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To explore the influence of quantum-geometric effects on the Ginzburg-Landau coherence length
in a dilute flat-band superconductor, we adopt a BCS-BEC crossover approach to the multiband
pyrochlore-Hubbard model near the critical temperature for superconductivity. Our self-consistent
formulation for this three-dimensional lattice benchmarks very well against the so-called zero-
temperature coherence length, demonstrating the monotonic decay of the coherence length to zero
as the interaction strength increases. Additionally, we show that the effective mass of the many-
body bound states (i.e., Cooper pairs) is nearly identical to that of the lowest-lying two-body bound

states in the dilute flat-band limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent theoretical studies have uncovered a surprising
link between the quantum geometry of Bloch states and
superconductivity in multiband systems, significantly ad-
vancing our understanding of the Cooper-pairing mecha-
nism in flat-band systems [1, 2]. Under certain restrictive
conditions, such as time-reversal symmetry and uniform
pairing, it has been revealed that the quantum-metric
tensor plays a critical role in determining key observ-
ables. These include the superfluid weight, superfluid
density, critical transition temperature, low-energy col-
lective Goldstone and Leggett modes, Ginzburg-Landau
(GL) coherence length, London penetration depth, GL
parameter, and upper critical magnetic field [1-11]. The
common factor among these observables is the effective
mass of the superfluid carriers [12, 13]. Despite the infi-
nite band mass of particles in the underlying flat band,
even an infinitesimal interaction gives Cooper pairs a fi-
nite effective mass through virtual interband transitions
mediated by the quantum metric. This mechanism facil-
itates the emergence of superconductivity in a flat band
in the presence of other bands [14]. Furthermore, the ge-
ometric origin is most evident in the effective mass of the
lowest-lying two-body bound states, as demonstrated by
exact calculations [15].

In multiband superconductors, geometric effects, while
inherent, are generally overshadowed by conventional ef-
fects in the BCS limit [1, 2]. However, as the band-
width of a Bloch band narrows, conventional effects di-
minish due to their dependence on the derivative of the
Bloch bands. In contrast, geometric effects, which are
determined by the derivative of the Bloch states, can be-
come dominant under these conditions. Inspired by re-
cent technological advances in creating two-dimensional
materials with nearly-flat electronic bands [16], there is
a growing surge of interest in understanding geometric
effects in multiband superconductors [17-19]. Among
them, there has been a perplexing GL study regard-
ing the size of Cooper pairs in a flat-band supercon-
ductor, suggesting they are limited by a fundamental
length scale determined by the quantum geometry of
the flat band [20]. However, subsequent work using the
Bogoliubov-de Gennes approach for various lattice mod-

els in one and two dimensions has demonstrated that
characteristic correlation lengths can be smaller than one
lattice spacing without being constrained by the quantum
metric [21].

To address these discrepancies [20, 21|, we investi-
gate the quantum-geometric effects on the GL coher-
ence length in a dilute flat-band superconductor us-
ing a BCS-BEC crossover approach to the multiband
pyrochlore-Hubbard model near the critical tempera-
ture for pairing. Our self-consistent results are in good
agreement with the zero-temperature coherence length,
demonstrating that GL coherence length decreases to
zero monotonously as the interaction strength increases.
In addition, we find that the effective mass of Cooper
pairs aligns closely with that of the lowest-lying two-body
bound states in the dilute regime. The pyrochlore lat-
tice, akin to well-studied two-dimensional models like the
Mielke-checkerboard and kagome lattices known for uni-
form pairing, provides an ideal framework for exploring
three-dimensional flat-band superconductivity [6]. Re-
cent demonstrations of flat bands and superconductivity
in materials like pyrochlore metal CaNip [18] and py-
rochlore superconductor CeRuy [19] underscore the rele-
vance of this model.

The rest of of the paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we introduce the multiband Hubbard Hamilto-
nian in reciprocal space, review the effective-action for-
malism near T, and derive the expansion coefficients for
the time-dependent-GL (TDGL) theory. In Sec. III, we
discuss self-consistency relations that are used to study
dilute flat-band superconductivity in the pyrochlore lat-
tice. In Sec. IV, we introduce the zero-temperature co-
herence length. In Sec. V, we present the numerical re-
sults and analyze them in various limits. The paper ends
with a summary and outlook in Sec. VI, and the break-
down of zero-temperature coherence length is discussed
in the Appendix.

II. TDGL THEORY

Having the pyrochlore-Hubbard model that we re-
cently studied at zero temperature (7' = 0) in mind [6],
we begin by introducing the multiband Hubbard model



with an onsite attractive interaction and generic hopping
terms. We then review the derivation of the effective
action near the critical temperature T, for superconduc-
tivity and apply the resultant TDGL theory to the py-
rochlore lattice, which exhibits time-reversal symmetry
and uniform pairing.

