectrum into account, the current and the diamagnetic response can be

obtained by performing a Peierls’ substitution t (r − r′) → t (r − r′) eiA·(r−r′) and taking the appropriate number of
derivatives with respect to an external vector potential A in the limit where A → 0. The current and the diamagnetic
response are explicitly given by,

Jµ (qµ → 0) = − δH

δAµ

∣∣∣∣
A→0

= −i
[
X̂µ, H

]
(36)

Kµν =
1

2

δ2H

δAµδAν

∣∣∣∣
A→0

= −
[
X̂µ,

[
X̂ν , H

]]
, (37)

where X̂µ =
∑

i x
µ
i c

†
i ci is the many-body position operator. In the low-energy limit of a Hamiltonian that features

a set of isolated flat bands for which the interaction U is smaller than the gap to the remote bands ∆, one can
systematically integrate out the high-energy degrees of freedom via a Schriffer-Wolff transformation. The result of
this procedure can be simply stated in terms of the replacement H [A] → Heff [A] in the derivatives above. Here,
Heff [A] corresponds to the effective Hamiltonian where high-energy degrees of freedom have been effectively integrated
out and the limit U/∆ → 0 has been taken while keeping the probe vector potential. Taking the derivatives explictly,
the effective low-energy operators are given by

Jeff
x = −i

[
PX̂xP,PHP

]
, (38)

Keff
xx = −

[
PX̂xP,

[
PX̂xP,PHP

]]
, (39)

where P is the projector onto the low-energy subspace that is comprised by the set of isolated flat bands. The above
result can be stated in terms of a projected gauge transformation of the Hamiltonian which emerges at low energies
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due to the effective number conservation in the limit U/∆ → 0 :

Keff
xx =

1

A
∂2α

(
ei

e
ℏαPX̂PPHPe−i e

ℏαPX̂P
)∣∣∣

α=0
, (40)

where we reinstated the fundamental constants and the appropriate dependence on the system size of Keff
xx . The

relation above can be verified by expanding the exponentials. We can carry out this calculation by performing the
projected gauge transformation onto the creation and annihilation operators, which to leading order transform as:

eiαPX̂Pckmτse
−iαPX̂P =

∑

m′∈act

ck+αexm′τs

〈
uτkm|uτk+αexm′

〉
+

1

2
α2gτ,xxmm′ (k) ckm′τs, (41)

eiαPX̂Pc†knτse
−iαPX̂P =

∑

n′∈act

c†k+αexn′τs

〈
uτk+αexn′ |uτkn

〉
+

1

2
α2gτ,xxn′n (k) c†kn′τs. (42)

where the explicit low-energy U(1) valley conservation and the absence of spin-orbit coupling prevent the mixing of
different valley and spin degrees of freedom by the projected gauge transformation, and gτxxn′n (k) is the multiorbital
quantum metric defined by

gτ,xxn′n = −1

2
⟨uτkn′ |∂2kx

Πτ
k|uτkn⟩ (43)

with

Πτ
k =

∑

n∈act

|uτkn⟩⟨uτkn|. (44)

With these definitions, we can then proceed with the calculation of Keff
xx by applying the projected gauge trans-

formations to the Hamiltonian in the set of active flat bands. Using H = Hkin +Hint with the definitions from the
previous section, we can distinguish between two types of terms in the Hamiltian, that contain two fermion operators
and four fermion operators, respectively. We now treat these two types of terms separately.

