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Quantum geometry, characterized by the quantum geometric tensor, is pivotal in diverse physical
phenomena in quantum materials. In condensed matter systems, quantum geometry refers to the
geoemtric properties of Bloch states in the Brillouin zone. This pedagogical review provides an
accessible introduction to the concept of quantum geometry, emphasizing its extensive implications
across multiple domains. Specifically, we discuss the role of quantum geometry in optical responses,
Landau levels, and fractional Chern insulators, as well as its influence on superfluid weight, spin
stiffness, exciton condensates, electron-phonon coupling, etc. By integrating these topics, we un-
derscore the pervasive significance of quantum geometry in understanding emergent behaviors in
quantum materials. Finally, we present an outlook on open questions and potential future directions,
highlighting the need for continued exploration in this rapidly developing field.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum materials can be loosely defined as materi-
als for which quantum mechanical effects manifest on a
macroscopic scale. Two classes of quantum materials are
paradigmatic: superconductors, and quantum Hall sys-
tems. For superconductors, electron-electron interaction
is the key ingredient that leads to a macroscopic mani-
festation of quantum mechanics: such interaction causes
the electrons to form phase-coherent Cooper pairs and
this results in the Meissner effect and the dissipation-
less transport of charge current. For a two-dimensional
(2D) electron gas in the integer quantum Hall regime, the
perfect quantization of the Hall conductivity can be un-
derstood without explicitly taking any effects of electron-
electron interactions into account. The integer quantum
Hall effect (QHE) can be attributed to the unique topol-
ogy of the free-electrons’ ground state [1]. Such topology
is encoded by the Chern number, C, given by the integral
over the Brillouin zone of the Berry curvature that mea-
sures the change of the eigenstate’s phase as the momen-
tum k is varied. The Berry curvature is part of the quan-
tum geometry of a material. The QHE is the archetypical
demonstration that quantum geometry is one of the key
quantities that make a material a quantum material. As
we will discuss in the remainder of the review, the Berry
curvature turns out to be the anti-symmetric part of a
tensor Q, the quantum geometric tensor (QGT) [2]. In
recent years it has become apparent that the symmet-
ric part of this tensor, the quantum metric, g, also plays

∗ These authors are listed alphabetically.

a key role in making a material, quantum. In a loose
sense, the quantum metric appears to be the key quan-
tity to understand the properties of materials in which
both interactions and quantum geometry lead to macro-
scopic manifestations of quantum mechanics.
Quantum geometry is the geometric structure that nat-

urally arises in the space of quantum states when such
states depend on continuous parameters. One classic ex-
ample of quantum geometry is the geometric phase of a
quantum state under adiabatic evolution, in which case
the continuous parameter is time. Within condensed
matter physics, the continuous parameters are the com-
ponents of the crystal momentum k, and quantum geom-
etry refers to the geometric properties of the Bloch states,
more precisely, the periodic part of the Bloch states |uk⟩.
In this context, quantum geometry is also called band
geometry, which includes long-known concepts such as
the spread of the possible Wannier basis and the parallel
transport of the electronic states.
The quantum geometric tensor (also called the Fubini-

Study metric [3, 4]) has components:

Qij(k) = ⟨∂ki
uk|[1− |uk⟩⟨uk|]|∂kj

uk⟩ , (1)

where ki is the ith component of the Bloch momentum
k. For simplicity in writing Eq. (1) we have considered
the case of a well-isolated band. The antisymmetric
part of Qij(k) is iBij(k) = [Qij(k) − Qji(k)]/2 is re-
lated to the well known Berry curvature [5–7] Fij(k) as
Bij(k) = −Fij(k)/2, and the symmetric part gij(k) =
[Qij(k) + Qji(k)]/2 is the quantum metric g given that
corresponds to the metric for infinitesimal distances
of the Hilbert-Schmidt quantum distance dHS(k,k

′) ≡√
1− |⟨uk|uk′⟩|2: ds2 =

∑
i,j gij(k)dkidkj .
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In two dimensions (2D) the integral over the Brillouin
Zone (BZ) of Bxy(k)/π for the states of an occupied band
is quantized and equal to the Chern number C. Con-
versely, the integral of gij(k) over the BZ is in general
not quantized. However, in 2D, the positive semidefinite
nature of Q (combined with inequality between trace and
determinant) implies the following inequalities [8]

Trg(k) ≥ 2
√

detg(k) ≥ 2|Bxy(k)| (2)

We can introduce the tensor M ≡ (1/π)
∫
BZ

ddk Q(k).
Because M is a sum of positive semidefinite tensors, it is
itself positive semidefinite, and so detM ≥ 0. In 2D this
leads to the inequality det(Re(M)) ≥ det(Im(M)), that
can be seen as the integral equivalent of Eq. (2), and can
be written as

det

[
1

π

∫
d2k g(k)

]
≥ det

[
1

π

∫
d2k B(k)

]
= C2. (3)

Eq. (3) is a classic example of topology bounding quan-
tum geometry from below. The generalization of Eq. (3)
leads to the lower bound of quantum geometry due to the
Euler number [9–12] (the generalization is most natural
in the Chern gauge for the Euler bands), and the lower
bound has also been derived for obstructed atomic lim-
its [13]. Recently, the lower bound of quantum geometry
has also been derived [14] for the time-reversal protected
Z2 topology [15–18]. These topological bounds allow us
to put a lower bound to the geometric contribution to
quantities such as the superfluid weight, as discussed in
Sec. II A.

The quantization in 2D of the integral of Bij(k)/(2π)
over the BZ, and its direct relation to the off-diagonal
conductivity σxy [1] made the study of the physical con-
sequences of the anti-symmetric part of Q(k) one of the
most active areas of research in condensed matter physics
for the past twenty years. It has led to several discov-
eries, such as topological insulators (TIs) and supercon-
ductors [19–21], Weyl and Dirac semimetals (SMs) [22–
24], and, more recently, higher order topological mate-
rials [25–30]. Conversely, the study of the symmetric
part of Q(k) has received much less attention largely
due to the fact until recently g(k) had only been shown
to contribute to quantities that are challenging to mea-
sure experimentally, like the Hall viscosity [31–39], and
the ‘Drude weight”, D, of the electrical conductivity of
clean systems at zero temperature [40–44]. Theoretical
and experimental developments in the last few years have
profoundly changed the situation. First, it was shown
that g is related to nonlinear responses [45–55]. It was
further pointed out that g contributes to the superfluid
weight (same as superfluid stiffness) [Ds]ij of a super-

conductor [56–65], and that such contribution is signifi-
cant when the bandwidth of the bands crossing the Fermi
energy is smaller than the superconducting gap. Both
nonlinear responses and [Ds]ij could in principle be mea-
sured in realistic experimental conditions. In addition,
the realization of magic-angle twisted bilayer graphene

(TBG) [66–79] and other twisted materials [80–82] intro-
duced experimentally accessible systems with extremely
flat bands exhibiting superconductivity and Fractional
Chern Insulator/Ferromagnetism for which the quantum
metric contribution to the superconducting [Ds]ij or to
the magnon stiffness can be large. These developments
have motivated a huge interest in understanding the role
of gij in quantum materials.
We now discuss more in detail how the quantum met-

ric affects the properties of condensed matter systems.
However, it is worth emphasizing that, besides condensed
matter physics, the quantum metric plays a role in many
other areas of physics, such as metrology, via the closely
related concept of quantum Fisher information [83], non-
equilibrium dynamics [48], and quantum information sci-
ence [84, 85].

A. Simple two-bands model

To gain some intuition about quantum geometry, it
is useful to consider a simple two-band model described
by the following Hamiltonian h(θ, φ) = d(θ, φ) ·σ where
σ = (σx, σy, σz) is the vector formed by the 2 × 2 Pauli
matrices and

d = (sin(Jθθ) cos(Jφφ), sin(Jθθ) sin(Jφφ), cos(Jθθ)).
(4)

with Jθ, Jφ, two integers. The energy eigenval-
ues are ϵ± = ±|d(θ, φ)| = ±1. The eigenvalues
ϵ± do not depend on the variables θ and φ that
parametrize h and therefore describe two flat bands.
The variables θ and φ only affect the energy eigen-
states: v− = (sin(Jθθ/2)e

−iJφφ,− cos(Jθθ/2))
T , v+ =

(cos(Jθθ/2)e
−iJφφ, sin(Jθθ/2))

T .
In the limit Jθ = Jϕ = 0 also the eigenstates do not

depend on θ and φ a and therefore the QGT is identi-
cally zero; the Hamiltonian describes a system with no
quantum geometry. If we associate the degree of freedom
described by the Pauli matrices to a sublattice degree of
freedom, this case can be visualized as the situation in
which in each energy eigenstate the electrons are com-
pletely localized on one of the two “sublattices” (entries
of the spinor wavefunction), as shown schematically in
Fig. 1 (a,c).
When Jθ = Jϕ = 1 the eigenstates depend on θ and φ

and therefore the two bands possess a non-trivial quan-
tum geometry. Using the expression above for v−, and
the definition Eq. (1) of the QGT (with ki (i = 1, 2) run-
ning over the labels (φ, θ)) for the lowest band we find

Qij(φ, θ) =

(
sin2 θ

4 i sin θ
4

−i sin θ
4

1
4

)
(5)

As expected the anti-symmetric part of the QGT is equal
to −1/2 the Berry curvature [86]. It is straightforward
to verify that the inequalities in Eq. (2) are satisfied.
Fig. 1 (b,d) illustrate the dependence of the eigenstates
on the variables that parametrize the Hamiltonian: the
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FIG. 1. Schematic spectra and states hybridization for a sim-
ple two-level model in which the two-fold degree of freedom
is mapped to a sublattice, {A,B}. (a), (b) Energy eigenval-
ues as a function of θ for the case when Jθ = Jϕ = 0 and
Jθ = Jϕ = 1, respectively. The colors show the occupation
probability of sublattice A, PA. (c), (d) Representation of the
lowest energy eigenstate distribution, as function of θ and φ,
between sublattice A, represented by circles, and sublattice
B, represented by squares, and the color showing the prob-
ability occupation of each sublattice, for Jθ = Jϕ = 0 and
Jθ = Jϕ = 1, respectively. For the probabilities, PA, PB , on
each sublattice we use the same color scheme used for PA in
panels (a) and (b).

dependence on θ and φ of the hybridization of the two
degrees of freedom is responsible for a nonzero QGT.
In the case of a sublattice, this can be visualized as a
dependence on θ of the relative weight of the electron
wave function between the sublattices, Fig. 1 (d).

For the case in which H describes electrons with a
two-fold degree of freedom (sublattice, spin, or a generic
orbital degree of freedom) a nonzero anti-symmetric part
of Qij can result in a contribution to off-diagonal (trans-
verse) transport coefficients. For instance, for Jθ = Jϕ =
1 our simple model exhibits a Chern number C = 1 [86]
that can be associated with a non-zero and quantized
Hall conductivity, and therefore the presence of delocal-
ized electronic states. Similarly, the real part of Qij(k)
can result in a contribution to diagonal (longitudinal)
transport coefficients. For instance, in this example, in
the metallic regime, when the band is not completely
filled, one would expect the Drude weight D to be zero
given that the band is completely flat and D ∼ n/m∗,
with n the electron’s density and m∗ the electron’s ef-
fective mass, i.e., the curvature of the bands. However,
the fact that gij(k) is nonzero results in a nonzero Drude
weight [41, 42], current noise [87], and a quantum geo-
metric dipole [88], signaling that even if the band is com-
pletely flat, the system can respond, in the ideal case,
to an external d.c. electric field. This is an indication
that some states in this band are not completely on-site
localized.

It is interesting to consider the limit Jφ = 0, Jθ = 1. In
this case, h is parametrized by only one variable, θ, and
therefore the Berry curvature, and so the anti-symmetric

part of Qij(k), are identically zero. Nevertheless, the
quantum metric is still not zero: gθθ = 1/4. This simple
example is an extreme case of the important fact that
the quantum metric can be nonzero even if the Berry
curvature is zero. As Eq. (2) shows, the quantum metric
is only bounded from below by the Berry curvature.

B. Localization tensor

The QGT tensor is not limited to the single-band
case—it can be defined for an isolated set of any num-
ber of bands. Of common interest is the set of occupied
bands of a band insulator, for which the QGT reads

[Qij(k)]mn = ⟨∂ki
umk|[1− Pk]|∂kj

unk⟩ , (6)

where Pk =
∑

n∈occ. |unk⟩⟨unk|. There is a very physical
connection between the QGT in Eq. (6) and the localiza-
tion of the electronic wavefunctions. This connection is
imprinted in the linear response of materials when sub-
jected to applied electric or magnetic fields; it follows
naturally from the fact that the QGT defined in Eq. (6),
when integrated over the Brillouin zone and traced over
all occupied bands,

Qij =
∑

n∈occ.

∫
BZ

ddk

(2π)d
[Qij(k)]nn , (7)

with d the spatial dimension. Qij can be recast as the
ground state dipole-dipole correlator

Qij = ⟨ri(1− P )rj⟩ =
1

V Tr[Pri(1− P )rjP ] (8)

where P =
∑

n∈occ.

