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We present the time-dependent Quantum Geometric Tensor (tQGT) as a comprehensive tool for
capturing the geometric character of insulators observable within linear response. We show that
tQGT describes the zero-point motion of bound electrons and acts as a generating function for
generalized sum rules of electronic conductivity. Therefore, tQGT enables a systematic and basis-
independent framework to compute the instantaneous response of insulators, including optical mass,
orbital angular momentum, and the dielectric constant in low-energy effective theories. It allows
for a consistent approximation across these quantities upon restricting the number of occupied
and unoccupied states in an effective low-energy description of an infinite quantum system. We
outline how quantum geometry can be generated in periodic systems by lattice interference and
examine spectral weight transfer from small frequencies to high frequencies by creating geometrically
frustrated flat bands.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a groundbreaking result, Thouless et.al. proved that
the quantization of Hall conductivity results from a topo-
logical invariant associated with the phase winding of the
ground state wavefunction of an insulator [1]. It estab-
lished for the first time that the linear response cannot
be fully described by energy dispersion or charge den-
sity alone. Rather, the phases of the wavefunctions are
essential to fully capture transport of quantum materi-
als. Over the past decades, examining topological invari-
ants imprinted in the phases of wavefunctions has be-
come commonplace, and their significance for the physi-
cal properties of materials is now well appreciated [2–7].

The ubiquity of geometric contributions in linear [8, 9]
(and nonlinear [10–12]) response is rooted in the fact that
electromagnetic fields couple to materials via the bulk
dipole moment and, as shown by King-Smith and Van-
derbilt [13], the dipole moment is intimately tied to the
Berry phases of the wavefunctions in insulators. Simi-
lar considerations have been shown to extend from or-
bital magnetic moment [14, 15] and electric permittiv-
ity [16] of insulators to superfluid stiffness [17, 18] and
spectral weight [19–21] of superconductors. Non-linear
responses are typically related to higher powers of the
electric dipole operator and probe higher orders of geom-
etry [22, 23].

Of particular interest to this work is the quantum ge-
ometric tensor, Q = g + iΩ/2, whose real and imaginary
parts are the quantum metric (g) and Berry Curvature
(Ω), respectively. While the Berry curvature accounts
for the phase accumulated by a wavefunction following a
closed path in parameter space [24], the quantum met-
ric tracks the loss of norm or non-adiabaticity that oc-
curs during the transformation [25, 26]. In real materials,
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Berry curvature is limited by inversion and time rever-
sal symmetry and often vanishes. The metric, on the
other hand, is positive semi-definite and generally non-
vanishing for both trivial and topological systems pro-
vided there is more than a single band. A pressing chal-
lenge is to identify a response that directly measures the
quantum metric [27]. Though there has been progress
[28–32], it is not a straightforward feat since typically
the metric appears intertwined with energy pre-factors.
These terms factor out only in certain limiting cases such
as Landau levels or other flat bands [17, 33]. The only
known exact statement that relates to the metric alone
and is agnostic to band energies is given by the Souza-
Wilkens-Martin (SWM) sum rule [34], which states that
the first negative moment of the dynamical conductivity
in insulators is exactly the quantum metric of the ground
state [5].

More exact statements can be made for optical sum
rules and their relation to quantum geometry for flat
bands. A key example is the f -sum rule, which de-
fines the plasma frequency and therefore also the effective
mass of electronic systems. In certain flat-band supercon-
ductors, the f -sum rule includes the quantum geometry
of the electronic bands [35]. Whether the relation be-
tween f -sum rule of superconductors is universally tied
to quantum metric is an open question. Similarly, the
correct expressions of the bulk orbital magnetic moment
of an insulator and Berry curvature are very close but
not the same [9, 14, 15, 36]. While it is apparent that
all these cases require non-trivial quantum geometry, the
exact relation between them is opaque. It is now too
common to label any property affected by the wavefunc-
tions as “quantum geometric” in origin, clearly hinting
at the lack of a unifying principle, which urgently needs
to be addressed.

In this work, we propose the time-dependent quan-
tum mechanical zero-point motion of electrons as a uni-
fying picture to consistently define the various geomet-
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ric properties of insulators within linear response. Moti-
vated by the fact that quantum geometry is ultimately
a consequence of projecting the position operator into
the filled bands subspace [37, 38], we consider a time-
dependent off-diagonal electric dipole operator d = eD,
with D(t) ≡ Q̂r̂µ(t)P̂ where P̂ is the projector into the

ground state and Q̂ = 1−P̂ the complimentary projector.
The dipole operator, which couples with both applied
and background electromagnetic fields, induces transi-
tions between occupied and unoccupied states which may
be either virtual or in resonance if the field frequency
matches the energy of the transition. Crucial to this
picture is that with time, states evolve and accumulate
phases in the matrix elements of the position operator. It
is therefore natural to consider the the correlation func-
tion

Qµν(t− t′) =
〈
D†

µ(t)Dν(t
′)
〉
= tr

[
P̂ rµ(t)Q̂rν(t

′)
]

(1)

as the time-dependent Quantum Geometric Tensor
(tQGT), first introduced in Ref. [16]. Intuitively, the
tQGT tensor probes the spatial uncertainty in the posi-
tion of an electron due to tunneling between two points
in space via the virtual transitions. It is a completely
quantum mechanical object, that reduces to the famil-
iar quantum geometric tensor at t = 0 with quantum
metric gµν = Re[Qµν(0)] and Berry curvature Ωµν =
2Im[Qµν(0)]. The tQGT is not Hermitian but can be
separated into a HermitianQµν(t)+Qνµ(−t) and an anti-
Hermitian (Qµν(t) − Qνµ(−t)) part, of which the latter
directly relates to the conductivity tensor.

The fact that dipole transitions lead to vacuum fluctu-
ations is well known for isolated atoms interacting with
a background gauge field [39]. The essence of our work
is to extend this concept to infinite quantum systems
in a gauge-independent fashion which can be straightfor-
wardly computed given the energies and wavefunctions of
a macroscopic insulator. By studying the zero point mo-
tion [40], we can unify the notion of quantum geometry
with various physical quantities that relate, albeit indi-
rectly, to quantum geometry, such as orbital magnetic
moment, f -sum rule and dielectric permittivity. Impor-
tantly, we see that all these quantities cannot be indepen-
dently approximated, and are all bound to a particular
choice of occupied states P̂ and unoccupied states Q̂ in
any low energy description. Moreover, tQGT provides a
natural language to write generalized sum rules for the
dissipative parts of optical conductivity, which have re-
cently gained attention [41–44].

