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We define the absolute Wilson loop winding and prove that it bounds the quantum metric from
below. This Wilson loop lower bound naturally reproduces the known Chern and Euler bounds of
the quantum metric, and provides an explicit lower bound of the quantum metric due to the time-
reversal protected Z2 index, answering a hitherto open question. In general, the Wilson loop lower
bound can be applied to any other topological invariants characterized by Wilson loop winding,
such as the particle-hole Z2 index. As physical consequences of the Z2 bound, we show that the
time-reversal Z2 index bounds superfluid weight and optical conductivity from below, and bounds
the direct gap of a band insulator from above.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum geometry is a fundamental framework for the
geometric properties of Bloch wavefunctions, which un-
derpins a wide range of physical phenomena. A key quan-
tity that characterizes quantum geometry is the quantum
metric [1–4],

[gk]ij =
1

2
Tr
[
∂ki

Pk ∂kj
Pk

]
, (1)

where i, j denote spatial components, k is Bloch momen-
tum, and Pk is the projector for the isolated set of bands
of interest. The quantum metric plays a pivotal role in di-
verse physics, including optical conductivity [5–11], the
superfluid weight of superconductors [12–21], electron-
phonon coupling [22, 23], and correlated charge fluctua-
tions [24, 25]. Exploring the physical implications of the
quantum geometry has become a central focus in con-
densed matter physics, with efforts directed toward iden-
tifying more and more physical quantities influenced by
the quantum metric. (See Ref. [26] for a review.)

In this work, we will not focus on finding new physical
responses influenced by the quantum metric; instead, we
will focus on the topological lower bounds of the quan-
tum metric. Such bounds provide important insights on
the physical phenomena they are tied to (such as the ex-
istence of superconductivity in flat band systems). It is
natural that the quantum metric cannot vanish in sys-
tems with nontrivial band topology, as a vanishing quan-
tum metric implies an absence of k-dependence in the
periodic part of the Bloch states (in certain gauge), in-
evitably leading to trivial topology. Nevertheless, the key
question is to find the explicit expression for the lower
bound given by various topological invariants. Explicit
lower bounds have been established for the Chern num-
ber [27], Euler number [16, 19, 28, 29], and some 2D
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obstructed atomic limits and fragile topological states
[30]; however, determining the explicit lower bound for
the quantum metric associated with the Kane-Mele time-
reversal (TR) Z2 invariant [31–34] remains a long-term
unresolved challenge. A broader question is how non-
trivial Wilson loop (WL) winding [35], which captures
the Chern number [36, 37], Euler number [38–40], TR
Z2 index [35], and other topological invariants [41, 42],
rigorously enforces lower bounds on the quantum metric.

In this work, we resolve these two questions. We first
prove a explicit expression for the lower bound of the
quantum metric due to nontrivial WL winding. Specifi-
cally, we define the “absolute WL winding”, which is the
sum of the absolute phase changes of all WL eigenvalues
without cancellation. Then, with the non-abelian Stokes
theorem [43], we can prove that the integration of Tr[gk]
is bounded from below by the absolute WL winding. As
a consequence, we derive the TR-Z2 lower bound of the
quantum metric in two spatial dimensions, which reads

1

2π

∫
BZ

d2k Tr[gk] ≥ 2Z2 , (2)

where the integration is over the Brillouin zone (BZ) and
the TR-Z2 index takes the values 0 in the trivial case and
1 in the topological case, characterized by helical edge
states[31, 33, 44] and an obstruction to local Kramers
pair Wannier functions [45]. It is protected by spin-
ful time-reversal obeying T 2 = −1. Eq. (2) also holds
for the particle-hole (PH) protected Z2 index, which, as
Ref. [46] points out, is equivalent to the TR-Z2 index.
We further describe how the inequality Eq. (2) provides
lower bounds for superfluid weight and optical conduc-
tivity and an upper bound for the direct gap of a band
insulator.

II. GENERAL WILSON LOOP BOUND OF THE
QUANTUM METRIC

We start by sketching the proof of the general WL
lower bound of the quantum metric. The setup of the
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≠

(c)

𝑊(𝜕𝐷𝒌)

= 𝑊(𝜕𝐷(𝑘𝑥,𝑘𝑦))

𝑊(𝜕𝐷(𝑘𝑥,𝑘𝑦+𝑑𝑘𝑦))

𝒌 = (𝑘𝑥, 𝑘𝑦)

ℎ𝒌ℎ𝒌
−1

𝑊(𝜕𝐷𝒌)

exp −ⅈ ෨𝐹𝒌𝑑𝑘𝑥𝑑𝑘𝑦 

=

𝑑𝑘𝑥

𝒌

Γ

𝑑
𝑘

𝑦

=

(d)

FIG. 1. (a) shows the WL of an infinitesimal D̂k = [kx, kx +
dkx]×[ky, ky+dky], which equals exp [−iFkdkxdky] with F (k)
the non-abelian Berry curvature. (b) shows that the multi-
plication of WLs W

(
∂D̂(kx,ky)

)
and W

(
∂D̂(kx,ky+dky)

)
is

not necessarily W
(
∂
[
D̂(kx,ky) ∪ D̂(kx,ky+dky)

])
owing to the

non-abelian nature of the WL. (c) shows the WL of an in-
finitesimal D̂k = [kx, kx + dkx] × [ky, ky + dky] combined
with with dressing hk and h−1

k , where hk is the red Wil-
son line, and the inverse h−1

k is the blue Wilson line. Here
F̃ (k) = hkFkh

−1
k , the dressed non-abelian Berry curvature.