∑
k∈BZ |ψnk⟩⟨ψnk| is the projector

in the occupied subspace. Here ⟨r|ψn,k⟩ = eik·r⟨r|un,k⟩
is the Bloch state for the nth band, and henceforth, we
choose the unit system in which

ℏ = 1 , (9)

unless specified otherwise The position matrix elements
are defined for Bloch states[89]

⟨ψnk|ri|ψmk′⟩ = δk,k′ [Ai(k)]mn + iδmn∂kiδk,k′ , (10)

where δk,k′ = (2π)dδ(k−k′)/V, V the total volume, and
[Ai(k)]nm = i⟨unk|∂ki |umk⟩. The projector 1 − P guar-
antees that Eq.(8) is gauge independent, by removing
the diagonal contributions of the position operator. The
integrated geometric tensor Qij , whose symmetric part
and anti-symmetric parts contain the integrated quan-
tum metric and the Chern number of the ground state,
can be interpreted as a localization tensor originating in
the uncertainty of the position operator in the ground
state [90]. First discussed by Kohn [91], a divergent Qij

would correspond to an infinite sensitivity of the ground
state to a shift in momentum or a twist in boundary
conditions. Among other definitions based on a spectral
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gap, this definition based on spatial delocalization of the
wavefunction is one of the most suited ways to discrim-
inate between a metal and an insulator. Its geometrical
interpretation was then put forward by Resta [92], and
Souza, Wilkens, and Martin [93].

The localization tensor has deep consequences in both
the constraints on the basis functions that can be used
to describe a given band subspace. To understand the
spatial extent of electronic bands, it is useful to adopt
Wannier states, localized in real space to describe Bloch
bands [94]. They are defined as

|wnR⟩ = 1√
N

∑
k∈BZ

e−ik·R+φ(k) |ψnk⟩

where N is the number of lattice sites, and φn(k) is a
momentum-dependent phase redundancy, which can be
tuned to optimize the localization of the Wannier states
|wnR⟩. This localization is characterized by the localiza-
tion functional Ω =

∑
n

[
⟨wn0|r2|wn0⟩ − ⟨wn0|r|wn0⟩2

]
[95]. While not gauge independent, Ω can be separated
into a gauge independent part that coincides with the
trace over spatial indices of the integrated quantum met-
ric, often referred to as ΩI = (V/N)Re(TrQ), and a

gauge dependent part Ω̃ (see Appendix[A]). The gauge-

dependent part Ω̃ diverges in the absence of exponen-
tially localized Wannier functions. This happens for met-
als, or in the presence of a nonzero Chern number[96].
An extended review of these results is presented in Ap-
pendix[A].

II. QUANTUM GEOMETRY AND
CORRELATED STATES

A. Superconductivity and superfluidity

Superconductivity is fundamentally influenced by the
spread of the Wannier states and hence by quantum ge-
ometry: the superfluid weight (superfluid stiffness) Ds

has a contribution that arises from quantum geometry,
Ds,geom, in addition to the conventional one Ds,conv given
by band dispersion [56]:

Ds = Ds,conv +Ds,geom . (11)

The superfluid weight relates the DC, long-wavelength
supercurrent J to the static, long-wavelength, transverse
vector potential A:

Ji = −
∑
j

[Ds]ij Aj (12)

and needs to be positive-definite for supercurrent to exist.
Moreover, in the simplest picture, large Ds = Tr[Ds]/d
means a large critical current of superconductivity, jc ∝
Ds/ξ, where ξ is the coherence length of the superconduc-
tor. In two dimensions, Ds also determines the critical

temperature of superconductivity since the Berezinskii-
Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) temperature TBKT depends
on Ds. In 3D the penetration depth λ is directly pro-
portional to 1/

√Ds. A finite value of λ is crucial for
the Meissner effect. Given that Ds is the proportional-
ity constant entering the London equation Eq. (12), the
equation responsible for the Meissner effect, and its rela-
tion to TBKT in 2D and to λ in 3D, it is a fundamental
defining quantity of superconductivity. Interestingly, Ds

has an intrinsic connection to quantum geometry.
The quantum geometric contribution of superconduc-

tivity becomes dramatic in a flat Bloch band. The con-
ventional contribution of superfluid weight Ds,conv is in-
versely proportional to the effective mass of the band and
vanishes in a flat band. Superconductivity in a flat band
is thus completely based on quantum geometric effects.
Such effects arise since Ds is defined via the current-
current correlator [97], and the current operator of a
multiband system has two parts (m,n are band indices
and i = x, y, z):

⟨umk|Ji|unk⟩ = δmn∂ki
ϵnk + (ϵmk − ϵnk)⟨∂ki

umk|unk⟩,
(13)

Here k is the momentum and ϵnk gives the dispersion for
the nth band. The last term, which contains a deriva-
tive of the Bloch function, connects Ds to the quantum
geometric quantities defined in the introduction.
Full formulas of Ds = Ds,conv+Ds,geom are available in

the literature [56, 58, 98]. The result is the following in
the limit of Nf completely flat degenerate bands, isolated
from other bands by large gaps compared to the attrac-
tive interaction energy scale |U |, assuming zero temper-
ature and time-reversal symmetry, and under so-called
uniform pairing condition where pairing is the same in
all the flat band orbitals:

[Ds]ij =
4e2Nf

(2π)d−1Norb
|U |f(1− f)Mmin

ij , (14)

Mmin
ij =

1

2π

[∫
ddk gij(k)

]
min

. (15)

Here, f ∈ [0, 1] is the filling fraction of the isolated
flat band, Norb is the number of orbitals where the flat
band states have a nonzero amplitude, −e is the electron
charge, d is the space dimension, and gij(k) is the quan-
tum metric defined in the introduction. The label “min”
refers to the integrated quantum metric whose trace is
minimal under variation of the orbital positions while
keeping all other parameters, e.g. hoppings, the same.
(Equivalently, it is minimal under the change of Fourier
transformation convention of the atomic basis.) This
result is in striking contrast with the simple Bardeen-
Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) formula for a single band, Ds =
e2ns/m

∗, where ns is the density of Cooper pairs (super-
fluid density) and m∗ the effective mass. The result (14)-
(15) was essentially derived in Ref. [56], but in Ref. [98]
it was noted that the Mij of the original work [56] has
to be replaced by Mmin

ij because the quantum metric

is a basis dependent quantity [99] while Ds and Mmin
ij
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are basis-independent [98, 100]. These results are de-
rived within multiband mean-field theory, but the gen-
eral idea has been confirmed by exact, perturbative and
beyond-mean-field numerical calculations [57, 58, 101–
105] of some carefully chosen attractive interacting flat
band models (see the reviews [63, 106, 107] for more ex-
amples). In Ref. [108, 109], it has been shown that many
of the analytical results presented in [56, 98] can be ex-
tended to several cases of non-uniform pairing and the
results remain essentially similar. The effect of closing
the gap between the flat band and other bands has been
studied as well, see [110] and references therein.

How should one physically understand the role of the
quantum metric in flat-band superconductivity? One
way to gain intuition is to consider the two-body prob-
lem, the Cooper problem [111], in a flat band. In this
case there is a massive degeneracy which, however, is
lifted by the interaction between the two particles: the
bound pair becomes dispersive, with an inverse effective
mass given by the quantum metric [112]! Similar to the
Fermi surface Cooper problem, the two-body problem in
the flat band gives essentially the same answer as the
mean-field approach. Further insight into why quantum
geometry may be critical for pair mobility is provided by
its connection to the localization of Wannier functions, as
discussed in the introduction [113]. Indeed, by projecting
the interacting multiband model to a flat band [101] one
can show that interactions induce pair hopping that is
linearly proportional to the interaction U — and overlap
integrals of Wannier functions at neighboring sites. In
2D this relates nicely to the lower bound of supercon-
ductivity derived in Ref. [56]: Ds ≥ |C| (in appropriate
units), where C is the spin Chern number of a time-
reversal symmetric system; as Wannier functions cannot
be exponentially localized in a topological band [114],
their overlaps guarantee interaction-induced motion and
eventually superconductivity. The role of Wannier func-
tions in superconductivity offers routes for deriving upper
bounds too. For example, the optical spectral weight of
a superconductor and superfluid weight were considered
in [115], where quantum geometric quantities appeared
as key quantities. For further information and discussion
of the large literature on this topic, we refer to existing
review articles [63, 106, 107]. Here we would like to men-
tion only a few interesting developments published after
these review articles.

In Ref. [116–118], a Ginsburg-Landau theory was de-
veloped for multiband systems, with quantum geome-
try in focus. According to these works, in the isolated
flat band limit and with uniform pairing, the coherence
length of the superconductor is determined by the min-
imal quantum metric. For non-isolated flat bands, the
coherence length can be smaller than the quantum ge-
ometry length [119]. Furthermore, for strong interac-
tions the Cooper pair size and the coherence length may
be distinct, resembling the BEC-end of the BEC-BCS
crossover [120]. In Ref. [121] a definition of the coher-
ence length based on the exponential decay length of the

anomalous Green’s function was used, leading to a result
that differs from the minimal quantum metric. The decay
of the pair correlation function or the anomalous Green’s
function can be non-trivial in flat bands. For example,
they may completely vanish beyond a few lattice sites,
instead of exhibiting a continuous decay [121, 122]. This
happens in flat bands that host compactly localized Wan-
nier functions (such as obstructed atomic limits [123]).

The apparent discrepancy between the coherence
length results can be explained through the subtlety of
the definition of this concept in flat bands. The mean-
field anomalous Green’s function and the pair correlation
function may decay rapidly in length scales different from
the minimal quantum metric, however, when one includes
fluctuations of the order parameter and calculates the
spread of the pair correlation function, a coherence length
given by the minimal quantum metric is obtained. Fluc-
tuations are included in the Ginzburg-Landau formalism
like in the calculation of the superfluid weight (stiffness),
so, naturally, dependence on quantum geometry emerges
from both. Ref. [122] studied a superconductor-normal-
superconductor (SNS) Josephson junction where the nor-
mal part is a flat band system longer than the coherence
length. It was found that supercurrent over the junction
was only possible by contributions from nearby dispersive
bands or by interaction-mediated transport.

One might worry that disorder would kill flat band
superconductivity. However, Ds for a flat band, s-wave,
superconductor with non-trivial quantum metric appears
as robust against non-magnetic disorder as Ds for a su-
perconductor with dispersive bands and trivial quantum
metric [124]. Interestingly, the dispersive band super-
fluid weight acquires a geometric contribution in the pres-
ence of disorder that at low disorder strengths compen-
sates the suppression of the conventional contribution;
this is intuitive as disorder hinders conventional ballis-
tic transport given by the band dispersion. Quantum
geometry has been shown to be relevant for correlations
in disordered systems also in other contexts than super-
conductivity [125, 126]. Another salient feature of flat
band superconductors is that quasiparticles seem to be
localized [127]. Finally, it is important to keep in mind
that although the quantum geometry of the band guaran-
tees superconductivity to be possible, sometimes another
competing order, e.g., a charge density wave or phase
separation, can win [128] even with attractive interac-
tions. Quantum geometry can also lead to pair-density
wave order instead of superconductivity, signified by a
negative superfluid weight [129, 130]. Quantum geom-
etry may also affect the Kohn-Luttinger mechanism of
superconductivity because the form factor in the polar-
ization function responsible for screening depends on the
geometric properties of the wave functions [131, 132]; re-
markable enhancements of the critical temperature were
found in these works for certain model systems.
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B. Spin-wave stiffness

The close analogy between superconductivity and the
XY model [133, 134] suggests the connections shown in
the previous section between quantum geometry and the
properties of superconductors should be relevant for fer-
romagnetic states in which the ground state is character-
ized by an order parameter M that breaks a continuous
spin, or pseudospin, symmetry. In the continuum limit,
this can be seen by considering the effective Ginzburg-
Landau action of a ferromagnet

S = S0(M) + β
1

2

∫
drD(s)

s [|∇Mx|2 + |∇My|2 + |∇Mz|2]
(16)

where M is the magnetization and S0 is the part of the
action that does not depend on the gradient of M . In
Eq. (16), we have assumed the spin stiffness tensor to be

diagonal and isotropic: [D
(s)
s ]ij = D(s)

s δij .

Similar to superconductivity, the spin-stiffness [D
(s)
s ]ij

can be obtained within linear response theory by calcu-

lating the spin susceptibility, χ
(s)
ij (q, ω), and then taking

the limit ω = 0, q → 0: [D
(s)
s ]ij = limq→0 χ

(s)
ij (q, ω = 0).

Starting from a microscopic model, it is straightforward
to see that the expression of χ(s)(q, ω = 0) up to order
q2, involves the first and second derivatives of the Hamil-
tonian with respect to the momentum k. For single-band
systems, such derivatives lead only to the appearance of
derivatives with respect to k of the energy eigenvalues,
similarly to the first term of Eq.(13). However, for multi-
band systems, the second term in Eq. (13) appears, in-
volving the quantum geometry of the Bloch states.

In superconductors, the superfluid stiffness is directly
proportional to the superfluid weight and so it can be
directly probed by measuring the current response to
an external vector field. For ferromagnetic states, the
most straightforward way to probe QGT’s effects is by
probing the dispersion of the low-energy spin-waves, i.e.,
the Goldstone modes associated to the continuous sym-
metry spontaneously broken by the ground state, some-
thing that is not straightforward to do for superconduc-
tors [135] also due to the Anderson-Higgs mechanism.
For 2D XY ferromagnets, the effect of the quantum ge-
ometry can potentially also be inferred indirectly by mea-
suring TBKT , as discussed in the case of superconductors.

