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We investigate the finite-temperature superfluid behavior of ultracold atomic Fermi gases in quasi-two-
dimensional Lieb lattices with a short-range attractive interaction, using a pairing fluctuation theory within
the BCS-BEC crossover framework. We find that the presence of a flat band, along with van Hove singularities,
leads to exotic quantum phenomena. As the Fermi level enters the flat band, both the gap and the superfluid
transition temperature Tc as a function of interaction change from a conventional exponential behavior into an
unusual power law, and the evolution of superfluid densities with temperature also follows a power law even at
weak interactions. The quantum geometric effects, manifested by an enhanced effective pair hopping integral,
may contribute significantly to both Tc and the superfluidities. As the chemical potential crosses the van Hove
singularities in the weak interaction regime, the nature of pairing changes between particle-like and hole-like.
A pair density wave state emerges at high densities with a relatively strong interaction strength.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultracold atomic Fermi gases in optical lattices have gar-
nered great interest in recent years due to the multiple ad-
justable parameters, which render them suitable for quan-
tum simulations and quantum computation, as well as quan-
tum engineering [1–3]. These parameters include interaction
strength, lattice potential well depth, temperature, dimension,
population imbalance, etc [4–7]. By tuning the interaction
strength, a perfect crossover from a BCS type of superfluidity
to Bose–Einstein condensation (BEC) of atomic pairs has be
achieved [1, 8].

Using atomic Fermi gases in optical lattices, one can simu-
late, e.g., the Hubbard model [9], and study various (possibly
exotic) quantum phenomena in strongly correlated systems,
including the widespread pseudogap phenomenon in high-
temperature superconductors [10–12]. In particular, models
with flat bands have gained significant attention due to their
high density of states and the potential for the enhancement
of the superconducting transition temperature Tc, as well as
the occurrence of quantum Hall states with nonzero Chern
number [13–17]. Flat bands have been realized and studied
in bipartite lattices, including Lieb lattice, perovskite lattice,
and magic-angle twisted graphene superlattices, along with
kagome and honeycomb lattices [13, 18–21]. Here we fo-
cus on the Lieb lattice, which has been realized in optical
lattices of ultracold Fermi gases [22, 23]. The Lieb lattice
is a line-centered square lattice with three bands, of which
the upper and the lower band come into contact with the flat
band in the form of Dirac points [24]. Numerous theoretical
and experimental studies have been conducted on Lieb lattices
[22, 23, 25], including investigations into the Chern number
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in semimetals and attractive Hubbard models [26, 27], fer-
romagnetic and antiferromagnetic states in a repulsive Hub-
bard model [28–30], the superconductor-insulator transition
[31], and the competition between pairing and charge den-
sity wave at half filling [32], as well as the effect of the next-
nearest-neighbor hopping associated with spin-orbit coupling
[17, 33–35]. The rich physics associated with Lieb lattices
makes it crucial to study the superfluidity and pairing phe-
nomenon of ultracold Fermi gases in a Lieb lattice. Our recent
study on the ground-state of atomic Fermi gases in a quasi-
two-dimensional Lieb lattice reveals that, within an attractive
Hubbard model, the flat band has strong effects on the behav-
ior of the pairing gap and in-plane superfluid density; as the
Fermi level falls within the flat band, both exhibit an unusual
power law dependence on the interaction strength. [36].

In this paper, we study the superfluid behavior of ultracold
atomic Fermi gases in a quasi-two-dimensional Lieb lattice at
finite temperature, and focus on a tight-binding model with
attractive Hubbard interaction, which only involves nearest
neighbor hopping and has a flat band with a zero Chern num-
ber [37]. Within the pairing fluctuation theory, we find that the
presence of the flat band, along with van Hove singularities,
has a strong influence on the superfluid properties of the sys-
tem, leading to various exotic phenomena. When the Fermi
level enters the flat band in the weak interaction regime, the
dependence of both Tc and the pairing gap ∆ on the inter-
action strength changes from an exponential behavior to an
unusual power law, with a density-dependent exponent, indi-
cating a significant departure from the conventional BCS-like
behavior. Moreover, the temperature dependence of super-
fluid densities at weak interactions also follows a power law
in the low temperature regime, rather than the conventional
exponential dependence. In addition, both the effective pair
hopping integral and superfluid densities exhibit important
quantum geometric effects, which enhance the superfluidity.
When the chemical potential exceeds the van Hove singular-
ities in the lower band, it shows a nonmonotonic behavior as
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a function of the interaction strength in the weak interaction
regime, associated with the change from particle-like to hole-
like pairing. Moreover, a pair density wave (PDW) ground
state emerges at intermediate pairing strength for relatively
large densities, as a consequence of strong inter-pair repul-
sive interactions and relatively large pair size at intermediate
pairing strength, which is also found in dipolar Fermi gases
[38] and Fermi gases in 2D optical lattice with 1D continuum
dimension [39, 40].

