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Motivated by recent experiments on twisted van der Waals materials, we perform an analytical and numerical
study of the effects of strong on-site and short-range interactions in fractionally filled ideal Chern bands. We
uncover an extensive non-trivial ground state manifold within the band filling range 0 < v < 1 and introduce
a general principle, the “three-rule”, for combining flatband wave functions, which governs their zero-energy
property on the torus geometry. Based on the structure of these wave functions, we develop a variational
approach that reveals distinct phases under different perturbations: metallic behavior emerges from a finite
dispersion, and superconductivity is induced by attractive Cooper channel interactions. Our approach, not reliant
on the commonly applied mean-field approximations, provides an analytical expression for the macroscopic
wave function of the off-diagonal long-range order correlator, attributing pairing susceptibility to the set of
non-trivial zero-energy ground state wave functions. Extending to finite screening lengths and beyond the
ideal limit using exact diagonalization simulations, we demonstrate the peculiar structure in the many-body
wave function’s coefficients to be imprinted in the low-energy spectrum of the topologically ordered Halperin
spin-singlet state. Our findings also make connections to frustration-free models of non-commuting projector
Hamiltonians, potentially aiding the future construction of exact ground states for various fractional fillings.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological flatbands with finite Berry curvature have
emerged as a fascinating playground for strongly correlated
quantum many-body physics [1-3]. The interplay of non-
trivial quantum geometry and strong interactions facilitated
by the quenched kinetic energy of the electrons paves the way
for a plethora of interesting many-body phenomena. How-
ever, the inherently correlated nature of the problem compli-
cates the analysis of ground state wave functions, such that
our understanding of their general structure remains incom-
plete. The development of model Hamiltonians entirely made
of sums of projector operators historically provided impor-
tant insights into the structure of otherwise largely inacces-
sible many-body wave functions. Of particular interest are so
called frustration-free models, where the ground state is a si-
multaneous ground state of each and every individual projec-
tor, making it an eigenstate of eigenvalue zero of the Hamil-
tonian. This class of Hamiltonians is comprised of compara-
tively simple models such as the paradigmatic toric code and
Levin-Wen models [4, 5], where all projectors commute, but
also non-commuting ones such as the Rokhsar-Kivelson and
AKLT models [6-8]. In this work, we will explore how the
ideal quantum geometry of certain flat Chern bands subject to
on-site interactions leads to a projector structure of the latter
type. This will inherently constrain the ground state selec-
tion in systems with spinful flatbands such as twisted bilayer
graphene and related moiré superlattices [9-12].

A C = 1 ideal flatband is an exactly flat Bloch band with
Chern number unity whose quantum geometric tensor exhibits
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FIG. 1. Interacting many-body spectrum and zero-degeneracy.
Eigenvalues (individual symbols) of H and zero-energy degeneracy
Ny (dotted lines) in the singlet sector with vanishing center of mass
momentum of the CTBG model with on-site interaction as a function
of band filling v for multiple system sizes N. Ny is finite for all
0 < v < 1, with a maximum likely in the vicinity of v = 1/2
and appears to grow exponentially with system size. Note that the
dimension of the Hilbert space itself grows until v = 1. States in the
zero-energy manifold are separated by a pronounced gap to excited
states at &/ > 0. There is no singlet with zero energy at v = 1.

a peculiar structure in its real and imaginary parts. The Berry
curvature is generally not homogeneous, but necessarily pos-
itive definite and, moreover, it is bound to fluctuate in sync
with the Fubini-Study metric. These properties were found to
be related to the notion of vortexability [13, 14] and to inher-
ently constrain the band wave functions to have the form [15—
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17]
wk,a(r) = NkBa(T')(I)k(T‘), (D

where B, (7) is a model- and purely r-dependent function that
is periodic on the lattice up to a phase, a denotes internal
indices of the wave function such as sublattice or layer, Ny
is a normalization factor and ®g(r) the lowest Landau level
(LLL) wave function. In the symmetric gauge, the LLL wave
function on the torus is given by

CIJk(r) = 0'(7’ + Z‘k)eik*'refé(‘r‘2+|k‘2)’ (2)

with o(z) denoting the modified Weierstrass sigma func-
tion [18] and the unbold symbols indicate the (isotropically)
complexified real- and momentum-space coordinates (see
App. A for details).

A. Relation to twisted van der Waals materials

The chiral model for twisted bilayer graphene (CTBG)
constitutes a crucial limit of the TBG continuum model (cf.
App. F) that exhibits ideal flatbands with Chern number C =
1 and emerged as a paradigmatic model in the vast family of
moiré materials with topologically non-trivial bands. At the
magic angle, a complete suppression of the intra-sublattice
tunneling amplitude w44 (while keeping the sublattice-off-
diagonal coupling w4 p finite) results in two exactly disper-
sionless bands per spin and valley at charge neutrality that can
be shown to have ideal quantum geometry. Furthermore, the
CTBG flatband wave functions can be grouped according to
the sign of their Chern number C = =+1, labeled by a combi-
nation of valley and sublattice indices [19]. A sublattice stag-
gered potential, like it may be caused by the alignment with a
hexagonal boron nitride substrate, energetically separates the
bands in each valley — resulting in effective two-component
layer spinor wave functions. Consequently, the band wave
function ), () must be of the form Eq. (1), with o denot-
ing the moiré layer & = top/bottom. Indeed, due to the
additional intravalley inversion symmetry in this ideal model,
the spinor parts are not independent but By, () = ¢G(r) and
Bhottom () = G(—) at the first magic angle [16]. Given the
absence of a dispersive term, these flatband systems provide
a natural setting to study the effect of comparatively strong
density-density interactions in topologically non-trivial bands.
Furthermore, the apparently universal connection to Landau
levels in Eq. (1) suggests we can draw from previous insights
about quantum Hall wave functions. Crucially, however, in
contrast to the LLL case no magnetic field is required for
quenching the kinetic energy of the charge carriers. As a re-
sult, spin is no longer necessarily polarized such that interac-
tions may favor states with vanishing total spin.

Indeed, a plethora of exotic correlated phases have been re-
ported in fractionally filled moiré flatbands. Notably, spon-
taneous symmetry breaking tendencies at half-integer filling
observed in twisted mono-bilayer graphene [20] have been
identified to originate from an emergent manifold of spin-
charge-modulated topological density waves [21], which was

subsequently related to the decomposition into ideal flat-
bands [22, 23]. Similar charge ordered states at half-integer
fillings have since been found in a triple-bilayer graphene
system [24]. Furthermore, the ideal quantum geometry was
found to play a key role in the construction of fractional Chern
insulator (FCI) wave functions [13, 17, 25] — lattice analogues
of fractional quantum Hall states. These topologically ordered
states were promoted to be ground state contenders via numer-
ical exact diagonalization (ED) simulations [17, 26-35] and
have been reported to be realized in TBG at a finite magnetic
field [36] and even at zero field in rhombohedral multi-layer
graphene [37, 38] as well as MoTe, [39-42] moiré superlat-
tices. The connection to Landau levels in twisted MoTe, was
highlighted in Ref. 43 by using a variational approach, though
the exact parameters of the single-particle model and their re-
lation to the emergence of FCls is still an open question [44]
and intensively studied in density functional theory calcula-
tions [45, 46]. The importance of lattice effects was also as-
sessed in a composite fermion picture in Ref. 47. Finally, the
observation of superconductivity in graphene-based superlat-
tices [48—57] and, very recently, twisted WSe; [58, 59] also
begs the question how the formation of the superconducting
condensate is affected by the interplay of strong correlations
and close to ideal quantum geometry.

However, while providing important insights on the ground
state selection in (quasi) ideal flatbands, a detailed under-
standing of their microscopic structure remains lacking. In
this work, we take a step back by initially considering only
the effect of ultra-local on-site interactions, which typically
constitute the dominant part of the screened Coulomb inter-
action. As noted in previous works [13, 22], the position-
and momentum-separated product representation of Eq. (1)
renders the spatially antisymmetric ferromagnets to be triv-
ial zero-energy states under on-site interactions. This poses
the natural problem, whether there is a general mechanism for
an analogous annihilation of wave functions in multiplets with
lower total spin and how it would constrain the structure of the
many-body wave function.

B. Summary of main results

We address this question by focusing on the potentially
most non-trivial symmetry sector of vanishing total spin, mak-
ing several significant findings. Firstly, we identify a vast
array of singlet zero-energy ground states within the band
filling range 0 < v < 1 through ED simulations of on-
site interactions in the valley-polarized flatband of the CTBG
model (see Fig. 1). We uncover a novel principle, dubbed the
“three-rule,” which governs the relations among coefficients
in these many-body wave functions and is thus essential for
the presence of non-trivial zero-energy states. As opposed
to previous works, this mechanism is based on the functional
properties of ideal flatband wave functions, rather than purely
their product form. By developing a projector reformulation
of the ground state condition, we provide a new perspective
on ideal flatbands with short-range interactions as constrained
Hilbert (sub-)spaces. This approach links our findings to other



frustration-free models of non-commuting projector Hamilto-
nians like the AKLT and Rokhsar-Kivelson models [6—-8] and
the problem of quantum satisfiability [60-63]. Analytically
studying the interplay with perturbations in a simple subspace
incorporating the three-rule principle, a finite dispersion is
found to introduce correlated metallic behavior, with corre-
lations tied to the three-rule structure. Furthermore, attrac-
tive Cooper channel interactions can lead to superconductiv-
ity, with the non-trivial zero-energy condition on the ground
state wave functions enabling susceptibility to pairing. We
derive an analytical expression for the macroscopic pair wave
function of the off-diagonal long-range order correlator. Ex-
tending our analysis to finite screening lengths and beyond the
ideal chiral limit using large-scale ED simulations, we confirm
that the peculiar structure in the many-body wave function’s
coefficients remains evident in the low-energy spectrum of the
topologically ordered Halperin spin-singlet state.