II. RESULTS

Our main results can be summarized in a rewriting of
the Kubo formula for conductivity in terms of the time-
dependent quantum geometric tensor in the time domain,
and the consequent generalized form for the dissipative
sum rules that tie various geometric properties of an in-

sulating system. To concisely isolate the dissipative re-
sponse in conductivity, we define the axial vectors σL

µ and

σH
λ to write the conductivity tensor as

σµν = δµνσL,µ + ϵµνλσH,λ (2)

where µ, ν, λ are spatial indices and the superscripts L
and H refer to Longitudinal and Hall responses (see
App. E for details). Focusing on gapped quantum sys-
tems with charge conservation (see App. A), we write the
conductivity in a spectral representation in terms of the
matrix elements of the position operator

σµν(ω) = −i
e2

ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fnmωnmr̂nmµ r̂mn
ν

1

ω − ωmn
(3)

where m,n are the energy states, fnm = fn − fm are the
occupation factors with ωmn = ωm − ωn being energy
difference (see App. A for details). The formula points
to generalized sum rules for the dissipative part of con-
ductivity (see App. A 1 for details)

Sη
µν =

∞∫
0

dω
σabs
µν (ω)

ω1−η
= δµνSL,µ + iϵµνλSH,λ. (4)

The absorptive (or Hermitian) part is defined as σabs
µν =

(σµν + σ∗
νµ)/2 (see App. E for details). The half limit

is crucial for differentiating the sum rule from stan-
dard Kramers-Kronig relations (see App. F). Notice that
σabs
µν (ω) includes the real part of longitudinal conductivity

Re[σL,µ(ω)] and the imaginary part of Hall conductivity
Im[σH,λ(ω)] [44]. Eq. (3) bears some similarities with the
tQGT, which in the same representation is given by

Qµν(t− t′) =
∑
m ̸=n

fn(1− fm)eiωmnt r̂µnmr̂νmn (5)

If we choose to write the conductivity in the time domain
(see App. B for details), we indeed find that it assumes
a remarkably simple form

σµν(t) =
πe2

ℏ
Θ(t) ∂tQas

µν(t). (6)

where Qas
µν(t) = (Qµν(t) − Qνµ(−t))/i is the anti-

symmetric and anti-Hermitian part of the tQGT (see
App. C for details). Note that Eq.(6) is valid for both
metals and insulators, although in this work we focus on
the latter, see a more detailed discussion in App. D. The
relation between dynamics of electrons and conductiv-
ity is now evident, for insulators both Qµν(t) and σµν(t)
have bounded oscillations that occur precisely because of
the quantum geometry.
With this insight, it is straightforward to find an exact

expression for all optical sum rules

Sη
L/H,µ =

πe2

ℏ

[
(−i∂̂t)

ηQL/H,µ(t)
]
t=0

(7)
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FIG. 1. a. Time-dependent quantum geometric tensor
(tQGT) in Landau levels. The real longitudinal and imag-
inary Hall parts of the tQGT are identical and oscillate with
the same frequency ωc =

√
eB/m. b. tQGT in a honey-

comb lattice model with nearest neighbor hopping and a C2z

breaking mass term mz > 0 (details in App. H 1). Different
parts of tQGT now have different time profiles. As a result,
geometric quantities arising from different derivatives are all
distinct.

where Qµν(t) has been decomposed into longitudinal and
Hall parts Qµν(t) = δµνQL,µ(t) + ϵµνλQH,λ(t) for a suc-
cinct presentation. This is the main result of our work.
Each sum rule (Sη) can be associated with an instan-
taneous property characterizing the bound electrons of
the insulator. This instantaneous response, given by the
various derivatives of Q(t) at t = 0, defines various mea-
surable properties associated with the zero-point motion
of the bound charges. In particular, η = 0 is the SWM
sum rule for insulators [34] and η = 1 is the f -sum rule
that defines the plasma frequency ω2

p = 4πne2/m [45].
We begin by unpacking Eq. (7) for various η. The

longitudinal and Hall sum rules take the explicit form

Sη
L,µ =

πe2

ℏ
∑

n∈filled
m∈empty

ωη
mng

nm
µ , Sη

H,λ =
πe2

ℏ
∑

n∈filled
m∈empty

ωη
mnΩ

nm
λ

(8)

where gnmµ ≡ |⟨un|r̂µ|um⟩|2, Ωnm
λ ≡ 2Im[λ̂ · ⟨un|r̂|um⟩ ×

⟨um|r̂|un⟩] are various matrix elements of the current op-
erator and ωmn is the energy difference between states
|um⟩ and |un⟩. These matrix quantities are all gauge in-
variant under a U(1) transformation that gives arbitrary
phases to a band wavefunction for m ̸= n. The case
for m = n, which arises in metals, needs a more careful
treatment that is outlined in App. D 3.

The η = 0 sum rule has no energy prefactor. Its longi-
tudinal part is the SWM sum rule and defines the quan-
tum metric Tr[g] where the trace is over occupied states,
and its Hall part can be obtained from a Kramers-Kronig
relation of the TKNN conductivity. It is simply the to-
tal Chern number C of the system. The η = 1 sum rule
defines the plasma frequency with ω2

p = 4πne2/m where
n is the electron total density (including core electrons)
and m is the bare mass of the electron, and from the Hall
part one can read the orbital magnetic moment of insu-

lators as defined in Refs.[46, 47]. We should pause here
to comment that in ab-initio calculations, which start
with free electrons subjected to a periodic potential, the
number of bands is infinite. The plasma frequency is in-
dependent of the periodic potential and the exact form
of the wavefunctions and it is guaranteed to be ∝ n/m
by the band mass theorem [48]. Deviations can occur
for low-energy effective theories. For example, in a tight-
binding model, especially those with multiple bands, the
plasma frequency is renormalized [49, 50] and becomes
sensitive to the wavefunctions [51]. Finally, the η = −1
sum rule defines the dielectric permittivity of the mate-
rial [16]. Intuitively, it measures how much the electrons
can polarize the medium in the presence of an electric
field. The imaginary part of the same sum measures if
electrons have a torsional twist in responding to an ex-
ternal electric field, reminiscent of the gyration vector
[52].
The power of Eq. (8) lies in a consistent definition of

the geometric properties of materials. The sum rules are
not independent, and in fact become fixed once the pro-
jectors P̂ and Q̂ are fixed, as well as the band energies.
Therefore, we present a consistent definition of instan-
taneous properties for effective tight-binding models ob-
tained by selecting a subset of bands obtained by first
principles. This subtlety has been especially relevant
since the discovery of topological insulators. Topologi-
cal indices act as an obstruction to finding a local basis
that only has low-energy orbitals [53] while respecting all
the spatial and internal symmetries [54, 55]. To describe
topological phases with local Hamiltonians it is necessary
to include multiple orbitals which mandates bounded os-
cillations in the tQGT.
To gain some familiarity with the tQGT, it is instruc-

tive to consider Landau levels in the two-dimensional
electron gas as the simplest example of a topological
insulator. In this case it takes the simple form with
Q(t) = Ceiωct where ωc =

√
eB/m is cyclotron frequency

and C is the total Chern number. The sum rules can be
immediately deduced

Sη
µν = Cωη

c (δµν + iϵµνz) (9)

where the area of the magnetic unit cell (ℓ2B = eB/m)
cancels the volume normalization factor to give rise to
the net Chern number C. The precise analytical form of
the Landau level wavefunction enforces quantum metric,
Berry curvature, orbital magnetic moment, effective opti-
cal mass, and dielectric permittivity – all to be the same,
up to factors of ωc. This is consistent with the classical
picture of electrons going around in cyclotron orbits in
the plane perpendicular to the magnetic field. The chal-
lenge lies in extrapolating these concepts over to real ma-
terials that have non-flat dispersions and therefore non-
trivial dynamics in the tQGT. Moreover, the wavefunc-
tions themselves do not admit the so-called ideal band
geometry [56, 57]. As a result, all the geometric quanti-
ties are different but related. Here, we find that sum rules
allow us to straightforwardly compute these quantities.
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III. MODEL AND METHODS