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

A. The Hamiltonian

Here we consider a nearest-neighbor tight-binding model
for ultracold Fermi gases with attractive Hubbard interaction
in a quasi-two-dimensional Lieb lattice. The non-interacting
Hamiltonian of a Lieb lattice under the orbital representation
is given by

H0 =
∑
kσ

ĉ†kσĤkĉkσ

where ĉkσ = [CAkσ, CBkσ, CCkσ]
T . The symbol A repre-

sents the lattice site in a standard square lattice with B and C
located on every side of the square, as shown in Fig. 1A of
Ref. [22]. This leads to the Hamiltonian in momentum space
for free fermions

Ĥk =

dk ak bk
ak dk 0
bk 0 dk

 ,

where ak = 2t[1 − cos(kx/2)] and bk = 2t[1 − cos(ky/2)]
represent the hopping in the x and y directions, respectively,
and dk = 2tz(1 − cos kz) − µ the dispersion in the out-of-
plane ẑ direction, with t and tz being the in-plane and out-
of-plane hopping integral, respectively. We use t as the unit
of energy and take tz/t = 0.01 for the quasi-two dimension-
ality. In this paper, we restrict ki=x,y,z within the first Bril-
louin zone, set the lattice constant a = 1, and measure the
energy relative to the bottom of the lower energy band. Di-
agonalizing Ĥk leads to three bands with dispersions ξαk =

α
√
2t
√
2 + cos kx + cos ky + 2

√
2t + 2tz(1 − cos kz) − µ,

where α = ±, 0 denotes the upper, the lower and the flat
band, respectively. This yields H0 in the band representa-
tion, H0 =

∑
kασ

ξαk c
†
kασckασ , where ckασ is the annihilation

operator in band α.
The interaction Hamiltonian in the band representation is

given by

Hint =
∑

kk′qαβ

Ukk′αβc
†
k+ q

2α↑
c†−k+ q

2α↓
c−k′+ q

2 β↓
ck′+ q

2 β↑
,

where α, β = ±, 0. Since the nearest-neighbor hopping hy-
bridizes different orbitals, we assume the matrix elements of
the on-site pairing interaction to be uniform, which yields a
constant Ukk′αβ = g < 0, leading to a uniform order param-
eter ∆α = ∆ [41].

B. Pairing fluctuation theory

With the above Hamiltonian and dispersions of atomic
Fermi gases in the Lieb lattice, we follow the pairing fluctu-
ation theory previously developed for the pseudogap physics
in the cuprates [10], which has been extended to address the
BCS-BEC crossover in ultracold atomic Fermi gases [1]. This
theory goes beyond the BCS mean-field approximation by
self-consistently including finite momentum pairing correla-
tions in the single particle self energy.

We recapitulate the formalism, extending it to the current
multi-band situation. At finite T , the T -matrix t(Q) contains
a contribution from condensed pairs tsc(Q) and noncondensed
pairs tpg(Q), where

tsc(Q) = −∆2
sc

T
δ(Q) ,

tpg(Q) =
g

1 + gχ(Q)
.

Here K ≡ (ωn,k), Q ≡ (Ωl,q), and ωn (Ωl) is the odd
(even) Matsubara frequency. The pair susceptibility reads
χ(Q) = −

∑
K Tr[G(K)G̃0(K − Q)], with the full Green’s

function G(K) and G̃0(K) = −GT
0(−K), and the bare

Green’s function G0(K) is given by G0(K) = (iω − Ĥk)
−1

Thus, the self energyΣ(K) = Σsc(K) + Σpg(K) contains
two parts, where the Cooper pair condensate contribution
Σsc(K) = ∆2

scG̃0(K) vanishes above Tc, and finite momen-
tum pair contribution Σpg(K) = −

∑
Q ̸=0 tpg(Q)G̃0(K −Q)

exists both above and below Tc.
According to the Thouless criteria [42], the condition for

pairs to generate macroscopic occupation at zero momentum
requires 1 + gχ(0) = 0, indicating that the main contribution
to Σpg(K) is concentrated in the vicinity of zero momentum
for pairs. Therefore, we make the following approximation
Σpg(K) ≈ ∆2

pgG̃0(K), thus define the pseudogap ∆2
pg =

−
∑

Q̸=0 tpg(Q). Then the total self-energy Σ(K) takes the
simple BCS-like form Σ(K) = ∆2G̃0(K), where ∆2 =
∆2

sc + ∆2
pg. Finally, the Dyson’s equation leads immediately

to the Green’s function G−1(K) = G−1
0 (K)−∆2G̃0(K).