II. ALTERNATIVE FORM OF ON-SITE INTERACTIONS
IN IDEAL FLATBANDS

We consider ideal flatband fermions with spin S = 1/2
subject to a density-density interaction. The canonical SU(2)-
symmetric band-projected Hamiltonian for such a system is
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with cse) denoting the fermionic annihilation (creation) oper-
ator of momentum k in the Brillouin zone (BZ) and spin o.
Restricting to on-site interactions, U(r — r’) = §(r — 7/),
leads to particularly simple matrix elements in ideal flatbands
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6k +ko—kz—
ko—ks—k4,0b
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L &1 F2(r)®F, (r)®F, (1)@, (1)@, (r),
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with @ (r) as given in Eq. (2), the Kronecker delta imple-
ments momentum conservation modulo a reciprocal lattice
vector &b, ) is the total area of the system and F(r) =
Do 1Ba(r)] ® > 0. Since B,(r) is quasiperiodic on the
lattice, F(r) is representable as a Fourier series F(r) =
Db We exp(ib - r), with wy, also determining the normaliza-
tion Ny (cf. App. F). This provides a natural connection to
the pure LLL case by setting wg = 1 and w0 = 0, such
that ¢ (r) = P (r). For the CTBG model specifically, the
decomposition of F(r) = |G(r)|* + |G(—r)|* with wp, € R
was obtained in Ref. 17.

Clearly, Eq. (4) is invariant under k1 < ko and k3 < k4
separately, resulting in identical Hartree and Fock contribu-
tions. This naturally leads to a vanishing of the spin-diagonal
parts of H and consequently has trivial zero modes in the form
of ferromagnetic product states [Yeno) = [ [ CTkJ |0) (as
well as all other states with maximal total spin).
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FIG. 2. Energy density of the IPO Hamiltonian. Locally measured
5 Pw.,,s(r) on representative states in the spectrum. At v = 2/5
for the N = 15 CTBG model, there are 552 zero-energy states with
vanishing total spin and center of mass momentum for which (a)
Ey,,.s(r) has to vanish everywhere. (b) For m > 552, rings of
finite signal appear to develop around the vertices of the underlying
triangular lattice, resulting in Ew,, > 0. (c) The intensity succes-
sively increases with m, leading to higher energies. The qualitative
textures in the energy density of excited states persist for other filling
fractions. The gray parallelogram marks the unit cell.

The non-zero part of the Hamiltonian can be expressed via

the singlet pair operators x,, ;, = €y, +Cps | T GG,y BS

H = m Z Vkl,kz,k3,k4x;rgl7k2Xk3’k4 (5)
ki,k2
ks.k4
Given the locality of the matrix elements in Eq. (4), it is ben-
eficial to switch to a hybrid real-space picture; to this end, we
introduce the “ideal pair operator” (IPO)

Z (I)k-s-é

keBZ
with @ (r) =Nge?®) oy (r) (6)
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and (k) — ., (1)/®, (), where b is a reciprocal lattice
vector chosen such that k + b is located in the first BZ. Using
Eq. (6), the Hamiltonian may be written in an alternative form

H— sz 2(r )QT Hs. (1)
5;13:2 Q 0 anB:z

It follows that the energy of a state |¥) is given by

By = (W H[W) = Y f Pr By s(r),  (8a)

5eBz V9

with the energy density in each momentum channel § amount-
ing to

Eas(r) = 2|0y 0| = (8b)

492

Finally, we arrive at the central ground state condition for |¥),
which can only be located at zero energy if and only if

Qs(r)|¥) =0, VreQ,deBZ 9)



Remarkably, Eq. (9) is not only completely independent of
F(r), but the normalization factors N do not alter the di-
mension of the kernel of Q5(r) (they effectively just alter the
normalization of the basis states), such that Eq. (9) is universal
for all ideal flatband systems on a given lattice. In stark con-
trast to ferromagnetic states such as |¥gyp, ), Which are anni-
hilated by X, 5 _ 5 and thus do not require any sort of inter-
ference of contributions from different orbitals, there is no ob-
vious reason why states from multiplets with lower total spin
should be annihilated by Q5(r). Most notably, states from the
spin-singlet sector should, if anything, couple strongly to the
singlet pair annihilation operators.

Counter intuitively though, as evident from the ED spectra
in Fig. 1, there is a substantial amount of many-body singlets
with zero energy for a range of fillings 0 < v < 1, separated
by a clear gap to higher excited states. What is more, the de-
generacy appears to grow rapidly with systems size, while be-
ing largely insensitive to the geometry of the simulation cell.
This is reminiscent of models implementing a form of super-
symmetry on the lattice via hardcore fermions [64—68], where
the constrained nature of the Hilbert space can lead to an ex-
tensive entropy of the ground state manifold. In Fig. 2, we
plot the local energy density of the IPO operator measured on
representative eigenvectors in the spectrum. As reflected by
Fig. 2(a), in order to have E = 0, Ey s(r) is required to
vanish identically everywhere. In contrast, £ > 0 implies a
finite signal to be present somewhere in the unit cell, which,
for the CTBG model studied here, according to Fig. 2 (b)—(c)
develops rings of increasing intensity centered on vertices of
the triangular moiré lattice.

III. ORIGIN OF SINGLET ZERO-ENERGY MODES

The unexpected presence of robust singlet zero modes begs
the question, whether there is a general mechanism for Eq. (9)

to be satisfied while coupling to x5 . s-

A. The three-rule principle for combining LLL wave functions

To this end, we start off by considering the commutator of
the IPO in Eq. (6) with the singlet pair creation operator
[Qs4a(r), X;rc+6,7k+6] =da,04 (i’k+5(7°)‘i>7k+5(7°)
- 22 Piprs(T)Prrror2a(r) Z c;k+5,acik+6+2A,a'
+

o=1l
(10)

For a single pair created on top of the vacuum state, only the
first term contributes, resulting in

Qs a(M)Xh s, 1045100 =0a04 [T, Nigsse? ot

Ppis(r)P_ris(r)[0), (11

where we reinserted the definition of ® (). For A = 0 the
IPO maps the singlet back to the vacuum state, changing its

n t
) ) AS;,6,1 Xk1+57*k31+5 |O>+

/S;,6/

. T
. '_9 AS;,6,2 Xkot8,—kotd 10) +
v construct

;
K 08;,8,3 Xky+5,—ks+6 |0)

apply J/ (2(5(7’) ‘75’,_5>

(‘I’k1+6(7‘)‘1’7k1+6(7‘) sty Poo—bes + |
Proy+6(T)P ko 46(T) Phgte, Prog—tey + =2 0
q)ks-l-é(T)(I)*ks-l-é(T) (I)klﬁ-kz@kl—kz) ‘0>

FIG. 3. Three-rule principle for a single pair. Illustration of the
construction of a two-particle singlet state based on the three-rule
principle. States corresponding to three distinct momentum orbitals
k12,3 (red,green,blue) from the BZ (solid black hexagon) are com-
bined in a way to exactly reproduce the identity in Eq. (12). A fi-
nite momentum transfer § effectively just shifts the original Brillouin
zone (dashed black hexagon). The joint set of three orbitals (and its
inverse) S; is indicated in orange.

center of mass momentum by —24. Although @ 5(r) nec-
essarily becomes zero at specific positions shifted by the mo-
mentum argument k+ & [16], the expression in Eq. (11) would
need to vanish at all r to result in zero energy, see Eq. (8). Itis
customary to thus seek a minimal superposition over some set
of momentum orbitals {k}, which satisfies the IPO annihila-
tion condition Eq. (9) and thus serves as a basic building block
for the zero-energy manifold. Remarkably, resolving Eq. (9)
boils down to a single, quintessential principle for combining
LLL wave functions on the torus:

Let k1, ko, k3 be three arbitrary momentum orbitals, then
VreQ,d € BZ it holds that

T)(I)*k1+5("") (I)k2+k3(1)k2*k3 +
Proy5(r) Pty +5(7) Prg ey Preg—rey +
(I)k3+5(7°)(1)_k3+5(7‘) (I)k1+k2(bk:1—k2 = 01 (12)

with & = (Dk,(()).

The derivation of this curious property can be found in
App. A, but, in essence, it is inherited from a related iden-
tity involving Weierstrass sigma functions.

We can make use of Eq. (12) by choosing a set of three
distinct momenta S; = {k7, k3, k}} from the Brillouin zone
and defining

(I)kzl +4

—_

3 ) ) ) .
as. s N s € (I)k'Zn-‘rkzL(I)k?zn—kiL (13)
S;,0,l = JVS;, E lmn - I3 )
) i0(tk] +8
m,n=1 [T Nigsps€ (ki +9)

where €;,,,, is the Levi-Civita symbol compensating for the
additional sign acquired by ®,, _,; when exchanging k], <
kfl and N, 5 is a nprmalization such'that 2?21 |ag.j75:l| 2 =
1. As can be straightforwardly verified, ag, s, is invari-
ant under the separate inversion of any individual momentum



k{ — —k{ . Furthermore, as long as k7, # +kJ, for m # n,
as; 6,1 1 non-zero and the entangled singlet pair operator

3
1 f
Us;.6 :ﬁ l; AS;5.00 X 1 5,k 15 (14)

is well defined'.
Applying Q4(7) to |7vs;,6) = 7277 s |0) naturally gives

Qs (1) 175,60 =055 2V2 N5, 5
3
Z €mn®pg 16 (1P k71 5(1) Pug pg P, —as, | O

I,mn=1

=0, 15)

where the expression in square brackets is exactly of the type
contained in Eq. (12) and thus vanishes identically by the
three-rule. The steps of the procedure are illustrated graph-
ically in Fig. 3. By virtue of the zero energy condition of
Eq. (9), |vs;,s) is a singlet ground state of H. Further-
more, for this two-particle case we can explicitly quantify the
amount of entanglement stemming purely from the three-rule
as

3

== as, 6. *loglas, 60/ * >0, (16)
=1

A8

vs;.8

with [as; 5.1 > < 1(cf. App. B). Naturally, A8, 5 becomes
maximal if all |ag; 5.1 2 are equal, which will be the case if,

e.g., all k:{ € S; are related by point-group symmetry opera-
tions.

B. Projector form of the ground state condition

Even though the preceding arguments are rigorous, the full
theory eludes an exact analytical treatment. The predicament
arises from the second part of the commutator in Eq. (10),
which vanishes identically for a single pair, but remains active
for more particles. This prohibits a straightforward general-
ization to more than one pair. The central role of the three-
rule, however, can be still be verified numerically on finite
systems.