A. Multiband Hubbard Hamiltonian

Just as the kagome lattice is a line graph of the hon-
eycomb lattice and the Mielke checkerboard lattice is
a line graph of the square lattice, both of which fea-
ture a flat tight-binding band in two dimensions, the
pyrochlore lattice is a line graph of the diamond lattice
and it features two degenerate flat bands in three dimen-
sions. Its crystal structure consists of a face-centered-
cubic Bravais lattice with a four-point basis, leading to
a truncated-octahedron shaped Brillouin Zone (BZ) [6].
This is in such a way that the total number of lattice sites
is N = 4N,, where N. = ), ., 1 counts the number of
unit cells in real space, with k = (k,, ky, k) denoting the
crystal momentum in units of i — 1.

Upon Fourier transformation from the site represen-
tation to the reciprocal space, the multiband Hubbard
model becomes
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where wgka creates a spin o = {1,]} particle on

the sublattice S = {A,B,C,D} and §;; is a Kro-
necker delta. Here, U > 0 is the strength of the
attractive onsite interaction between 1 and | parti-
cles, and p, is the chemical potential determining
their average numbers in the ensemble. In the spe-
cific case of the pyrochlore lattice, which is our pri-
mary interest in this paper, the matrix elements of
the Bloch Hamiltonian hy, can be written as hlgg =

0, hk7, = —21f_cos(ky1rkza)7 K7, = —2fcos (Aethzg),
hk7, = —2tcos (sz“’a), hke, = —ZECOS(kTZkya),
K, = —2tcos (E2zt2q) and b, = —ZECos(ky;kz a),

where t is the tight-binding hopping parameter be-
tween the nearest-neighbor sites and a is the side-
length of the conventional simple-cubic cell [6]. Thus,
the Bloch bands are determined by Yo h¥Znsn, =
EnkoMsSko, leading to ek, = —2t(1 + /1 + ax) and
€oko = —2t(1 —+/1 + ax) for the dispersive bands, where
ax = cos(kga/2)cos(kya/2) + cos(kya/2) cos(k.a/2) +
cos(kza/2) cos(k,a/2), and €3k, = €4x0 = 2t for the de-
generate flat bands. Note that €9y, touches the flat bands
at k = 0. To ensure that these flat bands appear at the
bottom of the Bloch spectrum, we set £ — —t and choose
t > 0 as the unit of energy. This allows us to construct a
relatively simple BCS-BEC crossover formalism for a di-
lute flat-band superconductor near T, and study some of

its properties as functions of U. Here, nsk, = (S|nks) is
the sublattice projection of the Bloch state |nk,), which
plays an important role throughout this paper.

B. Effective action near T' < T,

In order to construct a microscopic TDGL theory near
T. [22], we first extract the effective free-energy density
of the system per lattice site as a function of the pair-
ing order parameter from the effective action, i.e., from
L (83 + Sy4), where T is the temperature in units of the
Boltzmann constant kg — 1, and Sy (Sy4) is the quadratic
(quartic) contribution to the action [5]. The saddle-point
action Sy is not needed here because it does not depend
on the order parameter at T, and S; and S3 vanish at
any T due to the saddle-point condition.

Using the Grassmann functional-integral formalism,
one can show that S, = 2 > s A5(9)T g8 () As (q)
[5], where ¢ = (q, i) is a collective index with vy = 207T
denoting the bosonic Matsubara frequency, Ag(q) plays
the role of the pairing order parameter for sublattice S,
and

_ dss 1 Xkt + X —ktq.l
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is the matrix element of the inverse pair-fluctuation prop-
agator I‘_l(q). Here, X,k = tanh (55%) is a thermal
factor and &,xo = €nko — Mo- LThis propagator suggests
that the generalized Thouless condition det T '(q,0) =
0 determines T, of a multiband Hubbard model for
any center-of-mass momentum q. For instance, T, =
max{Te,,T¢,, ¢y, Te, } in the case of the pyrochlore lat-
tice, where T¢; is determined by setting the jth eigen-
value of T"!(q,0) to 0. In our numerical calculations,
we observed that T, > T, = T,, = T,, for any given
set of (4 = py,U) in the g — O limit. Furthermore,
we observed that the associated eigenvector of I'"*(q, 0)
that corresponds to the T, solution is uniform in a unit
cell, i.e., [Aa(q),AB(q),Ac(q),Ap(q)] = Ao(q)[1,1,1,1]
in the q — 0 limit. It is pleasing to note that the lat-
ter observation aligns perfectly with our previous finding
that the uniform-pairing condition is satisfied exactly for
the lowest-lying two-body bound states of the pyrochlore
lattice when q — 0 [6].

Motivated by these numerical insights and to facilitate
further analytical progress, we next adopt the following
assumptions that are satisfied by the pyrochlore lattice.
(7) The lattice manifests time-reversal symmetry, leading
to ng | = nskr = nsk and & k| = Skt = Gk
(#i) The low-¢q order parameters are uniform in a unit
cell, leading to Ag(q) = Ag(q) for all sublattices. Under
these assumptions, the quadratic action can be written
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Thus, the Thouless condition reduces to T'y'(0,0) = 0
for stationary BCS-type pairing, determining T, of a
uniformly-paired multiband Hubbard model in the pres-
ence of time-reversal symmetry. Similarly, by mak-
ing use of the Grassmann functional-integral formalism,
and under the same assumptions discussed above, one
can approximate that S, = Nbo T2 giamas No(a1 + @2 +
q3)Mo(q1)AG(—aq2)Ao(gs) [5]- Here a positive by coef-
ficient not only guarantees the energetic stability of the
TDGL theory, but it also characterizes the repulsive in-
teraction between Cooper pairs as discussed next.