Under the constraints n = 2
∑

K TrG(K), we have the
number equation

n = 2
∑
k

∑
α=0,±

[
(vαk )

2 +
ξαk
Eα

k

f(Eα
k )

]
, (1)

where f(x) is the Fermi distribution function, Eα
k =√

(ξαk )
2 +∆2, (uα

k)
2 = 1

2 (1 +
ξαk
Eα

k
), (vαk )

2 = 1
2 (1 − ξαk

Eα
k
).

At T ≤ Tc, the Thouless criteria, 1 + gχ(0) = 0, leads to the
gap equation

0 =
1

g
+
∑
k

∑
α=0,±

1− 2f(Eα
k )

2Eα
k

. (2)

To evaluate the pseudogap, one can Taylor expand t−1
pg (Q)

on the real frequency axis, after analytical continuation,
t−1

pg (Ω,q) ≈ a1Ω
2 + a0(Ω − Ω0

q + µp), with Ω0
q = 2B(2 −
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cos qx−cos qy)+2Bz(1−cos qz) and the effective pair chem-
ical potential µp = 0 at T ≤ Tc. Here, B and Bz represent the
in-plane and out-of-plane effective pair hopping integrals, re-
spectively. B can be divided into conventional and geometric
term, with B = Bc +Bg. And Bg is proportional to quantum
metric of the upper or lower energy band. Consequently, we
have the pseudogap equation

|a0|∆2
pg =

∑
q

(
1 + 4

a1
a0

Ω0
q

)−1/2

b(Ωq) , (3)

where b(x) is the Bose distribution function and Ωq =

(
√
a20 + 4a0a1Ω0

q − a0)/2a1 is the pair dispersion. As usual,
here we have set ℏ = kB = 1 and the volume V to unity [10].

Equations (1)-(3) form a closed set of self-consistent equa-
tions, which can be used to solve for (µ, ∆pg, Tc) with
∆sc = 0, and for (µ, ∆, ∆pg) at T < Tc. Here the order
parameter ∆sc can be derived from ∆2

sc = ∆2 − ∆2
pg below

Tc.

C. Superfluid density

Superfluid density is a crucial transport property , which
is correlated with condensed pairs. The low T dependence
of superfluid density often provides insight into the symme-
try of the pairing order. In the presence of a lattice, the su-
perfluid density is determined by averaging the inverse band
mass, which differs from the 3D continuum case where at zero
temperature it is always given by the ratio of the particle den-
sity to the mass. Additionally, the in-plane component of the
superfluid density can be decomposed into a conventional and
geometric parts, owing to the presence of a flat band. The ge-
ometric term is influenced by the interband matrix elements
of the current operator, which is directly proportional to the
quantum metric.

The expressions for superfluid density are derived using the
linear response theory within the BCS framework [43, 44],
which is applied to the multi-band system [27]. Similar
to Ref. [27], the in-plane superfluid density (ns/m)∥ con-
tains a conventional term (ns/m)conv

∥ and a geometric term
(ns/m)geom

∥ , i.e.,

(ns

m

)
∥
=
(ns

m

)conv

∥
+
(ns

m

)geom

∥
, (4)

0 2 4 6

-g/t

0

0.1

0.2

T
c
/t

0.6 = n
0.9

1.2

1.6

1.8

Figure 1. Tc as a function of −g/t for 0.6 ≤ n ≤ 1.8, with µ away
from the flat band.

where(ns

m

)conv

∥
=
∑
k

∑
α=±

t2∆2
sc

2Eα
k
2

[
1− 2f(Eα

k )

2Eα
k

+ f ′(Eα
k )

]

× sin2(kx) + sin2(ky)

2 + cos(kx) + cos(ky)
, (5)(ns

m

)geom

∥
=2
∑
k

∆2
sc(gxx + gyy)

×
[(

1− 2f(E+
k )

2E+
k

− 1− 2f(Ek)

2Ek

)
ξk − ξ+k
ξk + ξ+k

+

(
1− 2f(E−

k )

2E−
k

− 1− 2f(Ek)

2Ek

)
ξk − ξ−k
ξk + ξ−k

]
.