To this end, we note that Q5(7) maps a state |¥) from the
Hilbert-space ’Hg © with N¢ pairs and center of mass momen-
tum k to |E5(r)) = Q4(r) |¥) located in the Hilbert-space
Hye ! with No — 1 pairs and k shifted by —28 without
changing its spin polarization (which we assume to be zero
as we are exclusively concerned with the singlet sector). The

! For simplicity of notation, we assume Sj in ﬂ/;_ 5 does not contain

inversion-invariant momenta, as this would change the prefactor in the
norm 1/4/2 — 1/2.

ground state condition Eq. (9) implies that all basis coeffi-
cients =, 5(r) € Cin |E5(r)) = >, En,s(r)|n,d) must
vanish identically, where n labels the Fock-space configura-
tions of the Qz(r)-scattered Hilbert-space. Given the struc-
ture of the IPO in Eq. (6), each Z, s(r) individually is af-
fected only by comparatively few components of |¥), whose
subspace we label by W, 5 < ’Hl]—cv ©. In this sense, the orien-
tation of |¥) within W, s uniquely determines the value of
E,,s(r), with only select alignments resulting in =,, 5(r) = 0
for all r.

In order to test the degree to which the three-rule governs
the zero-energy manifold, we henceforth make the ansatz that
the zero-subspaces V,, s < W, s leading to =, s(r) = 0
are spanned in accordance with the three-rule, analogous to
the single-pair case in Eq. (15). Constructing the projectors
1,6 on W, s as well as P,, 5 on V,, 5 (for details we refer to
App. C), the condition of 1,, 5 |¥) being fully contained in
V,,.s can be formulated as an eigenvalue problem

Pn,6 |\IJ> = 1n,5 |\Ij>a (17)

where we used Py, 51,5 = Pn,s. Intuitively, if Eq. (17) is
satisfied, |U) is guaranteed to lead to a structure similar to
Eq. (12) under the application of the IPO, resulting in a van-
ishing of the associated basis coefficient =,, 5(7) = 0.

Using zero-energy states |¥) obtained from performing ED
on the original Hamiltonian H for various fillings and system
sizes in Fig. 1, we can numerically test Eq. (17) by measuring

_Pus D)1
= o
H]—n,cs “1/>||

(18)

U, n,

which turns out to be exactly unity for all 6 and n if
11,5 |WH||> > 0, else zero. What is more, Wy .5 MAY SEIVe
as a proxy for the pertinence of the three-rule in the analysis
of general many-body wave functions. We make use of this
metric below by applying it to the ground state and its low-
est excitations at filling v = 2/5 of the TBG flatband with
finite screening length and away from the chiral limit. On this
note, while wy , 5 = 1is well defined in the thermodynamic
limit, in perturbed models with wg , s < 1, we expect the
relative alignment to scale to zero according to the arguments
of the orthogonality catastrophe [69]. For a given system size,
Wy s then serves as a lower bound to the corresponding size-
invariant quantity.

Building on Eq. (17), with 757175 = 1,5 — Pn,s denoting
the zero-subspace orthogonal projector, P, 5 |¥) = 0 must
equally hold. Mandating this requirement for all |n,d) si-
multaneously, we arrive at a projector reformulation of the full
zero-energy condition Eq. (9):

POy = > > Pus|¥)=0. (19)

8eBZ n

Notably, the orthogonal subspace projectors P,, 5 generally do
not commute, rendering Eq. (19) a genuine quantum many-
body problem. By numerically diagonalizing the full orthog-
onal projector P we can examine the completeness of the con-
ditions imposed by the three-rule. Assuming the three-rule is



at the root of all non-trivial zero-energy states, the kernel of P
must be identical to the one of Q5(7) and thus H. Comparing
with the low-energy spectra obtained via ED 2, the degener-
acy of the zero eigenvalue of P exactly matches the dimension
of the zero-energy manifold of H for every multiplet sector —
reassuring the three-rule Eq. (12) to be the unique principle
governing the appearance of non-trivial zero modes. States
with maximal total spin are fully antisymmetric under the ex-
change of any pair of momentum orbitals and hence trivially
contained in the kernel of P. A more in depth characteriza-
tion of the mathematical structure in Eq. (19) is reserved for
future works, though it would be interesting to analyze it in
the context of the quantum satisfiability problem [60-62] and
potentially relate it to classical interaction graphs as has been
conducted for local projector Hamiltonians in Ref. 63.

IV. ANALYTIC STUDY OF PERTURBATIONS TO THE
DEGENERATE MANIFOLD

Given the substantial degeneracy of the zero-energy states,
it is crucial to analyze the qualitative effect of three-rule cor-
relations, induced by the dominant density-density interac-
tion, on phases stabilized by perturbations from the degenerate
manifold. In order to keep the problem analytically tractable
while retaining the essence of the zero-energy manifold, in
this section we exclusively work in the subspace spanned by
a set of non-trivial zero modes of Hy, i.e. we exclusively con-
sider states that inherently rely on the three-rule to satisfy
Eq. (9) for 6 = 0. Analogous arguments can be made for
6 # 0, though 6 = O is the most relevant for the perturba-
tions considered in the following.

To begin with, we partition the Brillouin zone, or any subset
of momenta, K into Nk disjoint sets K; = S; u (—S5;), such
that K = Ujvfl K (each S; only contains three momentum
orbitals not related by inversion). Subselecting a combination
of Nc distinct sets of S, we use S = {Sj,, ..., Sj,, } to form
a zero-energy subspace basis from simple states that naturally
incorporate the three-rule:

)= L0000,

S;eSs

with  (S|S') =ds.s.  (20)

The orthogonality property is a direct consequence of S; and
S; not overlapping for j # j’. The total number of con-
figurations S, and hence the dimension of this subspace, is
Ds = ( Nc) Applying fys o to the vacuum state populates
it with a pair of electrons across six distinct momentum or-
bitals (neglecting inversion invariant momenta), correspond-
ing to Nx = N/6 and a maximum (electron) filling fraction
of v = 1/3 when considering the entire Brillouin zone. It
should be emphasized that this maximum filling restriction is
an artifact of the way the subspace is set up as non-overlapping

2 Restricted to N' <
ing P.

12 due to the rapid increase in complexity of construct-

combinations of three-rule orbitals. Higher fillings can, for
example, be reached by introducing double-occupation of or-
bitals by exploiting a three-rule-like relation of coefficients in
the wave function [cf. Eq. (A6)]. Furthermore, our numeri-
cal results in Fig. 1 indicate that such constructions should, at
least in principle, be feasible until just below v = 1.

A. Dispersion-induced correlated metal

We now consider the effect of introducing a small but finite
dispersive term

Hin = Y D) ekl oCpys 1)

keBZ o=1|

while keeping the band geometry ideal. We calculate the com-
mutator with fy;j .0 to be (details in App. D)

[Hkmv’YS 0] = Gkﬂ +e€ —KJ aS],O,l XLJ —Kj (22)

I Moa

which implies for the action on a many-body state

Hkin |S> :Hkin H fygro |O>
S;es

1
:;5_ (%{+6_w)a@pr%;kﬂSV%%
(23)

with [S\S;) = [Ts.cs,5,25, 72;“0 |0>. As a result of the or-
thonormality relation in Eq. (20), the matrix elements turn out
to be

Nc 3

<S‘ Hyin |Sl> = 5575/ Z Z(Gk? + E—k{) ‘asj,07l| 2. 24)

j=11=1

As evident from Eq. (24), a spin independent dispersive
term is diagonal in the subspace spanned by all |S). Con-
sequently, the splitting of the degenerate manifold of states
will be governed by the values of €pi + € weighted
by the squared amplitude of the corresponding three-rule-
coefficients |as; 0,1 ®. The absolute ground state |WX™) in
the subspace of non-trivial zero modes of Hy is found by
choosing an optimal configuration of S; in & such that this
weighted average is minimized. Consequently, the ground
state |WEDY = |S) is entangled beyond the degree of an or-
dinary Fermi-sea by respecting the three-rule on the level of
each 'yj;jvo, but is ultimately composed as a simple product of
these operators; we will see below that this is very different
when additional attractive interactions are taken into account.
With the ground state energy of the form contained in Eq. (24),
there exist gapless excitations in the thermodynamic limit as
long as the three-rule condition of Eq. (12) is respected.
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FIG. 4. Optimal three-rule configuration and occupation number
for a finite dispersion. (a) An exemplary configuration of three-rule
orbitals minimizing Eq. (24) for the cosine dispersion in Eq. (25).
(b) The corresponding electron occupation number exhibits a soft-
ened step as a function of €. For reference, the dashed line indicates
the occupation of the same momentum grid for a Fermi sea without
double-occupation. The displayed system has 12 electrons on effec-
tively 90 momentum orbitals. In (a), individual three-rule sets S;
(involving six momenta including inversion) are indicated by differ-
ent colors. Sets related by rotational symmetry operations share the
same symbol.

Before addressing additional interactions, we first validate
these considerations for the CTBG model by choosing a sim-
ple form of eg:

2
€ = — Z cos(k . agj)), with agj) = Rarjjza1. (25)
7=0

Similar to the dispersion of the TBG valence band away from
the chiral limit, e has a minimum at the origin of the Bril-
louin zone and increases towards the boundary. Figure 4 (a)
shows the optimal configuration of three-rule orbitals for an
exemplary system (for details on the implementation, we re-
fer to App. E 6, where the depth-first search procedure is dis-
cussed in the context of a pairing Hamiltonian). While all
orbitals close to the origin are occupied, apparently preserv-
ing the rotational symmetries of the lattice, the ones at larger
|k| are empty. This translates to an electron occupation num-
ber n(k]) = |as; 0, ? [cf. Fig. 4 (b)] that resembles metallic
behavior as a function of ¢, with correlations rooted in the
three-rule construction significantly softening the step. While
our finite-size results in Fig. 4 (b) illustrate the general oc-
cupation tendency of the system, the non-overlapping con-
straint imposed on the orbital selection will be less severe for
larger systems. We can thus expect n(k) to be smoothened in
the thermodynamic limit, while the overall trend remains the
same.