C. Coefficients for the TDGL expansion

When T < T, the coefficients for the microscopic
TDGL theory can be determined through the expan-
sion of the inverse propagator I'y'(q,iv, — w +i0F) =
—aoe(T)+3 >_ij Cij2igj+dw+- - - in the low-(q, w) regime,
where €(T) = (T, — T)/T. changes sign across T, in ac-
cordance with the Landau theory of second-order phase
transitions [5, 22]. This expansion leads to
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where YV, x = sechz(%“”—%‘) is a thermal factor and fjlk =
0&x/0k;. In order to reproduce the correct Uy, that is
previously obtained from the low-energy collective-mode
analysis at T' = 0 [6], i.e., see Sec. V for further discus-
sion, here the expansion coefficients are given per lattice
site. We note that all of these coefficients must be eval-
uated at T, self-consistently with p. In addition, since
the factor g— plays a crucial role away from the BCS
limit, Eq. (4) has to be handled with care in flat-band
superconduetors, which is described in Sec. V. However,
numerical implementation of the rest of the coefficients
is a straightforward task once (u,7.) is computed for a
desired U.

Motivated by the recent surge of interest in the
quantum-geometric effects, here we also split the kinetic
coefficient into two contributions Cij = CFT 4 e,
depending on whether the intraband or mterband
processes are involved.  Note that, in comparison

to our previous work [5], here we used integra-
tion by parts Zk nkfnk/f = Zk [QXnk/fnk —
Yok /(2T )}fﬁkf and Zkynkfnk/fnk =

Zk I:ynk/gnk + Xnkynk/(Tfnk)]fnkgnkv and

pressed cm“a in the new form given by Eq. (6), where
f;j = 32fnk/8ki3kj. This coefficient is the so-called

conventional contribution, as it is simply a sum over its
single-band counterpart [5]. Similarly, the coefficients ag,
bo and d are sums over their single-band counterparts. In
contrast, the geometric contribution cmter is controlled

reex-

nmk

by the quantum-metric tensor g” = Zn?ﬁmgw
of the nth Bloch band [23-25] and its band-resolved

quantum-metric tensor g”mk = 2Re {(numk)(mkmi)

where Re denotes the real part and |ni) = 9|nk)/0k;.
Such terms follow from the low-q expansion of the Bloch
factor

1 nk nmk
= 571771 - 5 Z[gij dnm + gz] (6nm -

ij

1)]qiq;

9)

that appears in Eq. (3). It is important to highlight
that ¢}5*" does not have any contribution from the band
touchings, i.e., the first term of Eq. (7) cancels those
touching contributions from the second term whenever
&k = &nk for any n # m. For instance, in the case
of pyrochlore lattice, there is no inter-flat-band contri-
bution to c;‘]“er among the degenerate flat bands as they
touch each other everywhere in the BZ.

Furthermore, we note that the dynamic coefficient
d is a complex number in general [5, 22], and its
imaginary part is determined by the density of states
Dy (e) = >, 0(e — enk) of the nth Bloch band where
0. = 0(c — min{e,k })0(max{e,x} — €). Here, () is the
Dirac-delta distribution and 6(z) is the Heaviside-step
function. Thus, d has a dominant positive imaginary part
in the BCS limit when g lies within any one of the Bloch
bands. This is nothing but a reflection of the continuum
of fermionic excitations into which a Cooper pair can de-
cay, suggesting that the dynamics of the order parameter
is overdamped in the BCS limit. In sharp contrast, d be-
comes purely real in the BEC limit suggesting that the
dynamics of the order parameter is propagating. For the
dilute flat-band superconductor of interest in this paper,
the latter turns out to the case for any U # 0.

Assuming this is the case, and by making an anal-
ogy with the Gross-Pitaevskii equation for a weakly-
interacting atomic Bose gas, i.e., through a scaling of
the order parameter [5, 22|, we define p,(T") = ape(T)/d
as the effective chemical potential of the Cooper pairs,

(M;')ij = cij/d as the inverse effective-mass tensor

M, ! of the pairs, and Uy, = bo/d* as the effective on-

| (| mac—q)|?



site repulsive interaction between the pairs. This iden-
tification suggests that M, is composed of a conven-
tional contribution (M, )" = ¢j1"*/d and a geomet-
ric one (M, )5t = ¢j3*°" /d. In this paper, we are pri-
marily interested in the GL coherence length (£2.);; =
(€41)ij/€(T), whose temperature-independent prefactor
is given by

(L) = 5 (10)

This relation again suggests that gy, is composed of a
conventional contribution (£ )13 = ¢j3"*/(2a0) and a

geometric one (§GL)mter = ¢1*"/(2ap). Slnce the calcu-
lation of &gy, requires p and 7T, as inputs, we next de-
scribe our recipe for their self-consistent evaluation as a
function of U, which is appropriate for a dilute flat-band

superconductor in the pyrochlore lattice.