(d) shows the merging of two dressed WLs into one dressed
WL on a larger loop.

problem is an isolated set of N bands of a 2D noninter-
acting lattice system, and we label the periodic parts of
the relevant Bloch states as |un,k⟩ with n = 1, 2, ..., N .
The general Wilson line for the isolated set of bands along
path γ is defined as [35]

W (γ) = lim
L→+∞

⟨uk0
|Pk1

Pk2
· · ·PkL−1

PkL
|ukL

⟩ , (3)

where Pk =
∑

n |un,k⟩ ⟨un,k|, k0, k1, k2, ..., kL are se-
quential momenta on γ with k0 at the beginning and kL

at the end. Eq. (3) becomes a WL when γ forms a loop.
Meanwhile, the non-abelian Berry curvature for the iso-
lated set of bands reads

Fk = ∂kxAk,y − ∂kyAk,x − i[Ak,x, Ak,y] , (4)

where

[Ak,i]mn = i ⟨um,k| ∂ki
|un,k⟩ . (5)

The first step of the proof is to relate the WL to the
non-abelian Berry curvature, which can be done through

a known theorem called non-abelian Stokes theorem [43].
The theorem holds for any simply connected region D;
but for simplicity, we, in the main text, consider a rect-
angular region D = [0,Kx] × [0,Ky], and we label the
boundary (counter-clockwise) of D as ∂D. For the WL
along ∂D (labeled as W (∂D) according to Eq. (3)) with
starting momentum k0 = (0, 0), the non-abelian Stokes
theorem states that

W (∂D) = P exp

[
−i

∫
D

F̃kdkxdky

]
=

∏
i=L1−1,...,1,0

∏
j=0,1,...,L2−1

exp

[
−iF̃

( iKx
L1

,
jKy
L2

)

Kx

L1

Ky

L2

]
,

(6)

where L1 and L2 limit to infinity, P is the path ordering
that moves larger kx and smaller ky to the left as shown
by the second equality. F̃k is the dressed non-abelian
Berry curvature

F̃k = hkFkh
−1
k , (7)

where hk =Wk0→(kx,0)W(kx0)→k with k0 → k1 denoting
the straight path from k0 to k1.

To understand why Eq. (6) uses the dressed non-
abelian Berry curvature F̃k instead of the non-abelian
Berry curvature Fk, let us first note that the WL along
the boundary of an infinitesimal plaquette is just the non-
abelian Berry curvature (to leading order in dkxdky) as
shown in Fig. 1(a). Specifically, given an infinitesimal
plaquette D̂(kx,ky) = [kx, kx + dkx] × [ky, ky + dky], we
have

W∂D̂(kx,ky)
= exp

[
−iF(kx,ky)dkxdky

]
. (8)

Then, if we want to directly add the non-abelian Berry
curvature for two nearby plaquettes, say D̂(kx,ky) and
D̂(kx,ky+dky), we would have

exp
[
−iF(kx,ky)dkxdky

]
exp

[
−iF(kx,ky+dky)dkxdky

]
=W∂D̂(kx,ky)

W∂D̂(kx,ky+dky)
,

(9)

which does not necessarily equal to the Wilson loop
around ∂

[
D̂(kx,ky) ∪ D̂(kx,ky+dky)

]
(Fig. 1(b)), a general

feature of its non-abelian nature. This means that if
we multiply exp

[
−iF(kx,ky)dkxdky

]
for all plaquettes in

D, no matter how we select the path, we cannot nec-
essarily arrive at the W∂D. The Wilson line dressing in
Eq. (7) resolve this issue. With the dressing, multiplying
exp

[
−iF̃(kx,ky)dkxdky

]
for two nearby plaquettes yields

exp
[
−iF̃(kx,ky)dkxdky

]
exp

[
−iF̃(kx,ky+dky)dkxdky

]
= h(kx,ky)W∂[D̂(kx,ky)∪D̂(kx,ky+dky)]h

−1
(kx,ky)

,

(10)
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which contains the Wilson loop along
∂
[
D̂(kx,ky) ∪ D̂(kx,ky+dky)

]
, as shown in Fig. 1(c,d). As

we multiply the exp
[
−iF̃(kx,ky)dkxdky

]
for all plaquettes

in D, the dressing fully cancels, and leads to Eq. (6).
The detailed proof is presented in App. [B 1].