B. Singlet pairing induced superconductivity

‘We now turn to a different scenario, where we assume an at-
tractive pair interaction term on top of the dominant repulsive
interaction in Hy. Specifically, we consider a pairing Hamil-

tonian of the form

Hpair:_gnTn ) g>0,
N o= > felFRlT VR X kks (26)
keBZ

where fj is an even, complex-valued function encoding the
form factors and in the ideal flatband-projected setting

N_&Ni
WE T i) =—5—

L Pr|| 3 70580 (1) B () |2 ()i ()
" @7)

with 7 acting on internal indices such as layer for TBG (see
App. E 1 for details). The simplest s-wave channel is obtained
for fi, = 1, with H,;, corresponding to an on-site pairing
interaction in real-space. Again, we evaluate the commutator
with the entangled pair operator to obtain

3
[nﬁqu,o] = \/51_21 fk,{ <¢ikz |T¢k{> as;.0,l (2 - ;nik{)v
@

where g, = >, _y cLUckﬁ, while the commutation with 7'
is trivial®. Acting with 7 on |S) now gives

N¢c
1Sy = Bs, 1S\S;),

j=1
3
Bs, =V2 ). i <¢fk.§ |7 ¥rg) @00 € C. 29)
=1

Due to the self-adjoint structure of Eq. (26), we can immedi-
ately conclude that

N¢
(S| Hpair |S") = —g Z B5,Bs;0s\5:,55, (30

ij=1

where 53\51.’3/\5} = 1 if § without S; is the same set as
S’ without S;, otherwise it is zero. Note that as long as
|»35j| > 0, which, for a given fj and 7, is exclusively de-
termined by the partitioning of orbitals into sets S}, the three-
rule states spanning this subspace are bound to couple to 7).
This ultimately stems from the fact that the pairing Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (26) has a similar operator structure to Hg and all
|S) are non-trivial zero modes. Importantly, however, consid-
ering the isotropic fx = 1 case, we can straightforwardly see
that 35, will realize a three-rule structure as in Eq. (12), re-
sulting in a vanishing of the matrix elements in Eq. (30). This
is intuitively understood in the current framework, as the cor-
relation facilitating the avoidance of on-site repulsion drives

3 Due to the anticommutation of pairs of fermionic creation operators.



electrons of opposite spin apart, such that the local attractive
interaction corresponding to this pairing channel cannot con-
tribute. For fi # const., enabled by more complex forms of
pair interactions, the identity no longer holds and states from
this subspace generically couple non-trivially to Haj;.

Our goal is to solve for the smallest eigenvalue £ in

D (S| Hyaie |S") b = Eps. 31)
S/

To explore the separable nature of H,,;, in this subspace, we
set

_ AL " Bs,
) )

which is well defined as long as |3s,| > 0 for all sets of
orbitals .S}, such that

Z<S| Hpair |Sl> 1/;5’ = El/;S»
S/

N¢
<S|Hpair |S/> =9 Z ‘651

ij=1

Bs;

(53\5175/\35 <0. (33

Since (S| Ffpair |8y < 0 for all §,8’ and ﬁpair is irre-
ducible in this subspace (cf. App. E5), the Perron-Frobenius
theorem implies that the unique ground state has to have the
form

(TR = D lwse s |S), (34)
S

for some set of weights ws > 0, but the angle ¢s =
Z;‘\g ¢s; is fixed via Eq. (32). The fact that the Perron-
Frobenius theorem mandates wg > 0 is in sharp contrast to
the case of adding a dispersive term. While the latter stabi-
lizes a ground state composed of a single, optimal product of
entangled pair operators, the ground state wave function in
the present scenario is necessarily spread across all possible
configurations |S) spanning the subspace basis.

In order to further investigate the energetics analytically,
we assume the weights ws do not vary strongly with S, such
that the ground state is well approximated by ws ~ w =
1/+/Ds. The pairing energy Epair = (U5™ | Hpair [T5*") is
then given by

N¢
Epa.ir = —g’LU2 Z Z |BS1

S,8"i,5=1

Nk 5 Nk 2
:*—9<V%>§:|ﬁsﬁ *-VK(l—'VK)<§S}5SJ) )
=1 =1

(35)

Bs:
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where vg = N¢/Ng (v = 3v if N = N/6) and the last
equality becomes exact in the thermodynamic limit (Nx —
o, Vg = const., see App. E 3 for details). Interestingly, the
sum over pairs of electrons is replaced by a sum over all sets of
three-rule orbitals, where the filling only enters as a prefactor.
While the first (‘diagonal’) term strictly grows with filling v,
the second (‘off-diagonal’) one has a maximum at vx = 1/2,
but vanishes towards v = 0,1. Provided that v # 0,1,
clearly the second term dominates for large enough systems
as it scales with NIQ(. As a result, in order to minimize Fp,;,
while vanishing (non-trivially) under Hyg, the choice of three-
rule orbitals S; is optimized such that }_; |Bs; | is maximal.

To demonstrate the superconducting nature of the ground
state in Eq. (34), we can investigate the correlator indi-
cating off-diagonal long-range order (ODLRO) [70-72] (cf.
App. E4)

pa,B,a’,ﬁ'(r’ 7'/) _ <\I/8air‘ ﬁa,ﬂ,a',ﬁ’(r’ T‘/) ‘\Pgair>

’ !
0,70 0,70

1
07 21 Geap(ro )Gy o (7o)
k.k'eBZ
W™ ek el g e goy 1967,
(36)

where

Ck,a,g(""ov T) :wk,a(?‘o +7/2) w,k,g(ro -r/2), (37

ré') is a reference position in the unit cell, r) the relative spa-

tial separation of the paired electrons, and 1 (7) the ideal
flatband wave function from Eq. (1). Evaluating the matrix
elements

N¢o
R ’ ’ 1
@lopsg " ()18 = g5 2} whiap(rom)
ij=1

!/ !
Wsriar, 5 (T0: T )05\8.508,

To, 7') aSj,O,l,

3
) 1
with ws_j;mﬁ(ro,r):\/iz Cik{,a,ﬁ(
=1

M

(38)

we find an identical structure to Eq. (33) (with ws = w), such
that we can immediately rewrite the correlator in the thermo-
dynamic limit as
i ) e (U= pi) By W )
+ O(1/9Q). (39)

Evidently, the correlation function separates into a pair wave
function form with
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FIG. 5. Pair wave functions in the LLL and CTBG model. Real-space plots of the macroscopic pair wave function ¥ (r) from Eq. (40)

with 7o = 0 in (a)—(b) the pure LLL setting 1) ()

= ®(r) and (c)—(d) the CTBG ideal flatband from Eq. (1) [with Uo(r) =

TP PP ()],

The analysis of its magnitude and phase along circular contours of different radii in (b) and (d) indicates an approximate circular symmetry
~ (z + iy)* close to the origin. At larger 7, |¥o(r)| is modulated and the contour encloses additional zeros of the wave function, resulting
in the different winding number of arg Wo(r é,) at 7 = 1.5 a (dotted line) in (d). The gray hexagons indicate the Wigner-Seitz cell of the

triangular lattice.
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where the LLL wave functions ® () are O(1) quantities and
both the total system area 2 as well as N are proportional to
N such that for N — oo, U8 (r ) generically remains finite.

Crucially, the finiteness of " ol (r,7') in the thermody-

namic limit demonstrates the presence of ODLRO, which in
turn implies the defining superconducting phenomenology—
the Meissner effect [73], flux quantization [74], as well as the
Josephson effect and the existence of persistent currents [75];
furthermore, \Ilj'f(;ﬁ (r) is the macroscopic pair wave function
in the superconducting phase. This is in stark contrast to the
variational state stabilized by a finite dispersion discussed in
the previous section IV A: in that case, only a single S con-
tributes, which can be strai ghtforwardly shown to only include

O(1/Q) terms in p" B o (r,7") and hence cannot exhibit
ODLRO.

We perform the optimization of three-rule orbitals {S;};
numerically for the CTBG model via a depth-first-search on
finite systems (see App. E 6 for details). Crucially, with 7;
denoting Pauli matrices in layer space, the symmetries of the
system mandate {(1)* |79, ¥y = O, prohibiting pairing in
these channels. Instead, we focus on symmetric inter-layer
pairing 7 = T7,, which is non-zero in the CTBG model ex-
cept for k = 0. This suggests a minimal coupling form fac-
tor fr. = (k/|k|)?, having |fx| = 1 (similar to the vanish-

(40)

(

ing s-wave case) for finite |k|*. With this choice, we find
the system to favor a configuration of three-rule orbitals pre-
dominantly related by the effective sixfold rotational symme-
try. Using this optimal configuration to construct the pairing
Hamiltonian from Eq. (33), we find that its finite-size ground
state Eq. (34) is almost evenly spread across all configura-
tions, with wg deviating from w = 1/4/Ds by only a few
percent. This provides a level of corroboration to the approx-
imation wg ~ w.

In Fig. 5(c), we show U™ "P(r) for the CTBG flatband
wave function alongside the pure LLL form (essentially set-
ting B, (r) =1 ./\/k = 1) in Fig. 5 (a) for a pairing-optimized
set of orbitals {5 } . In both cases, the pair wave function
goes to zero for r — 7'0 = 0, which is a manifestation of
the on-site avoidance due to the three-rule inherent to the con-
struction. It also explicitly demonstrates that our variational
procedure captures the expected energetics of strong on-site
repulsion in the resulting superconducting ground state. The
phases of the pair wave function [lower panels in Fig. 5 (a,c)]
further allow us to determine the symmetry of the underly-
ing superconducting order parameter. For CTBG, the combi-

4 Note that we work in a single C = 1 band, such that time-reversal symme-
try is already explicitly broken.



nation of the physical three-fold rotational symmetry Cs and
the emergent, intra-valley inversion symmetry I in the chiral
limit [16], with representation I = 7, lead to the point group
Sg. Upon noting that Wg'®(r) picks up a non-trivial phase
under C5 and taking into account the additional sign change
under o = top — bottom coming from the prefactors B, (7)
in Eq. (40), we conclude that the superconductor corresponds
to a chiral state associated with the (complex) irreducible rep-
resentation F; of Sg. Such a superconductor is commonly
referred to as a “chiral d-wave state”. For the LLL case, there
is only a single component (no layer index) and the chiral d-
wave nature can be directly inferred from the behavior at small
|r| visible in Fig. 5 (a).