So far the role of quantum geometry in ferromagnetic
systems – and especially in realistic experimental sys-
tems has not received much attention. Recent works have
investigated the connection between [D

(s)
s ]ij for specific

systems [136–140]. One can obtain an exact solution of
the ferromagnetic ground state and its excitations of a
flat band subject to a repulsive interaction in the con-
dition that makes the projected orbital occupation the
same [141] (analogous to the uniform pairing condition
for superconductors). In this case, the single particle
charge excitations are flat. However, the spin wave spec-
trum can be solved exactly and it can be shown, in this

class of models, that the spin stiffness is the same as the
integrated minimal quantum metric [141]. In moiré sys-
tems, projected Hamiltonians [142, 143] do not satisfy the
uniform pairing condition, and as such even the single-
particle dispersion on top of the ferromagnetic state at
integer fillings involves the quantum distance [137]. To
exemplify the effect of the quantum metric in ferromag-
nets in App. [B] we describe the key results for 2D moiré
systems [136, 137] and saturated ferromagnetism [140].

C. Bose-Einstein condensation

Superconductivity is closely related to the physics
of Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC) of electron pairs,
highlighted by the smooth BCS-BEC crossover and a
common mean-field ground state for both regimes. Nev-
ertheless, when it comes to the role of quantum geom-
etry, the BEC limit may show quite a different phe-
nomenology from that of superconductors. Quantum ge-
ometry describes how the properties of quantum states
vary throughout the Brillouin zone. This raises the ques-
tion: Does quantum geometry have any impact on a
(BEC) that occupies a single quantum state? For a non-
interacting BEC at equilibrium, quantum geometry is
indeed irrelevant. However, when interactions are intro-
duced and excitations are considered, quantum geometry
begins to play a significant role. Another natural ques-
tion is: what is the bosonic counterpart of superconduc-
tivity in a flat band? Specifically, where would bosons
condense in a flat band where all energies are degener-
ate? Once again, interactions change the scenario. Due
to Hartree-type renormalization of the bands, certain mo-
menta can acquire slightly lower energies, making them
favorable sites for condensation [144, 145]. This leads to
an important question: under what general conditions
are such condensates stable? Given that the energies are
essentially degenerate, even minimal interactions might
excite particles to arbitrary momenta, potentially desta-
bilizing the condensate.
Quantum geometry also plays a crucial role in Bose-

Einstein Condensates (BECs). In a weakly interacting
BEC within a flat band, the speed of sound—which must
be positive to ensure superfluidity—is proportional to the
interaction energy U and the square root of a general-
ized quantum metric [146, 147]. Note again the linear
dependence on the interaction energy U , typical for flat
band phenomena: this is an immediate consequence of
the existence of only one energy scale. This should be
contrasted to the case of a usual dispersive band where
the speed of sound is proportional to

√
U . The stability

of a BEC can be also determined by calculating the frac-
tion of excitations, due to weak interactions, that result
in a finite particle density outside the condensate state,
nex(k). This is also called the quantum depletion and
was found [146] to be given by the condensate quantum

distance d̃c(q) (similar to the Hilbert-Schmidt quantum
distance dHS defined in the introduction), and, in the
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limit of vanishing interaction, is related to nex(k) via the
equation

lim
U→0

nex(k) =
1− d̃c(q)

2d̃c(q)
, (17)

where q = k−kc and d̃c(q) includes overlaps of the Bloch
state at the condensate momentum kc with states at
other momenta. The physical intuition is that depletion
of the condensate to excitations is limited not by ener-
getic reasons as in dispersive bands, but by a finite quan-
tum distance between the initial (ground) and the excited
state. The result (17) also implies that quantum excita-
tions on top of the mean-field condensate do not vanish
in the limit of small interactions; flat bands are thus an
ideal platform for studying the beyond-mean-field physics
of condensates. The quantum distance appears instead of
the quantum metric because the quantum depletion in-
cludes finite momentum excitations. The quantum met-
ric on the other hand is an infinitesimal measure and
corresponds to long-wavelength limit quantities such as
the speed of sound, and supercurrent in the case of su-
perconductors. Quantum geometry manifests also in the
superfluid weight of BEC [147–150].

D. Exciton condensates

An exciton is a bosonic quasiparticle formed by an
electron (e), bound to a hole (h). At low tempera-
tures, a gas of excitons can form an exciton condensate
(EC) [151, 152]. Due to the effective interaction among
excitons, resulting from the Coulomb interaction, an EC
will exhibit superfluidity. An EC can be regarded as su-
perfluid BEC, see Sec[II C]. However, it is also analogous
to a superconducting state, or a ferromagnetic state, as
we discuss in this section.

Shortly after the proposal that electron-hole pairs
could form an exciton condensate (EC), it was suggested
that spatially separating the electrons and holes would
enhance the stability of the EC by reducing the rate of
electron-hole recombination [153]. This can be realized in
2D systems formed by an e-doped 2D layer and h-doped
2D layer separated by a high-quality, thin, dielectric
film [153, 154]. In these double-layer structures, when the
doping is sufficiently low, and gates sufficiently far away,
so that screening effects are minimized [155, 156], an EC

can form when the carriers’ intralayer distance ≈
√
1/n

is comparable to the interlayer distance d. In such con-
ditions, the layer degree of freedom can be treated as a
pseudospin degree of freedom, or as the particle-hole de-
gree of freedom of a superconductor. In the first case
the EC can be regarded as an easy-plane ferromagnet
(see Sec. II B) in the second case as a “charge neutral
superconductor”.

We can define the superfluid weight of an EC, in anal-
ogy to the definition introduced for a superconductor,
as the long-wavelength, zero-frequency, response of the

FIG. 2. (a) Schematics of a double layer formed by two TBGs
in which an EC state is expected to form when the chemical
potential in the top layer µT is equal and opposite to the
chemical potential in the bottom layer µB . (b) Dependence
on twist angle of the conventional and geometric contribu-
tions to the superfluid weight Ds of an EC formed in a double
TBG, for fixed chemical potential µ ≡ µT = −µB = 0.2 mev.
(c), (d) Dependence on µ, for different twist angles, of con-
ventional and geometric contributions, respectively, to Ds.
Adapted from [157].

system to a transverse vector field having opposite di-
rections for electrons and holes. For an EC formed in
a 2D double-layer this corresponds to having a vector
field A in the top layer and a vector field −A in the
bottom layer. It is then straightforward to derive the ex-
pression of [Ds]ij as done for the superconducting case,

(roughly speaking) by reinterpreting the particle-hole in-
dex [56, 58, 98], as the layer index [62, 157]. In this
analogy, the superconducting order parameter ∆ corre-
sponds to the mean-field order parameter describing the

EC, ∆EC
αα′,rr′ ≡ ⟨c†αrTVTB(r− r′, d)cα′r′B⟩, where α (α′)

is a general orbital degree of freedom, T , B are the in-
dices denoting the top and bottom layer, respectively,
and VTB(r− r′, d) is the effective interlayer Coulomb in-
teraction with d the distance between the layers.

Similar to superconductors, the critical temperature
Tc for forming an exciton condensate (EC) is enhanced
in flat-band systems. As the bands become flatter, the
conventional contribution to the EC’s superfluid weight
and stiffness is suppressed, reducing the neutral super-
fluid current and making the EC unstable to thermal and
quantum fluctuations despite a high Tc. This changes
when flat bands have nontrivial geometry: a geomet-
ric contribution to the superfluid weight [Ds]ij emerges,

strengthening the stability of the EC [157, 158].

This situation is most apparent in the proposal for an
EC formed in a double layer formed by TMDs [158], or by
an e-doped TBG and h-doped TBG separated by a thin
dielectric layer [157], as schematically shown in Fig. 2 (a).
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In this case, for certain twist angles, the conventional
contribution to [Ds]ij can even be negative, as shown in

Fig. 2 (b). However, for the same twist angle, the geomet-
ric contribution is positive and very large guaranteeing
the stability of the EC, Fig. 2 (b)-(d). We see that for
an EC the effect of the quantum geometry of the bands
can be even more significant than for superconductors.

E. Electron-Phonon Coupling

One main interaction in solids is the electron-phonon
coupling (EPC), which is crucial for various quantum
phases, and in particular for superconductivity [159–161].
It is conceptually intriguing to ask if the EPC has any
clear relation to quantum geometry, in particular in the
generic case where the electrons have a Fermi surface -
characteristic of the great majority of known supercon-
ductors. Uncovering this relationship could be crucial for
identifying new superconductors, considering the vast ar-
ray of topological materials [162–168].

Recently, Ref. [169] revealed a direct connection be-
tween electron band geometry/topology and the bulk
electron-phonon coupling (EPC). The study introduces
a “Gaussian approximation” where this connection be-
comes explicit. Within this approximation, a quantum
geometric contribution to the electron-phonon coupling
constant λ can be naturally distinguished from an ener-
getic contribution. The EPC is the sum of the two (up
to a cross-term). (See supplementary informationC for
more details.) Explicitly, the geometric contribution is
supported by the quantum metric or an extended orbital-
selective version of the quantum metric [112, 169], and
is bounded from below by the topological contributions
over the electronic Fermi surface.

The Gaussian approximation can naturally be applied
to graphene, where the short-range hopping and the
symmetries make it exact, and its generalized version
can naturally describe another well-known superconduc-
tor, MgB2. Combined with the ab initio calculation,
Ref. [169] finds that the quantum geometric (topological)
contribution to λ accounts for roughly 50% (50%) and
90% (43%) of the total EPC constant λ in graphene and
MgB2, respectively. The large contributions from quan-
tum geometry to EPC can be intuitively understood: the
quantum geometry affects the real-space localization of
the electron Wannier functions, and then affects how the
electron hopping changes under the motions of ions. This
is an important part of the electron-phonon coupling (and
in many cases —such as graphene and MgB2— is the
largest part of EPC).

The analysis for graphene in Ref. [169] can be tested by
measuring the phonon linewidth by Raman spectroscopy
as well as measuring phonon frequencies by the inelastic
x-ray scattering. Ref. [170] found that the quantum met-
ric modifies the electron-phonon coupling by enhancing
small-angle scattering. The formalism in Ref. [169] can in
principle also be applied to other systems such as Weyl

semimetals. One major future direction is to develop a
general framework that relates quantum geometry to the
bulk EPC for realistic systems. Such a study may provide
new guidance for the future search for superconductors
from the perspective of quantum geometry.

F. Fractional Chern insulators

Fractional Chern insulators (FCIs) are zero-magnetic-
field analogs of the fractional quantum Hall effect. By
definition, FCIs should exhibit fractionally quantized
Hall resistance and vanishing longitudinal resistance un-
der zero external magnetic field. FCIs were first proposed
in toy models [171–173], where fractionally filled nearly
flat Chern bands [174, 175] (in zero magnetic field) and
repulsive interactions are identified as the essential ingre-
dients.
Recall that the fractional quantum Hall effect requires

two ingredients: Landau levels (from an external mag-
netic field) and repulsive interactions. As the repul-
sive interaction (e.g., Coulomb interaction) is ubiquitous,
the special ingredient for the FQH is the Landau level.
Therefore, one of the routes (but not the only one) to re-
alizing FCIs is to mimic Landau levels without external
magnetic fields.
In this route, quantum geometry plays an important

role in assessing how closely a realistic set of bands ap-
proximates the Landau levels. Besides its exact flat-
ness and nonzero Chern numbers, the nth Landau level
(n = 0, 1, 2, 3, ...) is characterized by the following three
geometric properties: (i) uniform (in momentum space)
quantum metric, (ii) uniform (in momentum space)
Berry curvature, and (iii) the trace of the quantum met-
ric equals (2n+ 1) times the absolute value of the Berry
curvature. Therefore, the best system for FCIs is the
one that hosts nearly flat Chern bands that nearly sat-
isfy those three geometric properties of the Landau lev-
els. Ref. [176–179] suggest that a flat Chern band is al-
ready favorable to realize FCIs even as long as an in-
tegrated version of (iii) is satisfied, even if (i) and (ii)
conditions are strongly violated. (See also [180–183].)
Ref. [176, 177] promote an concept called “ideal Chern
bands”, which motivate the study of analogy in other
topological bands, such as ideal Euler bands [11]. How-
ever, the claims in Ref. [176, 177] are made for special
short-range interactions instead of generic repulsive in-
teractions and for continuum rather than tight-binding
models. In practice, as long as a realistic model hosts
nearly flat Chern bands near the Fermi level, it is reason-
able to consider the possibility of realizing FCIs in such
a system, as shown in supplementary informationD. Be-
sides the way of mimicking Landau levels, one may also
carefully desire the interaction to realize FCI in bands
with zero Chern number. [184]
Moiré systems are natural platforms for FCIs, since

the quantum interference owing to moiré superlattice can
easily lead to nearly flat topological bands. Upon spon-
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taneous magnetizing due to interactions, these bands be-
come nearly flat Chern bands. Remarkably, last year,
FCIs were experimentally realized in twisted bilayer
MoTe2 at fillings−2/3 and−3/5, as well as integer Chern
insulator at filling −1 [82, 185–192]. Theoretically, the
system indeed hosts nearly flat Chern bands that have
relatively uniform quantum metric and Berry curvature
in each spin subspace [193–209]. Upon spin polariza-
tion (Stoner magnetization), the appearance of FCIs fol-
lows heuristically from the connection to a single Landau
level [198–200, 210]. However, as shown in Ref. [210], the
understanding of the spin properties requires more bands
to be considered, i.e., band mixing is essential.
Following the first discovery of FCIs in twisted bi-

layer MoTe2, clear evidence of FCIs was later ob-
served in rhombohedral multi-layer graphene-hexagonal
boron nitride superlattice (at fractional electron fill-
ings) [211–214], which has almost-fully-connected con-
duction bands. The theoretical understanding of experi-
mental observations at fractional fillings in those systems
requires careful study of various issues, such as the inter-
action scheme and the roles of temperature and disor-
der [215–231].

