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In contrast to standard BCS superconductivity, that in flat bands (FBs) possesses an interesting
degree of freedom that enables the control of the superfluid weight (SFW), referred to as the quantum
metric (QM). In the present work, we consider the stub lattice and study the impact of the dilution
of FB eigenstates on superconductivity. Among the most remarkable results, it is revealed that
the SFW can be boosted by the decimation of the FB eigenstates. In addition, it is shown that
the widely used uniform pairing hypothesis systematically predicts the suppression of the SFW,
appears misleading and qualitatively incorrect. With the great progress in nanotechnologies, we
believe that our findings could be realised and tested experimentally in covalent organic frameworks
or in decorated structures in which defects/vacancies/ad-atoms are created/deposited in a controlled
manner and even in multilayered structures with intercalated atoms.

INTRODUCTION

It is well established that electronic Bloch states with
infinitely narrow bands, known as flat bands (FBs), pro-
vide a unique platform for studying strongly correla-
ted phases of matter [1–9]. One of the most striking
phenomenon is the possibility of superconductivity (SC)
in dispersion-less bands. This intriguing unconventional
form of SC, possesses unusual scaling laws and opens
promising avenues towards room-temperature SC. In-
deed, the critical temperature scales linearly with the
strength of the effective attractive electron-electron in-
teraction Tc ∝ |U | [2, 10, 11]. Hence, SC in FBs should
lead to significantly higher critical temperature than
that in conventional BCS superconductors which pre-
dicts TBCS

c ∝ t e−1/ρ(EF )|U | [12] where ρ(EF ) denotes
the density of states at the Fermi level. Furthermore, the
unusual nature of the of superconductivity in FBs arises
from its connection with quantum geometry [13–15], and
more precisely with the quantum metric (QM) [16–18].
More specifically, it has been predicted that the super-
fluid weight (SFW) Ds, a key quantity to calculate the
critical temperature [19], can be written Ds ∝ |U |⟨g⟩n−1

S

where ⟨g⟩ is the average value of the QM and nS is
the number of orbitals for which the FB weight is non
zero [20, 21]. We remark, that this prediction is valid
when |U | is smaller than the one-particle gap. We recall
that ⟨g⟩ has a geometric interpretation since it provides
a measure of the square of a typical lengthscale asso-
ciated to the FB eigenstates. Indeed, the diagonal com-
ponents of the QM can be expressed as the square of
the standard deviation of the position operator x̂µ rela-
tively to a FB state |ψFB

k ⟩, namely it can be shown that
gµµ(k) = ⟨ψFB

k |x̂2µ − ⟨x̂µ⟩2|ψFB
k ⟩ [22, 23]. It is important

for what follows to emphasize that the QM is not uni-
quely defined, it depends on the relative position of the
orbitals inside the unit cell. However, in the expression of
the SFW, ⟨g⟩, means minimal value of the QM [21] which
in general, corresponds to the highly symmetric positions

of the orbitals.
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Figure 1. (a) Representation of the stub lattice (reference)
and its compact localized state (CLS). (b) The diluted stub
lattice with NCC = 2 and its CLS. In (a) and (b), green (resp.
red) symbols correspond to orbitals in sublattice A (resp. BC).
The grey dashed lines depict the unit cells. (c) and (d) display
the QM ⟨g⟩ as a function of NCC for α = 1.0 and α = 0.1.
The diamonds correspond to the orbital positions in the unit
cell as depicted in (a),(b) and the triangles to the minimal
value of the QM (see main text).

In real systems, whereas |U | is essentially fixed by the
chemical structure of the compound, the QM still offers a
tunable degree of freedom to increase Ds and ultimately
Tc. To reach the "holy grail" of room-temperature SC
with FB systems, the search for a boosting mechanism
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Figure 2. Single-particle spectrum (top) and corresponding density of states (bottom) for α = 1.0, and NCC = 1, 2, and 3
respectively. ã = NCC · a is the super-lattice parameter. In the DOS panels the colors correspond to that of the bands depicted
in the dispersion curves.

of the QM is a versatile strategy. Recently, it has been
shown that the QM can be significantly enhanced by the
introduction of vacancies that leads to the spreading out
the FB eigenstates [24]. Hence, a natural question arises :
Does the SFW increase systematically when the FB states
are spreading out ? or equivalently Does the dilution of
the FB eigenstates reinforce the superconducting phase ?