With the non-abelian Stokes theorem, we now consider
the region Ds that continuously and monotonically de-
pends on s ∈ [0, sf ] with D0 having zero area. Here
by “monotonically”, we require that Ds ⊂ Ds′ for any
s ≤ s′. The WL W (∂Ds) now depends continuously on
s and has eigenvalues eiλi,s with i = 1, 2, ..., N ,; we also
require the starting point k0 of W (∂Ds) is the same for
all s ∈ [0, sf ] Without loss of generality, we will always
choose λi,s to continuously depend on s. We can then
prove (in App. [C]) that∫ sf

0

ds
∑
i

∣∣∣∣dλi,sds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫ sf

0

ds ρ [−i∂s logW (∂Ds)]

≤
∫
Dsf

d2k ρ(Fk) ,

(11)

where ρ(A) is the sum of the absolute values of all eigen-
values of the matrix A, which is called the Schatten 1-
norm [47], and we have used the fact that F̃k and Fk

have the same eigenvalues. The proof of Eq. (11) exploits
the properties (especially the triangle inequality) of the
Schatten 1-norm, which is elaborated in App. [C]. Since
ρ(Fk) ≤ Tr[gk] as shown in App. [C], we arrive at the
WL lower bound of the quantum metric

N ≡
∫ sf

0

ds
∑
i

∣∣∣∣dλi,sds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫
Dsf

d2kTr[gk] . (12)

We refer to N defined in Eq. (12) as the “absolute WL
winding”, because it counts the winding of the WL eigen-
values without cancellation, as shown in Fig. 2(a). We
emphasize that the absolute WL winding does not de-
pend on how we rank λi,s as long as they are continuous;
it is because λi,s generally touch or cross at measure-
zero points of s which can be neglected for the integral.
Naturally, the absolute WL winding is no smaller than
the absolute value of the total WL winding, which is∣∣∣∫ sf

0
ds
∑

i
dλi,s

ds

∣∣∣.
One special yet useful case for the WL winding bound

is when Ds = {k1b1/(2π) + k2k2/(2π)|k1 ∈ [0, s] , k2 ∈
[0, 2π]}. Here b1 and b2 are two basis reciprocal lattice
vectors, which means D2π = BZ is the entire first Bril-
louin zone. In this case, we can define a new WL along
k2 at a fixed k1:

Wk1 =W (k1b1/(2π) → k1b1/(2π) + b2) . (13)

Then, the absolute winding of W (∂Ds) in Eq. (12) can
be directly replaced by the absolute winding of Ws =
Wk1=s, resulting in∫ sf

0

ds
∑
l

∣∣∣∣dϕl(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫
Dsf

d2kTr[gk] , (14)

where ϕl(s) is the phase of the lth eigenvalue of Ws and
is always chosen to be continuous. The validity of the
replacement comes from the fact that

W (∂Ds) =W (Γ → sb1/(2π))WsW
† (Γ → sb1/(2π))

×W (b2 → Γ)

(15)

with Γ = (0, 0), which can be directly derived from the
definition of W (∂Ds). As W (b2 → Γ) is independent of
s, we have

ρ [−i∂s logW (∂Ds)]

= ρ
[
−i∂s logW (Γ → sb1/(2π))WsW

−1 (Γ → sb1/(2π))
]

≥
∫ sf

0

ds
∑
l

∣∣∣∣dϕl(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ ,
(16)

where we have made use of the fact that
W (Γ → sb1/(2π))WsW

† (Γ → sb1/(2π)) has the
same eigenvalues as Ws. Combined with Eq. (12), we
arrive at Eq. (14).

From the WL lower bound of the quantum metric
in Eq. (14), we can directly derive the known Chern
bound [27] by choosing sf = 2π. In this case, the
total WL winding of Ws is just 2πCh (with Ch the
Chern number), which directly gives the Chern bound
|Ch| ≤ 1

2π

∫
BZ Tr[gk]dkxdky. For Euler number e2 ∈ Z

defined for an isolated set of two bands with combi-
nation of time-reversal and inversion (or two-fold rota-
tional) symmetries, the absolute WL winding would be
no smaller than 4π|e2|, as we can always choose a Chern
gauge where we can view the two components of the basis
as two Chern bands with Chern numbers ±e2. Therefore,
we can reproduce the known Euler bound [16, 19, 28, 29],
which is 2|e2| ≤ 1

2π

∫
BZ Tr[gk]dkxdky.

III. Z2 BOUND OF THE QUANTUM METRIC

Besides reproducing the known Chern and Euler
bounds, Eq. (12) can also provide the TR-protected Z2

bound of the quantum metric, which has remained an
open question up to now.

To prove the bound, let us first review how to calculate
TR-protected Z2 index from WL winding. The setup is
an isolated set of 2N bands of a non-interacting system
with non-negligible spin-orbit coupling. The number of
bands is necessarily even due to Kramers degeneracy of
spinful TR symmetry T . To calculate the Z2 index of
the isolated set of bands, we will use the WL Wk1

in
Eq. (13), with eigenvalues eiϕl(k1) with l = 1, 2, ..., 2N .
Without loss of generality, we can choose ϕl(k1) to be
continuous for k1 ∈ [0, π] (see Fig. 2(b) for an example
and see App. [D] for details). We can fix ϕl(0) ∈ [0, 2π).
In this case, Z2 reads [35]

Z2 =

2N∑
l=1

Ml mod 2 , (17)
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FIG. 2. (a) is a schematic plot of a 2-band WL W (∂Ds),
where Ds is a disk-like region that continuously depends on
s ∈ [0, sf ] with D0 an measure-zero region (such as a point).
The absolute WL winding of W (∂Ds) is equal to |λ2,s1 −
λ2,0|+ |λ2,sf − λ2.s1 |+ |λ1,sf − λ1,0|. (b) is a schematic plot
of a 2-band WL W(k1) in Eq. (13) for Z2 = 1. The absolute
WL winding of W(k1) is equal to |ϕ2(p1)−ϕ2(0)|+ |ϕ2(p2)−
ϕ2(p1)|+|ϕ2(π)−ϕ2(p2)|+|ϕ1(π)−ϕ1(0)|, which is no smaller
than ϕ2(π)− ϕ1(π) = 2πZ2.

where 2πMl = ϕl(π) − [ϕl(π) mod 2π] with
[x mod 2π] ∈ [0, 2π) and Ml ∈ Z.