III. PHYSICAL RESPONSES

The quantum mechanical uncertainty in the position
of electrons in solids, quantified by the QGT Qij(k) in
Eq. (1) or its integrated version Qij in Eq. (8), leads to
physical responses, which will be discussed in this section.
For this section, we will resume ℏ explicitly.

A. Polarization fluctuations

Following fluctuation-dissipation theorems [93, 232],
the quantum fluctuations of a material’s polarization lead
to dissipation in the presence of an external field. The
electric polarization in solids is obtained [233] by the
expectation value of the position operator pi = e ⟨ri⟩,
which can be reduced using Eq.(10) to the integral over
the single band Berry connection [Ai(k)]nn in the Bril-
louin zone. The position fluctuations in the ground state
captured by the QGT are therefore associated with po-
larization fluctuations [234]. They are also hence asso-
ciated with dissipation in the presence of perturbations
that couple with the dipole operator, i.e. in the presence
of an applied electric field Ei(t) = Eieiωt, which modi-
fies the polarization of the medium by the polarizability
pi(t) =

∑
j χij(t)Ej(t).

To draw the parallel between electric dipole fluc-
tuations of the ground state and quantum geometry,
it is convenient to introduce time-dependence to the
integrated QGT Eq. (8): Qij(t − t′) = ⟨ri(t)(1 −
P )ri(t

′)⟩ [235, 236]. This captures the fact that virtual
interband (dipole) transitions leading to a nontrivial Qij

are modified in the presence of Ei(t) by how much time

the state populates the virtual bands and how much the
position operator has evolved with the static Hamilto-
nian H. At t = 0 it reduces to the integrated QGT (8),
but away from the time origin, it has the expression

Qij(t) = Dij(t) +
∑
mn

∫
BZ

ddk

(2π)d
fnk(1− fmk)

× ([gij(k)]nm + i [bij(k)]nm)eiωmnkt

(18)

with ωmnk = (ϵmk − ϵnk), ϵnk the dispersion of the nth
band, and fnk the occupation factor of the nth band at
k. Here

[gij(k)]nm =
1

2
[Ai(k)]nm [Aj(k)]mn + (i↔ j)

[bij(k)]nm =
1

2i
[Ai(k)]nm [Aj(k)]mn − (i↔ j) ,

(19)

are the interband metric and curvature matrix elements.
It also contains a Fermi surface contribution, Dij(t), from
the second term in the position operator of Eq. (10).
The Fermi surface contribution is normally single-band
and only present for metals Dij(t) = Fij+itDij , contain-

ing the Drude weight Dij =
∫
BZ

ddk
(2π)d

fnk∂ki∂kj ϵnk from

the dispersion curvature at the Fermi surface; as well as
a divergent piece due to the discontinuity at the Fermi

surface Fij =
∫
BZ

ddk
(2π)d

(f ′nk)
2(∂kiϵnk)(∂kj ϵnk). The lat-

ter term appears in the real and symmetric part of the
geometric tensor, and explains the divergence of the met-
ric for metals, even in single-band metals[237]. The sin-
gularities coming from the Fermi surface get regularized
by the introduction of a scattering time τ . Finally we
note that Qij(t) in Eq. (18) has Hermitian and anti-
Hermitian components, Qij(t) = Qs

ij(t) + iQas
ij (t), which

can in principle be independently measured [238].

B. Nondissipative geometric response

The relationship between Qij and response functions
such as the electric susceptibility χij(ω) or the electric
conductivity σij(ω) follows naturally in the geometric
picture. Namely, the antisymmetric (in both ij and ±t)
Qas

ij (t) = (Qij(t)−Qji(−t))/(i) is directly related to the

polarizability, χ(t) = (πe2)Θ(t)Qas(t) [239, 240]. Notic-
ing that Ji(t) = ∂tpi(t), it follows that the conductivity
can be written compactly as [241]

σij(t) =
πe2

ℏ
Θ(t)∂tQas

ij (t). (20)

which fully reproduces the Kubo formula[242]. We in-
troduce back ℏ explicitly. The two response functions
are simply related in the frequency domain by σij(ω) =
−iωχij(ω). It becomes particularly apparent that for in-
sulators without a Fermi surface,Dij = 0, the response at
frequencies below the gap, and therefore non-dissipative,
is strictly geometric, containing both longitudinal con-
tributions with origin in the interband quantum metric
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matrix elements, gij , and Hall contributions from Bij .
To make it more apparent, we can expand Eq.(20) for
ingap frequencies, [238]

σij(ω) =
e2

iℏ

∫
BZ

ddk

(2π)d

∑
mn

fmnk([gij(k)]nm + i [bij(k)]nm)

× (1 +
ω

ωmnk
+ · · · ) .

(21)

Since fmnk = (fnk − fmk) is anti-symmetric in band
indices, it is apparent that each order in frequency it
selects either the symmetric (quantum metric) or anti-
symmetric (Berry curvature) geometric matrix elements.
Namely, in the DC limit, only the Berry curvature
contributes. In two dimensions, we obtain the cele-
brated Thouless-Kohmoto-Nightingale-Nijs (TKNN) for-
mula σij = ϵije

2C/h [243] with ϵij the Levi-Civita sym-
bol. At linear order in ω, the non-dissipative geomet-
ric response – the static polarizability, or capacitance of
the insulator, χij – emerges from the matrix element of
the quantum metric weighted by the inverse energy gaps
[235]:

σij(ω) =
e2

h

(
Cϵij + iωχij + · · ·

)
. (22)

C. Sum rules of dissipative response

In this part, we discuss several sum rule for band in-
sulators. First note that, integrating the conductivity
tensor σij(ω) over all frequencies (up to ω dependent fac-
tors) can realize the instantaneous, t = 0, response. This
realization leads to a sum rule that relates the integrated
quantum metric

Gij =

∫
BZ

ddk

(2π)d
gij(k) =

1

2
[Qij +Qji] (23)

to the integrated real part of the longitudinal conductiv-
ity as

Tr [G] = ℏ
πe2

∫ ∞

0

dω
∑
i

Re [σii(ω)]

ω
, (24)

which is now recogonized as the Souza-Wilkens-Martin
(SWM) sum rule [93]. The quantum geometry can also
be found in the static structure factor[239, 244, 245]

S(q) =
1

2

∑
ij

qiqjGij + ... (25)

Importantly, dissipation also occurs from the magnetic
dipole moment of the medium, leading to Hall response.
The simplest example is the Hall counterpart of the
SWM sum rule, which is exactly the Kramers-Krönig
counterpart of the DC Hall conductivity [246] or the

dichroic sum rule [247] which captures the orbital mag-
netic moment of bound electrons permitted by the Berry
curvature[248, 249]. Here σH

ij (ω) = [σij(ω)− σji(ω)]/2.
Let us here present the generalization of these results

by utilizing Eq.(20) in Ref. [236]. Different sum rules
can be constructed by weighting different powers η of
frequency. Each η captures an instantaneous property of
the medium characterizing a given moment of the zero
point motion of the ground state, or the various time
derivatives of Qij(t),

Sη
ij =

∞∫
0

dω
σabs
ij (ω)

ω1−η
=
πe2

ℏ
(−i∂t)ηQij(t)|t=0 . (26)

The absorptive (or Hermitian) part of the conductivity
σabs
ij = ReσL

ij(ω) + i ImσH
ij (ω) (with σL

ij(ω) = [σij(ω) +
σji(ω)]/2) contains a symmetric and real part due to cou-
pling of Ei aligned with the dipole moment of the dielec-
tric medium, but also a Hall contribution from the cou-
pling with the magnetic dipole, perpendicular to the field.
Importantly in the sum rules Sη, the entire Qij tensor
Eq.(18) appears, not only Qas

ij , and therefore, sum rules
are sensitive to geometric quantities absent in nondissi-
pative linear response, such as the integrated quantum
metric[93].
Sum rules naturally divide into longitudinal and Hall

contributions, where each η-time moment of Qij corre-
sponds to a convolution with ωη

mnk. In insulators, all
moments are given exclusively in terms of geometric ma-
trix elements and explicitly given by

Sη
L,ij =

πe2

ℏ
∑
nm

∫
BZ

ddk

(2π)d
fnk(1− fmk) [gij(k)]nm ωη

mnk

(27)
and

Sη
H,ij =

πe2

ℏ
∑
nm

∫
BZ

ddk

(2π)d
fnk(1−fmk) [bij(k)]nm ωη

mnk .

(28)
These fluctuation moments reflect various instantaneous
properties of bound electrons in periodic lattices [241]
and have been dubbed quantum weights in Ref. [250].
Let us now focus on 2D (d = 2), where Gij has no
units. Starting with the zeroth moment of longitudinal
fluctuations S0

L,ij = πe2/ℏGij , it captures exactly the
integrated quantum metric, which is exactly the SWM
sum rule [93]. In Chern insulators or Landau levels,
where projected of the position operators in orthogo-
nal directions do not commute, the zeroth moment of
Hall fluctuations is nonzero S0

H,ij = −(πe2/2h)Cϵij . At
η = 1, quantifying the speed of the polarization fluctua-
tions is the f -sum rule, defining the total spectral weight,
S1
L = πe2n/2m; and the dichroic sum rule[251], defining

the orbital magnetic moment S1
H = µM , measured in

Ref.[252]. Shot noise, that is zero temperature current
fluctuations appear in the second fluctuation moment
S2
L and S2

H [253]. Intriguingly, and also noticed early on
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[254], metals and insulators don’t show remarkably differ-
ent behavior in current fluctuations Sη with η > 0. How-
ever, S0

L, proportional to the integrated quantum metric,
can qualitatively distinguish the two, completing the ef-
fort of Kohn to unambiguously distinguish a metal from
an insulator [91].

D. Spectral transfer and optical bounds

In metals not all Sη are well defined, but we can fo-
cus on the well-behaved first moment of the longitudi-
nal response, the f -sum rule S1

L. This sum rule relates
to nondissipative response by expanding the conductiv-
ity Eq. (20) to frequencies far above optical transitions,
σij(ω) ∼ iω2

p/ω. Here ω2
p = 4πne2/m [254, 255], con-

taining the electron density n and optical mass m. The
optical mass is defined by S1

L, which has a Fermi sur-
face contribution given by the Drude weight Dij , the
linear in t part of the Qij(t) Eq. (18), and a geomet-
ric component from the oscillations in Qij(t). There-
fore, it is natural to separate the spectral weight into
the charge stiffness n/m∗ obtained by the dispersion cur-
vature at the Fermi level πe2n/m∗

ij = Dij and a geo-
metric contribution from interband optical transitions,
πe2n/2mg

ij ≡ ∑′
ωmnk [gij(k)]nm [241, 256], where

∑′

is a shorthand for the sum and prefactor of Eq.(27).
Therefore, we have that the optical mass of electrons,
defined by the sum rule and therefore indicating the in-
stantaneous mass of electrons (usually the bare electron
mass[257]) relates to the Fermi surface electron mass and
the geometric mass by

1

mij
=

1

m∗
ij

+
1

mg
ij

(29)

The geometric contribution generally makes the electrons
lighter at short time scales [258]. In the extreme example
of flat bands with nontrivial quantum geometry, in which
quantum interference creates a band with m∗ = ∞, the
mass is purely geometric. This means that although
semiclassical transport would be dictated by infinitely
heavy electrons that do not conduct, at short time scales
the electrons behave as if they have their original mass
before the quenching of the band dispersion. A conse-
quence, as discussed extensively above, is that electrons
may still form a superconducting or excitonic condensate.

The transfer of weight from the Fermi surface mass
m∗ to the geometric mass mg can be best appreciated
in Fig.3 where we consider a square lattice tight-binding
model and show the evolution of the total spectral weight
and optical mass S1

L. The hoppings are tuned such that
the bands evolve smoothly into a Lieb lattice. In this
process, the Drude peak gets progressively reduced while
the geometric mass is built up to the point that exactly in
the Lieb limit, the band is perfectly flat and contributes
only to the geometric weight.

By looking at the different geometric responses within
a unified framework, some identities become apparent.
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FIG. 3. Transfer of optical spectral weight Re σxx(ω) from
the Fermi surface (Drude weight) to high frequencies from
destructive interference in a frustrated hopping lattice (Lieb).
After cutting the hopping tp, the resulting Hamiltonian has
a flat band with no Drude weight, which was distributed to
higher energies in the form of dipolar transitions between the
flat and dispersive bands.

First, an insulator has a spectral gap Eg, which means
the energy differences are bounded by ωmnk >Eg/ℏ. It

follows that for η > 0, Sη
L,ij =

∑′
ωη
mnk [gij(k)]nm ≥

(πe2/ℏ2V )Eη
gGij . Similarly Sη

H ≥ (4π2e2/ℏ2)Eη
gC. The

signs are reversed for the negative powers of η. Focus-
ing on the f−sum rule η = 1, we have πe2nd/(2m) ≥
(πe2/ℏ2) TrGEg, which gives ℏ2nd/(2m) ≥ TrGEg,
where d is the spacial dimension. This fact was pointed
out by Kivelson in 1982 [259] for 1D insulators.