Here, we propose to address precisely this issue by
considering the diluted stub lattice. The conventional
stub lattice is illustrated in Fig 1(a), it consists in three
orbitals (A,B, and C) per unit cell with a FB located
at E = 0. Its compact localized eigenstates (CLS) span
two cells. By removing every second C-orbital along the
chain, the CLS spreads up as depicted in Fig 1(b) and
now spans three cells of the conventional lattice. We
can continue the process and remove two out of three
C-orbitals, we thus generate the next generation of di-
lute stub chain, and so on. The decimation procedure
is clear. In what follows, it is convenient to characterize
the dilute stub chain by introducing the integer NCC

where ã = NCC × a is the distance between two succes-
sive C-orbitals along the chain. The detailed study of the
conventional stub chain (NCC = 1) has been realized in
Ref. [25].
Notice that, it is important not to confuse the spread of
CLS states and that of the QM. Nevertheless, a larger
CLS implies a larger ⟨g⟩. We should also emphasize that
in most of the studies found in the literature nS is fixed
and hence irrelevant. In contrast, here, the procedure of
decimation affects simultaneously ⟨g⟩ and nS .

MODEL AND METHODS

To address the SC in the depleted stub lattice, the
electrons are described by the attractive Hubbard model
(AHM) that reads,

Ĥ =
∑

⟨iλ,jη⟩,σ

tληij ĉ†iλ,σ ĉjη,σ − µN̂ − |U |
∑
iλ

n̂iλ↑n̂iλ↓, (1)

where ĉ†iλσ creates an electron of spin σ at site riλ, i
being the cell index and λ = A1, B1, ..., ANCC

, BNCC
and

C the 2NCC + 1 orbitals in the unit cell. For practical
reason and because the system is bipartite, we define two
families of orbitals (or sublattices) A = {A1, ..., ANCC

}
and BC = {B1, ..., BNCC

, C}. Sums run over the lattice,
⟨iλ, jη⟩ refers to nearest-neighbor pairs for which the hop-
ping integral tληij is t along the chain, and αt for the out-
of-chain hopping. The parameter α allows the tuning of
the single particle gap and of the QM. The particle num-
ber operator is N̂ =

∑
iλ,σ n̂iλ,σ, and µ is the chemical

potential. Finally, |U | is the strength of the on-site at-
tractive electron-electron interaction.

In the specific case of FB superconductivity, the mean-
field Bogoliubov-de-Gennes (BdG) approach has been
shown to be a reliable and remarkably accurate to calcu-
late both the occupations, the pairings, the one-particle
correlation functions and the transport properties regard-
less the spatial dimension [14, 20, 26–32]. Furthermore,
in bipartite system with gapped FBs, the BCS ground
state has been shown to be the exact ground state of the
AHM (1) when the interaction strength is smaller than
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Figure 3. Pairings ∆λ, as a function of the filling factor ν. The upper panel corresponds to α = 1.0, and NCC = 1, 2 and 3
(left to right). The lower panel corresponds to α = 0.1 and the same values of NCC . The interaction strength is fixed |U |/t = 1.
The black dashed line is the pairing in the one dimensional chain (α = 0).

the gap [13, 14]. These conditions being fulfilled here, one
can safely and confidently study the SC in FBs within the
BdG theory.
We briefly recall that the BdG approach consists in de-
coupling the Hubbard interaction term as follows,

n̂iλ,↑n̂iλ,↓
BdG≃ ⟨n̂iλ,↓⟩n̂iλ,↑ + ⟨n̂iλ,↑⟩n̂iλ,↓

− ∆iλ

|U |
ĉ†iλ,↑ĉ

†
iλ,↓ −

∆∗
iλ

|U |
ĉiλ,↓ĉiλ,↑

−
[
⟨n̂iλ,↑⟩⟨n̂iλ,↓⟩+

∣∣∣∆iλ

U

∣∣∣2 ]
,

(2)

where the self-consistent parameters ⟨n̂iλ,σ⟩ and ∆λ =
−|U |⟨ĉiλ↓ĉiλ↑⟩ are respectively the occupations and the
pairings. ⟨. . .⟩ corresponds to the grand canonical ave-
rage, here restricted to T = 0. Because of translation in-
variance, the cell index is dropped in the self-consistent
parameter. Here, we assume a non magnetic ground state,
⟨n̂λ,↑⟩ = ⟨n̂λ,↓⟩ = ⟨n̂λ⟩/2.