Optical conductivity is the static (q = 0) response of a
system to a dynamical (ω ̸= 0) field. The Kubo formula
for conductivity in the exact many-body basis can be
written formally as

σµν(ω) =
i

ω
(Dµν − χjµ,jν (ω)) (10)

where Dµν ≡ ⟨∂AµAν
H(A)⟩ − Re[χj,j(0)] is the charge

stiffness defined in terms of diamagnetic current and
paramagnetic current-current correlator with jµ ≡
∂AµH(A) [58]. The occupation factors are fnm = fn−fm
with fn being the occupation of state |un⟩. The posi-
tion matrix elements are r̂nmµ ≡ ⟨un|r̂µ|um⟩ and ωnm =
ωn − ωm is the energy difference. The charge stiffness
can be equivalently defined as the change in the ground
state energy of the system following a twist in the bound-
ary conditions [59]. It vanishes identically for a gapped
quantum system with number conservation [60]. Consid-
ering such gapped quantum systems for now, we arrive at
the Kubo formula for conductivity shown in Eq. (3). We
focus on the dissipative component that arises from the
imaginary part of 1/(ω−ωmn). In two dimensions, it cor-
responds to Re[σxx] and Im[σxy]. The three dimensional
generalization is straightforward with the axial represen-
tation Ωmn

µν ≡ ϵµνλΩ
mn
λ that is outlined in App. E. We

rewrite absorptive part of the conductivity as

σabs
µν (ω)] = δµνRe[σ

L
µ ] + iϵµνλIm[σH

λ ]. (11)

The inclusion of the position operator in the Kubo
formula is the key to extracting the quantum geometry.
Consider the longitudinal part for instance

Re[σL,x(ω)] =
πe2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fnmωnmgnmL,µδ(ω − ωmn) (12)

where the quantum metric is nearly present but the pre-
factor of ωmn and the delta function prohibit gnmxx from
becoming the quantum metric. One way to circumvent
the issue is to consider sum rules that remove the delta
function by the equality

∞∫
0

dω δ(ω − ωmn) =
Θ(ωmn)

2
. (13)

As we show next, different moments with ωη−1 then cor-
respond to different geometric properties of the insulator,
arising from the time-dependence of the zero point mo-
tion.

A. SWM Sum Rule and Quantum Geometry

The initial proposal behind the SWM sum rule [34]
was aimed at classifying metallic and insulating states by

examining if Tr[g] diverges in the thermodynamic limit
[5], a line of reasoning that traces back to Kohn [59].
The value of Tr[g] itself was not considered important
provided it remained finite. However, with the refined
classification of insulators [6] into atomic, obstructed, or
topological, revisiting the sum rule has yielded significant
new insights [41], applicable to both insulators [42] and
narrow-gap semiconductors [43, 44].
In our notation, the sum rule takes the expression

∞∫
0

dω
σabs
µν (ω)

ω
=

πe2

ℏ
(
δµνTr[gµν ] + iϵµνλCλ

)
(14)

whose real part is the SWM sum rule with Tr[gµ] (trace
over occupied states) and the imaginary part is the Chern
number. We note that Chern number in Im[σH(ω)]
sum rule is related to Re[σH

λ (0)] as a consequence of
Kramers–Kronig relations. As emphasized in Ref.[42],
these sum rules quantify the quantum weight of insula-
tors.

B. f-Sum Rule and Effective Mass

The f -sum rule is given by the real part of the longi-
tudinal conductivity

∞∫
0

dω Re[σL,µ(ω)] =
πe2

ℏ
∑

n∈filled
m∈empty

ωmng
nm
µ (15)

and is used to define the plasma frequency ω2
p which in-

volves the total electron density and bare electron mass.
In crystalline solids, the label for each quantum states

breaks into band label m and crystal momentum label k.
As we outline in App. D, the algebra is identical except
for the additional label and integral over k. The plasma
frequency in such systems is typically a large energy scale
that includes all possible q = 0 direct inter-band transi-
tions that are allowed in Re[σL,µ].
The mass obtained from the sum rule deviates from

the bare electron mass when we use low-energy sum rules
that include transitions only between the low-energy or-
bitals. As the Hilbert space is truncated, for instance in
tight-binding models, the band mass theorem no longer
applies and the sum rule depends sensitively on wave-
functions. By requiring the low-energy plasma frequency
to be proportional to n/m, we can define an effective
mass for each filled band:

M−1
n,µ ≡

∑
m̸=n

ωmng
mn
µ , (16)

such that the sum rule is S1
L,µ =

∑
n∈filled M−1

n,µ ≡ n/m∗
g

with m∗
g being the total geometric contribution to the

effective mass. We emphasize that this is the only con-
sistent way of defining optical mass in topological insu-
lators.
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FIG. 2. Longitudinal and Hall sum rules (Sη = Sη
L + iSη

H)
for the two-dimensional Haldane Chern Insulator at half-
filling across the topological phase transition that occurs at
|mz/t2| = 3

√
3. The model includes a nearest neighbor hop-

ping t, a next nearest neighbor hopping t2 with flux ϕ = π/2,
and an inversion breaking mass mz (see App. H 2 for details).
The sum rules are normalized by their value at mz = 0. The
SWM sum rule (black) in the left panel corresponds to Tr[g]
and the Chern number C. Tr[g] diverges across the topological
phase transition. The discontinuities become more smooth or
divergent depending on the energy power η. Note that the
Hall sum rules with η ≤ −1 show an anti-symmetric diver-
gence at the phase transition.

The theory extends easily to metals that are gapless
and have a Fermi surface Drude contribution. As we
show in App. D, the existence of Fermi-surface adds an
unbounded linear-in-time contribution to the tQGT

Qµν(t) = Dµνt+Qinter
µν (t) + · · · (17)

where (· · · ) includes a time-independent piece that does
not contribute to the f -sum rule (see App. D 2 for de-
tails). The Drude weight Dµν =

∑
n,k fn,k∂

2
kϵn,k con-

tributes only to the longitudinal conductivity. It adds a
mass to the f -sum rule that is given by the band curva-
ture, m∗

ϵ . In total, we get

1

m∗ =
1

m∗
ϵ

+
1

m∗
g

(18)

such that the optical mass includes the geometric contri-
bution and Fermi surface contributions in equal footing.
It can be regarded as an effective band mass theorem for
the low-energy states. Interactions modify the sum rule,
however, within Fermi-liquid theory, the low-energy sum
rule is tied to the Luttinger invariant [61, 62].