Starting with the two fermion terms, these can be grouped together in the form

H2-ferm =
∑

τsnmk

ϵτnm (k) c†knτsckmτs, (45)

where ϵτnm can be interpreted as a renormalized dispersion by the Hartree term originating from the subtraction of
the charge density with respect to neutrality. More concretely

ϵτnm(k) = [h0(k)]
τ
nm − 1

A

∑

G
V (G)M(G)Λτ

nm(k,k + G). (46)

Performing the projected gauge transformation on Eq. 45 yields the following expression for the two-fermion con-
tribution to Keff

xx

Keff
xx

∣∣
2−ferm

=
( e
ℏ

)2 1

A

∑

nmτsk

c†kτnsckτms

[
⟨uτkn|

∂2Eτ

∂k2x
|uτkm⟩+ gτ,xxnn′ (k) ϵn′m (k) + ϵnm′ (k) gτ,xxm′m (k)

]
(47)

where we abbreviated the first term by definition

Eτ (k) =
∑

nm

|uτkn⟩ϵτnm (k) ⟨uτkm|. (48)

Now we proceed with the four-fermion term that originates from Hint. Note that in the theory that includes all bands
the only explicit dependence to Kxx would come from the kinetic term, however, in the projected theory, the external
gauge field can couple to the wavefunction overlaps in the interaction giving a finite contribution. Performing the
gauge transformation in the four fermion term, yields the following contribution

Keff
xx

∣∣
4−ferm

=
1

2

( e
ℏ

)2 1

A2

∑

ττ ′

∑

ss′

∑

qpk

∑

n1n2m1m2

Uττ ′
n1n2;m1m2

(k,p, q) c†kτsn1
ck−qτsn2

c†pτ ′s′m1
cp+qτ ′s′m2

(49)
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with the definition

Uττ ′
n1n2;m1m2

(k,p, q) =
∑

G

V (q +G)
〈
uτkn1

|∂2kx

(
Πτ

kΠ
τ
k−q−G

)
|uτk−q−Gn2

〉 〈
uτ

′
pm1

|uτ ′
p+q+Gm2

〉

+ 2
∑

G

V (q +G)
〈
uτkn1

|∂kx

(
Πτ

kΠ
τ
k−q−G

)
|uτk−q−Gn2

〉 〈
uτ

′
pm1

|∂px

(
Πτ ′

p Πτ ′
p+q+G

)
|uτ ′

p+q+Gm2

〉

+
∑

G

V (q +G)
〈
uτkn1

|uτk−q−Gn2

〉 〈
uτ

′
pm1

|∂2px

(
Πτ ′

p Πτ ′
p+q+G

)
|uτ ′

p+q+Gm2

〉

− 1

2

∑

G

V (q +G)
〈
uτkn1

|uτk−q−Gn2

〉 〈
uτ

′
pm1

|
{[
∂2px

Πτ ′
p

]
Πτ ′

p +Πτ ′
p+q+G

[
∂2px

Πτ ′
p+q+G

]}
|uτ ′

p+q+Gm2

〉

− 1

2

∑

G

V (q +G)
〈
uτkn1

|
{[
∂2kx

Πτ
k

]
Πτ

k +Πτ
k−q−G

[
∂2kx

Πτ
k−q−G

]}
|uτk−q−Gn2

〉 〈
uτ

′
pm1

|uτ ′
p+q+Gm2

〉

(50)

Together, Eqn. 45 and Eqn. 49 form the basis of our calculation of ⟨Keff
xx⟩ in Fig.2a. Since we have a finite plane

wave cutoff, we have to take a finite number of terms in the sum over G processes. We verified that results converged
for our set of parameters restricting the sum up to two Umklapp processes.

We can now use the states from Hartree Fock to evaluate the expectation value of Keff
xx , using Wick’s theorem,

Using the particular translation symmetry breaking ansatz in Eqn. 26, we get

〈
Keff

xx

∣∣
4−ferm

〉
=

1

2

( e
ℏ

)2 1

A2

∑

ττ ′

∑

ss′

∑

pk

∑

n1n2m1m2

[
Uττ ′
n1n2;m1m2

(k − τQ/2,p− τ ′Q/2,0)Pn1τsn2τs (k)Pm1τ ′s′m2τ ′s′ (p)

+ Uττ ′
n1n2;m1m2

(k − τQ/2,p− τ ′Q/2,k − p) (δτ ′τδs′sδm1n2
− Pm1τ ′s′n2τs (p))Pn1τsm2τ ′s′ (k)

]
(51)