A similar relation was obtained for the electric
susceptibility[242, 260, 261]. Combining this result with
the trace condition Eq.(2) it can be observed that in
the presence of a Chern number, it also holds that the
energy gap is bounded by the inverse Chern number
Eg ≤ 2πn/(m|C|) [246]. In addition, relevant optical up-
per and lower bounds can be established [234, 241, 250,
260, 262] utilizing sum rule inequalities well established
in atomic physics [263].

Let us conclude this discussion with the example of
free electrons in two dimensions under a magnetic field.
From Kohn’s theorem [264], Galilean invariance requires
that all optical transitions happen exclusively across con-
secutive Landau levels separated by the cyclotron fre-
quency ωc. In this case, all sum rules become satu-
rated [265]. In fact, they can be compactly expressed by

Sη
ij = πe2

ℏ Cωη
c (δij + 2πϵij) with δij the Kronecker delta

and εij the Levi-Civita symbol, which saturates all the
bounds [236]. In this case, all responses are quantized,
including DC conductivity, capacitance, or magnetic mo-
ment.
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IV. LANDAU LEVELS

Semiclassical quantization of electronic states into Lan-
dau levels (LLs) under a magnetic field can be described
by the generalized Onsager’s rule:

S0(ϵ) = 2πeB

(
n+

1

2
− γϵ,B

2π

)
, (30)

where S0(ϵ) is the momentum space area of the closed
semiclassical orbit at the energy ϵ, B is magnetic field,
−e is the electron charge, n is a nonnegative integer, and
γϵ,B is the quantum correction due to Berry phase, mag-
netic susceptibility, and other band properties [266–270].
The semiclassical approach can successfully describe the
band energy and the geometric properties of Bloch states
in metallic systems with energy dispersion. This includes
free electron gas with parabolic dispersion and Dirac elec-
trons with linear dispersion [271, 272]. However, when
applied to dispersionless flat bands, the implication of
Eq. (30) is subtle since semiclassical orbits are ill-defined.
Naively, one may expect vanishing LL spacings due to the
infinite effective mass, and thus no response of flat bands
to the magnetic field.

However, when a flat band exists in multi-band sys-
tems with sizable interband coupling, this naive expec-
tation completely breaks down. In this section, we will
first review how the LLs are affected by interband cou-
pling [273]. In particular, we discuss the role of interband
Berry connection and symmetry of the system at zero
magnetic field on the LL spectra. After that, we discuss
the anomalous magnetic responses of singular flat bands
in which the flat band has a quadratic band crossing with
another parabolic band at which the Bloch wave function
becomes singular [274]. The geometric idea to describe
the LL of singular flat bands can be further generalized to
describe the LL spectra of generic quadratic band cross-
ing [275]. We will discuss the complication when the flat
band is made to be weakly dispersive and explain how
the geometric effect can be extracted. Based on it, we
revisit the magnetic responses of the Bernal stacked bi-
layer graphene [276].

A. Isolated flat bands

The Landau level spread of isolated single flat bands
can be described by using the modified semiclassical ap-
proach developed by M.-C. Chang and Q. Niu [277]. Con-
trary to Onsager’s approach, where the band structure
at zero magnetic field ϵnk is used to define the closed
semiclassical orbits and the corresponding area S0(ϵ), the
modified semiclassical approach [277] employs the modi-
fied band structure given by

En,B(k) = ϵnk + µn(k)B, (31)

where B = Bẑ is the magnetic field, n is the band index,
and µn(k) is the orbital magnetic moment of the n-th

magnetic band in the z-direction whose explicit form is

µn(k) = e Im⟨∂xun(k)| [ϵnk −H(k)] |∂yun(k)⟩, (32)

where H(k) is the matrix Hamiltonian in momentum
space. Hence, the second term on the right-hand side
of Eq. (31) indicates the leading energy correction from
the orbital magnetic moment coupled to the magnetic
field. In usual dispersive bands, the B-linear quantum
correction is negligibly small in weak magnetic field limit
compared to the zero-field bandwidth.
In the case of a flat band with zero bandwidth, on the

other hand, theB-linear quantum correction always dom-
inates the modified band structure En,B(k) in Eq. (31)
even in weak magnetic field limit. Moreover, the modi-
fied band dispersion of an isolated flat band is generally
dispersive so that the relevant semiclassical orbits can be
defined unambiguously. As a result, one can obtain the
LL spreading of the isolated flat band in the adjacent
gapped regions by applying the semiclassical quantiza-
tion rule to En,B(k), which naturally explains the LL
spread of the isolated flat band. Especially, around the
band edges of En,B(k), one can define the effective mass
m∗, which is inversely proportional to B, from which
Onsager’s scheme predicts Landau levels with a spacing
eB/m∗ ∝ B2. The resulting LL spectrum is bounded by
the upper and lower band edges of En,B(k), and thus
the total magnitude ∆ of the LL spread is given by
∆ = maxEn,B(k) − minEn,B(k). This result is valid
as long as the band gap Egap between the isolated flat
band and its neighboring band at zero magnetic field is
large enough, i.e., Egap ≫ max|En,B(k)|. The generic
behavior of an isolated flat band under a magnetic field
is schematically described in Fig. 4 where one can clearly
observe that the LL spread of the isolated flat band start
filling the gaps at zero-field above and below the isolated
flat band.
Interestingly, the LL spreading of isolated flat bands is

a manifestation of the non-trivial wave function geometry
of the flat band arising from inter-band couplings [273].
One can show that the modified band dispersion of the
isolated flat band is given by

En,B(k) = −2π
ϕ

ϕ0

1

A0
Im

∑
m̸=n

ϵmk χ
nm
xy (k), (33)

in which

χnm
ij (k) = ⟨∂iun(k)|um(k)⟩⟨um(k)|∂jun(k)⟩

= [Ai(k)]
∗
mn [Aj(k)]mn , (34)

where ϕ0 = h/e, ϕ = BA0 is the magnetic flux per unit
cell, and A0 is the unit cell area assumed to be A0 = 1.
Here, we assume that the n-th band is the isolated flat
band at zero energy without loss of generality so that ϵmk

in Eq. (33) should be interpreted as the energy of the m-
th band with respect to the flat band energy. We note
that [Ai(k)]nm = i⟨um(k)|∂iun(k)⟩ indicates the cross-
gap Berry connection between the n-th and m-th bands
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FIG. 4. Landau level spread of an isolated flat band.
(a) The band structure of a 2D system in the absence of a
magnetic field. The second band with the energy ε2 = 0 cor-
responds to the isolated flat band. The inter-band coupling
εmχm2

xy of the isolated flat band with the other dispersive band
of the energy εm (m = 1, 3, 4) is indicated by a dashed vertical
arrow. (b) The modified band dispersion Em,B (m = 1, . . . , 4)
in the presence of the magnetic field. The corresponding Lan-
dau levels are shown by red solid lines. The LL spread of the
isolated flat band is represented by the green arrow. [Adapted
from Ref. [273]]

(n ̸= m), and χnm
ij (k) is the corresponding fidelity ten-

sor that describes the transition amplitude between the
n-th and m-th bands. We note that [Ai(k)]nm is gauge-
covariant while χnm

ij (k) is gauge-invariant, thus directly
related to physical observables. Hence, Eq. (33) indi-
cates that the modified band dispersion of the isolated
flat band is given by the summation of the transition
amplitudes χnm

xy (k) between the isolated flat band and
the m-th band weighted by the energy ϵmk of the m-th
band as illustrated in Fig. 4. This means that the immo-
bile carriers with infinite effective mass in an isolated flat
band can respond to the external magnetic field through
the inter-band coupling, characterized by the cross-gap
Berry connection, to dispersive bands.

The LL spread of an isolated flat band is strongly
constrained by the symmetry group of the system [273].
The B-linear correction to the modified band dispersion
En,B(k) vanishes when the system respects the chiral C
or space-time-inversion IST symmetries in the zero mag-
netic flux. The LL spreading is proportional to B2 for a
flat-band system with IST symmetry in the zero magnetic
field, while the LL spreading is forbidden in the presence
of chiral symmetry. Interestingly, although IST symme-
try would be broken as the magnetic field is turned on,
the LL spreading is strongly constrained by IST symme-
try. We further find that maxEn,B(k) = −minEn,B(k)

-0.5
0

0.5
1

1.5
2

2.5
3

0

4

8

12

16

-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0

p3
p4
p7

p12

p50

p1
p24
p31

20 40 60 80 1000 n
LLs of NSFB

No LL
 splitting

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0

0.04

0.08

0.12

Numerics

LLs of SFB

E
n

0 50 100

0

-0.001

-0.002

1/
E
n

n

E1

E2

E0

dmax
2

ξfit(x)=c-c(1-xr)s+3x/40

ξ(x)=3x/40

b c

d

e

m1

m2

Flat band (E=0)

a

E
n

E
n

-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

0

0.02

FIG. 5. Landau level spectrum of a singular flat band.
(a) The band structure of a flat band with a quadratic band-
crossing. Here m1 and m2 are the maximum and minimum
effective masses of the dispersive band. (b) and (c) show the
LL spreading for a non-singular flat band (NSFB) and singu-
lar flat band (SFB), respectively. (d) LL spreading of various
flat band models (denoted by the labeling [p m] with an in-
teger m in the inset) as functions of the LL index n. Inset
shows their 1/n dependences for n ≫ 1. (e) The universal
relationship between ∆/ωc and dmax. Numerical data (dia-
mond symbols) are from the 50 flat band models. [Adapted
from Ref. [274].]

when the system respects time-reversal T or reflection R
symmetry, at the zero magnetic field, thus the minimum
and maximum values of the LL spreading have the same
magnitude but with the opposite signs.

B. Singular flat band with quadratic touching

Next, let us consider the LL spectrum of singular flat
bands in which a flat band has a band crossing with
other dispersive bands at a momentum where the flat
band wave function develops a singularity [278–280]. As a
minimal model of a singular flat band, we consider a two-
band model describing a flat band crossing quadratically
with a parabolic band. Explicitly, we consider the most
general form of two-band continuum quadratic Hamilto-
nian given by

HQ(k) ≡ f0(k)σ0 +
∑

α=x,y,z

fα(k)σα, (35)

where σα’s are Pauli matrices and σ0 is the 2×2 identity
matrix. The quadratic functions fα=0,x,y,z(k) take the
form of fα(k) = aαk

2
x + bαkxky + cαk

2
y with real coef-

ficients {aα, bα, cα}. A flat band touching with another
parabolic band can be obtained by imposing the band
flatness condition det [HQ(k)] = 0. If the resulting flat
band wave function develops discontinuity at the band
crossing point, we obtain a singular flat band. Other-
wise, we have a non-singular flat band.

The singular band crossing point can be character-
ized by the canting structure of the pseudospin s(k) ≡



14∑
α=x,y,z fα(k)/

√
fx(k)2 + fy(k)2 + fz(k)2α̂ around the

band crossing point. The canting structure arises due
to the singularity at the band crossing point where
the pseudospin direction cannot be uniquely determined.
The strength of the singularity can be characterized by
the maximum canting angle ∆θmax of the pseudospin
around the band crossing point. Interestingly, the cant-
ing angle between two pseudospins at the momenta
k,k′ is related to the Hilbert-Schmidt quantum distance

dHS(k,k
′) ≡

√
1− |⟨uk|uk′⟩|2 of the perodic parts of

the relevant Bloch states |uk⟩, |uk′⟩ as ∆θ(k,k′) =
2 sin−1 (dHS(k,k

′)). Denoting the maximum value of dHS

as dmax gives ∆θmax = 2 sin−1 (dmax). So, either ∆θmax

or dmax can equivalently measure the strength of the sin-
gularity [274]. In the perspective of the quantum dis-
tance, the singularity at the band crossing point prevents
Bloch wave functions from getting close to each other
even in the limit k → 0 yielding nonzero dmax.

A singular flat band under a magnetic field devel-
ops an anomalous LL structure, which directly manifests
the quantum geometry of the wave function associated
with the singularity at the band crossing point [274–276].
Fig. 5 b, c show the generic LL spectra of a non-singular
flat band and a singular flat band, obtained by solving
Eq. (35) under magnetic field. One can see that the non-
singular flat band does not respond to the magnetic field,
and all of its LL states are located at the same energy
(that of the zero field flat band) without any spread. On
the other hand, the singular flat band develops its LL
spreading in the empty region (i.e., with energy below
that of the flat band). In both cases, the parabolic band
develops a conventional LL structure with equal energy
spacing ωc.
One can define the total LL spread ∆ of the singular

flat band as the difference between the energy of the sin-
gular flat band and that of the lowest LL (E0) assuming
that the flat band has lower energy than the parabolic
band. One striking observation [274] is that there is a
universal relationship between ∆/ωc and dmax, indepen-
dent of model parameters used to define the quadratic
Hamiltonian in Eq. (35), given by

∆

ωc
= ξ

(
d2max

)
, (36)

where ξ(x) is a monotonically increasing curve shown in
Fig. 5e. The existence of the universal function ξ(x) can
be proved analytically as well as numerically. Therefore,
measuring ∆/ωc, dmax of the singular flat band can be
experimentally extracted. Eq. (36) implies that ∆/ωc is
determined solely by dmax, and the LL spreading of sin-
gular flat bands is characterized by two distinct energy
scales ∆ and ωc, contrary to the case of non-singular
flat band with just one energy scale ωc. Describing the
LL generation of singular flat bands in the empty region
is completely beyond the scope of semiclassical analysis,
arising from the level repulsion between the LL spreading
from the singular flat band and those from the parabolic

band, which is encoded in the maximum quantum dis-
tance.