Now we discuss how Z2 bounds the quantum geometry
from below. As exemplified in Fig. 2(b) and elaborated
in App. [D], the Z2 index in Eq. (17) suggests that the
absolute WL winding of Wk1

over k1 ∈ [0, π] must be no
smaller than 2πZ2, i.e.,

1

2π

∫ π

0

dk1
∑
l

∣∣∣∣dϕl(k1)dk1

∣∣∣∣ ≥ Z2 , (18)

where ϕl(k1) is the phase of the lth eigenvalue of Wk1 ,
and we choose ϕl(k1) to be continuous. Combined with
Eq. (14) and TR symmetry, we arrive at the inequality
in Eq. (2). This inequality can be saturated, as two TR-
related lowest Landau levels with opposite spins serve as
one example.

Eq. (2) also holds for the PH-protected Z2 index,
where the PH symmetry is antiuniatry and squares to
−1. It comes from the equivalence between the TR-Z2

and PH-Z2 indices, which was pointed out in [46], as re-
viewed in App. [D].

IV. PHYSICAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE Z2

BOUND

The TR Z2 bound can provide bounds on various phys-
ical quantities. The first example is the superfluid weight
of 2D superconductors. Consider a set of isolated two
normal-state bands that preserve TR symmetry. As-
suming a mean-field treatment in the flat-band limit
where the pairing potential ∆ is uniform over the BZ
(see App. [E 1]), the superfluid weight is proportional to
the minimal integrated Fubini-Study metric [12, 48, 49].

Hence the Z2 bound yields

Tr[DSW (T = 0)] ≥ 4|∆|
π

√
f(1− f)

Z2

π
, (19)

where DSW (T = 0) is the zero-temperature superfluid
weight tensor, |∆| is the strength of the pairing, and
f ∈ [0, 1] is the occupation fraction of the two bands
(f = 1 means the two bands are fully filled). Here and
henceforth we take ℏ = e = 1 with electron having charge
−e.

Besides superfluid weight, the optical conductivity of a
band insulator has been shown to be related to its quan-
tum geometry [5]∫ ∞

0

dω

ω

∑
i

Re[σii(ω+i0+)] =
1

4π

∫
d2k Tr[g(k)] , (20)

where σij(ω+i0+) is the optical conductivity tensor, and
0+ is an infinitesimal real positive number. Combined
with the sum rule derived from the Kubo formula [50], it
has been shown that the direct band gap Eg is bounded
above by the quantum metric [51, 52]

Eg ≤ nπ

m

1
1
4π

∫
d2k Tr[g(k)]

, (21)

where n is the electron density, and m is the electron
mass. Combining these known results with the TR Z2

bound in Eq. (2), we can immediately arrive at the lower
bound of integrated optical conductivity and the upper
bound of the direct band gap for a 2D TR-invariant band
insulator, i.e.,∫ ∞

0

dω

ω

∑
i

Re[σii(ω + i0+)] ≥ Z2

Eg ≤ nπ

mZ2
.

(22)

More details are given in App. [E 2].

V. CONCLUSION

We show that the absolute WL winding bounds the
quantum metric from below, which provides the TR-
Z2 and PH-Z2 lower bound of the quantum metric, as
well as recovering the previously known Chern and Euler
bounds. As a result, the TR-Z2 index provides lower
bounds for superfluid weight and optical conductivity
and an upper bound for the band gap of a band insu-
lator. The WL bound is applicable to any topological
invariant that can be characterized by WL winding.

VI. ACKNOWLEDGMENT

J. Y.’s work at University of Florida is supported by
startup funds at University of Florida. J. Y.’s work at



5

Princeton University is supported by the Gordon and
Betty Moore Foundation through Grant No. GBMF8685
towards the Princeton theory program. J. H.-A. is sup-
ported by a Hertz Fellowship, with additional support
from DOE Grant No. DE-SC0016239. B.A.B. was
supported by the Gordon and Betty Moore Foundation
through Grant No. GBMF8685 towards the Princeton
theory program, the Gordon and Betty Moore Founda-
tion’s EPiQS Initiative (Grant No. GBMF11070), the

Office of Naval Research (ONR Grant No. N00014-
20-1-2303), the Global Collaborative Network Grant at
Princeton University, the Simons Investigator Grant No.
404513, the BSF Israel US foundation No. 2018226, the
NSF-MERSEC (Grant No. MERSEC DMR 2011750),
the Simons Collaboration on New Frontiers in Supercon-
ductivity, and the Schmidt Foundation at the Princeton
University.