In fact, both for the LLL and the CTBG case, the behav-
ior close to the origin is similarly circularly symmetric, with
the wave function well described by Wo(r) ~ (z + iy)?
(up to a global phase shift). However, for larger relative
separations the ideal flatband case is qualitatively different.
The connected region of high weight in Fig. 5 (a) is broken
down into separate, relatively localized islands in Fig. 5 (c).
Furthermore, the presence of the B,(r/2)B.(—r/2) =
+G(r/2)G(—r/2) factors in Eq. (40) introduces additional
vortices in the form of unmovable zeros [16], such that
P *P(r &) in Fig. 5(d) winds by —47 along a circular
contour with r = 1.5a (r = |r| and &, is a unit vector
here) around the origin while the LLL pair wave function in
Fig. 5 (b) is still well captured by the small |r| behavior, wind-
ing by only 8. For even larger ||, Uo(r) appears to decay
(until half the linear extent of the torus).

We finally point out that the precise form of the resulting
pairing state crucially depends on the choice of fy and that
also other pairing symmetries, such as extended s-wave, can
likely be realized. While the expression for the resulting pair
wave function in Eq. (40) holds for arbitrary fi, which enter
through the phases ¢g,, we leave the explicit study of other
form factors to future works.

V. BEYOND THE IDEAL LIMIT

In this section, we analyze the impact of interactions with
finite range, discuss the relation of the three-rule principle to
fractional Chern insulator states, and study the impact of go-
ing beyond ideal Chern bands.

A. Finite screening length and fractional Chern insulators

Considering the scenario of a finite-range interaction, for
short screening lengths A compared to the lattice constant (i.e.
the moiré scale for TBG), the Fourier transform of a Yukawa-
type screened Coulomb interaction potential V(q) = (1 +
lg| 2A2)~ /2 is well represented by the expansion

/\2
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FIG. 6. Comparison of many-body spectra at v = 2/5. Exact di-
agonalization spectrum of H + H{ at v = 2/5 across all center of
mass momenta k in the singlet sector of a N = 25 system. Both
the LLL and CTBG models exhibit an exact five-fold zero-energy
degeneracy, consistent with a Halperin (3, 3, 2) spin-singlet FCI. We
choose A = a/5 such that the constant term remains the dominant
energy scale in the expansion in Eq. (41). The location of ground
state momentum sectors in the Brillouin zone for this system is indi-
cated on the right.

such that the interaction Hamiltonian may be approximated as
Hy~ H + H}, (42)

with H being the pure on-site interaction in Eq. (7) and H3{
incorporating the effect of Vi (q) = —A2|q| /2. A flat elec-
tronic band with Chern number unity and ideal band geome-
try is a natural setting for the emergence of FClIs in the pres-
ence of a short-ranged density-density interaction potential.
In the context of twisted bilayer graphene, these lattice gener-
alizations of fractional quantum Hall states were found to be
contenders for the spin- and valley-polarized ground state at
certain filling fractions [25-28, 36]. For spin-polarized FClIs,
H is inactive due to the antisymmetry of the fermionic wave
function. However, for the spinful system studied in this work,
this is not the case and the ground state is required to mini-
mize both contributions, H as well as H {\, simultaneously. In
fact, for small enough A\, H will be dominant and H {\ acts as
a perturbation on the degenerate zero-energy manifold of H.
In this sense, any singlet ground state should be expected to
abide by the three-rule Eq. (12).

In the related setting of a LLL, there exists a well-
established candidate for a singlet ground state wave func-
tion known as the Halperin (m + 1,m + 1,m)-state [76].
It is located at a band filling of v = 2/(2m + 1) and for
m = 2 itis an exact zero-mode of the pseudo-potential inter-
actions Uy(r) = 0(r) as well as Uy(r) = ’\726”(7'), whose
Fourier transforms are just the lowest-order terms of Eq. (41).
Analogous to the correspondence of the spin polarized FCI
at v = 1/3 in the LLL and the CTBG model presented in
Ref. 17, we perform ED simulations of H + H3* in the spin-
singlet sector and compare it to the case of a LLL on the torus.
Analyzing Fig. 6, while the excitation energies are similar but
different for the LLL and CTBG models, the total number
and center of mass momentum sectors of zero-energy states



are identical. As expected for the topological degeneracy of
a Halperin (3,3,2)-state, we find five states with exactly zero
energy in the spectrum of H + H7'. The topological nature of
the ground state degeneracy is further underlined by its insen-
sitivity to the geometry of the finite-size cluster.

Being a singlet with zero energy in an ideal flatband with
dominantly on-site interactions, the ground state wave func-
tions of H + H3* should be required to conform to the three-
rule from Eq. (12). We explicitly test this by measuring the
relative three-rule subspace weights wy ,, s from Eq. (18) on
the lowest energy states obtained from ED. Taking a closer
look at Fig. 7 (a) at waa/wap = 0, we find that wy ,, 6 = 1
for all n and § when measured on the FCI ground state |¥})).
For states with £ > 0, the relative weight may still be unity
for some n, d, but generically min, s wy s < 1, e.g. for
the first excited state we find min,, s wy n,s =~ 0.99. Never-
theless, they may still be considered ‘quite aligned’ with the
three-rule such that, as visible in Fig. 7 (b) at waa/wap = 0,
they have a minimal energy penalty from H alone.
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FIG. 7. Subspace weights and IPO-energy of the FCI spectrum
away from the chiral limit. (a) Minimum (triangles, solid lines) and
average (squares, dashed line) relative weights in the three-rule sub-
spaces ww,n,s from Eq. (18) measured on the ground state and low-
est excitations in momentum sector k = 0 of the TBG Hamiltonian
H+ H 1)‘ as a function of the interlayer tunneling ratio waa/was.
(b) Corresponding actual energies Eg = (¥| H + Hy |¥) (circles,
solid lines) versus their energy under the IPO Hamiltonian Ey =
(U| H |T) (crosses, dashed lines). Locally measured IPO energy of
the (c) ground state and (d) first excited state at waa/wap = 0.3.
All measurements were performed in the singlet symmetry sector of
a N = 20 system. We again choose A = a/5. The measurements of
the average weight (ww n,5n,s are only plotted for the ground state
as they are very similar for all considered states. In (c) and (d) the
unit cell is indicated in gray.
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B. Away from chiral limit

In the context of the ideal flatband of TBG, there is the nat-
ural question of how relevant the physics in the chiral limit is
to what happens in the more realistic model, where no analytic
relation to the LLL is known. For the TBG continuum model
considered here, we can allow for a finite intra-sublattice tun-
neling amplitude w4 4 in order to assess the robustness of our
results. We denote by H the band-projected on-site part of the
interaction while H7 captures the effect of V;(q) for more
general w44 (we denote the eigenvectors as |¥7)). Addi-
tionally, in order to study purely the effect of the altered band
wave functions, we suppress the potentially subordinate dis-
persive term caused by a detuning from the chiral limit.

Judging from Fig. 7 (a), the three-rule subspace weights
Wy n,s At WAL Jwap > 0 of the low-energy eigenvectors ap-
pear to stay remarkably close to one until was/wap ~ 0.5
(note that we show the minimum across all subspaces), with
their average

S5 P 0]
S 1106 191

falling below 0.9 only at wa4/wap > 0.8 for all considered
eigenstates. Correspondingly, their on-site energies F'y un-
der the IPO-operator in Fig. 7 (b) remain minimal compared
to their actual energies £, for the majority of this parameter
range. This is intuitively understood in the current framework,
as, according to Fig. 7 (a), these states almost perfectly fulfill
the three-rule condition from Eq. (12). This provides a strong
hint that not only the FCI ground state, but its lowest excita-
tions likewise are built from the degenerate manifold in the
limit A — 0,wa4 — 0, i.e. the IPO Hamiltonian of Eq. (7).
The deviation from the perfect satisfaction of the three-rule at
finite wa 4/wAp also provides intuition on the ferromagnetic
tendency at higher w44 /wap observed in e.g. the study of
the TBG model at filling v = 1/3 in Ref. 27. Since fully spin-
polarized states do not require a fine-tuning of coefficients to
vanish under on-site interactions, they can be expected to be
less sensitive to a detuning from the chiral limit compared to
singlets.

In Fig. 7 (c)-(d) we plot the local energy density Ey(r) =
Y senz Fw.s(r) of H measured on the many-body ground and
first excited states at w4 4/wap = 0.3. In both cases, the sys-
tem appears to develop small, but finite signals in proximity to
the lattice vertices. Not only is the energy density more pro-
nounced in the excited state, but, in stark contrast to the mea-
surement on the ground state, it stays finite in the chiral limit
waa — 0. It is interesting to contrast the texture of Ey ()
for the first excitation above the Halperin FCI in Fig. 7 (d)
with the local energy density of the first state above the highly
degenerate zero-energy manifold of H itself in Fig. 2 (b). In
both cases the signal is centered on vertices of the underlying
triangular lattice, however, the distinct rings in Fig. 2 (b) are
absent in Fig. 7 (d). Combined with the orders-of-magnitude
difference in amplitude, we conclude that they develop for dif-
ferent reasons. In Fig. 2 (b) the manifold of zero-energy states
of H with vanishing total spin and center of mass momen-

<w\11,n,5>n,5 = (43)



tum is fully exhausted by the first 552 states in the spectrum
and the very definition of |¥552) having E > 0 requires it
to have a significant IPO-energy density. In contrast, |\i'{‘> in
Fig. 7 (d) is not necessarily orthogonal, but, as suggested by
Fig. 7 (a), actually highly aligned to the kernel of H. In this
sense, its finite signal in Fy () is caused by the wave function
simultaneously minimizing for H;', inducing distinct, minor
deviations from the perfect three-rule relation.