(6)

Here gµν = Re (∂µ⟨+|)(1 − |+⟩⟨+|)∂ν |+⟩ is the quantum
metric tensor of the upper or the lower band, where |±⟩ is the
eigenvector of Ĥk, associated with the upper and lower free
bands, respectively. The out-of-plane component reads(ns

m

)
z
=
∑
k

∑
α=0,±

4t2z∆
2
sc

Eα
k
2

[
1− 2f(Eα

k )

2Eα
k

+ f ′(Eα
k )

]
sin2 kz .

(7)

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Effect of the flat band on Tc behaviors

We first investigate the behavior of the superfluid transi-
tion temperature for a range of 0.6 ≤ n ≤ 1.8, when the
Fermi level is located away from the flat band. As shown
in Fig. 1, Tc follows the BCS solution in the weak-coupling
regime and exhibits an exponential law due to the small pair-
ing gap governed by the Bogoliubov excitation. As the in-
teraction becomes stronger, the gap increases and the Fermi
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Figure 2. Evolution of the effective in-plane pair hopping integral B
(black curve) along with its conventional (red curve) and geometric
part (blue curve) as a function of −g/t for n = 0.6. Shown in the
inset is the corresponding out-of-plane pair hopping integral Bz .

surface shrinks. Consequently, the density of state (DOS)
near the Fermi level decreases, resulting in a decreasing Tc
after reaching a maximum in the unitary regime. For small
n = 0.6, Tc reaches a minimum when µ = 0, correspond-
ing to a vanishing Fermi surface. At this point, the system
enters the BEC regime and all fermions pair up. In the BEC
regime, Tc initially rises due to the shrinking pair size but then
decreases as the interaction increases towards the deep BEC
region, influenced by the lattice effect.

Remarkably, for large n, Tc exhibits a reentrant behavior.
After reaching a maximum, Tc decreases and completely van-
ishes in a range of intermediate coupling strengths before
recovering as the interaction becomes stronger in the BEC
regime. This is accompanied by the emergence of a PDW
ground state where Tc vanishes. And similar PDW ground
state has been found in a 3D lattice with high density [45] and
a 2D optical lattice with strong lattice effect [39, 40], together
with in the p-wave superfluid in dipolar Fermi gases [38]. The
emergence of PDW states is a result of the strong repulsive
inter-pair interaction and the relatively low kinetic energy of
the pairs at relatively high densities. As the density increases,
the repulsion between fermion pairs becomes stronger at in-
termediate and strong coupling, leading to a Wigner crystal-
lization with a negative ξ2 (or ξ2z ). The range of interaction
strength where the PDW state emerges extends with increas-
ing n. In the PDW state, the minimum of the pair disper-
sion Ωq shifts from q = (0, 0, 0) to a nonzero q). Although
the PDW state has been experimentally observed, its ability
to maintain superfluidity and thus form a supersolid remains
to be studied. Moreover, in the BEC region, the superfluidity
completely vanishes for high densities n ≥ 1.8, similar to the
case with a high density in the 3D lattice [45].

As is known, the superfluid transition temperature Tc in the
BEC regime is mainly determined by the effective pair hop-
ping integrals B and Bz . In Fig. 2, we present the behavior
of the effective in-plane pair hopping integral B, as well as

0.84

0.85

0.86

µ
/t

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
-g/t

-2

0

2

2
n

p
/n

 (
×

1
0

-3
),

  
a

0

(a)

(b)

Figure 3. Behaviors of (a) µ and (b) 2np/n and a0 as a function of
−g/t for n = 1.

its conventional component Bc and geometric component Bg,
as a function of −g/t for n = 0.6. The corresponding out-
of-plane pair hopping integral Bz is shown in the inset. In
the weak interaction regime, the size of the pairs is relatively
large, causing significant overlap between pairs. This leads to
highly collective pair motions and consequently large effec-
tive pair hopping integrals. Both Bc and Bz decrease as the
size of the pairs gradually shrinks with increasing interaction
strength, eventually reaching a minimum at µ = 0 due to a
stronger inter-pair repulsion. In the weak interaction regime,
the geometric term Bg is negligible compared to Bc. As the
interaction strength increases in the BEC regime, both Bc and
Bz initially increase due to the decrease in repulsive inter-
action between pairs. However, they subsequently decrease
towards the deep BEC region, where pair hopping is achieved
through “virtual ionization” [46, 47], and the motion of pairs
is strongly suppressed. Furthermore, the contribution of Bg
becomes more significant than that of Bc in the BEC regime,
which greatly enhances the superfluidity.