The geometric mass plays a crucial role in flat band su-
perconductivity [18]. Without interactions, a flat band
has an infinite density of states and a vanishing Fermi
velocity. The band curvature is infinite, 1/m∗

ϵ = 0, but
the geometric mass can still be finite. If the band is fur-
ther isolated from the rest of the spectrum, the system
is insulating and the associated tQGT has bounded os-
cillations. As the system becomes superconducting with
an attractive Hubbard interaction U , the massively de-
generate flat band manifold of states reorganizes into a

lower Hubbard band with doubly occupied sites and an
upper Hubbard band with single occupancy [19]. With
no single-particle bandwidth, the attractive interaction
is the only energy scale in the problem. The low-energy
effective theory then corresponds to bosons with hopping
amplitude set by the interaction times the quantum met-
ric [35, 63].
The strength of our definition in Eq. (1) is that it is

agnostic to the ground state as long as it is gapped and
the projector is well defined. It can be easily used to
get an effective mass for the f -sum rule. As expected, it
corresponds to nb/mb where nb is the density of Cooper
pairs and mb the mass controlled by the boson hopping
amplitude which is interaction times the quantum metric,
U Tr[g]. The additional spectral weight has been verified
numerically as well [64, 65].
The imaginary part of η = 1 sum rule is also interest-

ing. It corresponds to the dichroic sum rule [66]

∞∫
0

dω Im[σH,λ(ω)] =
πe2

ℏ
∑

n∈filled
m∈empty

ωmnΩ
nm
λ (19)

and defines the bulk orbital magnetic moment of the sys-
tem. This formula can be intuitively understood from a
short time expansion of the tQGT in Eq. (1)

Qµν(t) ≈ Qµν(0) + itTr[P̂ [Ĥ, r̂µ]Q̂r̂ν ] (20)

where [Ĥ, r̂µ] ≡ iℏv̂µ is the velocity operator. The imag-
inary part of the first derivative then directly translates
to an effective angular momentum ≈ ẑ ·Tr[P̂v×Q̂r] from
which the orbital magnetic moment can be derived [46].

C. Permittivity tensor

The η = −1 sum rule is defined only for insulators as

∞∫
0

dω
σabs
µν (ω)

ω2
=

πe2

ℏ
(
χe
µδµν + iϵµνλχ

m
λ

)
(21)

where χe
µ defines the longitudinal polarizability of the

material in response to an electric field. It relates to
the longitudinal dielectric constant ϵ = 1 + χe, and the
geometric capacitance c = ϵ0χ

e [16] of an insulator. It
quantifies the inverse spring constant of the electron that
is tied to the atomic site. Here, ϵ0 is the vacuum permit-
tivity.
The Hall part of the sum rule, χm

λ , concerns imaginary
part of the Hall conductivity Im[σH(ω)] which is itself re-
lated to the real part of the dielectric function Re[ϵH(ω)].
If the integral limits were taken from −∞ to ∞, the sum
rule would evaluate to Re[ϵH(0)] (by Kramers-Kronig re-
lation) and vanish identically. The sum rule survives be-
cause the limits are from 0 to ∞. Now since it is no
longer a Kramers-Kronig relation, the sum rule does not
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correspond to an obvious zero-frequency property, simi-
lar to quantum metric Tr[g] and magnetic moment µλ.
Intuitively, Im[ϵH(ω)] characterises absorption of circu-
larly polarized light and appears in dichroic responses.
Therefore, χm

λ is expected to captures the response of
the electronic state to external fields of different polariza-
tion. Presumably it acts as a torsional constant, however,
a precise definition is lacking.

D. Exact Bounds on Sum Rules

As we have emphasized in the previous section, differ-
ent sum rules probe different instantaneous properties of
the material. These properties are independent but have
certain constraints which we now outline. Focusing on
the longitudinal sum rule

Sη
L,µ =

∞∫
0

dω
Re[σL,µ(ω)]

ω1−η
(22)

we find a series of exact bounds

Sm+n
L,µ ≤

√
S2m
L,µ S2n

L,µ (23)

where m,n are arbitrary real numbers (see App. G for
details). These bounds rely on the positive semi-definite
property of Re[σL,µ] [67] and hence do not work for the
imaginary parts. We also note that Landau levels triv-
ially saturate the inequality. As seen in Eq. (9), all prop-
erties of Landau levels are one and the same upto factors
of ωc.

The bound is most insightful for m = −n = −1/2

where it yields S0
L,µ ≤

√
S1
L,µ S−1

L,µ. In terms of mate-

rial properties, it implies a universal inequality between
quantum geometry, electric susceptibility and plasma fre-
quency

Tr[g] ≤ ωp

√
χe. (24)

The plasma frequency as written includes the bare mass
of the electron and total density. It is a large number
which can be modified, as outlined in the previous sec-
tion, to get a tighter bound using a low-energy tight-
binding description. However, we emphasize that all sum
rules should be defined consistently following the same
tQGT. In other words, they should all agree on the def-
inition of the projector P̂ and Q̂. This is important for
computing bounds on a topological gap for instance [41].

Various sum rules are shown in Fig. 2 for the Haldane
model of Chern insulator at half-filling across the topo-
logical transition. Interestingly, the Hall sum rules for
η ≤ −1 exhibit an anti-symmetric divergence near the
transition.
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FIG. 3. Transfer of Spectral Weight to higher frequencies in
the Lieb lattice model that interpolates to the square lattice
with parameter tp/t. At tp = t, the square lattice has no ge-
ometric contribution and follows a Drude-like behavior. The
inter-band transitions increase ss tp is reduced. Finally, at
tp = 0, one of the orbital factors out and the resulting Lieb
lattice has a vanishing Drude weight. The optical conductiv-
ity, on the other hand, has a non-zero interband contribution
coming from the minimal inter-band conductivity of a Dirac
cone [68].

IV. INDUCING DYNAMICS IN TQGT

Two systems with identical spectrum can react differ-
ently to interactions due to difference in the wavefunc-
tions. This variation is rooted in form factors that appear
in projected interactions and can significantly influence
the ground state of the system. In our language, this fact
is imprinted in the bounded oscillations of Q(t). Under-
standing the origins of these oscillations, assessing their
relevance, and determining when they might be negligible
are some of the essential questions, particularly impor-
tant in the context of moiré materials where flat bands
emerge from an assembly of thousands of atoms [69]. In
such materials, the nuanced effects of wavefunctions are
expected to critically influence the correlated phenomena
[70].
Let us investigate this effect in a simple toy model,

where we illustrate the appearence of quantum geometry
and oscillations in Q(t) with a single tuning parameter.
We use a tight-binding model that interpolates between
the Lieb lattice, which has a flat band, to the single band
square lattice, which has no band geometry, by tuning
tp/t (see App. H 3 for details). Here t is the hopping
amplitude between nearest neighbors and tp connects the
plaquette orbital to the rest of the lattice, see Fig.3.
Initially, at tp = t, the Hamiltonian is simply an

electron in a square lattice at half filling and therefore
exhibits metallic behavior. It is characterized by a fi-
nite Drude peak (σ(ω) ∝ Dδ(ω)) and a corresponding
Q(t) ∝ iDt leading to a pronounced peak at ω = 0
in dynamical conductivity. As tp/t decreases, the pla-
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quette orbital becomes more isolated, causing a reduc-
tion in the Drude weight. This transition culminates in
the formation of a Lieb lattice with a completely flat
band at tp = 0 as observed in the dynamical conduc-
tivity Re[σ(ω)] (Fig.3), where a shift of spectral weight
towards higher frequencies accompanies the diminishing
Drude weight. However, this redistribution of spectral
weight only marginally affects the f -sum rule. In essence,
the geometric frustration decreases the band curvature
1/mϵ and at the same time increases the geometric con-
tribution 1/mg. The geometric contribution to the mass
implies that there is an additional spectral weight that
can flow back to zero frequency upon the inclusion of a
local perturbation, for example, a local interaction, U . In
sum, the flat band in the Lieb lattice is more susceptible
to spectral weight transfer than a conventional flat band.
A trivial atomic insulator will not feature this spectral
weight transfer with interactions. The enhanced suscep-
tibility in principle can extend to the flat band in moire
materials which are also born out of geometric frustration
with thousands of atoms.