III. SELF-CONSISTENCY RELATIONS: (u,T:)

As the simplest route, we follow the usual finite-
temperature BCS-BEC crossover formalism [22, 26] to
construct a self-consistent theory based on the Thouless
condition, which is equivalent to both the saddle-point
condition and the mean-field order-parameter equation,
and the number equation N' = —9Q/9u. Here, Q is the
thermodynamic potential, and keeping its corrections at
the Gaussian order, i.e., Qg = Qp + Q9, is known to
be sufficient in producing a qualitatively correct physical
description of the system for all U # 0.

One can show quite generally that Qo = TSq is
the saddle-point and Qp = T3, Indet[TT ! (q)] is
the quadratic contribution. At T,., while the former
leads to the Fermi-Dirac (FD) distribution of an un-
bound (free) Fermi gas of 1 and | fermions, the lat-
ter contribution is typically split into Ny = Ny, +
Nse [22, 26]. While the bound-state contribution Ny
arises from the isolated poles of I'(g), the continuum
of two-particle excitations leads to the scattering con-
tribution N, arising from the branch cut of the log-

arithm. Thus, N, = fTZ W can be
simplified considerably by noting that detT'"'(q) o

II,(ive — wsq), Where wyq are the poles of I'(q) de-
termined by det T~ '(q,wsq) = 0. For instance, since
Owsq/O = —2 in the BEC limit, one can approxi-
mate Ny, = =137, 2/ (Ve — wsq) = 23,4 fBE(Wsq);
after summing over the Matsubara frequencies, where
fee(z) = 1/(e”/T — 1) = [coth (%) — 1]/2 is the Bose-
Einstein (BE) distribution of a bound Bose gas of Cooper
pairs. On the other hand, the branch cut contribu-
tion is given by N, = Z f+oo L fop )%gz’w)
§(q,w) = —Arg[det T~ (q,w + i0)] is the argument of
the the propagator [22, 26]. For instance, if we decom-
pose det '™ (q,w +i0T) = R+iI into its real and imagi-

nary parts then 35(61“)) (RMI — RI™)/(R? + I?), where

, where

4

= OR/Ou and I* = OI/0u. Since accurately com-
puting N, is quite challenging, even in the context of
much simpler continuum problems [22, 26], we next fo-
cus only on a dilute flat-band superconductor where N,
is negligible for all U # 0, and can be omitted.
Thus, having a dilute flat-band superconductor in the
pyrochlore lattice in mind, our self-consistency relations
for 4 and T, can be summarized as

=N Z T an
=N ZfFD Enk) +

where 0 < F = N/N < 2 is the average filling of
particles per lattice site and frp(z) = 1/(e®/T +1) =
[1—tanh (3% )]/2 is the FD distribution. In Eq. (12), the
prefactor of 2 in front of the FD distribution is due to
spin degeneracy, while that of the BE distribution can be
traced back to the presence of 2 particles in a two-body
bound state. Since the flat bands appear at the bottom
of the Bloch spectrum in the pyrochlore lattice, we em-
phasize that Eq. (12) is very accurate in the F' < 1 limit
for all U # 0, but it may still give qualitatively correct
results up to the half-filling for the flat bands, i.e., up to
F < 0.5. In addition, it is, by construction, accurate for
other multiband lattices up to their half fillings, i.e., up to
F < 1,inthe U/t > 1limit. In Eq. (12), it is sufficient to
keep only one of the pole contributions, i.e., the one with
the lowest energy, because poles with higher energies are
expected to give negligible contributions due to the BE
distribution. Note that, in the presence of time-reversal
symmetry and uniform pairing, this is also equivalent to
keeping the isolated pole of Eq. (3). Furthermore, in our
numerical calculations, we implement the simplest ap-
proach and extract wpq from the dispersion Fiq of the
lowest-lying two-body bound-state branch as follows.

In general, all of the two-body bound states can be
determined from the isolated poles of Eq. (2) exactly,
i.e., by computing det T"!(q, Eqq) = 0, after setting the
thermal factors X,x, — 1 and p — 0 [5]. However,
in the presence of time-reversal symmetry and uniform
pairing, the lowest-lying branch can simply be deter-
mined from the isolated pole of Eq. (3), i.e., by com-
puting Fal(q, Fiq) = 0, after again setting the ther-
mal factors X, — 1 and g — 0. It can be shown
that the overall structure of the two-body bound-state
branches Esq resemble the underlying Bloch bands e,k
but with the opposite sign of energy [6]. For instance,
E1q resembles to —e1x but with an effective pair hop-
ping parameter ¢, and some energy offset depending on
U. To determine these effective parameters, we first ex-
pand ey = —6f + a?#|k|?/8 in the low k — O limit,
and identify the relation between the hopping parameter
and the effective mass m; of the unpaired spin-o parti-
cles as t = 4/(a?m;y). This suggests that t, = 4/(a?M,)
is the relation between the effective hopping parameter
and effective mass M, of the lowest-lying two-body bound

N ZfBE whq),  (12)



states.