C. Quadratic band crossing and bilayer graphene

Now we relax the flat band condition and consider the
LL spectrum of a general two-band quadratic band cross-
ing Hamiltonian HQ(k) in Eq. (35) with fα=0,x,y,z(k) =
aαk

2
x + bαkxky + cαk

2
y. After a series of unitary transfor-

mations, the Hamiltonian can be transformed to

HQ(k) =[q1(k
2
x + k2y) + q2(k

2
x − k2y) + q3(2kxky)]σ0

+[b2(k
2
x − k2y) + b3(2kxky)]σ1 + [c3(2kxky)]σ2

+[a1(k
2
x + k2y) + a2(k

2
x − k2y) + a3(2kxky)]σ3,

(37)

thus, the number of the Hamiltonian parameters reduced
from twelve to nine [278]. Interestingly, among the nine
parameters, six correspond to the mass tensors of the two
dispersive quadratic bands, while the other three describe
the interband coupling [274]. In particular, considering
that the wave function geometry of HQ(k) appears in
the form of an elliptic shape on the Bloch sphere, the
three interband coupling parameters determine the ma-
jor d1 and minor d2 diameters of the elliptic curve and
the orientation of the ellipse represented by an angular
variable ϕ [275, 281]. When the flat band condition is
additionally imposed in a way that one of the two bands
becomes flat since it generates five constraint equations
among the nine parameters, only four of them become
independent and correspond to the three mass tensors
of the parabolic band and one interband coupling pa-
rameter, which is nothing but the maximum quantum
distance [274].
Moreover, one can show that the flat band condition

is nothing but the condition that the energy eigenval-
ues of the two-band Hamiltonian have a quadratic ana-
lytic form [275]. Under such quadratic form condition,
the generic two-band Hamiltonian has only one interband
coupling parameter, which is equivalent to the maximum
quantum distance, and the corresponding wave function
trajectory on the Bloch sphere is a circle whose diameter
is equal to the maximum quantum distance [275, 281].
The LL spectrum of generic two-band quadratic band

crossing Hamiltonians is also significantly influenced by
the three interband coupling parameters. One can re-
veal the role of the interband coupling in the LL spec-
trum by comparing two quadratic bands with identical
mass tensors but different interband couplings [275]. To
demonstrate the role of the interband coupling in the LL
spectrum of quadratic band crossing Hamiltonian, let us
consider the following model Hamiltonian [276],

H0(k) =
∑

α=0,x,y,z

fα(k)σα, (38)

where fz(k) = −d
√
1− d2k2y, fy(k) = d kxky, fx(k) =

k2x/2+(1−2d2)k2y/2, and f0(k) = 0. Here, the parameter
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FIG. 6. The evolution of the Landau levels ELL
N of a

quadratic band crossing Hamiltonian in Sec. IV C as a func-
tion of the maximum quantum distance dmax for (a) ξ = +1
and (b) ξ = −1, respectively, with ω = 1. Here, ξ = ±1
is related to the valley index of graphene. [Adapted from
Ref. [276].]

d is defined as d = ξdmax in which ξ = ±1, and dmax is the
maximum quantum distance. The energy eigenvalues of
H0(k) remain fixed to be ϵ±,k = ± 1

2 (k
2
x + k2y) regardless

of the value of d within the range −1 ≤ d ≤ 1. When
dmax = 1, the Hamiltonian in Sec. IVC corresponds to
the low energy Hamiltonian of the Bernal stacked bilayer
graphene, and ξ = ±1 denotes the valley index.

In Fig. 6, the dmax-dependence of LLs is depicted [276].
When dmax = 0, the LLs ELL

N are equivalent to those
of the conventional parabolic bands ϵconvN = ±ω(N + 1

2 )
with the cyclotron frequency ω = eB/m but start to
deviate from ϵconvN as dmax increases. When dmax reaches

one, they become ϵbilayerN = ±ω
√
N(N − 1), the LL of

the bilayer graphene. The degeneracy of LLs between
ELL

0 (dmax = 1) and ELL
1 (dmax = 1) leads to the absence

of a zero energy plateau in the quantum Hall effect. Since
such degeneracy of LLs occurs only when dmax = 1, the
zero energy plateau is absent only when dmax = 1 while
it exists in other cases with dmax ̸= 1 [276].
One can verify that the degeneracy at dmax = 1 exists

for both ξ = ±1. However, depending on ξ, the origin of
zero LLs is different [276]. For ξ = +1, the two zero en-
ergy levels come from the upper band, while for ξ = −1,
the two zero energy levels come from the lower band.
Furthermore, when dmax = 1 or dmax = 0, the LLs are
symmetric with respect to E = 0, as shown in Fig. 6(a,b).
This result arises from chiral symmetry, represented by
the operator σz, which satisfies σzH0(k)σz = −H0(k),
exclusively when dmax = 1 or dmax = 0. This symmetry
holds even in the presence of a magnetic field. In fact, the
chiral symmetry is crucial for the degeneracy observed at
dmax = 1. Thus, the presence of the zero energy plateau
necessitates chiral symmetry as well as dmax = 1. It is
worth noting that although chiral symmetry is not crys-
talline but approximate symmetry [282], it is an excellent
symmetry of bilayer graphene, and thus the absence of
the zero energy plateau can be experimentally demon-
strated [283].

D. Quantum geometry of Landau levels and ideal
bands

Both the quantum metric and Berry curvature of LLs
are uniform in momentum space [56, 284], and satisfy
the equalities in Eq. (2). This momentum independence
of the LL quantum geometry enabled detailed analytical
understanding of the LL physics even in the presence of
strong electron-electron interactions [285].
Recently, there is a surge of activities to understand

the interplay of the band geometry and interaction effect
in periodic lattice systems with nonuniform quantum ge-
ometry by generalizing the band geometry of the lowest
LL [180–183, 286, 287]. For instance, Ref. 286 proposed
ideal flatbands with nonzero Chern number in which the
Berry curvature is positive definite and fluctuates in sync
with the quantum metric, thus the inequalities in Eq. (2)
are saturated. Due to an exact correspondence between
an ideal flatband and the lowest LL, the electron-electron
interaction in an ideal flat band can be exactly mapped to
the case of interacting lowested LL. Extending the idea of
ideal flat bands to more general symmetry classes, such as
ideal Euler bands [11], would be an interesting direction
to explore the interplay of electron-electron interaction
and band geometry in correlated flat bands.

V. OUTLOOK

The exploration of quantum geometry in condensed
matter physics is in its early stages, with many avenues
for further research (see Ref. [64]). While the equilibrium
behavior of quantum geometric superconductivity under
assumed attractive interactions is fairly well understood,
simple analytical results are mainly confined to the iso-
lated flat band limit. A significant challenge is that inter-
actions in real materials are predominantly repulsive due
to Coulomb forces, making ferromagnetism the primary
instability in flat bands with quantum geometry. This
is evident in kagome metals [288], where most systems
become ferromagnetic despite the presence of flat bands
at the Fermi level, with only one known low-temperature
superconductor.
Further research is needed to identify conditions (if

any) where flat-band superconductivity is favored over
flat-band ferromagnetism, extending beyond current
models. Numerical studies show that superconductivity
with purely attractive interactions is enhanced by nearby
bands adjacent to flat bands [57, 98, 110, 289]. Analyt-
ical insights into non-isolated flat bands and especially
repulsive interactions would be highly beneficial. Ad-
ditionally, understanding how flat bands and quantum
geometry affect various superconducting phenomena—
such as critical currents, coherence lengths, vortex prop-
erties, Josephson junctions, Andreev reflections, and non-
equilibrium responses—is crucial. While research in
these areas is still emerging [116–118, 120–122, 290], early
indications suggest that flat-band quantum geometric su-
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perconductivity could offer new functionalities like de-
vices with suppressed quasiparticle currents [127]. How-
ever, definitive experiments and proposals are still lack-
ing, and most current evidence remains circumstantial.

The exploration of quantum geometry in non-
equilibrium phenomena should extend beyond supercon-
ductivity to include non-Hermitian systems. Collabora-
tions between condensed matter physics and photonic
or artificial quantum systems are particularly promis-
ing [291–294]. Several experimental observations of the
QGT have been reported in the latter systems [295–299].
Connecting current knowledge on quantum geometric ef-
fects in superconductivity and Bose-Einstein condensates
via BCS-BEC crossover studies [119] would be valuable.
To fully grasp the significance of quantum geometry on
correlated states, additional experiments and thorough
theoretical analyses using realistic models are necessary.
Notably, recent experiments have begun exploring quan-
tum geometric effects in twisted bilayer graphene super-
conductivity [65, 300], although the extent to which flat
band quantum geometry or other, renormalized bands
contribute to the physics is unknown. Exploring the ef-
fect of quantum geometry in unconventional magentism
is also a worthy direction [301]. In fractional Chern in-
sulators [82, 185–192, 211–214], it is expected that both
the Berry curvature and quantum geometry will lead to
new effects, but a clear theoretical demonstration of this
and an experimental observation are missing. Addition-
ally, the first direct observations of quantum geometric
quantities in solid-state systems are emerging [302–304]
(albeit [302] in an ionic system).

To expand the impact of quantum geometry in ma-
terials research, a key challenge is to define, extract,
and apply quantum geometric concepts in ab initio cal-
culations and machine learning methods. These con-
cepts are already utilized in the Wannier approach to
electronic structures, serving as indicators for Wannier
spread. However, dealing with entangled bands requires
addressing issues like divergences in the QGT due to
band touchings and extracting QGT from numerical
Green’s functions. Expanding the range of quantum ge-
ometric tools beyond the QGT—such as incorporating
quantum distance or the real-space-local quantum met-
ric [43, 112, 169]—may be necessary.

It is important to note that the QGT is a basis-
dependent quantity [99]; in the case of Bloch states, it
depends on Fourier transformation conventions. While
some physical observables are basis-dependent and can be
proportional to the QGT, others are basis-independent
and cannot. For instance, the superfluid weight is pro-
portional to the minimal quantum metric [98], which re-
solves this issue. Basis-independent measures like quan-
tum distance and the real-space-local quantum met-
ric [43, 112, 169] suggest that new, physically relevant
quantum geometric quantities remain to be discovered.

This review highlighted the role of the single-particle
QGT in condensed matter physics. Remarkably, proper-
ties of many-body systems—–even those that are strongly

interacting—can often be described approximately, and
sometimes exactly [57, 98, 105, 305, 306], using the eas-
ily computed single-particle QGT. Looking forward, it is
promising to explore the physical significance of many-
body quantum geometry. For example, the many-body
QGT has been predicted to provide a bound on the Drude
weight in gapped systems [307] and to characterize many-
body localization [308]. Recent works demonstrate the
relation between many-body quantum geometry and en-
tanglement [309, 310], which means many-body QGT
could become valuable in characterizing highly corre-
lated quantum materials where mean-field approaches
fail, where the many-body QGT is calculated for many-
body states by reinterprating k in Eq. (6) as the phase of
the twisted boundary condition. In this context, calcu-
lating the many-body QGT and other quantum geomet-
ric quantities using current and future quantum comput-
ers [311, 312] is important.
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[63] P. Törmä, S. Peotta, and B. A. Bernevig, Superconduc-
tivity, superfluidity and quantum geometry in twisted
multilayer systems, Nature Reviews Physics 4, 528
(2022).
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[110] G. Jiang, P. Törmä, and Y. Barlas, Superfluid weight
crossover and critical temperature enhancement in
singular flat bands (2024), arXiv:2407.14919 [cond-
mat.supr-con].

[111] L. N. Cooper, Bound Electron Pairs in a Degenerate
Fermi Gas, Physical Review 104, 1189 (1956).
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ity of moiré flatband ferromagnetism, Physical Review
B 102, 165118 (2020).

[137] B. A. Bernevig, B. Lian, A. Cowsik, F. Xie, N. Regnault,
and Z.-D. Song, Twisted bilayer graphene. V. Exact an-
alytic many-body excitations in Coulomb Hamiltonians:
Charge gap, Goldstone modes, and absence of Cooper
pairing, Physical Review B 103, 205415 (2021).

[138] E. Khalaf, S. Chatterjee, N. Bultinck, M. P. Zaletel,
and A. Vishwanath, Charged skyrmions and topologi-
cal origin of superconductivity in magic-angle graphene,
Science Advances 7, eabf5299 (2021).

[139] T. Kitamura, A. Daido, and Y. Yanase, Spin-Triplet Su-
perconductivity from Quantum-Geometry-Induced Fer-
romagnetic Fluctuation, Physical Review Letters 132,
036001 (2024).

[140] J. Kang, T. Oh, J. Lee, and B.-J. Yang, Quantum
geometric bound for saturated ferromagnetism (2024),
arXiv:2402.07171 [cond-mat].

[141] J. Herzog-Arbeitman, A. Chew, K.-E. Huhtinen,
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perlattices (2024), arXiv:2408.10203.

[215] Y. Park, Y. Kim, B. L. Chittari, and J. Jung, Topo-
logical flat bands in rhombohedral tetralayer and mul-
tilayer graphene on hexagonal boron nitride moiré su-
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Appendix A: Quantum geometric tensor
(Fubini-Study metric)

1. General Mathematical Formulation

This section contains the formulation of the QGT in
mathematical language. We present it here to link to the
available mathematical physics literature.