V. DISCUSSION

The time-dependent Quantum Geometric Tensor offers
a consistent, basis-independent framework for defining
geometric properties that arise within linear response of
gapped quantum systems. The real and imaginary parts
of its instantaneous (t = 0) value determine the quantum
metric and the Chern number, respectively. Through

various time derivatives, the tQGT enables a consistent
definition of optical mass, orbital moment, and dielectric
constants of insulators, among other quantities left to
explore.
In the time domain, the tQGT exhibits bounded os-

cillations that correspond to zero point motion of bound
electrons, which is important for properly characterizing
insulators. Such oscillations are often overlooked in low-
energy tight-binding models that are formulated based
on ab-initio band structures. Nonetheless, these oscilla-
tions may become significant whenever there is a discrep-
ancy between low-energy and local basis. This scenario
is common not only in topological insulators but also in
geometrically frustrated lattices and possibly moire su-
perlattices [71–73], where the spectral weight flows to
higher frequencies and shows a tendency to revert upon
incorporating interactions [18, 63, 74, 75].
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Appendix A: Kubo Formula for Conductivity in Gapped Quantum Systems

We consider a generic many-body Hamiltonian H in the presence of a uniform vector potential A with q = 0 and
ω ̸= 0. Upon expanding the Hamiltonian around A = 0, we find the paramagnetic and diamagnetic current operators:

jµ = − δH
δAµ

= jp,µ +Aνjd,µν (A1)

and use linear response theory to arrive at the Kubo formula for conductivity in the exact many-body basis

σµν(ω) =
1

iω

(
⟨jd,µν⟩ − χjp,µ,jp,ν (ω)

)
(A2)

where ⟨jd,µν⟩ is the diamagnetic response and χjp,µ,jp,ν (ω) is the current-current correlator. We then use the idea
that the charge stiffness of the system is defined as

Dµν = ⟨jd,µν⟩ − Re[χjp,µ,jp,ν (ω = 0)] (A3)

to arrive at

σµν(ω) =
1

iω

(
Dµν +Re[χjµp ,jνp

(ω = 0)]− χjµp ,jνp
(ω)
)
=

iDµν

ω
− i

e2

ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fnmωnmr̂nmµ r̂mn
ν

1

ω − ωmn
(A4)

where we have used an equivalent representation of the current operator in terms of position operators

jµ =
e

iℏ
[H, r̂µ], jmn

µ = ωmnr̂
nm
µ , m ̸= n (A5)

where jmn
µ = ⟨um|ĵ|un⟩ are the matrix elements of the current operator in the many-body basis.

We next note that Dµν vanishes for gapped quantum systems that have number conservation symmetry [60]. This
allows us to write the conductivity as

σµν(ω) = −i
e2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fnmωnmr̂nmµ r̂mn
ν

1

ω − ωmn
(A6)

where fn is the occupation of energy ωn and

fnm ≡ fn − fm, ωmn ≡ ωm − ωn, r̂nmµ ≡ ⟨un|r̂µ|um⟩. (A7)

We emphasize that the Eq. (A6) is formally true even with interactions and disorder. The advantage of using position
matrix elements instead of current will become clear when we split the position vectors into symmetric and anti-
symmetric parts

r̂nmµ r̂mn
ν = gnmµν +

i

2
Ωnm

µν (A8)

with

gnmµν =
1

2
(r̂nmµ r̂mn

ν + r̂nmν r̂mn
µ ), iΩnm

µν = r̂nmµ r̂mn
ν − r̂nmν r̂mn

µ . (A9)
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Note that g is symmetric under µ ↔ ν as well as n ↔ m while Ω is anti-symmetric for both. The notation is chosen
this way since the matrix elements add up to the quantum metric and Berry curvature for a given state:

gnµν =
∑
m ̸=n

gnmµν , Ωn
µν =

∑
m ̸=n

Ωnm
µν . (A10)

This decomposition allows a succinct representation of conductivity that explicitly shows the quantum geometric
content that is usually hidden in the position operators

σµν(ω) = −i
e2

ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fnmωnm(gnmµν + iΩnm
µν /2)

1

ω − ωmn
. (A11)

We note that although quantum geometry makes an appearance in the Kubo formula, extracting a precise observable
that tracks it is quite complicated.

1. Dissipative and Reactive Components in Insulators

We use the standard Sokhotski–Plemelj theorem to write

1

ω − ωmn
= P

[
1

ω − ωmn

]
− iπδ(ω − ωmn), (A12)

where P denotes the Cauchy principle value. As a reminder, note that this decomposition is done in the exact many-
body basis which already includes effects of interactions and disorder. We next rewrite conductivity in Eq. (A11)
as

σµν(ω) = −i
e2

ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fnmωnm (gnmµν + iΩnm
µν /2)

(
P
[

1

ω − ωmn

]
− iπδ(ω − ωmn)

)
(A13)

whose real and imaginary parts are

Re[σµν(ω)] =
e2

2ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fnmωmn

(
2πgnmµν δ(ω − ωmn)− Ωnm

µν P
[

1

ω − ωmn

])
(A14a)

Im[σµν(ω)] =
e2

2ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fnmωmn

(
πΩnm

µν δ(ω − ωmn)− 2gnmµν P
[

1

ω − ωmn

])
. (A14b)

The real and imaginary parts of conductivity have both dissipative (with δ(x) functions) and reactive (with principle
value) components. While our main focus is on the disspative part and their corresponding sum rules, it is beneficial
to note that the reactive part yields the well known TKNN formula. In the dc limit, ω = 0, we get

Re[σµν(0)] =
e2

ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fnmΩmn
µν /2 =

e2

2ℏ
ϵµνC, Im[σµν(0)] =

e2

2ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fnmgmn
µν = 0 (A15)

where C is the Chern number and ϵµν is the Levi-Civita tensor. This is the TKNN formula for Hall conductivity
σH = σxy − σyx = (e2/ℏ)C [1]. It is the first instance where quantum geometry directly leads to an observable in
conductivity without making any assumptions about band energies.

Appendix B: Conductivity in time domain

Intuitively, conductivity arises from the motion of charges. Since charges are frozen in insulators, the naive expec-
tation is that insulators will have trivial dynamics. It is however interesting to analyze the motion from a perspective
of quantum geometry. The conductivity in the time domain is merely a Fourier transform of Eq. (A11)

σµν(t) =

∞∫
−∞

dω eiωt σµν(ω) =
2πe2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fnmωnm (gnmµν + iΩnm
µν /2)

 ∞∫
−∞

dω

2πi

eiωt

ω − ωmn

 (B1)

=
2πe2

ℏ
Θ(t)

∑
m ̸=n

fnmωnm (gnmµν + iΩnm
µν /2)eiωmnt (B2)
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which we can further simplify as

σµν(t) =
2πe2

ℏ
Θ(t)

∑
m ̸=n

fnmωnm

[
gnmµν cos(ωmnt)− Ωnm

µν sin(ωmnt)/2
]

(B3)

so that it is explicit that σµν(t) is a real number. The equation has a consistent structure with symmetric part gmn

appearing with symmetric cos(ωmnt) and vice versa. We can make an attempt to extract the band resolved quantum
geometry

σµν(t) =
2πe2

ℏ
Θ(t)

∑
n

fn

∑
m ̸=n

ωnm

[
gnmµν cos(ωmnt)− Ωnm

µν sin(ωmnt)/2
] (B4)

but the term inside the bracket is off by a factor of ωmn, in comparison to the definition of quantum metric and Berry
curvature in Eq. (A10). This motivates us to endow time-dependence to quantum geometry that may potentially
induce factors of ωmn. We will explore this in the next section.