[1] J. Provost and G. Vallee, Riemannian structure on man-
ifolds of quantum states, Communications in Mathemat-
ical Physics 76, 289 (1980).

[2] G. Fubini, Sulle metriche definite da una forma hermi-
tiana, Atti del Reale istituto Veneto di Scienze, Lettere
ed Arti 63, 502 (1904).

[3] E. Study, Kürzeste Wege im komplexen Gebiet, Mathe-
matische Annalen 60, 321 (1905).

[4] I. Souza, T. Wilkens, and R. M. Martin, Polarization and
localization in insulators: Generating function approach,
Physical Review B 62, 1666 (1999), cond-mat/9911007.

[5] I. Souza, T. Wilkens, and R. M. Martin, Polarization and
localization in insulators: Generating function approach,
Phys. Rev. B 62, 1666 (2000).

[6] R. Resta, Polarization Fluctuations in Insulators and
Metals: New and Old Theories Merge, Physical Review
Letters 96, 137601 (2006), cond-mat/0512247.

[7] R. M. Martin, Electronic Structure (2004).
[8] C. Aebischer, D. Baeriswyl, and R. M. Noack, Dielec-

tric Catastrophe at the Mott Transition, Physical Review
Letters 86, 468 (2001), cond-mat/0006354.

[9] N. Verma and R. Queiroz, Instantaneous Re-
sponse and Quantum Geometry of Insulators, arXiv
10.48550/arxiv.2403.07052 (2024), 2403.07052.

[10] Y. Onishi and L. Fu, Universal relation be-
tween energy gap and dielectric constant, arXiv
10.48550/arxiv.2401.04180 (2024), 2401.04180.

[11] I. Souza, R. M. Martin, and M. Stengel, Op-
tical bounds on many-electron localization, arXiv
10.48550/arxiv.2407.17908 (2024), 2407.17908.

[12] S. Peotta and P. Törmä, Superfluidity in topologically
nontrivial flat bands, Nature Communications 6, 8944
(2015).

[13] A. Julku, S. Peotta, T. I. Vanhala, D.-H. Kim, and
P. Törmä, Geometric origin of superfluidity in the lieb-
lattice flat band, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 045303 (2016).

[14] L. Liang, T. I. Vanhala, S. Peotta, T. Siro, A. Harju, and
P. Törmä, Band geometry, berry curvature, and super-
fluid weight, Phys. Rev. B 95, 024515 (2017).

[15] X. Hu, T. Hyart, D. I. Pikulin, and E. Rossi, Geometric
and conventional contribution to the superfluid weight in
twisted bilayer graphene, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 237002
(2019).

[16] F. Xie, Z. Song, B. Lian, and B. A. Bernevig, Topology-
bounded superfluid weight in twisted bilayer graphene,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 167002 (2020).

[17] A. Julku, T. J. Peltonen, L. Liang, T. T. Heikkilä,
and P. Törmä, Superfluid weight and berezinskii-
kosterlitz-thouless transition temperature of twisted bi-
layer graphene, Phys. Rev. B 101, 060505 (2020).

[18] E. Rossi, Quantum metric and correlated states in two-
dimensional systems, Current Opinion in Solid State and
Materials Science 25, 100952 (2021).

[19] J. Yu, M. Xie, F. Wu, and S. Das Sarma, Euler-
obstructed nematic nodal superconductivity in twisted
bilayer graphene, Phys. Rev. B 107, L201106 (2023).

[20] P. Törmä, Essay: Where Can Quantum Geometry Lead
Us?, Physical Review Letters 131, 240001 (2023).

[21] H. Tian, X. Gao, Y. Zhang, S. Che, T. Xu, P. Che-
ung, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, M. Randeria, F. Zhang,
C. N. Lau, and M. W. Bockrath, Evidence for dirac flat
band superconductivity enabled by quantum geometry,
Nature 614, 440 (2023).

[22] J. Yu, C. J. Ciccarino, R. Bianco, I. Errea, P. Narang,
and B. A. Bernevig, Non-trivial quantum geometry and
the strength of electron–phonon coupling, Nature Physics
20, 1262 (2024).

[23] P. Zhu and A. Alexandradinata, Anomalous shift and
optical vorticity in the steady photovoltaic current, Phys.
Rev. B 110, 115108 (2024).

[24] P. M. Tam, J. Herzog-Arbeitman, and J. Yu, Quantum
geometry and entanglement in two-dimensional insula-
tors: A view from the corner charge fluctuation, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2406.17023 (2024).

[25] X.-C. Wu, K.-L. Cai, M. Cheng, and P. Kumar, Corner
charge fluctuations and many-body quantum geometry
(2024), arXiv:2408.16057 [cond-mat.str-el].

[26] J. Yu, B. A. Bernevig, R. Queiroz, E. Rossi, P. Törmä,
and B.-J. Yang, To appear.

[27] R. Roy, Band geometry of fractional topological insula-
tors, Physical Review B 90, 165139 (2014).

[28] S. Kwon and B.-J. Yang, Quantum geometric bound and
ideal condition for euler band topology, Phys. Rev. B
109, L161111 (2024).