For the two-fermion piece, we find

〈
Keff

xx

∣∣
2−ferm

〉
=

( e
ℏ

)2 1

A

∑

nmτsk

Pnτsmτs(k − τQ/2)
[
⟨uτkn|

∂2Eτ

∂k2x
|uτkm⟩+ gτ,xxnn′ (k) ϵn′m (k) + ϵnm′ (k) gτ,xxm′m (k)

]
(52)

The value of ⟨Keff
xx⟩int in Fig2a corresponds to the sum of

〈
Keff

xx

∣∣
4−ferm

〉
(Eqn. 51) and the Hartree contribution in

〈
Keff

xx

∣∣
2−ferm

〉
(Eqn. 52) while ⟨Keff

xx⟩kin corresponds to the contribution from the bare kinetic energy to
〈
Keff

xx

∣∣
2−ferm

〉
.

Keff
xx at other integer fillings

In this section, we present results (Figs. S2, S3 and S4) for the optical spectral weight at other integer fillings, as
we go away from the chiral flat-band limit (where the response vanishes), including the effects of strain. We focus on
neutrality (ν = 0), where increasing strain stabilizes a semi-metallic phase, and the odd integer fillings (ν = −1, −3),
where the system has a strong tendency towards developing a QAH phase (with additional momentum-dependent
structure).

We find that, overall, the spectral weight at large ε decreases away from charge neutrality. A larger spectral weight
does not necessarily imply stronger tendency towards superconductivity; near neutrality the reduced density of states
as one dopes away from the semimetallic state potentially interferes with superconductivity. For odd-integer fillings,
the appearance of time-reversal symmetry breaking due to the spin polarization in the Kekulé spirals at large ε can
induce pair-breaking effects if the superconducting state has a large component overlapping with spin-singlet pairing.

Twist angle dependence

We have studied the dependence of the effective diamagnetic response on twist-angle at two different integer fillings
and for two different values of the strain in Fig. S5. At small strain, the predominant non-monotonic variation is
controlled by the contribution from the kinetic energy, while the interaction contribution is monotonic. At large values
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Supplemental Figure S2. (a) The effective diamagnetic response (see Eq. ??) evaluated at T = 0 and for ν = 0 (instead
of ν = −2 as in Fig. ??) as a function of strain within a fully self-consistent Hartree-Fock computation. The dashed line
demarcates the transition from a KIVC to a semimetal (SM). (b)-(d) Order parameters characterizing the ground state for
ε = 0.05% and ε = 0.3%, respectively. In (c) and (d), we use the momentum-boosted mini-Brillouin zone.To account for the
gauge dependence of γ∥ = (γx, γy) and the phase of the IVC order parameter, we plot ||PO||2 = |trγη(PO)2| in (b), (c), where
trγη is the partial trace over valley and Chern pseudospin and | · | is the Frobenius norm. (e) Evolution of t/⟨V ⟩ and W ∗/⟨V ⟩,
where W ∗ represents the interaction induced bandwidth with increasing strain. (f) The momentum-averaged order parameters
in (b) and (c) with increasing ε. (g) Variation of the momentum-averaged fluctuation in the valley polarization as a function
of strain.

Supplemental Figure S3. Results for the effective diamagnetic response at T = 0 for ν = −1. The individual quantities being
plotted are same as in Figs. ?? and S2. The noteworthy difference at the odd-integer filling is the appearance of the QAH
phases over a broad range of low to intermediate strains.
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Supplemental Figure S4. Results for the effective diamagnetic response at T = 0 as in Fig. S3 but for ν = −3. The non-
vanishing ⟨Keff

xx ⟩ at zero strain is related to the fact that the state has a momentum-dependent component along ηzγ∥.

Supplemental Figure S5. Results for the effective diamagnetic response at T = 0 evaluated as a function of twist-angle (θ) at
(a)-(b) ν = 0, and (c)-(d) ν = −2 at two different values of the strain.

of the strain and in the absence of pure KIVC order, the variations become much smaller and the response becomes
very weakly dependent on the twist-angle.