Shown in Fig. 3 is the behavior of µ in panel (a), along
with 2np/n in panel (b), where np = a0∆

2, for n = 1 in the
weak coupling region. The plot in panel (b) also includes a0.
From panel (a), it can be observed that µ initially increases
with increasing pairing strength, and exhibits a nonmonotonic
behavior in the weak coupling BCS region. This behavior is
similar to that for a 2D optical lattice with a strong lattice ef-
fect [39, 40], but differs from the counterparts in the 3D con-
tinuum and 3D lattice cases below half filling. In a quasi-two-
dimensional Lieb lattice, the lower energy band possesses two
van Hove singularities (VHS) at ε = (2

√
2 − 2)t ≈ 0.8284t

and ε = (2
√
2 − 2)t + 4tz ≈ 0.8684t as determined by
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Figure 4. Behaviors of (a) Tc and (b) ∆ as a function of −g/t for
large 1.95 ≤ n ≤ 2.3 in the weak coupling BCS regime, with µ
close to or inside the flat band.

∇ξαk = 0. When µ exceeds 0.8684t in the weak coupling
region, the DOS exhibits a negative slope as a function of ε,
resulting in holelike pairing. This phenomenon can be ex-
plained by the general relation np = n/2−

∑
kα f(ξαk ), where

np and
∑

kα f(ξαk ) can be roughly understood as the densi-
ties of fermion pairs and free fermions, respectively. Within
the holelike pairing regime, a0 is negative (hence np < 0) as
shown in panel (b), and np(< 0) decreases (absolute value of
np increases) with increasing interaction strength in the BCS
regime, leading to an increase in the density of free fermions
and causing µ to exceed its noninteracting value. As the pair-
ing strength continues to increase, the contribution of the DOS
below the VHS’s becomes significant, causing µ to decrease
again.

We present in Fig. 4 the behavior of (a) Tc and (b) ∆ as a
function of −g/t for various densities near n = 2 in the weak
coupling BCS region. For n < 2, both the Tc and ∆ curves
exhibit an exponential law in the weak coupling region, simi-
lar to the counterparts in the 3D continuum and 3D lattice case
below half filling. However, as the density exceeds n = 2, the
Fermi level enters the flat band with the lower band being fully
occupied, resulting in a change in the behavior of both curves
from an exponential law to an unusual power law. And the
exponent in the power law is determined by the density. This
change is a consequence of the large DOS of the flat band. To
simplify the analysis, we treat the DOS of the flat band as a
Dirac function due to the small broadening in the z direction,
and average the DOSs of the upper and lower energy bands at
extremely weak interactions, which yields ∆ ∝ (n− 2)|g| for
n > 2 and ∆ ∝ exp(1/ng) for n < 2 in the weak coupling
region, where ∆ is the leading order of ∆ [29, 36]. Simi-

0
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G
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T/Tc

0
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t
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0
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n
s
/m

(ns /m)

=

(ns /m)

=

conv

(ns /m)

=

geom

100(ns /m)z

∆

∆sc

∆

∆pg

(b)

(a)

∆pg

∆sc

(ns /m)

=

(ns /m)

=

conv

100(ns /m)

=

geom

100(ns /m)z

(ns /m)

=

geom

(c) -g/t = 0.4

(d) -g/t = 1

Figure 5. Behavior of the gaps, as labeled, as a function of T/Tc,
for (a) −g/t = 0.4 and (b) 1 with Tc/TF = 0.02547 and 0.07437
at n = 0.6, respectively. Plotted in (c-d) are the corresponding
in-plane superfluid density (ns/m)∥ (black curves) along with its
conventional (red curves) and geometric parts (green curves) for (c)
−g/t = 0.4 and (d) 1, respectively. Also shown is 100(ns/m)z
(blue curves) for clarity.

lar qualitative behavior of magnetism has been observed in
a quasi two-dimensional repulsive Lieb lattice system at half
filling [29]. In that case, the magnetism as a function of the
interaction U > 0 also changes from an exponential law to
a power law due to the influence of the flat band. Further-
more, under the particle-hole canonical transformation with
c†i↑ → c†i↑, c

†
i↓ → (−1)ici↓, where i is the index of the site,

the superconducting and charge order in the attractive model
correspond to magnetic order in the repulsive model at half
filling [48].

B. Gaps and superfluid densities in the superfluid phase

In Fig. 5, we plot the behavior of the order parameter
∆sc, the pseudogap ∆pg, and the total gap ∆. We also in-
clude the corresponding in-plane superfluid density (ns/m)∥,
along with the conventional part (ns/m)conv

∥ and the geomet-
ric part (ns/m)geom

∥ . The out-of-plane component of the su-
perfluid density (ns/m)z (blue 100× magnified curves) is
also shown for clarity. The results are for the case of n = 0.6
at −g/t = 0.4 and 1, as labeled, from top to bottom for the
weak and strong coupling strengths, respectively.