The AHM Hamiltonian given in Eq. (1) becomes,

ĤBdG =
∑

k

[
Ĉ

†
k↑ Ĉ−k↓

] [ĥ↑(k) ∆̂

∆̂† −ĥ↓∗(−k)

] [
Ĉk↑

Ĉ
†
−k↓

]
+
∑

kλ[ĥ
↓(−k)]λλ − µ− |U |⟨n̂iλ↑⟩

+
∑

iλ

∣∣∣∆λ

|U |

∣∣∣2 + |U |⟨n̂iλ↑⟩⟨n̂iλ↓⟩. (3)

where we have introduced the spinor Ĉ
†
kσ =(

ĉ†kA1,σ
, . . . , ĉ†kANCC

,σ, ĉ
†
kB1,σ

, . . . ĉ†kBNCC
σ, ĉ

†
kC,σ

)t

where

c†kλ,σ is the Fourier transform (FT) of c†iλ,σ. The single

particle Hamiltonian ĥσ(k) = ĥ0(k) − µ − V̂σ where ĥ0
is the FT of the tight-binding term in Eq. (1). The on-
site term V̂σ = |U |

2 · diag(⟨n̂λ⟩) and ∆̂ = diag(∆λ) are
(2NCC + 1)-diagonal matrices.

Notice that, the constant terms in Eq. (3) have been
kept because they play a crucial role for the reliable cal-
culation of the SFW (see below).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Single particle features (U=0)

First, we recall that the average value of the
QM is defined by ⟨g⟩ =

∫ +π
ã

−π
ã

dk
2π g(k), where

g(k) = ⟨∂kϕFB
k |∂kϕFB

k ⟩ − |⟨∂kϕFB
k |ϕFB

k ⟩|2, and |ϕFB
k ⟩

is the normalized FB eigenstate of the one-particle
Hamiltonian which has non-vanishing weight on BC
orbitals only, thus nS = NCC + 1. In Fig 1(c) and
respectively in Fig 1(d), the average value of the QM is
depicted as a function of NCC for respectively α = 1.0
and α = 0.1. Finding the minimal value of the QM is
crucial for what follows since it is the only relevant one
[21]. Keeping in mind that the FB eigenstates have no
weight on sublattice A, it is found that the minimal QM
is obtained when all B-orbitals are located at the same
position, the center of the unit cell : rmin = ã/2. The
full proof is given in the appendix A. For example, for
NCC = 2 (see Fig 1(b)) it corresponds to A2’s position.
Let us discuss the QM in the case of small out-of-chain
hopping, namely α = 0.1. We observe that the geometry
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Figure 4. Individual pairings ∆λ and their average for each sublattice A and BC, as a function of |U |/t. The upper (respectively
lower) panels correspond to α = 1.0 (respectively α = 0.1) and NCC = 1, 2 and 3 (from left to right). The filling factor ν is set
to 1. In each panel, the black dotted line is (NBC⟨∆BC⟩ −NA⟨∆A⟩)/|U |.

depicted in Fig 1(a,b) provides almost the minimal value
of ⟨g⟩. We remark that both trial functions aNCC or
bN2

CC do not provide a satisfactory fit of our data.
However, when NCC ≥ 6 − 7 the QM is found to
scale almost linearly with NCC . On the other hand,
when α = 1, the geometry depicted in Fig 1(a,b) leads
to a strong overestimation of the relevant QM which
is amplified as NCC becomes larger and larger. The
minimal QM is found to scale linearly with NCC , more
precisely, ⟨g⟩ ≃ 0.47 (NCC − 1) which is accurate up to
values of NCC of about 50. These findings are surprising
since one could have naively anticipated a quadratic
scaling of the QM with NCC in both cases. Indeed,
if we calculate the spreading of the CLS eigenstates
δCLS = ⟨CLS|x̂2µ − ⟨x̂µ⟩2|CLS⟩ one finds two distinct
regimes : δCLS/a

2 = 1
4N

2
CC when NCCα

2 ≫ 1 and
δCLS/a

2 = 1
12N

2
CC when NCCα

2 ≪ 1. As it will be
discussed in the last section the quantity NCCα

2 plays
an important role.
Before we switch on the electron-electron interaction
let us briefly discuss the non-interacting case. Figure
2 displays the single-particle spectrum and the density
of states (DOS) for α = 1.0, and NCC = 1, 2 and 3.
Due to chiral symmetry, the spectrum consists in 2NCC

symmetric dispersive bands and at least one FB at
E = 0. Here, it appears that for any NCC the spectrum
exhibits a single FB. Numerically it is found that the gap
between the FB and the first dispersive band decreases
as δ ≃ t/NCC + o(1/N2

CC). We remark that the DOS
possesses 4NCC van-Hove singularities.