In the low-q limit, we also recall that Fiq =
Ey + 35 EU( . )quqj [15], where the energy off-

set Eb is determlned by 1 = U3 1/(2ek —
E). Furthermore, very similar to that of the many-
body bound states discussed in Sec. IIC, the in-
verse effective-mass tensor (M, ');; = (Mb_l)ég‘“a +
(M, 1)2-?“ of the lowest-lying two-body bound states
is composed of an analogous conventional contribution
(M, )5 = 55 X Eoe/ (26mc — B3)* and an anal-
ogous geometric one (M, 1);’;‘“‘” = 53K g,”jk/(?&nk —
nm.

Ey) — % >on mtnk 9 k/(enk + €mx — Ep). Tt is impor-
tant to emphasize that these two-body expressions are
exact for any U # 0 in the pyrochlore lattice [6], and
(M,:l)ij = 0;;/M, is diagonal as a consequence of uni-
form pairing. Thus, Ep and M}, can be determined self-
consistently through these analytical expressions as func-

tions of U, where D = Y, 1/(2e,x — Ep)?. Once Ej, and
M, are determined, we identify that
whg = E1q — 200 = €bq — Wb, (13)

leading to epq = 6ty — 2t3(1 + /1 + aq) as the effec-
tive dispersion, where oq is defined in Sec. IT A, and
wy = 2u — Ep — 07 as the effective chemical poten-
tial of pairs, such that e,q = |q|?/(2M}) reproduces the
two-body physics exactly for all U # 0 in the low q — 0
limit. In Sec. V, we benchmark this approximate yet
relatively complicated finite-temperature recipe against
a much simpler zero-temperature one for the pyrochlore
lattice, demonstrating very good agreement between the
two.

IV. COHERENCE LENGTH AT T =0

To compare with the GL coherence length £qr,, here we
derive the so-called zero-temperature coherence length
& [27], based on the effective Gaussian action for the
order-parameter fluctuations [6]. Using the Grassmann
functional-integral formalism, and under the same as-
sumptions discussed above, one can show that Sy =

A
N * q
X5 (AL A MO ( A
where the matrix M? plays the role of an inverse
propagator for the fluctuations. The explicit finite-
temperature expressions for its matrix elements, M'lll =
Myt and MY, = M3, can be found in our previous

work [6]. The off-diagonal terms vanish as T — T, and
the diagonal ones give rise to I'y Y(q).

is the quadratic action,

We define & by setting iv, = 0 and expanding M7, +
M3, at T = 0 up to second order in q, corresponding to
the amplitude-amplitude matrix element of the fluctua-
tion propagator in the long-wavelength limit [27]. This

leads to MY, + M?z =A+3>,;Cijqiq; [6], where

14
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Here, A( is the saddle-point, i.e., the mean-field, or-
der parameter for pairing, and Enx = /A3 +&2, is
the quasi-particle energy associated with the nth Bloch
band. In order to make a direct comparison with ag
and c;; discussed in Sec. IIC, these expansion coeffi-
cients are also given per lattice site. Furthermore, we
again split the kinetic coefficient into two contributions
Cij = Cra+ Ot depending on whether the intraband
or interband processes are involved. This is in such a that
the coefficients A and C’%’“a are again simply sums over
their conventional single-band counterparts [6, 27, 28].
The latter can be verified through the integration by
parts )y fnkf W e = 2kB6w — End& i/ Ex
and fnkf /B = Ek(5§ = B3 )&/ By in
Eq. (15). As1de from a typo in the first line of Eq. (28)
in our previous work [6], i.e., E,x is supposed to be E3,
in the denominator, Eq. (16) proves to be a more conve-

nient alternative expression for Cintcr when considering

‘nter, it is pleas-

the the dilute limit below. Slmllar to ¢
ing to note that Cin*T also does not have any contri-
bution from the band touchings, i.e., the first term of
Eq. (16) cancels those touching contributions from the
second term whenever &, = &, for any n # m.

In accordance with the literature [27], we define the

zero-temperature coherence length as

&)y = 28, a7)

assuming C;; > 0. Here, C;; < 0 signals that the
minimum of MY, + M, occurs at a finite g [29], de-
pending on the symmetries of the underlying lattice ge-
ometry. In such cases, the low-q expansion must be
performed around the new minimum instead of q = 0.
Similar to &qr, Eq. (17) suggests that &y is also com-
posed of a conventional contribution (£§)j5"# = C}*"* /A
and a geometric one (£3)i3*" = C}2*"/A. Here, the
calculation of £; requires self-consistent solutions of
i and Ag as inputs. In the usual zero-temperature
BCS-BEC crossover formalism [6, 28], these parame-
ters are determined by the saddle-point condition 1 =
E >k 1/(2E,x) and the mean-field number equation
F=F=1- %an &nk/Enk. In sharp contrast to
the finite-temperature recipe of Sec. III, which requires



Gaussian corrections to the number equation, this simple
mean-field recipe is known to be sufficient in producing
a qualitatively correct physical description of the system
for all U # 0. In fact, in the case of a three-dimensional
continuum model with a quadratic dispersion, £y and £g1,
are known to give very similar results up to a constant
of order unity for all U # 0 [27]. However, this is not in
general the case for a single-band lattice model with co-
sine dispersion away from the dilute limit, where C;; can
change sign and become negative for some intermediate
U values [29]. See Appendix A for such a breakdown in
the pyrochlore lattice.