VI. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

To conclude, we performed a thorough study of repulsive
on-site interactions and its interplay with multiple perturba-
tions in flat ideal Chern bands on the torus. We reformulated
the problem in terms of ideal pair operators, see Eq. (7), whose
associated energy density uniquely dictates the energetics for
on-site repulsion. This exposes an alternative ground state
condition, which intuitively requires the energy density to
vanish identically in every momentum channel. This condi-
tion is trivially satisfied by spin-polarized states, as they do
not couple to the ideal pair operators in the first place. How-
ever, for multiplets with non-maximal total spin, in particular
the singlet sector, this imposes a non-trivial structure on the
many-body wave function. Combining analytical considera-
tions with numerical techniques, we deduced a “three-rule”
principle, see Fig. 3, for combining ideal flatband wave func-
tions which is at the origin of these non-trivial zero modes. We
devised the associated projector formulation [see Eq. (19)] of
the zero-energy condition, which we find to be composed as
a sum of generally non-commuting projectors orthogonal to
the subspaces spanned according to the three-rule. The rel-
evance of these subspaces is substantiated by explicitly ver-
ifying the complete alignment of many-body wave functions
from the zero-energy manifold obtained via exact diagonal-
ization of the on-site interacting ideal flatband Hamiltonian
of magic-angle twisted bilayer graphene. Furthermore, we
numerically computed the dimension of the projector kernel
and find that it exactly coincides with the degeneracy in the
exact diagonalization spectrum. This suggests a connection
of strongly interacting ideal flatbands to other Hamiltonians
composed of non-commuting projectors like the AKLT and
Rokhsar-Kivelson models [6-8].

We assess the effect of perturbations to the degenerate man-
ifold analytically by working in a subspace that is exclusively
composed of states that non-trivially satisfy the zero-energy
condition for vanishing momentum transfer. Within this vari-
ational approach, a finite dispersion is found to stabilize a cor-
related metal, where the structure imposed by the three-rule
causes a softening of the step in the occupation number; we
further find the zero-energy manifold to be susceptible to an
attractive singlet interaction — ultimately causing the conden-
sation of paired electrons. We explicitly computed the off-
diagonal long-range order correlator comprising the macro-
scopic pair wave function of the superconductor. Crucially,
we conclude the non-trivial zero-energy property of the inves-
tigated states to imply the avoidance of on-site pair interac-
tions, while coupling to a wider class of singlet pairing Hamil-
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tonians. In this sense, superconductivity is demonstrated to
emerge as a cooperative phenomenon, where the dominant
screened Coulomb interaction sets the stage in the form of
a (almost) degenerate manifold that is susceptible to a subor-
dinate attraction.

Finally, we investigated the universality of the developed
principle to the situation of a finite-range Coulomb potential
as well as flatband wave functions tuned away from ideality.
Specifically, we examined the low-energy singlet spectrum of
the short-range interacting TBG Hamiltonian at conduction
band filling v = 2/5. Most notably, we establish the perfect
compliance of the topologically ordered spin-singlet ground
state wave function with the three-rule principle and the low-
est excitations to respect it to a remarkable degree — a feature
that is completely absent in the spin polarized case. Corre-
spondingly, their energy densities under the ideal pair oper-
ators are minimal, suggesting the low-energy spectrum to be
built from states directly evolving from the originally degen-
erate zero-energy manifold of the on-site interacting Hamilto-
nian. What is more, we find this principle to remain surpris-
ingly well satisfied upon tuning the TBG model away from
the chiral limit, where no direct analogy to the LLL is known.

In the future, we hope that the developed perspective on
singlet ground states in fractionally filled ideal flatbands can
also be used for the construction of ground state wave func-
tions of other types of short-range interaction Hamiltonians.
Notably, similar to TBG, chirally stacked twisted multi-layer
graphene systems like twisted mono-bilayer or double-bilayer
graphene have been found to possess flat electronic bands near
charge neutrality, with a plethora of correlated phases emerg-
ing at certain filling fractions [20, 21, 77]. Although, these
bands have Chern number C = 2 as opposed to C = 1 for
TBG, an ideal flatband with Chern number C can essentially
be decomposed into C (potentially non-orthogonal) ideal flat-
bands with C = 1 [22, 23]. Consequentially, the arguments
presented in this work should be readily applicable to a more
general class of flatband systems — possibly enriched by an ad-
ditional emergent flavor degree of freedom. In the context of
TBG, a naturally interesting future research direction would
be to examine the role of the three-rule principle upon includ-
ing both flatbands in both valleys. In this more general set-
ting, there are two ideal flatbands per spin with Chern number
C = +1, providing one additional degree of freedom in each
Chern sector for the fulfilment of the three-rule — ultimately
extending the possibilities to reach a vanishing on-site energy
contribution in the Coulomb interaction. This time-reversal
symmetric setting could be especially important for supercon-
ductivity, where the more general non-trivial zero-modes can
similarly be expected to be consistent with pairing instabili-
ties.
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APPENDIX
A. Derivation of the three-rule for LLL wave functions

In the symmetric gauge, the LLL wave function takes the
form

Sp(r)=o(r + ik)eik*refé(‘r‘ulk‘z), (A1)

with o(2) = &(z)e’G(A)Z2/2 the modified form of the orig-
inal Weierstrass sigma function &(z), G(A) being a modular
independent complex number [18] and r = (v, + ir,)/v/2S
and k = +/S/2(k, + ik,) where 2715 = ||a1 x asl| and
a; > the lattice vectors. We use the following normalization
for @ (r):

f &r OF(r)®,, (r) = Qg p. (A2)
Q

Combining multiple LLL wave functions like

2i6%
Ppey+6(T)P ko) 16(7) Py 1y Phey— ks = [6 s
eé(A)(kf+k§+k§—z2+(5—iz)2e—(lkl\2+|k'2\2+|k3|2+\2\2+|5|2)]

G(r+iky +i0)a(r — iky + 0)6 (ks + ik3)a (ike — iks),
(A3)

we can see that the prefactor in square brackets is invari-
ant under permutation of the three momentum orbitals, e.g.
(k17k27k3) - (k37k17k2) - (k27k37k1)’ Wlth (Pk =

®4(0) as in the main text. With [e“'
mon prefactor, a sum of such permutations naturally leads to

denoting the com-

Py 46(1)P ko, +5(7) Phoy 13 Phoy ks
+ Pry16(1) Pty +6(T) Prog - koy Phos— ey

+ Prog15(T) Py 46 (1) Proy 4k, Py — ke, = [6]

{6(7“ +iky +00)5 (1 — ik + )5 (iks + k)5 (ika — iks)

+6(r +iky +1i0)0(r — tky +10)6 (iks + ik1)6 (iks — k1)

5(r + ks +i0)5 (1 — iks + i0)5 (iky + ik2)G (iky — zkg)}
(A4)

Defining u = r 4 id,v = iky,x = iko,y = iks and using
d(z) = —d(—z), the second part of Eq. (A4) exactly takes
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the form of a combination of Weierstrass sigma functions, for
which an important identity was derived in Ref. 78:

glu+v)e(u—v)o(x+y)o(x —y)

Qv

(v+z)o(v—2)5(u+y)d(u—1y)
gz +u)g(x —u)g(v+y)g(v—y) =0 VYu,v,z,yeC.
(AS)

+
+

This directly implies that the curly braces in Eq. (A4) are zero,
thus proving the three-rule Eq. (12).

Furthermore, by choosing u = tky,v = ike,x = tks,y =
ik4 and rewinding the arguments above, we straightforwardly
arrive at an alternative identity for the coefficients of the wave
functions, i.e. purely in terms of ®y:

Py 1 Phor — koo P+ Phos— ke
+ Prot iy Proo—key Py 410y Py — iy

+ Py ke Pres—key Phoy ks Py — ke = 0. (A6)

Analogously, there exists a pure real-space relation with
u=r7ry,v="re,x =r3,y=ryand ®(r) = Po(r):

P(r1 +1r2)P(r1 — r2)P(r3 + 74)P(r3 — 74)
+ CD(’I“Q + ’1“3)(1)(7”2 — 7'3)<I>(7‘1 + r4)<I>(r1 — 7“4)
)

+ @(7‘3 + ’l“l)q)(’l"g — 7'1)(1)(’1"2 + 74 (I)( T2 — 7'4) = 07
(A7)

which might be relevant to the fulfillment of the Fock cyclic
condition [79] guaranteeing the singlet nature of the Halperin
(m+ 1, m + 1, m)-state on the torus.

B. Entanglement of single-pair three-rule states

We can straightforwardly quantify the entanglement of
single-pair states produced by the three-rule operators

55,69 = AL, 510y and |vs;5) = 7L 510), with

~f T T
Vs = Z 55,80 Cpi 1 5.0C ki 15,1 (A3)
=1

and 'y:rgj s defined as in the main text in Eq. (14), by con-
structing their respective one-body reduced density matri-
Computing the von Neumann entropy &

ces p’?/’ysj,a' V/vs;.8
yields
SW/“/sj,a =—tr (p“?/“/sj,a log p”?/'YSjﬁ)
3
:10g3§/7+2 ‘aSj,57l|2 (o) (A9)

g|72.

=1 7,0,

The first part is just the entropy generated by the entanglement
of a pure two-body Slater-determinant log s5 = log 2, or that
of an ordinary singlet logs, = log4. On the other hand,
the second part originates from the three-rule principle. Since
0< |agj,,;,l| 2 < 1 for valid choices of S;, the second term



in Eq. (A9) is always positive and hence 8 /s, .5 necessarily
exceeds log s5/,. In fact, the entanglement is maximized by
choosing S; such that all |as; 5,1 * are equal, which for § =
0 can be reached if all k] € S; are related by point-group
symmetry operations.

C. Three-rule projector construction

We consider the Qg(r)-scattered state |Zs5(r)) =
Qs(r) |¥) in the ordinary Fock-space basis of N¢ pairs of

electrons with vanishing spin polarization and center of mass
momentum k — 24. Then |E5(7)) = >, En.6(7) [0, 6) with

n, ) = Hkiesl, ijes,i CLIA,TCLM 10), Zlesw ki=k—26
and |S]| = |S}| = N¢ — 1. The relevant subspace
for E,, 5(r) is defined as W, s = span{|n,d,k)},, with
|n,d,k) = CL-HS,TCT—k-ré,l [n,d), Vk € BZ. Now, for every
basis element |n, §) we construct all states of finite norm cor-
responding to the possible combinations of three momentum
orbitals S

In,8;8;) = agm s, |n,8), (A10)

with g, = ersj(l — Nkts,1)(1 — n_gys,)) ensuring that

no orbitals appearing in &;f s are occupied in |n,d). The
basis { |n, d;.5;)}, naturally incorporates the three-rule struc-
ture, however, it is overcomplete as combinations of differ-
ent S; and |n,d) may produce a finite overlap. This can be
easily remedied via a Gram-Schmidt procedure, yielding an
orthonormal basis { |n, §;4)}; which spans the identical sub-
space V,, s as {|n,d;5;)};. The intentional choice of '72;]_75

instead of ’y:r% s in Eq. (A10) is grounded in the more general
notion of singlets in a genuine many-body problem, where
the spin structure implied by fyj;j’ s would be too restrictive.
As a result, V, s also contains states of multiplets with fi-
nite total spin. By constructing the projector 1, s on W, s,
which simply has ones on the diagonal at every |n,d,k),
as well as the projector P, 5 on the zero-subspace V), s as
Pns = 2 In,8;iy (n,d;1|, we can directly assess the sig-
nificance of the three-rule property. The individual degenera-
cies of multiplets split according to their total spin .S may be
analyzed by simply adding a S? term to the total orthogonal
projector P.