Pairings and quasi-particles gap

Let us define two regions for the filling factor ν =∑
λ,σ nλ,σ/Norb ∈ [0, 2] : (i) the FB region which corres-

ponds to ν ∈ [1− 1
Norb

, 1 + 1
Norb

], and (ii) the DB region
which corresponds to any other filling. Notice that chi-
ral symmetry arising from bipartite nature of the lattice
implies a symmetry of the observables with respect to
half-filling (ν = 1).
Fig 3 depicts the pairings for each orbital as a function
of ν. For α = 1.0, as NCC increases, multiple domes and
peaks appear in the DB region due to new dispersive
bands in the spectrum, simultaneously the pairing am-
plitudes are rising. While the FB region shrinks, the pai-
rings at half-filling decrease in a moderate way. For low
carrier concentration, ν ≤ 0.1 or ν ≥ 1.9, we find that the
pairing in the one-dimensional chain (ODC) which cor-
responds to α = 0 agrees well with the average value of
the pairings along the chain. In contrast, for α = 0.1, the
changes are drastic, the multi-peaks and domes have di-
sappeared. It can be seen that the increase of NCC has no
qualitative and weak quantitative impact on the pairings.
Indeed, the C−orbital being weakly coupled to the chain,
makes A-type and B-type orbitals quasi-equivalent lea-
ding to quasi-uniform pairings close to that of the ODC.
The only trivial effect of NCC is to shrink the FB region.
Furthermore, the C-orbital being quasi-disconnected, ∆C

has a tiny value in DB region, and almost reaches its
maximum value in the FB region where ∆C ≃ |U |

2 at half-
filling. It is worth noticing that for α = 1 and |U | ≫ t
the multi-peak structure observed previously disappears,
the situation become similar to that of α = 0.1.
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Focusing now on the half-filled case (ν = 1), Fig. 4 dis-
plays the individual pairings ∆λ/|U | and their average as
a function of |U |, for different values of α and NCC . ⟨∆Λ⟩
means average pairing for sublattice Λ = A and BC. In
weak coupling regime and for any NCC , the FB eigens-
tates having a non-zero weight on sublattice BC only,
implies that the pairings associated with this sublattice
scale linearly with |U | while they are quadratic on su-
blattice A [13, 33, 34]. It can be seen that the dilution
of the FB-states leads to the suppression of the pairing
amplitudes. More precisely, for |U | ≤ t, the average pai-
ring on BC is found to decay as |U |

2(1+NCC) for both values
of α. Thus, it smoothly vanishes as NCC increases. For
α = 1.0, as NCC grows, one systematically finds that the
individual pairings on B-orbitals are larger than ⟨∆A⟩
and smaller than ⟨∆BC⟩ > ⟨∆A⟩. In addition, as already
seen in Fig.3, when α = 0.1, all As and Bs sites become
quasi-equivalent while ∆C ≃ |U |

2 due to weak coupling to
the chain. Lastly, we have checked that when NCC ≫ 1,
the pairings on sublattice A and the QP gap converge
towards that of the isolated chain ∆ODC . Finally, note
that the pairing sum rule NBC⟨∆BC⟩ −NA⟨∆A⟩ = |U |

2 is
illustrated as well in Fig.4 [35, 36].

Fig. 5 (a) and (b) show the average pairing on both
sublattice as a function of NCC for α = 1.0 and different
values of |U |. First, ⟨∆A⟩ displays two different beha-
viours depending on |U |. In the weak coupling regime,
it is found that it decreases as NCC increases, while,
when |U | ≳ 1.5t it increases. In contrast, one observes
in Fig.5(b) that ⟨∆BC⟩ decreases regardless the interac-
tion strength, the reduction being significantly stronger
in the case of small values of |U |. For |U | ≫ t, for any
value of NCC it can be seen for both sublattices that
⟨∆Λ⟩ = ⟨∆REF

Λ ⟩, where Λ = BC or A. To summarize
our findings, in the weak coupling regime, the dilution
process tends to reduce the average binding energy of
Cooper pairs on both sublattices.