[29] W. J. Jankowski, A. S. Morris, A. Bouhon, F. N. Ünal,
and R.-J. Slager, Optical manifestations of topological
euler class (2024), arXiv:2311.07545 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[30] J. Herzog-Arbeitman, V. Peri, F. Schindler, S. D. Huber,
and B. A. Bernevig, Superfluid weight bounds from sym-
metry and quantum geometry in flat bands, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 128, 087002 (2022).

[31] C. L. Kane and E. J. Mele, Z2 topological order and the
quantum spin hall effect, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 146802
(2005).

[32] B. A. Bernevig and S.-C. Zhang, Quantum spin hall ef-
fect, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 106802 (2006).

[33] C. L. Kane and E. J. Mele, Quantum spin hall effect in
graphene, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 226801 (2005).

[34] B. A. Bernevig, T. L. Hughes, and S.-C. Zhang, Quantum
spin hall effect and topological phase transition in hgte

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01457616
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01457616
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevb.62.1666
https://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9911007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.62.1666
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.96.137601
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.96.137601
https://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0512247
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.86.468
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.86.468
https://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0006354
https://doi.org/10.48550/arxiv.2403.07052
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.07052
https://doi.org/10.48550/arxiv.2401.04180
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.04180
https://doi.org/10.48550/arxiv.2407.17908
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.17908
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms9944
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms9944
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.045303
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.024515
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.237002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.237002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.167002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.060505
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cossms.2021.100952
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cossms.2021.100952
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.L201106
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.240001
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-05576-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-024-02486-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-024-02486-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.110.115108
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.110.115108
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.16057
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.16057
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.16057
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.165139
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.L161111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.L161111
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.07545
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.07545
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.07545
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.087002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.087002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.146802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.146802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.106802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.226801


6

quantum wells, Science 314, 1757 (2006).
[35] R. Yu, X. L. Qi, A. Bernevig, Z. Fang, and X. Dai, Equiv-

alent expression of z2 topological invariant for band in-
sulators using the non-abelian berry connection, Phys.
Rev. B 84, 075119 (2011).

[36] D. J. Thouless, M. Kohmoto, M. P. Nightingale, and
M. den Nijs, Quantized hall conductance in a two-
dimensional periodic potential, Phys. Rev. Lett. 49, 405
(1982).

[37] A. Alexandradinata, X. Dai, and B. A. Bernevig, Wilson-
loop characterization of inversion-symmetric topological
insulators, Phys. Rev. B 89, 155114 (2014).

[38] J. Ahn, D. Kim, Y. Kim, and B.-J. Yang, Band topology
and linking structure of nodal line semimetals with Z2

monopole charges, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 106403 (2018).
[39] Z. Song, Z. Wang, W. Shi, G. Li, C. Fang, and B. A.

Bernevig, All magic angles in twisted bilayer graphene
are topological, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 036401 (2019).

[40] J. Ahn, S. Park, and B.-J. Yang, Failure of
nielsen-ninomiya theorem and fragile topology in two-
dimensional systems with space-time inversion symme-
try: Application to twisted bilayer graphene at magic
angle, Phys. Rev. X 9, 021013 (2019).

[41] A. Bouhon, A. M. Black-Schaffer, and R.-J. Slager, Wil-
son loop approach to fragile topology of split elemen-
tary band representations and topological crystalline in-
sulators with time-reversal symmetry, Phys. Rev. B 100,
195135 (2019).

[42] B. Bradlyn, Z. Wang, J. Cano, and B. A. Bernevig, Dis-
connected elementary band representations, fragile topol-
ogy, and wilson loops as topological indices: An example
on the triangular lattice, Phys. Rev. B 99, 045140 (2019).

[43] I. Y. Aref’eva, Non-abelian stokes formula, Theoretical
and Mathematical Physics 43, 353 (1980).

[44] L. Fu and C. L. Kane, Time reversal polarization and a
Z2 adiabatic spin pump, Phys. Rev. B 74, 195312 (2006).

[45] A. A. Soluyanov and D. Vanderbilt, Wannier representa-
tion of z2 topological insulators, Phys. Rev. B 83, 035108
(2011).

[46] Z.-D. Song, B. Lian, N. Regnault, and B. A. Bernevig,
Twisted bilayer graphene. ii. stable symmetry anomaly,
Phys. Rev. B 103, 205412 (2021).

[47] R. Bhatia, Positive definite matrices (Princeton univer-
sity press, 2009).

[48] P. Törmä, S. Peotta, and B. A. Bernevig, Superconduc-
tivity, superfluidity and quantum geometry in twisted
multilayer systems, Nature Reviews Physics 4, 528
(2022).

[49] K.-E. Huhtinen, J. Herzog-Arbeitman, A. Chew, B. A.
Bernevig, and P. Törmä, Revisiting flat band supercon-
ductivity: Dependence on minimal quantum metric and
band touchings, Phys. Rev. B 106, 014518 (2022).

[50] R. Kubo, Statistical-mechanical theory of irreversible
processes. i. general theory and simple applications to
magnetic and conduction problems, Journal of the phys-
ical society of Japan 12, 570 (1957).

[51] S. Kivelson, Wannier functions in one-dimensional disor-
dered systems: Application to fractionally charged soli-
tons, Phys. Rev. B 26, 4269 (1982).