D. Supplementary information for a finite dispersion

For a spin-independent dispersion we may write

Hin = ) exnu,
keBZ

(Al1)

withng =>4 CL’Uck’U. Then

= ZQ@’[”I@UX}L’*k] =

1%

i

[Hkinaka’fk (ex + G—k)Xk,fk

(A12)
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and consequently

3
[Hiin, 75, o Z € T € ) 08,000 e (A13)

With this we find for the action on a many-body basis state
S)

Hkm |S> Hkmn’}/s 0| >
N,
+ [Hign: 1}, 0 )st 010)

[Tr5.000)

i#j

—_
|S\S;>

N,
km |0 Z Hkina’Yé’].jo]

3
Z Ekﬂ + € k} OéS OIXLJ k] |S\S >7
(A14)

where from the second to third line we used that
[[Hkin,vj;j 0],721_0] = 0. The respective matrix element
now becomes

1 N. 3

Z Ek,J + € —k OéS ,0,1

Jj=1l=1 ,
<S|ij k] |S \S>

3

Z 08\8,,5"\8 Z (€ +€_g)
1] 1

m,l=1

S| Hyin |S")
(S| Hian|8') =75

O‘Si,o,mO‘Sé,o,l (O] innv*kfnxjcf,—kf 10)

~"

255. s’ 51,.711,
Sy

NC

3
—(553/2 Z Eky + € k:]

%, (Al15)

using again that .S; and S; contain no common orbitals for
1]
E. Supplementary information for finite singlet pairing

1. Form of the pairing Hamiltonian

Similar to the n-pairing form [80] made from the electron
annihilation operators d,, () with spin o =1 on e.g. layer
a

i = f A1 > (T)ap da,y (r)dg 1 () (A16)
Q a7ﬁ
we study a Hamiltonian of the form
Hpir = — g7 ). (A17)



In the single-band-projected approximation we use

Qoo (7) = % S Ghalteke,  (AI8)

keBZ
such that we can rewrite
N 1
ED) [5 L d*r ;(T)a,ﬁ wk,a(T)i/)k',ﬁ(T)]Cka'm-

K.k’
(A19)

Now, using ¢k, o(r) = e*Tug o(r) where ugo(r + a) =
Uk, () is the a-lattice periodic part of the Bloch wave func-
tions, the expression in square brackets becomes

) no1
Z ik tk )'“5 JUC d*r Z(T)a,ﬁ¢k,a(r)¢k’,6(r) =

a a,3
= 5k,7k’ <1/Jfk|7'¢k>7

where UC denotes the unit cell and

(A20)

Wil = | Do) (r)
a,B

NN o 7 )0 () ().
. (A21)
Here
Fr(r) = D2 (T)asBa(r)Bs(r) (A22)

a,pB

is different from F(r) defined in the main text, but still only
depends on r and not k. Considering specific options for the
structure of the layer-coupling-matrix 7 in the CTBG model,
for the simplest case 7 = 79 = 1 we get

Fro(1) = =G%(r) + G*(—7), (A23)

which is clearly odd under 7 — —7 and since ®_ (r) P (7)
is even under inversion, {¢)*, |7o1,,) = 0 for all k. Further-
more, choosing 7 = 7, leads to

Fr, (1) = G(r)G(—r) = G(—r)G(r) = 0.

Hence, only the 7, , components can produce a finite coupling
on this level. Writing

(A24)

1 ~
1= | A F ) X AN MDA ()P IX
k
(A25)

we introduced an even function fi in order to absorb a factor
of 1/2 stemming from the singlet pair operators X_g g but,
more importantly, to implement modulation on the superlat-
tice length scale (fx = 1 would reproduce the original form).
As we can see, the form inside the integral in 7 is identical to
Qo(7) if fr = 1 and thus vanishes if applied to the IPO zero-
energy states. However, fi # 1 can lead to finite pairing.
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2. Pairing matrix elements

Regarding the singlet pairing Hamiltonian, we first evaluate
the commutator

[ X% _] = X for CO* I DX Xt
k/
=20 (Elre) (2= Ynan),  (A26)
+

from which Eq. (28) straightforwardly follows since, without
loss of generality, f is taken to be even. Applying 7 to a state
|S) then gives

N,
1Sy =n | [ 75, 010>
j=1

Nc
(2o + 7k 0l) [T 010

j=2
N, N.
t i
=( V5,0 M0 + Z Bs, HVSip |O>)
T = B

=0
|S\S;>

N,
=) Bs, IS\Sp), (A27)
j=1

where from the second to third line we used that
Mg [T 'Yj;,;,o |0) = 0 for kj € +S; and fg, is defined
as in the main text. The matrix element in Eq. (30) now
follows simply from the Hermitian structure of Hp,i, and

(SInt = (n|S)T.

3. Pairing energy

We now derive the pairing energy for the ground state
| U™ of Eq. (34). It is given by

Epair = (U™ Hpair [T5™")

Nc
=—guw’ Y > |Bs,

S,8ij=1

Bs;,

0s\s,,5"\s7,  (A28)

where we again assume ws ~ w. The values of matrix el-
ements !5& | ’ ﬁ5; do not depend on the full basis configura-
tions S and &', but only the subsets S, S;», such that contri-
butions from different S, S’ are simply added up an integer
number of times. We split Eq. (A28) into diagonal and off-
diagonal contributions

By =_ng< Y s

S S;eS

> 2 s,

S#S! 8i#8)

’y (A29)

Bs;

55\53,5/\5;)
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FIG. Al. Layer-off-diagonal pair wave function of CTBG. Mag-
nitude and phase texture of the pair wave function Wo(r)
Yiep-POtom (1) for the identical setting to Fig. 5. In contrast to
the diagonal component WgP"*P (), WEPPO*O™ (32 s not an even
function of r.

and find that each diagonal term | Bs, |2 appears exactly Mp =
Ng—1
(ne1
(NK -2
Ne—1

) times while the off-diagonal ones do so Mop =

) times. Hence, we may rewrite the pairing energy as

65j|>

(A30)

NK 9 NK
Mp Z |Bs,|” + Mop Z |Bs,
irtg=1

Epair = - ng (

—gw? ((

Jj=1

Nk 9
Mp — Mop) Z |Bs,| "+
j=1

MOD(jVZKl st{)2>-

1 s
plr 1)~ o5 PG T SPTVANOVID G

ki,ko K K,

u,";1 (R+ r/Q)u;zQ(R — 7’/2)uk,2 (R — 7"/2),@,1 (R +7'/2),

where, upon sending |R — R/| — oo, because of the
et (ki Tky) R o—i(k1+k2) R faciors only the k, —k, and
kl, = —K! contributions survive. To properly take the limit
R — o0 (and similarly for R/), we set R = a + rg and send
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With w? = 1/Dgs and Ds (%’C( ), it is straightforward to
show that w?Mp = N¢/Ng = vk and

wQMOD _ NC NK—NC _ I/K(l—l/K)
Ng Nig—1 1-—1/Ng
— vi(l—vk) (A31)
NK~>OO

Consequently, in the thermodynamic limit (Ng ~ N — o0,
vk = const.) the pairing energy becomes

Nk 5 Nk 2
Epair:g<yg(2|ﬂsg‘| +VK<17VK)(Z|BSJ|> )
j=1 Jj=1

(A32)

4. Off-diagonal long-range order and pair wave function

To demonstrate that off-diagonal long-range order is
present, we show that

lim

(AR /D (R /2

plr,v) =

dy (R —r'/2)d (R +r'/2)) (A33)

is finite in the thermodynamic limit. Here (-) = (WH™"|.
| WP and the sublattice or layer degree of freedom is sup-
pressed for notational simplicity but put back in later. In-
serting again the single-band-projection from Eq. (A18) into
Eq. (A33) we get

kY)Y pilki—ka)s  liy  ei(kitkL)R —i(ki+ka)R
|R—R'| >0

(A34)

(

the Bravais lattice vector a to infinity. The correlator in this
limit (including internal indices «, 3, a’, 8’ such as layer) is
just Eq. (36). By identical arguments to the derivation of the
pairing energy in the previous section, the ground state expec-
tation value for large enough systems can be recast into

s ) = QR () )
N N N
~ V%( 5 * / / 1 1 5 ihs. , % 1 5 ips. / /
~ o2 Z Wsj;a,ﬁ(TOvT)Wsj;a'”@'(’“oﬂ" )+ vk (l—vk) a Z esiwg , alro,m) || & Z e stﬁa,ﬁ,(ro,r )
j=1 im1 j=1

With each wg ., 5(70,7) being an O(1) quantity (except for
zeros of the flatband wave functions), the first term vanishes

(

as 1/Q for @ ~ N — 0. On the contrary, the second part



remains finite and takes the form

B0 1) > e (1 — g ) U2 () ‘T’?(;ﬁl(r/) (A36)

pro,r{)

with the macroscopic pair wave function

Ng

_ 1 »

Ulr) = g 2 e Pws sl ), (A3D)
j=1

written out in Eq. (40). The symmetries of the wave func-
tion become most apparent when we set r to high-symmetry
points, e.g. 79 = 0. The layer-diagonal component in the
CTBG model is shown in Fig. 5 while Fig. Al contains a
layer-off-diagonal one. For ro = 0, layer conjugate com-
ponents are related by a phase shift of 7 in the diagonal case
and an inversion operation in the off-diagonal one. As such,
both the layer-diagonal and layer-off-diagonal component of
W28 (r) are even under I = 7, which is necessary for them
to transform under the same irreducible representation. This,
in turn, is required for the state to be reachable by a single
second order thermal phase transition from the normal state.