The superfluid weight

The SFW Ds [37–39] is the superconducting order pa-
rameter that is directly related to London’s penetration
λL ∝ 1/

√
Ds. The SFW is carefully defined as,

Ds =
1

Ncã

d2Ω(q)

dq2

∣∣∣
q=0

. (4)

where Nc is the number of unit cells in the lattice, Ω(q)
being the grand-potential and q mimics the effect of a
vector potential introduced by a standard Peierls substi-
tution tληij −→ tληij e

iq(xiλ−xjη). It is important to notice
that the derivative is total. It includes both the explicit
and the implicit (through the self-consistent parameters)
q-dependence, the latter being essential for reliable cal-
culations of the SFW [21].

Figure 5. Average values of the pairings ⟨∆Λ⟩ as a function of
NCC where Λ = A (panel (a)) and Λ = BC (panel (b)). The
pairing are rescaled by their value at NCC = 1 (⟨∆REF

Λ ⟩).
Different values of |U |/t are considered and α = 1.0. The
carrier density is set to 1 (half-filling).

Fig. 6 depicts Ds as a function of ν for α = 0.1 and 1.0,
and NCC = 1, 2, and 3. First, for α = 1.0, the increase of
NCC leads to a multi-dome structure as seen already in
the pairings, with special fillings for which Ds vanishes
and corresponding to fully filled one-particle bands. In
the DB region and away from these specific points, as |U |
increases the SFW reduces. For any value of NCC , in the
strong coupling regime the multi-dome structure disap-
pears. Regarding the FB superconductivity, we observe a
moderate increase as |U | and NCC increase, besides the
trivial shrink of the FB region. A more detailed analysis
of the specific half-filled case is discussed in next section.
On the other hand, for α = 0.1, the multi-dome struc-
ture is absent for any value of the interaction strength as
observed in Fig.3 for the pairings. As NCC increases, the
decimation has a relatively weak effect for these values
of |U |. Finally, as expected, in the very dilute regime,
Ds(ν) converges towards the single chain limit which is
given by DODC

s (ν) = 2a
π sin(πν/2). Based on the sca-

ling of ⟨g⟩ plotted in Fig.1 (c) and (d), these findings are
unexpected and surprising, since we could have anticipa-
ted, at least for the smallest value |U | = 1 a significant
increase of the SFW. We shed light on these findings in
the next section.
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Figure 6. Superfluid weight Ds, as a function of the filling factor ν. The upper panels correspond to α = 1.0, and NCC = 1, 2
and 3 (left to right). The lower panels correspond to α = 0.1 and the same values of NCC . Blue, orange, and green curves
represent respectively |U |/t = 1, 2, and 10. For comparison Ds in the non-interacting one-dimensional chain (α = 0 and |U | = 0)
is depicted as well (’ODC’).

(a)

(b)

Figure 7. Ds/|U | in the half-filled dilute stub chain as a
function of |U | for NCC = 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5, and respectively
α = 1.0 in panel (a), and α = 0.1 in panel (b). Circular dots
correspond to extrapolated values at |U | = 0.

Effects of flat band states dilution on the superfluid
weight

From now on, we focus essentially on the half-filled
case (ν = 1). In Fig.7, Ds/|U | is displayed as a function
of |U |/t for NCC = 1, . . . , 5. First, we propose to dis-
cuss the case α = 1.0 which is depicted in Fig.7(a). One
can observe two distinct regimes. In the weak coupling
regime, Ds reduces as NCC increases, which is the op-
posite of what could have been expected. We will come
back to this confusing point later. On the other hand, for
|U |/t ≥ 1, the SFW becomes larger and larger as NCC

increases. Here, the maximal augmentation is reached for
|U |/t ≃ 1.8. Finally, for |U | ≫ t it is found that the dilu-
tion has essentially no impact. More precisely one finds
that Ds ≈ 2t2

|U |a which is demonstrated analytically in the
Appendix B. We now consider the case of the weak hop-
ping between the C-orbitals and the chain (α = 0.1). Our
findings are depicted in Fig.7(b) where a single regime is
observed : in the weak coupling regime Ds is boosted
by the dilution of the FB eigenstates. In contrast, when
|U |/t ≥ 5α it is observed the dilution has no impact. We
observe that Ds → 2t2

|U | as found for α = 1 (see appen-
dix B). In the weak coupling regime, it is surprising that
the dilution leads to an increase of the SFW only for the
smallest values of α.