Appendix C: Time Dependent Quantum Geometric Tensor

We introduce the time-dependent quantum geometric tensor as a quantity of interest in its own right. The off-
diagonal dipole operator, Dµ(t) = Q̂r̂µ(t)P̂ causes transitions between the occupied states (described by P̂ ) and

unoccupied states (described by Q̂), and D†
µ(t) does the inverse. The time-dependent Quantum Geometric Tensor

(tQGT) is defined as the correlation function

Qµν(t− t′) =
〈
D†

µ(t)Dν(t
′)
〉
=
〈
P̂ r̂µ(t)Q̂r̂ν(0)

〉
(C1)

where we can use the fact that thermal expectation values are taken with
〈
Ô
〉
= Tr[ρ̂Ô] where ρ̂ is the density matrix

that is diagonal in the eigenstate representation. We get

Qµν(t− t′) =
∑
m̸=n

fn(1− fm)eiωmnt r̂nmµ r̂mn
ν (C2)

where {fn} are the thermal occupation factors. As noted in the main text, tQGT describes correlation between
dipole moments mediated entirely via virtual states. The correlation function is inherently quantum in nature and
will vanish identically for classical systems at zero temperature. We next use the decomposition of position operators
from Eq. (A8) to write it as

Qµν(t) =
∑
m ̸=n

fn(1− fm)eiωmnt (gmn
µν + iΩmn

µν /2). (C3)

The tensor has several interesting properties. At t = 0, it is equal to the quantum geometric tensor whose real and
imaginary parts are the quantum metric and Berry curvature

Qµν(t = 0) =

∑
m̸=n

fn(1− fm) gmn
µν

+
i

2

∑
m ̸=n

fn(1− fm)Ωmn
µν

 . (C4)

Note that the quantum metric of the filled states is not the sum of individual quantum metrics for each state. It is
not additive [76], unlike the Chern number.

At finite t, the presence of complimentary projector Q̂ in Eq. (C2) destroys the Hermiticity with Qµν(t)
† = Qνµ(−t).

However, we can always split it into Hermitian and anti-Hermitian components

Qµν(t) =
1

2
(Qµν(t) +Qνµ(−t)) +

1

2
(Qµν(t)−Qνµ(−t)) ≡ Qs

µν(t)−
i

2
Qas

µν(t) (C5)

which introduces Hermitian tensors

Qs
µν(t) =

∑
m ̸=n

fn(1− fm)
[
cos(ωmnt)g

mn
µν − sin(ωmnt)Ω

mn
µν /2

]
(C6)

Qas
µν(t) =

∑
m ̸=n

fn(1− fm)
[
2 sin(ωmnt)g

mn
µν + cos(ωmnt)Ω

mn
µν

]
. (C7)



12

These quantities oscillate between quantum geometry and Berry curvature. More importantly, they reformulate the
zero point dynamics of charge to the presence of quantum metric and Berry curvature.

Returning to our goal of making connections with conductivity, we note that Qas
µν can be rewritten as

Qas
µν(t) = 2

∑
m ̸=n

fnm
[
sin(ωmnt)g

mn
µν + cos(ωmnt)Ω

mn
µν /2

]
(C8)

so that upon taking a time derivative

∂tQas
µν(t) = 2

∑
m ̸=n

fnmωmn

[
cos(ωmnt)g

mn
µν − sin(ωmnt)Ω

mn
µν /2

]
(C9)

we get an expression that is identical to conductivity in the time domain in Eq. (B3). This leads us to the exact
relation

σµν(t) =
πe2

ℏ
Θ(t) ∂tQas

µν(t). (C10)

Appendix D: Time Dependent Quantum Geometry in Crystalline solids

In this section, we evaluate tQGT for crystalline solids that have eigenstates that are resolved into band n and
crystal momentum k defined in the Brillouin Zone (BZ). We begin with the projectors that are given by

P̂ =

∫
BZ

dk
∑
n

fn,k|un,k⟩⟨un,k|, Q̂ =

∫
BZ

dk′
∑
m

(1− fm,k′)|um,k′⟩⟨um,k′ | (D1)

where fn,k is the Fermi occupation factor and {|um,k′⟩} are the cell-periodic parts of the Bloch wavefunctions. Putting
it all together in Eq. (C2), we get

Qµν(t) =

∫
BZ

dkdk′
∑
m,n

fn,k(1− fm,k′) ⟨un,k|r̂µ|um,k′⟩⟨um,k′ |r̂ν |un,k⟩ ei(ωm,k′−ωn,k)t (D2)

where the matrix elements of the position operator have a definite structure [77, 78]

⟨un,k|r̂µ|um,k′⟩ = δmn

(
− ℏδ(k− k′)⟨un,k|i∂µum,k′⟩+ iℏ∂µδ(k− k′)

)
+ (1− δmn)δ(k− k′)⟨un,k|i∂µum,k′⟩. (D3)

that leads to three different terms in tQGT

Qµν(t) = Qinter
µν (t) +Qintra

µν (t) + Q̃intra
µν (D4)

with the superscripts “inter” referring to inter-band, “intra” with a tilde referring to gauge dependent intra-band,
and “intra” referring to gauge independent intra-band terms.

1. Inter-Band Contribution

Inter-band position matrix elements have a delta function in momentum that makes ⟨un,k|i∂µum,k⟩ momentum
diagonal and we get

Qinter
µν (t) =

∫
BZ

∑
m ̸=n

dkfn,k(1− fm,k) ⟨un,k|i∂µum,k⟩⟨um,k|i∂νun,k⟩ eiωmn,kt (D5)

which is identical to Eq. (C3), with the additional label and integral over k.



13

2. Intra-Band Contribution

We identify the diagonal matrix element ⟨um,k|i∂µum,k⟩ ≡ Aµ
m(k) as the Berry connection. The gauge-dependent

part of the tQGT can now be easily inferred

Q̃intra
µν (t) = −ℏ

∫
BZ

dk
∑
m

fm,k(1− fm,k)Aµ
m(k)Aν

m(k). (D6)

Note that the contribution is time-independent and is symmetric in µ, ν. It drops out of the anti-symmetric part of
tQGT and does not appear in any observable.