[52] Y. Onishi and L. Fu, Fundamental bound on topo-
logical gap, arXiv 10.48550/arxiv.2306.00078 (2023),
2306.00078.

[53] T. Fukui, Y. Hatsugai, and H. Suzuki, Chern numbers in
discretized brillouin zone: efficient method of computing
(spin) hall conductances, Journal of the Physical Society
of Japan 74, 1674 (2005).

[54] M. Tovmasyan, S. Peotta, P. Törmä, and S. D. Huber,
Effective theory and emergent su (2) symmetry in the flat
bands of attractive hubbard models, Physical Review B
94, 245149 (2016).

[55] J. Herzog-Arbeitman, A. Chew, K.-E. Huhtinen,
P. Törmä, and B. A. Bernevig, Many-body super-
conductivity in topological flat bands, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2209.00007 (2022).

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1133734
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.075119
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.075119
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.155114
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.106403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.036401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.9.021013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.195135
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.195135
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.045140
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01018469
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01018469
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.195312
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.035108
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.035108
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.205412
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-022-00466-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-022-00466-y
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.014518
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.26.4269
https://doi.org/10.48550/arxiv.2306.00078
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.00078


7

CONTENTS

I. Introduction 1

II. General Wilson Loop Bound of the quantum Metric 1

III. Z2 Bound of the quantum Metric 3

IV. Physical Consequences of the Z2 Bound 4

V. Conclusion 4

VI. Acknowledgment 4

References 5

A. Quantum Geometric Tensor, Quantum Metric, and Berry Curvature 7

B. Mathematical Concepts 8
1. Non-abelian Stokes Theorem 8
2. Schatten Norms 11

a. General Definition 11
b. Schatten 1-norm for Hermitian Matrices 12

C. Wilson loop Lower Bound of the quantum Metric 13

D. Z2 Lower Bound of the quantum Metric 15
1. Review of TR Z2 index from Wilson Loop 15
2. Review of PH Z2 index 16
3. Proof of the Z2 Lower Bound of the quantum Metric 16

E. Physical Consequences of the TR Z2 Bound 17
1. TR Z2 Lower Bound for Superfluid Weight 17
2. Z2 Bounds for Optical Conductivity and Band Gap 22

Appendix A: Quantum Geometric Tensor, Quantum Metric, and Berry Curvature

In this appendix, we review the key concepts used in our work following Ref. [26]. Consider an isolated set of N
bands, and we label the periodic part of the Bloch states as |uk,n⟩ with n = 1, 2, ..., N . The quantum geometric tensor
for the set of bands reads

[Qij(k)]mn = ⟨∂iuk,m| (1− Pk) |∂juk,n⟩ , (A1)

where Pk =
∑

n |uk,n⟩ ⟨uk,n|, and ∂i = ∂ki
. The non-abelian Berry curvature reads

[Fij,k]mn = i [Qij(k)−Qji(k)]mn , (A2)

and the non-abelian quantum metric reads

[Gij,k]mn =
1

2
[Qij(k) +Qji(k)]mn . (A3)

Both Fij,k and Gij,k are Hermitian matrix for fixed i, j:

F †
ij,k = Fij,k , G

†
ij,k = Gij,k . (A4)

The quantum metric reads

[gk]ij = Tr[Gij,k] =
1

2
Tr [(∂iPk)∂jPk] . (A5)
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[Qij(k)]mn is positive semi-definite. To see this, let us consider a generic Uim, which gives∑
ij,mn

[Qij(k)]mn U
∗
imUjn =

∑
ij,mn

U∗
im ⟨∂iuk,m| (1− Pk) |∂juk,n⟩Ujn = ⟨X| (1− Pk) |X⟩ , (A6)

where |X⟩ =
∑

jn |∂juk,n⟩Ujn. Since 1− Pk only has nonnegative eigenvalues, we know∑
ij,mn

[Qij(k)]mn U
∗
imUjn ≥ 0 (A7)

for any Ujn, meaning that [Qij(k)]mn is positive semi-definite.
The positive semi-definiteness of the quantum geometric tensor provides an inequality between quantum metric and

the non-abelian Berry curvature. To show it, let us choose Uim in Eq. (A7) as Uim = (δi,i0 + siδi,j0)vm for s = ±1
and arbitrary vm. In this case, we have∑

mn

v∗m [Qi0i0(k) +Qj0j0(k) + siQi0j0(k)− siQj0i0(k)]mn vn ≥ 0

⇒ v† [Gi0i0,k +Gj0j0,k + sFi0j0,k] v ≥ 0

(A8)

for any i0, j0 and vector v. In 2D, we define

Fk = Fxy,k , (A9)

which gives

v†

[∑
i

Gii,k + sFk

]
v ≥ 0 ⇒ v†

[∑
i

Gii,k

]
v ≥

∣∣v†Fkv
∣∣ (A10)

for any vector v. Eventually, we arrive at, in 2D,

Tr[gk] ≥
∑
l

∣∣∣v†l Fkvl

∣∣∣ (A11)

for any choice of a complete set of orthonormal vl. A special choice of vl is the eigenbasis of Fk.

Appendix B: Mathematical Concepts

In this appendix, we discuss two mathematical concepts: non-abelian Stokes theorem and Schatten Norms.