The previous paragraph seems to point out the
importance of the value of the out-of-chain hopping.
To complete our analysis, we plot in Fig.8, the SFW
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in the weak coupling regime as a function of NCC for
values of α ranging from 0.1 to 3. In Fig.8 (a) one
clearly observe two different type of behaviour. For
α ≥ 1 the dilution systematically suppresses the SFW
with respect to its value at NCC = 1. The reduction
becomes more pronounced as α increases. In contrast,
when α ≤ 1 the effect of the dilution is the opposite :
DS is non-monotonous, it increases till it reaches a
maximum then it slowly decay. The maximum is clearly
visible for α = 0.5, and it is relatively broad for α = 0.3.
On the other hand, for α = 0.1 the maximum has not
been reached yet for the considered values of NCC . A
careful analysis reveals that the crucial parameter that
controls the existence of a maximum is NCCα

2. More
precisely it is found that the maximum occurs when
NCCα

2 ≈ 1.5. Below this value the SFW increases
and above it decays. This explains why no maximum
is observed when α ≥ 1. How can we understand the
emergence of such a parameter and this specific value
of 1.5 ? There is no simple answer, however it is useful
to return to the CLS eigenstates. For a given NCC the
total weight on B-orbitals is exactly NCCα

2 while it is 2
for the C-orbitals. Thus, when NCCα

2 ≥ 2 (respectively
≤ 2), the dominant weight is on B-orbitals (respectively
on C-orbitals). The overlap between two CLS that share
one C-orbital is 1

NCCα2+2 . When α ≥ 1 this ratio decays
rapidly as NCC increases which is detrimental for the
transport along the chain. On the other hand, when
α ≪ 1 this ratio remains almost constant (≈ 1/2) and
decays significantly only when NCC ≥ 2/α2 which for
α = 0.1 is 200. Within our simple explanation, in the
first stage one would expect Ds to be almost constant.
The fact that an increase is found in our numerical
calculations cannot be captured with these heuristic
arguments. We conclude that for α ≤ 1 the dilution of
the FB eigenstates leads to a boost of the SFW.

In the literature, one often assumes the UP condition
that considerably simplifies the calculations and allows
analytical results. In this last paragraph, we propose to
discuss our findings by comparing them to what we would
obtain if we force the UP hypothesis. We consider the
case of weak coupling regime only. We recall that, in half-
filled FB system when |U | is smaller than the one-particle
gap the SFW reads [13],

DUP
s =

2⟨g⟩
nS ã

|U |. (5)

In Fig.8(b), DUP
s is plotted as a function of NCC . First,

one observes that the numerical calculations are in per-
fect agreement with the analytical formula. In addition,
it can be seen that the UP condition leads to a monotonic
and systematic decay of the SFW as NCC increases. The
reduction being amplified in the case of a strong out-
of-chain hopping. This contrasts with the full (no UP
condition) calculations plotted in Fig.8(a). Furthermore,

UNIFORM PAIRING

(a)

(b)

Figure 8. Superfluid weight in the weak coupling regime, re-
scaled by its value at NCC = 1 (REF), as a function of NCC .
The system is half-filled and α ranges from 0.1 to 3.0. In panel
(a), the complete self-consistent calculation of the SFW. In
panel (b), the SFW obtained by forcing the uniform pairing
condition. Empty circles correspond to the analytical formula
given in Eq. (5), and the filled triangles to the numerical cal-
culations (in both panels).

in the case where α ≥ 1 the ratio Ds/D
REF
s is found to

decay more rapidly in the complete self-consistent calcu-
lation. Finally, we emphasize that the numerical value of
DUP

s , given in Eq. 4 were obtained for the geometry that
minimizes the QM. Surprisingly it is revealed that DUP

s

is geometry-dependent which indicates that forcing the
UP condition may lead to unreliable values of the SFW.
Thus the UP approximation should be used with caution
especially in nano-structured systems and in disordered
lattices.