The other intra-band component of tQGT maps to a Fermi-surface contribution. To see that, we use the alternate
expression of the position operator in terms of the current operator

⟨um,k′ |r̂ν |um,k⟩ =
⟨um,k′ |Ĵν |um,k⟩
ωm,k − ωm,k′

, k ̸= k′. (D7)

in one of the position operators in Eq. (C2) to get

Qintra
µν (t) = iℏ

∫
BZ

dkdk′
∑
m

fm,k(1− fm,k′)
(
∂µδ(k− k′)

) ⟨um,k′ |Ĵν |um,k⟩
ωm,k − ωm,k′

eiωm,k′,kt. (D8)

where ωm,k′,k ≡ ωm,k′ − ωm,k′ . We find it convenient to rewrite the expression as

Qintra
µν (t) = i

∫
BZ

dkdk′
∑
m

fm,k − fm,k′

ωm,k − ωm,k′
∂µδ(k− k′)

(
⟨um,k′ |Ĵν |um,k⟩ eiωm,k′,kt − ⟨um,k|Ĵν |um,k′⟩ e−iωm,k′,kt

)
. (D9)

The next step is to use integration by parts in the delta function∫
dx ∂µδ(x− x0) f(x) = −

∫
dx δ(x− x0) ∂µf(x) = −∂µf(x0). (D10)

The trick here is to note that the term inside the big bracket in Eq. (D9) vanishes when k = k′ Hence, the only term
that survives after the integration by parts is one that has derivatives of the phases e−iωm,k′,kt. With this insight, we
get

Qintra
µν (t) = i

∑
m

(
lim
k→k′

fm,k − fm,k′

ωm,k − ωm,k′

)
⟨um,k|Ĵν |um,k⟩

(
∂µe

i(ωm,k′−ωm,k)t − ∂µe
−i(ωm,k′−ωm,k)t

)
k=k′

(D11a)

= t
∑
m

(
−∂f

∂ω

)
ω=ωm,k

∂νωm,k ∂µωm,k ≡ Dµνt (D11b)

where we have defined Drude weight Dµν as

Dµν =
∑
m

(
−∂f

∂ω

)
ω=ωm,k

∂νωm,k ∂µωm,k ∝ N(0)⟨v2F ⟩FS (D12)

where N(0) is the density of states at the Fermi level and vF is the Fermi velocity averaged ⟨·⟩ over the Fermi surface.

3. Relation to Conductivity and Drude peak

With all three terms in place, the tQGT is

Qµν(t) =

∫
BZ

∑
m ̸=n

fn,k(1− fm,k) r̂
nm
µ r̂mn

ν eiωmn,kt +Dµνt− ℏ
∫
BZ

∑
m

fm,k(1− fm,k)Aµ
m(k)Aν

m(k) (D13)

As we showed earlier, conductivity is related to the anti-symmetric part

Qas
µν(t) = i(Qµν(t)−Qνµ(−t)) = iDµνt+

∫
BZ

∑
m ̸=n

fn,k(1−fm,k)
[
sin(ωmn,kt)g

mn
µν (k)+cos(ωmn,kt)Ω

mn
µν (k)/2

]
(D14)
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and in particular, conductivity is given by

σµν(t) =
2πe2

ℏ
Θ(t)∂tQas

µν (D15)

=
2πe2

ℏ
Θ(t)

2iDµν +

∫
BZ

∑
m ̸=n

fn,k(1− fm,k)ωmn,k

[
cos(ωmn,kt)g

mn
µν (k)− sin(ωmn,kt)Ω

mn
µν (k)/2

](D16)

which is identical to the expression for gapped systems, except for the Fermi-surface term, Dµν , and the inclusion of
the momentum label k.

Appendix E: Conductivity in Axial Vector Notation

The discussion so far has been very general and most equations have been written down for arbitrary spatial
directions µ, ν. In the upocoming sections, we will use dissipative parts of conductivity which require specific spatial
directions. We begin by splitting conductivity into symmetric and anti-symmetric parts

σµν(ω) =
1

2
(σµν(ω) + σνµ(ω)) +

(
1

2
(σµν(ω)− σνµ(ω))

)
(E1)

and then define the axial vectors σL and σH to absorb the two

σµν(ω) = δµνσL,µ(ω) + ϵµνλσH,λ(ω). (E2)

In 3D, there are three components to σL (for x, y, z) and three σH (for xy, yz, xz), whereas in 2D, there are two

components in σL but only one in σH (xy). In the case of an applied magnetic field, λ̂ is along the direction of the
magnetic field.

We now introduce the absorptive part of conductivity

σabs =
1

2
(σµν + σ∗

νµ) =
1

2
(δµνσL,µ(ω) + ϵµνλσH,λ(ω) + δµνσ

∗
L,µ(ω)− ϵµνλσ

∗
H,λ(ω)) (E3a)

= δµν
1

2
(σL,µ(ω) + σ∗

L,µ(ω) + ϵµνλ
1

2
(σH,λ(ω)− σ∗

L,λ(ω) (E3b)

= δµνRe[σL,µ(ω)] + iϵµνλIm[σH,λ(ω)] (E3c)

which will eventually give rise to sum rules.
Lastly, we introduce axial vectors for position matrix elements

gnmµν = gnmµ δµν , Ωnm
µν = 2ϵµνλΩ

nm
λ (E4)

to facilitate the discussion on sum rules of dissipative response functions in the upcoming sections.

Appendix F: tQGT and Sum Rules of Dissipative Response

We begin by considering the absorptive part of conductivity

σabs = δµνRe[σL,µ(ω)] + iϵµνλIm[σH,λ(ω)] =
πe2

ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fnmωmn (gmn
µ δµν + iϵµνλΩ

mn
λ ) δ(ω − ωmn). (F1)

and the generalized sum rules

Sη
µν =

∞∫
0

dω
σabs
µν (ω)]

ω1−η
=

πe2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fnmωmn (gmn
µ δµν + iϵµνλΩ

mn
λ )

 ∞∫
0

dω
δ(ω − ωmn)

ω1−η

 (F2)

where the frequency integral is given by Θ(ωmn)/2ω
1−η
mn . The Θ function enters because the limits of the integral only

access the positive peaks. The resulting sum rule is

Sη
µν =

πe2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fnmωη
mn (gmn

µ δµν + iϵµνλΩ
mn
λ ) Θ(ωmn). (F3)
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To link this sum rule with the quantum geometric tensor, we refine the expression by writing the occupation factor
fnm as fnm = fn(1 − fm) − fm(1 − fn). We then split the sum into two parts and swap m ↔ n in the second sum.
After combining the two we get

πe2

ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fn(1− fm)ωη
mn

(
(gmn

µ δµν + iϵµνλΩ
mn
λ )Θ(ωmn)− (−1)η(gmn

µ δµν + iϵµνλΩ
mn
λ ) Θ(−ωmn)

)
(F4)

which is best expressed in longitudinal and Hall parts separately

Sη
L,µ =

πe2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fn(1− fm)ωη
mng

mn
µ

(
Θ(ωmn)− (−1)ηΘ(−ωmn)

)
(F5a)

Sη
H,λ =

πe2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fn(1− fm)ωη
mnΩ

mn
λ

(
Θ(ωmn) + (−1)ηΘ(−ωmn)

)
. (F5b)

The Θ(ωmn) factors select only half of the resonances. This is crucial for sum rules whose integrand is odd in
frequency, which would otherwise cancel if integrated over the full −∞ to ∞ range. Taking advantage of the gapped
spectrum, at T = 0, with fn = 1 for filled states and 0 otherwise, we naturally obtain positive ωmn. This action
forbids us from using m ↔ n tricks in the future but simplifies the sum rule to the concise expression

Sη
L,µ =

πe2

ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fn(1− fm)ωη
mng

mn
µ , Sη

H,λ =
πe2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fn(1− fm)ωη
mnΩ

mn
λ , (F6)

which we will now relate to the geometric tensor. We first need to extend the L and H terminology to the geometric
tensor. We define

Qµν(t) =
∑
m̸=n

fn(1− fm)eiωmnt (gmn
µ δµν + ϵµνλΩ

mn
λ ) (F7)

to finally arrive at

Sη
L/H,µ =

πe2

ℏ

[
(−i∂̂t)

ηQL/H,µ(t)
]
t=0

(F8)

which explicitly shows that the time-dependent quantum geometric tensor is a generating function for all sum rules.