5. Irreducibility of the pairing matrix

All elements of the pairing matrix in Eq. (33) are smaller
or equal to zero, such that the Perron-Frobenius theorem for
non-negative square matrices is applicable for A = —H i,
and the Perron vector with maximal eigenvalue under A cor-
responds to the ground state of I_{pair. Howeyver, in order for
the eigenvalues of A to be strictly positive and the Perron vec-
tor to be unique, A must be irreducible. Following Ref. 81,
A is irreducible iff its corresponding directed graph G(A) is
strongly connected. The graph G(A) has nodes M, ..., Mp
with a directed edge leading from M; to M iff the matrix el-
ement A;; > 0. G(A) is then said to be strongly connected, if
for any pair of nodes (M;, M) there is a sequence of directed
edges leading from M; to M.

For the present case D = Dg and

Nc
Aij = = (Sil Hpair ISy =9 > |Bs,.]|Bs,

m,n=1

08\, S\S", 5
(A38)

such that A;; > 0 if S; and S; differ by exactly one element
Sm (for ¢ # 7). In this sense, every M;, corresponding to
the set S; = {Si,, ..., S; No }, has a directed edge to all nodes
M; whose corresponding configuration S; = {Sj,, ..., Sjy_}
can be reached from S; by swapping a single S; , fora S, .
Hence, starting from S;, one may always reach S; from S; ina
maximum of N¢ steps by successively exchanging S; € S,
by a 5, € &; that’s not already contained. Consequently,
G(A) is strongly connected and A irreducible.

6. PFairing energy optimization procedure

Based on the criterion of maximizing Z;V:Kl |Bs,| in or-
der to minimize the dominant contribution in Eq. (35), we
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perform a depth-first search for an optimal configuration of
non-overlapping sets of three-rule orbitals S;. For a given
finite set of available momentum orbitals K, e.g. the dis-
cretized Brillouin zone, we start off by filtering out a set
K, = {k;};, where no contained momenta are related by
inversion. Next, we generate all possible, potentially overlap-
ping sets S; = {k], k3, k3} of three momenta k} € K and
compute their corresponding |3 3, |. Sorted by their value of
|5 3, | in descending order, we iteratively build combinations of

Nx non-overlapping sets {S, , ..., giNK }. The set with maxi-
mal Z;Vfl |35 | then is the optimal pairing configuration and
: i

we set §; = S’,J For large systems, it is useful to introduce
a cutoff in the number of iterated configurations. The pre-
cautionary sorting according to |3 3, | ensures this introduces a
minimal to no error in the optimal configuration.

In order to avoid the artificial breaking of rotational sym-
metries when combined with the non-overlapping three-rule,
originating from an incommensurate number of related or-
bitals, we exclude orbitals at the origin and boundary of the
Brillouin zone from the optimization procedure. Since the
number of such excluded orbitals does not scale with the area
of the system, their contribution is vanishingly small in the
thermodynamic limit. The number of effective orbitals is de-
noted by IN. For Fig. A2(a), we optimize across all con-
figurations for N = 36, but introduced a cutoff of 108 it-
erated, non-overlapping combinations starting once from ev-
ery S; for N = 48. In order to enable the preservation of
rotational symmetries in the CTBG model, we choose Cjg-
symmetric simulation clusters spanned by Ty = 2a; — 7as
and Ty = 5a; + 2a2 with N = 39 (N = 36) as well as
T, =3a1+5asand Ty = 8a1—3as with N = 49 (N = 48)
in Fig. A2 (a). Figure A2 (b) shows the configuration of .S
underlying the pair wave function calculations displayed in
Fig. 5 on a momentum-grid associated to the simulation cell
with T';y = 10a; and Ty = 10as with N = 100 (N = 90).
The same cluster is used in Fig. 4. The optimal configuration
is not independent of the pairing Hamiltonian, but, depends
on both the choice of fi as well as the pairing form of the
internal degrees of freedom captured by 7.

F. Interacting continuum and ideal flatband models of TBG

The single particle model for the TBG flatband of a single
valley is based on the continuum model formulation presented
in Ref. 82. We choose identical parameters to Ref. 17, with the
graphene Fermi velocity fivg/ag = 3.915eV (ap = 1.42 A)
and wap = 110meV, the first magic angle is located at
0@ ~ 1.13°, where the chiral model with w44 = 0 has ex-
actly flat bands. Additionally, we introduce a finite sublattice-
staggered potential A g = 10meV, which can originate
from an aligned hBN substrate and energetically separates the
two degenerate bands at charge neutrality. The unit cell of the
triangular moiré lattice is spanned by a; = a (0, —1)7 and

a; = § (v/3,—1)T, where we use units of length in terms

of the moiré lattice constant a, such that Q = N § for a
system with NV unit cells. By numerically diagonalizing the
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FIG. A2. Optimal pairing configuration of three-rule orbitals. (a)
Representative configurations of three-rule orbitals optimized for the
dominant part in the pairing energy of Eq. (35). The combination
of colors and symbols indicates which set S; (or rather K, since
Bs : is invariant under inversion of momenta) each momentum orbital
belongs to. Except for three sets involving the orbitals closest to the
origin, the system appears to favor grouping Cg-related momentum
orbitals. (b) We make use of this tendency to construct {S; }

on larger lattices for plotting the palr wave function in Fig. 5 and
Fig. Al. The optimization value > N% 1 |Bs;| for such purely Cs-
related three-rule sets is found to deVlate only by about one percent
for the systems in (a), with a tendency to become more exact with
increasing system size. Likewise, the respective pair wave functions
look almost identical.

corresponding single-particle Hamiltonian, we may obtain the
Bloch eigenvectors |uy ) of the conduction band at arbitrary
waa/wap (though we restrict to waa/wap < 1 since layer
corrugation is believed to enhance inter- compared to intra-
sublattice tunneling processes). Defining

= Ok +ko—kg—ka,0b

D1 Viky — ky + b)FF R E
beRL

Vk1 k2 ks,ka
(A39)

with V(q) the Fourier transform of the interaction poten-

tial, RL denoting the reciprocal lattice as well as Ff L -
{ug|ug/1p) the overlap of the Bloch band wave functions.
Using the series expansion from Eq. (41), Eq. (A39) is
writable as a simple sum of the on-site and lowest order con-
tributions such that Hy ~ H + H} . As we restrict our study
to the pure interaction Hamiltonian, we choose natural units
of energy where the on-site term is one.

Exploiting the form of the ideal flatband wave function
Eq. (1) in the chiral limit, following Ref. 17 the overlaps can
also be expressed as

kK k,k
By = Nk’Nk/Zwbifbfb

b;

(A40)

(where we dropped the tilde to indicate the chiral limit). In
our numerics, we use the 19 reciprocal lattice vectors b with
smallest magnitude, where the smallest wy (corresponding to
the largest |b| ) is about one percent of wg. The form factors
of the quantum Hall wave function are given by

kK

b gbe§(k+k’)xbe§kxk’e—s4—2|k—k/_b\2

(A41)
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with &, = 1if b/2 is areciprocal lattice vectors, else —1. With
the Fourier modes wy, of |G(r)| > +|G(—r)| %, as introduced in
the main text, the k-dependent normalization can be explicitly
calculated as NV, ? = Fé’“ . The advantage of the form in
Eq. (A40) is that it gives a direct way to connect the ideal
flatband case to the pure LLL limit by setting wo = 1 and
Wpro = 0, implying Fk k= fk/.

In order for the numencally obtained overlaps of Bloch
wave functions in the TBG continuum model to be consistent
with the ideal flatband formulation, we fix a gauge by choos-
ing a reference momentum at the center of the Brillouin zone
ko = T and setting the k-dependent phase of |ug ) according
to

Cuy |uy| Fo™*
(ug |ury |FEo¥R|

|uk> — |uk> | (A42)

This ensures that the measurement of e.g. Q4 (), which nat-
urally is in the gauge of the LLL wave functions, on ground
states obtained via ED for arbitrary w4 4 /w 4 g is well defined.

G. Supplementary information on exact diagonalization
simulations

For our ED calculations, we use the identical setup to the
authors previous project in Ref. 21. Notably, the abundance
of zero-energy states in the study of pure on-site interac-
tions mandates the full diagonalization of the Hamiltonian, as
compared to the typically performed convergence of the low-
energy spectrum. This is because the vast degeneracy renders
the normally used Lanczos-based algorithms impractical. As
a result, the numerical results in e.g. Fig. 1 are limited to
system sizes below those achievable with iterative algorithms.
The introduction of a finite screening length in Sec. V mit-
igates this issue by selecting a ground state that’s (for most
clusters) unique within its symmetry sector. The simulation
clusters corresponding to the ED data shown in the main text
are compiled in Tab. L.

TABLE I. Overview of simulation cells used for ED in this work.
Despite varying in the number of unit cells (as well as momentum
orbitals) IV, their aspect ratio and point-group symmetry, all clusters
have states with zero energy for the CTBG model with on-site inter-
actions. The simulation torus is spanned by T'1 = aai1 + ba2 and
T3 = ca: + das.

N Torus Aspect  poing

[[a,b],[c,d]]  ratio group
10 [[1,2],[4,-2]] 133 Cs
12 [[2,2],]2,-4]] 10 Dg
14 [[1,3],[4,—-2]] 1.0 Cs
15 [[1,3],[4,-3]] 1.0 D,
25 [[3,2],[5,—5]] 1.00 Cs

Concerning the operator form of Q5(7), in the main text we
choose to work with a symmetric form in +k + é for our ana-
lytical arguments. However, in our numerics on finite systems,



it is more convenient to work with an equivalent formulation
obtained by shifting k — k — & and successively 26 — &
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with k, & € BZ such that

Qs(r) = 2 &)k(r)é*k+5(r)xk,—k+5'
keBZ

(A43)

The restriction to the singlet sector is implemented by
adding a strong S? term to H. Since the Hamiltonian is
SU(2)-symmetric, this effectively splits the energy levels by
their total spin, with only the singlets remaining unchanged.
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