CONCLUSION

In this work we have addressed in details the impact
of the dilution of FB states on the minimal quantum me-
tric, on the pairing distribution and on the SFW. The
connection between the SFW and the quantum metric
is revealed to be more complex than predicted by recent
theories. Furthermore, for weak out-of-chain hopping, we
have established that the SFW can be boosted by the de-
cimation of the FB eigenstates. Whereas when this hop-
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ping is comparable or larger to that along the chain the
SFW turns out to be suppressed. Additionally, it is re-
vealed that the widely used uniform paring hypothesis
appears to be qualitatively incorrect in such dilute sys-
tems. In the quest for unconventional high critical tem-
perature superconducting materials these findings could
prove very useful. We could think of well-chosen atoms
deposited in a controlled manner on the surface of a spe-
cific quasi two dimensional material which could give rise
to weakly dispersive bands with a large quantum metric.
To target the best candidates, two dimensional materials
and ad-atoms, one could rely on first-principle studies
which offer great advantages and flexibility as well. This
type of strategy has proved to be powerful in addressing
the issue of ferromagnetism in diluted magnetic semicon-
ductors.

APPENDIX A : FLAT BAND STATES AND
MINIMAL QUANTUM METRIC

It is well known that the quantum metric (QM) is not
uniquely defined, it depends on the position of the orbi-
tals inside the unit cell [21]. However, the only physically
relevant one, connected to the superfluid weight, is its
minimal value ⟨gmin⟩.
In this appendix our purpose is to demonstrate that in
the dilute stub lattice, for a given NCC , the minimal QM
gmin is obtained when Bi atoms where i = 1, 2,..., NCC

are all placed at the center of the unit cell. For instance,
for the NCC = 2, as depicted in Fig.1, gmin is obtai-
ned when B1 and B2 coincide with the location of A2.
First, because the flat band (FB) eigenstates have a finite
weight only on C and Bi sites, the position of the atoms
of type A is irrelevant. Let us define, δi, where the index
i = 1, 2,..., and NCC , the position (coordinate along the
chain) of the atoms of type B inside the unit cell.

As a first step, using the expression of the CLS state,
one can show that the k-dependent normalized FB ei-
genstate of the single particle Hamiltonian reads,

|ϕFB
k ⟩ = 1

D(k)



1− (−1)NCCeikã

−αeikδ1
+αeikδ2

.

.

.
(−1)NCCαeikδNCC


, (A.1)

where the FB state is expressed in the ba-
sis

(
ĉ†kC,σ, ĉ

†
kB1,σ

, . . . , ĉ†kBNCC
,σ

)
and D(k) =√

u+ v cos(kã) where u = NCCα
2 + 2 and

v = −2(−1)NCC and we recall that ã = NCC · a.

In order to calculate the quantum metric, we start from

its definition,

g(k) = ⟨∂kϕFB
k |∂kϕFB

k ⟩ − |⟨∂kϕFB
k |ϕFB

k ⟩|2. (A.2)

After some lengthy but straightforward calculation we
end up with,

⟨g⟩ =
∫

α2

D(k)2

[
δ21 + δ22 + ....+ δ2NCC

]
+

∫
h(k)

−
∫

1

D(k)4

[
α2(δ1 + δ2 + ....+ δNCC

) + 2ãf(k)
]2
,

(A.3)

where
∫
(..) = 1

2π

∫ +π/ã

−π/ã
dk(..), the function f(k) =

sin2(kã/2) (respectively cos2(kã/2)) if NCC is even (res-
pectively odd). For the present purpose, it is unnecessary
to give explicitly the expression of h(k) which does not
depend on δi’s.
To find the optimal position of the atoms of type B, one
has to solve for i = 1, 2, ..., NCC , the equation,

∂⟨g⟩
∂δi

= 0, (A.4)

which leads to,

δi =
α2I2S + 2ãI3

I1
, (A.5)

where S = Σiδi, and the integrals are respectively I1 =∫
1

D(k)2 , I2 =
∫

1
D(k)4 and I3 =

∫ f(k)
D(k)4 . This can be

simplified and finally gives,

δi =
S

NCC
=

2ãI3
I1 − wI2

, (A.6)

where we have introduced w = NCCα
2.