Throughout the BCS-BEC crossover, both cases exhibit a
pseudogap, similar to the regular 3D continuum case [44].
At zero temperature, all pairs are condensed, resulting in
∆pg = 0. As the temperature increases, the pairs are ex-
cited from zero momentum to finite momentum, leading to
the onset of the pseudogap at T = 0. Concurrently, ∆sc starts
to decrease. When the temperature reaches Tc, the pairs are
fully excited, resulting in ∆sc = 0 and ∆pg = ∆. For the
weak coupling case −g/t = 0.4 in panel (a), the total gap
remains approximately constant in the low temperature re-
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Figure 6. Evolution of (a) the gaps and (b) the superfluid densi-
ties, as labeled, as a function of T/Tc, at the weak coupling strength
−g/t = 0.1 for n = 2.4, with µ located within the flat band.

gion. As the temperature further increases, the Bogoliubov
quasiparticles dominates the excitation, leading to a decrease
in ∆. The behavior of ∆sc follows a BCS-like form and ex-
hibits an exponential dependence on T , where ∆pg is small. In
panel (b), as the interaction strength increases to −g/t = 1,
the bosonic pair excitation becomes dominant, and ∆pg in-
creases. The total gap ∆ remains almost constant below Tc
and becomes temperature independent in the strong coupling
limit. The pseudogap ∆pg follows a power law at low T , with
∆pg ∝ T 3/4. Correspondingly, the behavior of ∆sc transitions
from an exponential law to a power law at low T .

In panel (c), the behavior of (ns/m)∥ as a function of T/Tc
exhibits an exponential dependence on T in the low temper-
ature region for −g/t = 0.4. When the interaction strength
increases to −g/t = 1 in panel (d), (ns/m)∥ evolves from an
exponential law to a power law. This is in contrast with the
d-wave pairing case, where ns/m has a linear dependence on
T regardless of the interaction strength [10]. The temperature
dependence of the out-of-plane superfluid density (ns/m)z
is similar to that of (ns/m)∥, as can be seen more clearly
from the (blue) 100× magnified curves. This is because both
(ns/m)∥ and (ns/m)z are mainly governed by the prefac-
tor ∆2

sc. However, (ns/m)z is strongly suppressed due to the
small out-of-plane dispersion with tz/t = 0.01. Furthermore,
(ns/m)∥ contains contributions from both (ns/m)conv

∥ and
(ns/m)geom

∥ , with the former remaining finite while the lat-
ter approaches zero as the interaction decreases. In the weak
coupling region, when µ is far away from the flat band, the ge-

ometric part (ns/m)geom
∥ exhibits an exponential dependence

on −g/t. Consequently, the contribution from (ns/m)geom
∥

gradually decreases as the interaction decreases.
Finally, we investigate the effects of the flat band on the

gaps and superfluid densities in the superfluid phase, when the
Fermi level enters into the flat band for n ≥ 2 in the weak cou-
pling region. The results are shown in Fig. 6 for n = 2.4 and
−g/t = 0.1, where various gaps and the components of su-
perfluid density are plotted as a function of T/Tc. Compared
with the weak coupling case in panel (a) of Fig. 5, the behavior
of ∆pg exhibits a power law dependence on T in the low tem-
perature region, despite its small value due to the extremely
weak interaction. As a consequence, the dependence of ∆sc
on T changes from an exponential law to a power law at low T
under the influence of the flat band. Moreover, both (ns/m)∥
and (ns/m)z show a power law dependence on T , governed
by ∆sc. Notably, at low T , (ns/m)geom

∥ contributes more to
the in-plane superfluid density compared to (ns/m)conv

∥ .

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have conducted a comprehensive study on
the impact of the flat band on the superfluidity and pairing
phenomena of a Fermi gas in a quasi-2D Lieb lattice within
the framework of BCS-BEC crossover at finite temperature.
Our investigation has revealed the presence of quantum geo-
metric effects in the Lieb lattice, manifested by the enhanced
effective pair hopping integral and superfluid densities, which
contribute significantly to the superfluidity. Especially, when
the Fermi level resides within the flat band, the pairing gap
and the superfluid transition temperature exhibit an unusual
power law behavior in the weak coupling regime, as a func-
tion of the interaction strength. Meanwhile, in the low tem-
perature regime, we find that the order parameter, pseudo-
gap, and superfluid densities in the superfluid phase display
an anomalous power law dependence. Additionally, as the
chemical potential surpasses the van Hove singularities in the
lower band from below, the pairing undergoes a transition to
a holelike behavior for weak interactions, resulting in a non-
monotonic variation of the chemical potential versus the in-
teraction strength. In particular, in the case of relatively high
density, a PDW ground state emerges within a finite range of
intermediate pairing strength, owing to the presence of strong
interpair repulsive interaction and large pair size. These in-
triguing findings for the Lieb lattice exhibit stark contrast to
that for pure 3D continuum and 3D cubic lattices, underscor-
ing the need for future experimental test.
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Appendix A: Coefficients of the Taylor-expanded inverse T -matrix