1. η = 0 SWM Sum Rule

We begin with the simplest observation that η = 0 recovers the SWM sum rule

S0
L,µ =

∞∫
0

dω
Re[σL,µ(ω)]

ω
=

πe2

ℏ
Tr[gµ], S0

H,λ =

∞∫
0

dω
Re[σH,λ(ω)]

ω
=

πe2

ℏ
Cλ, (F9)

where Tr[gµ] is the quantum metric and Cλ is the Chern number of the occupied bands. Remarkably, the negative
moment can extract the quantum geometry of the system.

2. η = 1 f-Sum Rule

The η = 1 sum rule defines two distinct physical quantities: optical mass from longitudinal and magnetic moment
from Hall.

• Longitudinal sum rule defines optical mass

∞∫
0

dω Re[σL,µ(ω)] =
πe2

ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fn(1− fm)ωmng
mn
µ (F10)
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where we can further use the fact that ωmngmn is anti-symmetric in m ↔ n to get

∞∫
0

dω Re[σL,µ(ω)] =
πe2

ℏ
∑
n

fn

∑
m ̸=n

ωmng
mn
µ

 (F11)

where the quantity in brackets defines an effective mass for the a band

[M−1
n ]µ =

∑
m ̸=n

ωmng
mn
µ (F12)

going with analogy that the f -sum rule gives the plasma frequency that takes the form n/m∗ with some effective
mass m∗. Here we are finding that m∗ is indeed related to the quantum geometry. Moreover, the mass can
be resolved for each band n and momenta k. Lastly, we note that in metals, the Fermi-surface modifies the
effective mass with the band curvature as we saw already in sec. D 2. The additional contribution is the Drude
piece

Dµν =

∫
BZ

dk
∑
m

(
−∂f

∂ω

)
ω=ωm,k

∂νωm,k ∂µωm,k =

∫
BZ

dk
∑
m

fm,k∂
2
µνϵm,k (F13)

which gives the full sum rule
∞∫
0

dω Re[σL,µ(ω)] =
πe2

ℏ

∫
BZ

dk
∑
m

fm,k

(
∂2
µϵm,k + [M−1

m (k)]µ
)

(F14)

which was used in ref. [49] to get upper bounds on superfluid stiffness in multi-band systems.

• Hall sum rule defines magnetic moment
∞∫
0

dω Im[σH,λ(ω)] =
πe2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fn(1− fm)ωmnΩ
mn
λ (F15)

where

µλ =
∑

n∈filled
m∈empty

ωmnΩ
mn
λ (F16)

is defined to be the net orbital magnetic moment of the filled bands (see eq. (12) in Ref. [46]).

3. η = −1 Dielectric Permittivity

The longitudinal response

∞∫
0

dω
Re[σL,µ(ω)]

ω2
=

πe2

ℏ
∑
m ̸=n

fn(1− fm)
gmn
µ

ωmn
=

πe2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fn

∑
m ̸=n

gmn
µ

ωmn

 (F17)

defines the electric susceptibility of the nth band as

χe,n
µ =

∑
n∈filled
m∈empty

gmn
µ

ωmn
(F18)

related to the capacitance by the vacuum permittivity ce,nµ = ϵ0χ
e,n
µ . Similarly, the Hall response is obtained by the

nonreciprocal part of the sum rule, only present if time-reversal symmetry is broken
∞∫
0

dω
Im[σH,λ(ω)]

ω2
=

πe2

ℏ
∑
m̸=n

fn(1− fm)
Ωmn

λ

ωmn
(F19)

defines the quantity

χλ
m =

∑
n∈filled
m∈empty

Ωmn
λ

ωmn
. (F20)
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Appendix G: Bounds on Sum Rules

Following ref. [67], we consider a function of generalized sum rules of longitudinal conductivity (which is positive
definite)

h(β) =

∞∫
0

Re[σL,µ(ω)]

ω
(ωm + βωn)2 (G1)

which can be written as

h(β) = S2m + 2βSm+n + β2S2n (G2)

where we have used the shorthand Sm = Sm
L,µ for the longitudinal sum rule. Since Re[σL,µ(ω)] ≥ 0, and the limits

of the integral are from 0 to ∞, the function h is positive semi-definite. It implies that the minimum of h is positive
semi-definite as well. Finding the minima gives the condition

h′(β∗) = 0, β∗ = −Sm+n

S2n
, h(β∗) = S2m − S2

m+n

S2n
≥ 0 (G3)

and hence we get the relation

S2
m+n ≤ S2mS2n (G4)

which is valid for any m,n ∈ R.

Appendix H: Tight-Binding Models

For completeness, we enumerate the details of various tight-binding models used in the main text.

1. Honeycomb Lattice with Inversion Breaking Mass Term

We consider a honeycomb lattice with two inequivalent sites A and B. With one orbital at each site, the lattice is
described by the lattice vectors and basis

a1 = (
√
3/2, 1/2), a2 = (

√
3/2,−1/2), τ =

1

3
(a1 + a2) (H1)

with τA = 0 and τB = τ . The Bloch Hamiltonian for nearest neighbor hopping and inversion breaking mass is given
by

H =

∫
BZ

dk
(
c†A,k c†B,k

)(
mz γ(k)

γ(k)∗ −mz

)(
cA,k

cB,k

)
(H2)

where

γ(k) =

3∑
j=1

eik·δj , δj = Rz(2πj/3)τ . (H3)

Rz(θ) here denotes a rotation matrix about the ẑ axis by angle θ. The resulting band structure has two bands with
the minimum gap given by ℏωg = 2mz.

2. Haldane Model for Chern Insulator

Haldane model includes both nearest neighbor hopping and inversion breaking mass as described in the previous
section, in addition to a next-nearest neighbor hopping with a flux [79]. The Bloch Hamiltonian is given by

H =

∫
BZ

dk
(
c†A,k c†B,k

)(
mz + t2Γ(ϕ,k) tγ(k)

tγ(k)∗ −mz + t2Γ(−ϕ,k)

)(
cA,k

cB,k

)
(H4)
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where

Γ(ϕ,k) = 2

3∑
j=1

cos(k ·Aj + ϕ), Aj = Rz(2πj/3)a1. (H5)

The model has two bands with gap mz ± 3
√
3t2 sin(ϕ) at the two valleys ±K. The system undergoes a topological

phase transition at mz = 3
√
3t2 sin(ϕ). For ϕ = π/2, this corresponds to mz ≈ 5.2t2.

3. Lieb Lattice to Square Lattice Model

We consider a four-orbital tight-binding model with lattice vectors

a1 = (1, 0), a2 = (0, 1), τA = 0, τB = a1/2, τC = a2/2, τD = a1/2 + a2/2 (H6)

given by the Bloch Hamiltonian

H =

∫
BZ

dk
(
c†A,k c†B,k c†C,k c†D,k

) 0 tgx tgy 0
tgx 0 0 tpgy
tgy 0 0 tpgx
0 tpgy tpgx 0



cA,k

cB,k

cC,k

cD,k

 (H7)

where the function g is defined as

gx = −2 cos(k · a1/2), gy = −2 cos(k · a2/2). (H8)

When tp = t, the model is identical to a square lattice, expressed in a larger unit cell. With tp = 0, the D orbital
factors out and the resulting lattice is the Lieb lattice with an exact flat band at zero energy.
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