This equation means that the minimal value of the quan-
tum metric corresponds to the situation where the atoms
Bi’s are all located at the same α-dependent position.
Interestingly, these three integrals can be calculated ana-
lytically and one obtains,

I1 =
1

(w2 + 4w)1/2
; I2 =

2 + w

(w2 + 4w)3/2
. (A.7)

The last integral I3 depends on the parity of NCC ,

I3 =
s(w)

2(w2 + 4w)3/2
. (A.8)

where we find s(w) = w for both NCC even and odd.
This allows great simplifications, and leads to,

δi = ã
s(w)

2w
=

1

2
ã (A.9)

Thus, for a given α the minimal quantum metric corres-
ponds to B-atoms located at the center of the supercell.
Finally, we notice that, using (i) the three integrals I1, I2
and I3, (ii) the fact that δi = 1

2 ã and last (iii) the exact
expression of h(k) (not given here), from Eq.(A.3) one
will get the exact analytical formula for the minimal QM
as a function of α and NCC .
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APPENDIX B : SUPERFLUID WEIGHT IN THE
STRONG COUPLING REGIME

In this appendix, we demonstrate in the case of the
half-filled dilute stub lattice and in the strong coupling
regime (|U | ≫ t) that the superfluid weight (SFW) Ds =
2t2

|U |a. This implies that Ds is independent of both α and
NCC .

Following the procedure of Refs.[25, 40], at T = 0 K
the SFW can be written,

Ds =
2

Ncã

∑
k,mn

|
〈
Ψ−

nk

∣∣ V̂ ∣∣Ψ+
mk

〉
|2 − |

〈
Ψ−

nk

∣∣ Γ̂V̂ ∣∣Ψ+
mk

〉
|2

E−
nk − E+

mk

,

(B.1)
where

∣∣Ψ±
mk

〉
are the quasi-particle eigenstates of the

BdG Hamiltonian with positive (+) and negative (−)
energy. The band indices m and n vary from 1 to Norb =
2NCC + 1. Nc denotes the number of unit cells and
ã = NCC · a is the size of the unit cell in the dilute stub
lattice. The matrices Γ̂ = diag(ÎNorb×Norb

,−ÎNorb×Norb
)

and V̂ = diag(v̂0, v̂0), v̂0 being the velocity operator,

v̂0(k) =
∂ĥ0(k)

∂k
, (B.2)

where ĥ0(k) is the single particle Hamiltonian.

In the natural basis BNCC =(
|kCσ⟩, |kA1σ⟩, |kB1σ⟩, . . . , |kANCC

σ⟩, |kBNCC
σ⟩
)

the Hamiltonian ĥ0(k) has a trigonal form and reads,

ĥ0(k) = −t



0 α 0 . . . . 0
α 0 β∗ . . . . β
0 β 0 β∗ . . . 0
0 0 β 0 β∗ . . 0
0 . . . . . . 0
0 . . . . . . 0
0 . . . . β 0 β∗

0 β∗ . . . . β 0


(B.3)

where β = eika/2.
In the strong coupling regime (|U | ≫ t) and for the half-
filled lattice, the pairings are uniform, ∆λ = ∆ = |U |

2 ,
and the quasi-particle energies reduce E±

n = ±|∆| +
o( t2

|U | ), the corresponding eigenstates are given by,

∣∣Ψ+
nk

〉
=

1√
2

[
|ϕnk⟩
|ϕnk⟩

] ∣∣Ψ−
nk

〉
=

1√
2

[
+ |ϕnk⟩
− |ϕnk⟩

]
, (B.4)

where |ϕnk⟩’s are the one-particle eigenstates of ĥ0(k).
One can show that,〈

Ψ−
nk

∣∣ Γ̂V̂ ∣∣Ψ+
mk

〉
= −⟨ϕnk| v̂0 |ϕmk⟩〈

Ψ−
nk

∣∣ V̂ ∣∣Ψ+
mk

〉
= 0.

(B.5)

Hence, Eq.B.1 can be simplified and gives,

Ds =
2

|U |Ncã

∑
k,nm

| ⟨ϕnk| v̂0 |ϕmk⟩ |2 =
2

|U |Ncã
Tr[v̂20 ].

(B.6)
Given the tridiagonal form of ĥ0(k) as given in Eq.(B.3),
one can easily deduce the diagonal matrix elements of v̂20 .
Indeed, straightforwardly one finds ⟨vi|v̂20 |vi⟩ = 1

2 (ta)
2,

where |vi⟩ is either |kAiσ⟩ or |kBiσ⟩, with i = 1, ..., NCC .
Thus, we end up with a simple expression of the SFW in
the strong coupling regime that does not depend on α or
NCC ,

Ds =
2t2

|U |
a (B.7)
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