In this Appendix, we present concrete expressions for the coefficients of the Taylor expansion of the inverse T -matrix, t(Ω,q),
after analytical continuation,

t−1
pg (q,Ω) = a1Ω

2 + a0(Ω− Ωq + µp) . (A1)

Here µp = t−1(0, 0)/a0, which vanishes for T ≤ Tc. In the long wavelength limit,

Ωq = Bq2x +Bq2y +Bzq
2
z ≡ q2x

2M∗ +
q2y

2M∗ +
q2z

2M∗
z

, (A2)

with B = 1/2M∗ and Bz = 1/2M∗
z , in which M∗,M∗

z correspond to the in-plane and out-of-plane effective pair mass,
respectively.

Before expansion, the inverse T matrix is given by

t−1
q,Ω+i0+ = U−1 + χ(q,Ω+ i0+) , (A3)

with pair susceptibility χ(Q) = −
∑

K Tr[Gσ(K)G̃0,σ̄(K − Q)], where G and G0 cannot be diagnosed simultaneously when
Q ̸= 0. After analytical continuation iΩn → Ω+ i0+, χ(q,Ω+ i0+) reads

χ(q,Ω+ i0+) =∑
k

(
1− f(Ek)− f(ξq−k)

Ek + ξq−k − Ω− i0+
u2
k − f(Ek)− f(ξq−k)

Ek − ξq−k +Ω+ i0+
v2k

)
Γ2
q,k+(

1− f(Ek)− f(ξ+q−k)

Ek + ξ+q−k − Ω− i0+
u2
k −

f(Ek)− f(ξ+q−k)

Ek − ξ+q−k +Ω+ i0+
v2k

)
1

2
(1− Γ2

q,k)+(
1− f(Ek)− f(ξ−q−k)

Ek + ξ−q−k − Ω− i0+
u2
k −

f(Ek)− f(ξ−q−k)

Ek − ξ−q−k +Ω+ i0+
v2k

)
1

2
(1− Γ2

q,k)+(
1− f(E+

k )− f(ξq−k)

E+
k + ξq−k − Ω− i0+

(u+
k )

2 −
f(E+

k )− f(ξq−k)

E+
k − ξq−k +Ω+ i0+

(v+k )
2

)
1

2
(1− Γ2

q,k)+(
1− f(E+

k )− f(ξ+q−k)

E+
k + ξ+q−k − Ω− i0+

(u+
k )

2 −
f(E+

k )− f(ξ+q−k)

E+
k − ξ+q−k +Ω+ i0+

(v+k )
2

)
1

4
(1 + Γq,k)

2+(
1− f(E+

k )− f(ξ−q−k)

E+
k + ξ−q−k − Ω− i0+

(u+
k )

2 −
f(E+

k )− f(ξ−q−k)

E+
k − ξ−q−k +Ω+ i0+

(v+k )
2

)
1

4
(1− Γq,k)

2+(
1− f(E−

k )− f(ξq−k)

E−
k + ξq−k − Ω− i0+

(u−
k )

2 −
f(E−

k )− f(ξq−k)

E−
k − ξq−k +Ω+ i0+

(v−k )
2

)
1

2
(1− Γ2

q,k)+(
1− f(E−

k )− f(ξ+q−k)

E−
k + ξ+q−k − Ω− i0+

(u−
k )

2 −
f(E−

k )− f(ξ+q−k)

E−
k − ξ+q−k +Ω+ i0+

(v−k )
2

)
1

4
(1− Γq,k)

2+(
1− f(E−

k )− f(ξ−q−k)

E−
k + ξ−q−k − Ω− i0+

(u−
k )

2 −
f(E−

k )− f(ξ−q−k)

E−
k − ξ−q−k +Ω+ i0+

(vk)
2

)
1

4
(1 + Γq,k)