Suppose we have N orthonormal row vectors unk, n =
1 . . . N , in a Hilbert space, where k is a vector of generic
parameter. The QGT is defined as:

[Qij(k)]mn = ∂ki
u†mk

(
1−

N∑
l=1

ulku
†
lk

)
∂kj

unk , (A1)

where i, j are spatial direction indices. For convenience,
we denote ũk = (u1k, u2k, · · · , uNk). Using ũk, the QGT
can be expressed compactly :

Qij(k) = ∂ki
ũ†k

(
1− ũkũ

†
k

)
∂kj

ũk . (A2)

We use Gij(k) to denote [Qij(k) +Qji(k)] /2, and
gij(k) = Tr [Gij(k)] is the quantum metric. As the Berry

connection is defined by A(k) = iũ†k∂kũk, then the anti-
symmetric part of Qij is proportional to the nonabelian

Berry curvature: [Qij(k)−Qji(k)] /2 = − i
2Fij(k) =

− i
2

(
∂kiAj(k)− ∂kjAi(k)− i[Ai(k), Aj(k)]

)
. The QGT

is then

Qij(k) = Gij(k)−
i

2
Fij(k) , (A3)

An important property of Gij is its positive definiteness.
Suppose we have several complex vectors ci ∈ Cn, we
obtain:∑

ij

c†iQij(k)cj

=
∑
ij

n∑
l,m=1

c∗i,l [Qij(k)]lm cj,m

=

(∑
i

c†i∂ki ũ
†
k

)(
1− ũkũ

†
k

)(∑
i

∂ki ũkci

)
= φ†

(
1− ũkũ

†
k

)
φ ,

(A4)

where φ =
∑

i ∂ki ũkci. As {um(k)} are orthonor-

mal vectors, the matrix
(
1− ũkũ

†
k

)
is a projector

with eigenvalue 0 or 1. Therefore the scalar product

φ†
(
1− ũkũ

†
k

)
φ is non-negative. For the proper choice

of complex vectors ci properly, Eq. (A4) can be used to
prove inequalities between the quantum metric and Berry
curvature, i.e., the so-called lower bounds.

2. Geometric Interpretation of Quantum Metric

The geometric meaning of the quantum metric is the
distance between quantum states. The Bloch wave func-

tions of N bands ũk define a map from the Brillouin zone
torus to CPN−1. The distance between two points k and
k + dk is defined as:

d2(k,k + dk) =
1

2
Tr
(
ũkũ

†
k − ũk+dkũ

†
k+dk

)2
. (A5)

By expanding this equation to the second order we will
find d2(k,k + dk) =

∑
ij gij(k)dkidkj and represents a

direct link between the quantum distance and the QGT.

3. Physical Interpretation

Now we focus on the quantum geometry in condensed
matter system, where k is the Bloch momentum, and unk
should be replaced by |unk⟩, which is the periodic part
of the Bloch state |ψnk⟩. The quantum metric is related
to the Wannier function localization which is studied in
Ref. [95]. Here the Wannier states is the Fourier trans-
formation of the Bloch state:

|Rn⟩ = 1√
N

∑
k

e−ik·R|ψnk⟩ , (A6)

where N here is the number of lattice sites. The Wan-
nier function localization functional can be defined in the
Wannier basis:

Ω =
∑
n

[
⟨0n|r̂2|0n⟩ − |⟨0n|r̂|0n⟩|2

]
, (A7)

where r̂ is the position operator. We now express it in
the Bloch basis. Owing to

|ψnk⟩ = eik·r̂|unk⟩ ,

the overlap between the periodic parts of two Bloch func-
tions with different momenta is:

⟨umk|unk+q⟩ = ⟨ψmk|e−iq·r̂|ψnk+q⟩ . (A8)

The right-hand side of this equation is the Bloch states.
We can transform it into Wannier states:

⟨umk|unk+q⟩ =
1

N

∑
RR′

e−ik·(R′−R)⟨R′m|e−iq·r̂|Rn⟩eiq·R .

(A9)
The Wannier functions have a discrete translation sym-
metry along the Bravias lattice:

⟨R′m|e−iq·r̂|Rn⟩eiq·R = ⟨(R′ −R)m|e−iq·r̂|0n⟩ ,

Eq. (A8) becomes

⟨umk|unk+q⟩ =
∑
R

e−ik·R⟨Rm|e−iq·r̂|0n⟩ .

We take the first and second-order derivatives of q on
both sides of this equation, and then evaluate the result



28

at q = 0:

⟨umk|∇k|unk⟩ = −i
∑
R

e−ik·R⟨Rm|r̂|0n⟩ (A10)

⟨umk|∇2
k|unk⟩ = −

∑
R

e−ik·R⟨Rm|r̂2|0n⟩ . (A11)

Taking the Fourier transformation

⟨Rm|r̂|0n⟩ = i
1

N

∑
k

⟨um(k)|∇k|unk⟩eik·R (A12)

⟨Rm|r̂2|0n⟩ = − 1

N

∑
k

⟨um(k)|∇2
k|unk⟩eik·R . (A13)

We divide the localization functional Ω into the following
two parts:

Ω =
∑
n

[
⟨0n|r̂2|0n⟩ − |⟨0n|r̂|0n⟩|2

]
=
∑
n

[
⟨0n|r̂2|0n⟩ −

∑
Rm

|⟨Rm|r̂|0n⟩|2
]
+

+
∑
n

∑
Rm ̸=0n

|⟨Rm|r̂|0n⟩|2 , (A14)

We denote the first and second terms in Eq. (A14) by ΩI

and Ω̃, respectively. Ω̃ is obviously always non-negative.
Using Eq. (A12) and Eq. (A13), ΩI can be written as
the following form:

ΩI = − 1

N

∑
k

∑
n

⟨unk|∇2
k|unk⟩

− 1

N

∑
k

∑
nm

⟨umk|∇kunk⟩ · ⟨∇kunk|umk⟩
(A15)

As ⟨0n|r̂2|0n⟩ is a real number, we can take complex
conjugation and obtain

1

N

∑
k

〈
unk|∇2

kunk
〉
=

1

N

∑
k

〈
∇2

kunk|unk
〉
. (A16)

Owign to ⟨unk|unk⟩ = 1, the second order
derivative gives

〈
unk|∇2

kunk
〉

+
〈
∇2

kunk|unk
〉

+
2
∑

i ⟨∂kiunk|∂kiunk⟩ = 0. Consequently, we obtain

− 1

N

∑
k

〈
unk|∇2

kunk
〉

= −1

2

1

N

∑
k

〈
unk|∇2

kunk
〉
− 1

2

1

N

∑
k

〈
∇2

kunk|unk
〉

=
1

N

∑
k

∑
i

⟨∂kiunk|∂kiunk⟩ .

(A17)

We use this to replace the first term in ΩI :

ΩI =
1

N

∑
k

∑
n,i

⟨∂kiunk|∂kiunk⟩

− 1

N

∑
k

∑
nm,i

⟨∂kiunk|umk⟩ ⟨umk|∂kiunk⟩

=
1

N

∑
k

Tr [g(k)]

(A18)

Since the quantum metric is invariant under gauge trans-
formation, ΩI is gauge invariant. If the integral of
Tr [g(k)] has a nonzero lower bound, the gauge-invariant
part of the Wannier function localization functional will
also be bounded. Because Ω̃ is always positive by defini-
tion, the lower bound of the gauge invariant part ΩI is
also the lower bound of the functional Ω itself.

Appendix B: Examples of Quantum Geometric
Contribution to Spin Stiffness

In this appendix, we provide examples for the quan-
tum geometric contribution to the spin stiffness. Let H0

be the single-particle Hamiltonian for TBG projected on
the active 8 lowest-energy bands, 2 per spin and valley
degree of freedom. The Hamiltonian, HI describing the
Coulomb interaction when projected on the active bands
of H0, takes the form of a positive semidefinite Hamilto-
nian that can be written in the form [313]

HI =
1

A

∑
G,q

Oq,GO−q,−G (B1)

where A is the sample area, {G} are the reciprocal lattice
vectors of the moiré lattice, {q} are the wave vectors
within the moiré BZ and

Oq,G =
∑

k,m,n,
η,s

[V (G+ q)]1/2Mη
m,n(k, q +G)

× (ρ
(η)
k,q,m,n,s − δq,0δm,n/2). (B2)

In Eq. (B2) m(n)± 1, η, and s are the band, valley, and
spin indices, respectively, V (q) is the Coulomb interac-

tion, ρ
(η)
k,q,m,n,s is the density operator in the band basis

and Mη
m,n(k, q + G) =

〈
uη,m(k+q)|uη,nk

〉
are the over-

lap matrices, form factors, between the bands’ |uη,mk⟩
for valley η. The presence of the overlap matrices in the
expression of the operators Oq,G is responsible for quan-
tum geometry terms in the expressions for the dispersion
of the excitations.
Starting from HI we can write the energy EG(q) of

the neutral, long wavelength (q → 0), “Goldstone” ex-
citations in terms of the interaction potential and form
factors. Up to second order in q, EG(q) can be written
as:

EG(q) =
1

2

∑
ij

[D(s)
s ]ijqiqj (B3)
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The stiffness [D
(s)
s ]ij can be expressed analytically in

some limits.

In Ref. [137], it was shown that in the first chiral limit,
the limit in which the interlayer coupling between A sub-
lattices is zero, the form factors take a simple, diagonal,
form [137]:

M (η)
eY (k, q +G) = α0(k, q +G)ξ0τ0 + iξyτ0α2(k, q +G)

(B4)
where eY is the Euler’s class (C = ±eY = ±1), ξi, τ i

are Pauli-matrices acting on the band and valley indices,
respectively, and αi are real functions. In this limit, when
Mη

m,n(k, q+G) for q = 0 do not depend on k, flat metric
condition that is valid at, or close to, the first magic
angle [314], we have [137]:

[D(s)
s ]ij =

1

2A

∑
k,q,G

V (G+ q)

×[α0(k, q +G)∂ki∂kjα0(k, q +G)

+ α2(k, q +G)∂ki∂kjα2(k, q +G)

+ 2∂ki
α0(k, q +G)∂kj

α0(k, q +G)

+ 2∂ki
α2(k, q +G)∂kj

α2(k, q +G)] (B5)

from which the explicit relation between the spin stiff-
ness and the metric of the bands can be extracted.
Within mean-field theory, and a single-mode approxima-
tion, Ref. [315] obtained an explicit, but approximate,
relation between the spin-wave stiffness of the spin-and-
valley maximally polarized sate at filling ν = 3 and the
quantum geometric properties of the highest-energy filled
band:

[D(s)
s ]ij =

1

ANMC
δij

∑
kq,l,m

Ω2
k exp(−qlglmqm), (B6)

where NMC is the number of moiré cells within A.

For the case of saturated ferromagnetism, using the
variational approach, the authors of Ref. [140] found that
in the strongly correlated limit,

[D(s)
s ]ij =

1

NcNocc

Nc∑
k

Nocc∑
n

[∂ki
∂kj

ϵnk + 2∆(k)gij(k)],

(B7)
where ϵnk are the eigenvalues of the single-particle Hamil-
tonian, Nc is the number of unit cells in the sample, and
Nocc is the number of occupied states per unit cell. No-
tice that in this approximation, the occupied (and unoc-
cupied) bands are degenerate, so gij(k) in Eq. (B6) is the
Abelian (minimal) quantum metric.

Equations (B5),(B6),(B7) exemplify, for specific cases,
the role of the bands’ quantum geometry in determin-
ing the spin, or pseudospin, stiffness and therefore the
dispersion of the associated Goldstone modes.

Appendix C: Quantum Geometry and
Electron-Phonon Coupling

In this appendix, we provide additional details on the
Gaussian approximation (GA) based on Ref. [169] and
use it to illustrate how quantum geometry contributes to
the EPC.
Under the tight-binding approximation and Frohlich

two-center approximation [316], the non-interacting elec-
tron Hamiltonian and the EPC Hamiltonian are directly
given by the smooth hopping function t(r), which satis-
fies [t(r)]∗ = t(−r) to ensure Hermiticity.
Here, t(r) does not carry any orbital, sublattice, or

spin indices, as we focus on one type of atom and one
spinless s orbital per atom, though more than one atom
per unit cell may be present.
Using the hopping function, the electron Hamilto-

nian (without the Coulomb interaction) that accounts
for atomic motions reads

Hel+ion−motions =
∑

Rτ ,R′τ ′

c†R+τ cR′+τ ′

× t(R+ τ + uR+τ −R′ − τ ′ − uR′+τ ′) ,

(C1)

where R labels the lattice point, τ labels the positions

of the sublattices in the R = 0 unit cell, c†R+τ creates
an electron in the spinless s orbital at R+ τ , and uR+τ

denotes the displacement of the atom at R+ τ .
Since the hopping function generally decays exponen-

tially as |r| increases, t(R+τ+uR+τ −R′−τ ′−uR′+τ ′)
can be expanded in a series of (uR+τ − uR′+τ ′).
The zeroth-order term yields the non-interacting elec-

tron Hamiltonian under the tight-binding approximation:

Hel =
∑

Rτ ,R′τ ′

t(R+ τ −R′ − τ ′)c†R+τ cR′+τ ′ , (C2)

and the first-order term is the leading order term for
EPC, given by

Hel−ph =
∑

Rτ ,R′τ ′

∑
ατα′

τ ′

c†R+τ ,ατ
cR′+τ ′,α′

τ ′

× (uR+τ − uR′+τ ′) · ∇rt(r)|r=R+τ−R′−τ ′ .