Before delving into the heavy numerical calculations,
here we highlight an important analytical insight for the
pyrochlore lattice. In the dilute flat-band limit when
F < 1, one can show that p+ 2t < 0 and |u + 2t] > Ay
for all U # 0. For instance, this can be verified by
taking the F — 0 limit of Ay = Y+/F(1—F) and
p = —2t — %(1 —2F) in the U/t < 1 limit, and of
Ag=Y\/F2-F)and p=—-Y(1—F)inthe U/t >1
limit. Thus, since &,k > A for any U # 0, we
may set Enx — &k, leading to A = £ 3 AZ/(263,)
for the static coefficient, CiIt® = L 5~ &1, & /(8¢3,)
for the conventional kinetic coefficient, and C}}** =
ﬁ an g:ljk (267711() - ﬁ Zn,m;ﬁn,k g%’mk (fnk+£mk) for
the geometric kinetic coefficient. Similarly, since &, >
T. for any U # 0 in the FF < 1 limit, we may set
Xk — 1 and Yy — 0 in Egs. (4), (6) and (7), leading
to ag = —e I oo 1/€2, for the static coefficient,

T 2N oT T,

and ¢ = 2012 and ¢}'*" = 2072*" for the kinetic
coefficients. Note that a prefactor of 2 difference arises
from the distinct definitions used in the low-q expansions
of Ty '(q) and M$, + M$,. Thus, in the dilute limit, we
find that (£2);;/(&41)ij = ao/A for all U # 0, assuming

these length scales are nonzero.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In Fig. 1, we present self-consistent solutions of
Egs. (11) and (12) as functions of U/t for various par-
ticle fillings. Here, we recall that the scattering-state
contribution Fs. to the number equation is not included
in our simplified recipe, i.e., F' = Fy+ F}s. Therefore, our
numerical results are expected to be accurate in param-
eter regimes where either the saddle-point or the bound-
state contribution dominate. This occurs when either
Fy/F — 1 leading to the BCS limit, or Fps/F — 1 lead-
ing to the BEC limit. Figure 1(a) suggests that our ap-
proximations are well-justified for all U/t # 0 for a dilute
flat-band superconductor with F' < 1, and for U/t > 1
in general for higher fillings. In this paper, we are not
concerned with those fillings where p overlaps with a dis-
persive band in the non-interacting limit. In such cases,
similar to the usual BCS-BEC crossover problem [22, 26],
our recipe can also be justified in both the low-U/t and
high-U/t regimes, but not in the intermediate crossover

region.

The corresponding 7, data are presented in Fig. 1(b).
We observe that after T, rises almost linearly for small
U < t, it reaches a peak around U ~ 5t and then de-
cays as t2/U for U > t. These results are consistent
with recent works on the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless
(BKT) transition temperature Tgkr of two-dimensional
flat-band models, which are based on the universal-jump
relation involving the superfluid-weight tensor [1, 3]. In
comparison, we also present the mean-field temperature
scale T, which is calculated by setting Fp, = 0 in
Eq. (12). Unlike T, which marks the onset of phase
coherence among Cooper pairs, Tp,r is associated with
the formation of pairs and increases without bound as a
function of U/t [22, 26]. In other words, the dissociation
temperature of pairs increases with their binding energy.
Thus, in a flat-band superconductor, Fig. 1(b) shows that
the formation and condensation of Cooper pairs occur at
very different temperature scales for any U # 0, and the
BCS theory must be used with caution. While T, and
TskT are governed directly by the quantum geometry
of the Bloch states through Fjps and superfluid weight,
respectively, in three and two dimensions, T}, s is not.

After computing the self-consistent solutions for p and
T, as functions of U, the next step involves finding an ef-
ficient method to approximate % |Tc’ which is necessary
for defining £y, as it appears in Eq. (4). From the usual
BCS-BEC crossover problem, we know that % — 0 in
the BCS limit, whereas it controls the dominant con-
tribution to ag in the BEC limit [22]. Thus, to prop-
erly capture the BEC limit, we recall the following in-
sights from the Bogoliubov theory of a weakly-interacting
atomic Bose gas [30]: (¢) the density of condensed bosons
is given by no(T) = np[l — (T/T.)?] for T < T,, and
(i1) the chemical potential of superfluid bosons is given
by pus(T) = Uspno(T) > 0. Here, np is the total den-
sity of condensed and noncondensed bosons, and Ugp is
their onsite repulsion. By making an analogy with u, =
21— Ey of the Cooper pairs that is derived in Sec. 111, we
approximate %’Tc = %%’;f’ |TL- = —3U,,F,/(4T.), where
Upp = 2U is discussed below and F,, = Fy,/2.