2 ,

(A4)

where

Γq,k =
2 cos 1

2kx cos
1
2 (qx − kx) + 2 cos 1

2ky cos
1
2 (qy − ky)√

2 + cos kx + cos ky
√
2 + cos(qx − kx) + cos(qy − ky)

= ĥk · ĥq−k

which gives Γq,k|q=0 = 1, ∂µΓq,k|q=0 = 0, and ∂µ∂νΓq,k|q=0 = −2gµν . Here gµν = Re (∂µ⟨+|)(1 − |+⟩⟨+|)∂ν |+⟩ =
1
2∂µĥk · ∂ν ĥk is the quantum metric tensor of the upper or the lower band, where |±⟩ = [±1/

√
2, hx/

√
2, hy/

√
2]T and |0⟩ =

[0,−hy, hx]
T with ĥk = [hx, hy]

T = [cos(kx/2)/
√
cos(kx/2)2 + cos(ky/2)2, cos(ky/2)/

√
cos(kx/2)2 + cos(ky/2)2]

T.
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a0 and a1 correspond to the first and second order expansion terms of the frequency of the inverse T -matrix, respectively. The
a1 term serves as a small quantitative correction in the BEC regime, where a1Tc ≪ a0. And we have

a0 =
1

2∆2

[
n− 2

∑
k

∑
α=0,±

f(ξαk )

]
, (A5)

a1 =
1

2∆4

∑
k

∑
α=0,±

Eα
k

[(
1 +

(ξαk )
2

(Eα
k )

2

)
(1− 2f(Eα

k ))− 2
ξαk
Eα

k

(1− 2f(ξαk ))

]
. (A6)

The pair dispersion coefficients are given by

Bi =
1

2

∂2Ωq

∂q2i

∣∣∣∣
q=0

(A7)

B can be divided into a conventional and a geometric term, with B = Bc +Bg. where

Bc =− 1

4a0∆2

∑
k

∑
α=±

{[
2f ′(ξαk ) +

Eα
k

∆2

[(
1 +

(ξαk )
2

(Eα
k )

2

)
[1− 2f(Eα

k )]− 2
ξαk
Eα

k

[1− 2f(ξαk )]

]]
× (∇ξαk )

2 − 1

2

[
[1− 2f(Eα

k )]−
ξαk
Eα

k

[1− 2f(ξαk )]

]
∇2ξαk

}
,

(A8)

with

∇2ξ±k = ∓
√
2

2
t

(
cos kx + cos ky√
2 + cos kx + cos ky

+
sin2 kx + sin2 ky

2(2 + cos kx + cos ky)3/2

)
,

(∇ξ±k )2 =
t2

2

sin2 kx + sin2 ky
2 + cos kx + cos ky

,

and

Bg = − 1

4a0

∑
k

{
−4

(
1− f(Ek)− f(ξk)

Ek + ξk
u2
k − f(Ek)− f(ξk)

Ek − ξk
v2k

)

+ 2

(
1− f(Ek)− f(ξ+k )

Ek + ξ+k
u2
k −

f(Ek)− f(ξ+k )

Ek − ξ+k
v2k

)
+ 2

(
1− f(Ek)− f(ξ−k )

Ek + ξ−k
u2
k −

f(Ek)− f(ξ−k )

Ek − ξ−k
v2k

)
+ 2

(
1− f(E+

k )− f(ξk)

E+
k + ξk

(u+
k )

2 −
f(E+

k )− f(ξk)

E+
k − ξk

(v+k )
2

)
− 2

(
1− f(E+

k )− f(ξ+k )

E+
k + ξ+k

(u+
k )

2 −
f(E+

k )− f(ξ+k )

E+
k − ξ+k

(v+k )
2

)
+ 2

(
1− f(E−

k )− f(ξk)

E−
k + ξk

(u−
k )

2 −
f(E−

k )− f(ξk)

E−
k − ξk

(v−k )
2

)
− 2

(
1− f(E−

k )− f(ξ−k )

E−
k + ξ−k

(u−
k )

2 −
f(E−

k )− f(ξ−k )

E−
k − ξ−k

(v−k )
2

)}
(gxx + gyy) .

(A9)

And Bz reads

Bz =− 1

2a0∆2

∑
k

∑
α=0,±

{[
2f ′(ξαk ) +

Eα
k

∆2

[(
1 +

(ξαk )
2

(Eα
k )

2

)
[1− 2f(Eα

k )]− 2
ξαk
Eα

k

[1− 2f(ξαk )]

]]
× 4t2z sin

2 kz −
1

2

[
[1− 2f(Eα

k )]−
ξαk
Eα

k

[1− 2f(ξαk )]

]
2tz cos kz

} (A10)
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