(C3)

Higher-order terms are typically neglected.
The GA assumes that the hopping function has a Gaus-

sian form:

t(r) = t0 exp

(
γ
r2

2

)
, (C4)

where r = |r|, and γ < 0 is determined by the standard
deviation of the Gaussian function. As a result, we have

∇rt(r) = γrt(r) . (C5)

Eq. (C5) converts the spatial derivative to the position
vector in the EPC Hamiltonian (Eq. (C3)), along with
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an additional factor of γ. To better understand how this
conversion connects the EPC Hamiltonian to the electron
Hamiltonian, we transform the Hamiltonian to momen-
tum space. Specifically, the Fourier transformation rule
for the basis states reads

c†k,τ =
1√
N

∑
R

eik·(R+τ )c†R+τ

uqτ i =
1√
N

∑
R

e−iq·(R+τ )uR+τ ,i ,

(C6)

from which we obtain

u†qτ i = u−qτ i . (C7)

For the electron Hamiltonian,

Hel =

1BZ∑
k

c†kh(k)ck =

1BZ∑
k

∑
n

ϵnkγ
†
k,nγk,n , (C8)

where c†k = (..., c†k,τ , ...),

[h(k)]ττ ′ =
∑
R

t(R+ τ − τ ′)e−ik·(R+τ−τ ′) , (C9)

h(k)Unk = ϵnkUnk , (C10)

and γ†k,n = c†kUnk. Under the tight-binding approxima-

tion, the term “quantum geometry” (or band geometry)
typically refers to the momentum dependence of

Pnk = UnkU
†
nk , (C11)

and we will particularly use the quantum metric

gn,ij(k) =
1

2
Tr
[
∂kiPnk∂kjPnk

]
=

1

2
Tr
[
∂kiPnkPnk∂kjPnk

]
+ (i↔ j) .

(C12)

For the EPC in momentum space, we have

Hel−ph

=
1√
N

1BZ∑
k1

1BZ∑
k2

∑
τ ,i

c†k1
[χτfi(k2)− fi(k1)χτ ] ck2u

†
k2−k1,τ ,i

,

(C13)

where

[χτ ]τ1τ2
= δτ ,τ1δτ1τ2 (C14)

is the projection matrix onto the τ sublattice,

[fi(k)]τ1τ2
=
∑
R

e−ik·(R+τ1−τ2) ∂rit(r)|r=R+τ1−τ2
,

(C15)

and i = x, y, z labels the spatial direction. It is clear
from Eq. (C13) that the form of the EPC Hamiltonian is
governed by fi(k), which we focus on below.
Using Eq. (C5), we find that the EPC term fi(k) re-

lates to the electron matrix Hamiltonian h(k) as

[fi(k)]τ1τ2
= iγ∂ki

[h(k)]τ1τ2
, (C16)

which means that

fi(k) = iγ∂kih(k) . (C17)

We refer to Eq. (C17) as the Gaussian form of the EPC.
The Gaussian form of the EPC allows us to define the

energetic and geometric components of the EPC. Note
that the electron matrix Hamiltonian contains informa-
tion about both the bands and the projection matrix,
i.e.,

h(k) =
∑
n

ϵnkPnk , (C18)

where the projection matrix Pnk is defined in Eq. (C11).
Then, we have

fi(k) = iγ∂kih(k) = fEi (k) + fgeo(k) , (C19)

where

fEi (k) = iγ
∑
n

∂ki
ϵnkPnk (C20)

is the energetic component of the EPC, which vanishes if
all electron bands are exactly flat, and

fgeoi (k) = iγ
∑
n

ϵnk∂ki
Pnk (C21)

is the geometric component of the EPC, as fgeoi (k) de-
pends on the geometric properties of the Bloch eigenvec-
tor Unk (i.e., the momentum dependence of Pnk). In the
one-band case (i.e., with only one atom per unit cell),
fgeoi (k) must vanish since Pnk = 1 is independent of mo-
mentum (n can only take one value in the one-band case),
while fEi (k) can still be nonzero since the energy band
can still vary with momentum.

The key quantity we study is the dimensionless EPC
constant λ [317], which is given by

λ =
2

N
D(µ)

1

⟨ω2⟩ ⟨Γ⟩ , (C22)

where µ is the chemical potential, D(µ) is the electron
density of states at µ, and

〈
ω2
〉
is the mean-squared

phonon frequency as defined in Ref. [317]. The EPC ma-
trix element Γnn′(k,k′) is defined by

Γnn′(k,k′) =
1

2m

∑
τ ,i

Tr
{
Pnk

[
χτfi(k

′)− fi(k)χτ

]
×Pn′k′

[
χτfi(k)− fi(k

′)χτ

]}
,

(C23)
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where m is the atomic mass, and

⟨Γ⟩ =
∑1BZ

k,k′
∑

n,n′ δ (µ− ϵnk) δ (µ− ϵn′k′) Γnn′(k,k′)∑1BZ
k,k′

∑
n,n′ δ (µ− ϵnk) δ (µ− ϵn′k′)

.

(C24)
As discussed in Ref. [169], we will focus on ⟨Γ⟩ and treat〈
ω2
〉
as a parameter determined by first-principles calcu-

lations, primarily because
〈
ω2
〉
can be well-approximated

by the frequency of specific phonon modes in graphene
and MgB2 [169]. By combining Eq. (C23) with Eq. (C19),
we can express

Γnn′(k,k′) = ΓE−E
nn′ (k,k′)+Γgeo−geo

nn′ (k,k′)+ΓE−geo
nn′ (k,k′) ,

(C25)
where

ΓE−E
nn′ (k,k′) =

1

2m

∑
τ ,i

Tr
{
Pnk

[
χτf

E
i (k′)− fEi (k)χτ

]
× Pn′k′

[
χτf

E
i (k)− fEi (k′)χτ

]}
Γgeo−geo
nn′ (k,k′) =

1

2m

∑
τ ,i

Tr
{
Pnk

[
χτf

geo
i (k′)− fgeoi (k)χτ

]
× Pn′k′

[
χτf

geo
i (k)− fgeoi (k′)χτ

]}
ΓE−geo
nn′ (k,k′) =

1

2m

∑
τ ,i

Tr
{
Pnk

[
χτf

E
i (k′)− fEi (k)χτ

]
× Pn′k′

[
χτf

geo
i (k)− fgeoi (k′)χτ

]}
+ c.c. .

(C26)

By defining

⟨Γ⟩X =

∑1BZ
k,k′

∑
n,n′ δ (µ− ϵnk) δ (µ− ϵn′k′) ΓX

nn′(k,k
′)∑1BZ

k,k′
∑

n,n′ δ (µ− ϵnk) δ (µ− ϵn′k′)

(C27)
for X = E − E, geo− geo, E − geo, we arrive at

λ = λE + λgeo + λE−geo , (C28)

where

λE =
2

N
D(µ)

1

⟨ω2⟩ ⟨Γ⟩
E−E

(C29)

is the energetic contribution to λ as it depends only on
fEi and not on fgeoi ,

λgeo =
2

N
D(µ)

1

⟨ω2⟩ ⟨Γ⟩
geo−geo

(C30)

is the geometric contribution to λ as it depends only on
fgeoi and not on fEi , and

λE−geo =
2

N
D(µ)

1

⟨ω2⟩ ⟨Γ⟩
E−geo

(C31)

is the cross-term contribution to λ as it depends on both
fgeoi and fEi .

We now further examine the expressions of ⟨Γ⟩geo−geo

and λgeo. We can split ⟨Γ⟩geo−geo
into two parts:

⟨Γ⟩geo−geo
= ⟨Γ⟩geo−geo,2

+ ⟨Γ⟩geo−geo,1
, (C32)

where

⟨Γ⟩geo−geo,1
= − 1

D2(µ)

∑
τ ,i

1

m

1BZ∑
k1,k2

∑
n,m

δ (µ− ϵnk1
)

× δ (µ− ϵmk2
) Tr [fgeoi (k1)Pnk1

fgeoi (k1)χτPmk2
χτ ]

⟨Γ⟩geo−geo,2
=

1

D2(µ)

1

2

1

m

∑
τ ,i

× Tr

(1BZ∑
k1

∑
n

δ (µ− ϵnk1
)χτf

geo
i (k1)Pnk1

)2
+ c.c. .

(C33)

Similarly, λgeo can be decomposed into two parts:

λgeo = λgeo,1 + λgeo,2 , (C34)

where

λgeo,1/2 =
2

N
D(µ)

1

⟨ω2⟩ ⟨Γ⟩
geo−geo,1/2

. (C35)

For convenience in illustrating the explicit geometric

dependence, we re-write ⟨Γ⟩geo−geo,1/2
. ⟨Γ⟩geo−geo,1

can
be re-written as

⟨Γ⟩geo−geo,1
=

γ2

D(µ)

∑
i

1

m

1BZ∑
k

∑
n,n1,n2

δ (µ− ϵnk)

× ϵn1kϵn2k Tr [∂ki
Pn1kPnk∂ki

Pn2kM ] ,

(C36)

where

M =
1

D(µ)

∑
τ

∑
m

1BZ∑
k2

δ (µ− ϵmk2
)χτPmk2

χτ

=
∑
τ

aτχτ ,

(C37)

and

aτ =
1

D(µ)

∑
m

1BZ∑
k2

δ (µ− ϵmk2
) [Pmk2

]ττ (C38)

In the following, we consider the two-band case (i.e., a
system with only two electron bands) for clearer illustra-
tion of the explicit geometric dependence.
For λgeo,1, we have

λgeo,1 =
2Ωγ2

(2π)3m ⟨ω2⟩
∑
n,i,τ

∫
FSn

dσk
∆E2(k)

|∇kϵnk|
aτ [gn,τ ,ii(k)]ii ,

(C39)
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where ∆E(k) = |E2(k)− E1(k)|,

[gn,τ (k)]ij =
1

2
Tr
[
∂ki

PnkPnk∂kj
Pnkχτ

]
+ (i↔ j) ,

(C40)
and aτ is defined in Eq. (C38). As discussed in Ref. [169],
gn,τ (k) is an orbital-selective quantum metric, as it is
defined by inserting the projection matrix χτ into the
original definition of the quantum metric. Therefore, in
the two-band case, λgeo,1 directly depends on the linear
combination of the orbital-selective quantum metric.

We can further simplify λgeo,2 to

λgeo,2 =
Nγ2

mD(µ) ⟨ω2⟩
∑
τ ,i

×
(

Ω

(2π)3

∑
n

∫
FSn

dσk
∆E(k)

|∇kϵnk|
Ai,n,τ (k)

)2

+ c.c. ,

(C41)

where

An,τ (k) = Tr [χτ∇kPnkPnk] (C42)

is an orbital-selective complex vector field. Thus, the
explicit geometric dependence in λgeo,2 arises from the
orbital-selective complex vector field.

Finally, in the two-band case, we can also explicitly de-
rive the geometric dependence of λE−geo, which is given
by

λE−geo =
Ω

(2π)3
4γ2

m ⟨ω2⟩
∑
n

∫
FSn

dσk
∆E(k)

|∇kϵnk|
(−1)n

×
∑
τ ,i

Re[Aτ ,n,i(k)] (∂kiϵnkaτ − bτ ,i) ,

(C43)

where aτ is defined in Eq. (C38), Aτ ,n,i(k) is the orbital-
selective complex vector field in Eq. (C42), and

bτ ,i =
1

D(µ)

1BZ∑
k′

∑
n′

δ (µ− ϵn′k′) Tr
[
∂k′

i
ϵn′k′Pn′k′χτ

]
.

(C44)
Thus, we see that the explicit geometric quantity in
λE−geo is again the orbital-selective complex vector field,
similar to λgeo,2.

Appendix D: Quantum Geometry of Nearly Flat
Chern Bands

In this appendix, we will compute the quantum metric
of the nearly flat Chern bands of the two-band model in
Ref. [174], which was used in Ref. [318] to demonstrate
FCIs. The model is defined on the square lattice with
lattice constant set to 1; the matrix Hamiltonian in the
momentum space reads

h(k) =

(
m(k) r(k)
r∗(k) −m(k)

)
, (D1)

FIG. 7. The plots of the trace of quantum metric (Tr[g(k)])
and the Berry curvature of the lower band of the model in
Eq. (D1) in (a) and (b), respectively.

where

m(k) = 2t2[cos(kx)− cos(ky)] +M , (D2)

and

r(k) = t1e
iϕ
[
1 + ei(ky−kx)

]
+ t1e

−iϕ
[
eiky + e−ikx

]
.

(D3)
As discussed in Ref. [318], clear numerical evidence of

the FCIs can be found for t2 = (2−
√
2)/2t1 > 0, ϕ = π/4,

andM = 0, when (i) we consider the fractional fillings of
the lower band and (ii) we artificially flatten the disper-
sion of the lower band. Clearly, flattening the dispersion
is to minic the exact flatness of the Landau level. One
the other hand, as shown in Fig. 7, the quantum metric
and Berry curvature of the lower band have consider-
able fluctuations, which are not that close to the uniform
ones in Landau levels. In particular, the integration over
Tr[g(k)], i.e., 1

2π

∫
d2kTr[g(k)], is 1.71 which is not that

close to the Chern number 1 of that band. Neverthe-
less, FCIs can still exist despite the fluctuations of the
quantum geometry demonstrates.
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