In Fig. 2, we present self-consistent solutions for 1/M,,
and {gr, as functions of U/t for various particle fillings.
Here, (Mp_l)ij = 57,]/Mp and (5(2}L)Z] = géLdij for the
pyrochlore lattice as a consequence of uniform pairing.
Similar to the overall shape of the T, data, we observe
that 1/M,, rises almost linearly for small U < ¢, it reaches
a peak around U ~ 5t and then decays as t2/U for U > t.
This similarity is reminiscent of the BEC transition tem-

perature T, o n]23/ % /Mg of an ideal Bose gas [30]. Fur-
thermore, Fig. 2(a) shows that 1/M,, depends weakly on
F for all U, especially in the BEC limit when Fs/F — 1.
This is because, by construction, our TDGL theory re-
produces the exact effective mass M, of the lowest-lying
two-body bound states (i) in the F' < 1 limit for any
U/t # 0, and (i¢) in the U/t — oo limit for any fill-
ing [5]. On the other hand, Fig. 2(b) shows that {gr, de-
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FIG. 1.  Fractions of bound-state contribution (line plots

with data points) and saddle-point contribution (line plots)
are shown in (a) as functions of interaction strength for var-
ious fillings. The data for fillings F' = 0.01 and F' = 0.001
are indistinguishable on the presented scale. Corresponding
critical temperatures (line plots with data points) are shown
in (b), and compared with the mean-field temperature scales
(line plots).

cays to zero monotonously without bound as a function
of U/t. There, we also present self-consistent solution for
the zero-temperature coherence length &y as defined by
Eq. (17), where (£3);; = £20;; for the pyrochlore lattice
due again to uniform pairing. In the F < 1 limit, it is
delightful to see that g1, and &y length scales are approx-
imately equal to each other, differing only by a prefactor
of order unity. Thus, despite all of the approximations in-
volved in the calculation of gy, this benchmark demon-
strates that our finite-temperature recipe produces accu-
rate results for the dilute flat-band limit in the pyrochlore
lattice. See Appendix A for greater details about &; in
the pyrochlore lattice.

To gain further physical insight into these numerical
observations, we examine two specific limits. For in-
stance, in the U/t — 0 limit when p + 2¢ < 0 and

(a)1/ (@t M,) vs. 1 /(a®t M‘F;‘“al
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FIG. 2. The effective mass of the Cooper pairs (line plots

with data points) and its conventional intraband contribu-
tion (line plots) are shown in (a) as functions of interac-
tion strength for various fillings. Except for the F' = 0.5
data, these are indistinguishable from the effective mass of the
lowest-lying two-body bound states [6] on the presented scale.
Corresponding Ginzburg-Landau coherence lengths (line plots
with data points) are shown in (b), and compared with the
zero-temperature coherence lengths (line plots). The latter is
not shown for F' = 0.2 and F' = 0.5 data where it is not valid.

|p + 2t] > T, i.e., when F < 1, we find p = =2t — U/4,
suggesting that &, > T.. Thus, by keeping only the
flat-band contributions in the k sums, we find a9 =
3Fys/(8|p 4+ 2t|) for the static coefficient, where Fps — F
in this limit as shown in Fig. 1(a), by = 1/(8|u + 2t|)
for the quartic coefficient, c2t"® 0 and cf'r =

i
m > Foméfk glfjmk for the kinetic coefficients, where

f = {3,4} refers to the flat bands and m = {1, 2} refers
to the dispersive bands (the prime sum excludes the band
touchings), and d = 1/(8|p+2¢t[?) for the dynamic coeffi-

cient. They lead to (M, 1);; = |“']"V2t‘ Z/f,m¢f,k ngjmk for

the effective-mass of the Cooper pairs, U,, = 8| + 2t
for the onsite repulsion between the pairs, and (5(2}L)ij =




ﬁFbaN Zf mé f.k g” ¥ for the GL coherence length among
the pairs. It is pleasing to note that Uy, — 2U is consis-
tent with the low-energy collective-mode analysis at T =
0 [6]. A more suggestive way to express the latter result
is €ar, = +/2/(3UppMpF,,), which is approximately equal
to the Bogoliubov expression &g = 1/1/(2Ugg M Fg) of
a superfluid Bose gas [30], differing only by a prefac-
tor of order unity. Similarly, in the same limit, we find
A=4F(1—F)/U — 4F/U for the static coefficient, and
recall Cj; = ¢;;/2 as derived in Sec. IV. They lead to
& = 1//4Upp My, F),, which again differs only by a pref-
actor of order unity. This result shows that & < &qr,
which is consistent with Fig. 2(b).

In the other limit when U/t — oo, by noting that
uw — —U/2 and & > Te, we find ag = 3Fps/(4|p])
for the static coefficient, where Fy, — F' in this limit
as shown in Fig. 1(a), bo = 1/(4|p|?) for the quar-

tic coefficient, i = 1oy 2k Q""k for the conven-
inter _

- 4\H3|N Zn ;m#n,k
1/(4u )

Here, we define ?jmk =

tional kinetic coefﬁment cij "mk

for the geometric kinetic coefﬁment and d =
for the dynamic coefficient.
Re[(nk|fli|mk>(mk|hi|nk>], where hi = dhy/dk; is
the derivative of the Bloch Hamiltonian. This leads

nnk _ i 2J :
to QY €l &y for the intraband processes, and

k
Q?jﬁm (gnk 67nk) glnjmk

In derlvmg clnter we also observed that ) m¢n,k(€nk -

gmk)gznymk - 0 and Zn m;tn ( ELk mk)gzn]mk = 0 since
gZ””k = g]"l”'k and g = g;’lk by definition. Thus,
the total kinetic coefﬁment can be calculated via the
identity > (m|hi \mk><mk|h |nk> >k Tr[hl hl] =
N.a?t?5;;, suggesting that c;; = a*t?6;;/(16|u|?). To-
gether with the rest of the coefficients, they lead to
(M, 1)i; = a*t?6;5/(4]pl) for the effective-mass of the
Cooper pairs, Uy, = 4|u| for the onsite repulsion be-
tween the pairs, and (£3;):; = a*t20;;/(12U|u|F) for the
GL coherence length among the pairs. It is pleasing to
note that M, = 2U/(a*t?) and Uy, — 2U are again con-
sistent with the low-energy collective-mode analysis at
T = 0 [6]. The latter result can again be written in a
more suggestive way £ar, = 1/4/3U,, M, F),. Similarly, in
the same limit, we find A = F(2 — F)/U — 2F/U for
the static coefficient, and recall that C;; = ¢;;/2, leading
to & = 1//4U,,M,F,. Thus, we again conclude that
éar and &y differ from each other and from &g by fac-
tors of order unity, reflecting the dilute-limit behavior.
Moreover, &y < g, which is consistent with Fig. 2(b).

for the interband processes.

VI. CONCLUSION

In summary, we developed a self-consistent formula-
tion of the GL coherence length &g, in a dilute flat-band
superconductor using the multiband pyrochlore-Hubbard

model. Our results are highly consistent with the zero-
temperature coherence length £;, demonstrating that
&aL decreases to zero monotonously as U/t increases.
Furthermore, we established that the effective mass of
Cooper pairs aligns closely with that of the lowest-lying
two-body bound states in the dilute regime. As an out-
look, we plan to improve the quantitative accuracy of
these findings by implementing a more accurate num-
ber equation near T,.. For instance, similar to the crucial
role played by the bound-state contribution Fy in the di-
lute flat-band limit, we expect that the scattering-state
contribution Fs. will become equally important at and
around the half-filled flat-band limit. Although we do
not expect any qualitative change, inclusion of Fj, is in-
evitable there, especially in the low-U/t regime. Further-
more, there is room for improvement in the calculation
of Fys, e.g., by extracting wpq more accurately without
relying on the two-body results, or by incorporating con-
tribution from other poles.
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Appendix A: Breakdown of (£3);;

By definition, the zero-temperature coherence length
(€2):; is not well-defined in the parameter regime where
C,; is negative. In Fig. 3(a), we present & < 0 val-
ues in the unphysical region as a function of U/t and F,
indicating that &, can be meaningfully defined for the
dilute flat-band (F < 1) limit of our interest in the py-
rochlore lattice. Similar to the well-studied continuum
model with a quadratic dispersion [27], this is known to
be the case for a dilute single-band lattice model with co-
sine dispersion [29], where &, and {gr, are known to give
very similar results up to a constant of order unity for
all U # 0. When C;; < 0, it signals that the minimum
of M}, + M, occurs at a finite q. If desired, one can
perform the low-q expansion around the new minimum
instead of q = 0, and define (£2);; accordingly.

On the other hand, in Fig. 3(b), we present &y in the
physical region as a function of U/t and F, showing that
&o/a scales with t/Ag in most of the parameter space, ex-
cept for the flat-band superconductivity in the low-U/¢
regime. There, & is governed solely by the quantum ge-
ometry of the Bloch states. We note that a similar scaling
has recently been reported in the arxiv for a distinct but
a related correlation length in the context of the sawtooth
lattice [21]. Thus, similar to the dilute case, & decreases
without bound as U/t increases for any F' within the
physical region.
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FIG. 3. The colored map of zero-temperature coherence
length is shown in (a) for the unphysical region where £ < 0.
In (b), &o/a is shown to scale as t/Ag in most of the physical
region, except for the flat-band superconductivity in the low-
U/t regime. Since our numerics becomes unreliable in the
Ao/t — 0 limit, we present only the data with Ag/¢ > 0.001,
revealing the underlying single-particle density of states at
the periphery of the white region [6], i.e., for the BCS limit
when 1 < F < 2.
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