1. Non-abelian Stokes Theorem

In this part, we review the non-abelian Stokes theorem following [43]. Before considering the generic case, let us first
discuss the case of a rectangular region D parametrized by (x, y) with x ∈ [0, X] and y ∈ [0, Y ]. Suppose we have N
vector fields (just like the periodic parts of N Bloch states) defined on D, labeled as vn,x,y with n = 1, 2, 3, ..., N . Here
we require v†n,x,yvn′,x,y = δnn′ , and we use x, y instead of k to show that the derivation holds for any paramtertization
x, y, not just the Bloch momentum. The corresponding projector reads

Px,y = vx,yv
†
x,y , (B1)

where

vx,y = (v1,x,y v2,x,y v3,x,y · · · vN,x,y) . (B2)

Clearly, we can define the Wilson line for v, which reads

W (γ) = lim
L→∞

v†x0,y0
Px1,y1

Px2,y2
Px3,y3

· · ·PxL−1,yL−1
vxL,yL

, (B3)
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where (x0, y0), (x1, y1), ..., (xL−1, yL−1), (xL, yL) are arranged sequentially on the path γ, and (x0, y0) and (xL, yL)
are the initial and final points of γ, respectively. We can also define the non-abelian Berry connection

A(x, y) = i(v†x,y∂xvx,y, v
†
x,y∂yvx,y) (B4)

and the non-abelian Berry curvature

Fx,y = ∂xA2(x, y)− ∂yA1(x, y)− i[A1(x, y), A2(x, y)] . (B5)

To prove the relation between the Wilson loop and non-ablian Berry curvature, let us split the [0, X] into L1 equal
parts and [0, Y ] into L2 equal parts, resulting in area into L1 × L2 rectangular plaquettes for D. A generic plaquette
is labeled as

D̃xi,yj
= {(x, y)|x ∈ [xi, xi + dx], y ∈ [yj , yj + dy]} , (B6)

where xi = iX/L1 with i = 0, 1, 2, ..., L1 − 1, and yj = jY/L2 with j = 0, 1, 2, ..., L2 − 1, dx = X/L1, and dy = Y/L2.
Eventually, we will take L1 and L2 to infinity, which means dx and dy are infinitesimal quantities.

For the infinitesimal D̃xi,yj
, the Wilson loop around the boundary of D̃xi,yj

is naturally connected to the non-abelian
Berry curvature [53] via

wi,j = v†xi,yj
vxi+dx,yjv

†
xi+dx,yj

vxi+dx,yj+dy

(
v†xi,yj+dyvxi+dx,yj+dy

)−1 (
v†xi,yj

vxi,yj+dy

)−1

=

[
1− iA1(xi, yj)dx+

1

2
v†xi,yj

∂2xi
vxi,yjdx

2

]
×
[
1− iA2(xi, yj)dy − i∂xi

A2(xi, yj)dxdy +
1

2
v†xi,yj

∂2yj
vxi,yj

dy2
]

×
[
1− iA1(xi, yj)dx− i∂yj

A1(xi, yj)dxdy +
1

2
v†xi,yj

∂2xi
vxi,yj

dx2
]−1

×
[
1− iA2(xi, yj)dy +

1

2
v†xi,yj

∂2yj
vxi,yj

dy2
]−1

+O(dx3, dx2dy, dxdy2, dy3)

= 1− iA1(xi, yj)dx− iA2(xi, yj)dy + iA1(xi, yj)dx+ iA2(xi, yj)dy

−A1(xi, yj)A2(xi, yj)dxdy +A1(xi, yj)A2(xi, yj)dxdy

+A2(xi, yj)A1(xi, yj)dxdy −A1(xi, yj)A2(xi, yj)dxdy

− i∂xi
A2(xi, yj)dxdy + i∂yj

A1(xi, yj)dxdy +O(dx3, dx2dy, dxdy2, dy3)

= 1− i∂xi
A2(xi, yj)dxdy + i∂yj

A1(xi, yj)dxdy − [A1(xi, yj), A2(xi, yj)]dxdy

+O(dx3, dx2dy, dxdy2, dy3)

= 1− iFxi,yj
dxdy +O(dx3, dx2dy, dxdy2, dy3)

= exp
[
−iFxi,yj

dxdy +O(dx3, dx2dy, dxdy2, dy3)
]
,

(B7)

where we note that we have used the matrix inverse rather than the Hermitian conjugate in the first line.
To recover the non-abelian Berry curvature on the entire D from the infinitesimal result in Eq. (B7), one naïve way

is to (matrix) multiply all wij together. But as discussed in the Main Text, the non-abelian nature is incompatible
with this guess. The solution is to dress wij :

w̃ij = hi,jwi,jh
−1
i,j , (B8)

where

hi,j = vx0,y0
v†x0,y0

vx1,y0
v†x1,y0

vx2,y0
· · · v†xi−1,y0

vxi,y0
v†xi,y0

vxi,y1
v†xi,y2

vxi,y3
· · · v†xi,yj−1

vxi,yj
, (B9)

which has the following properties:

hi,j+1 = hi,jv
†
xi,yj

vxi,yj+1 (B10)

and

hi+1,0 = hi,0v
†
xi,y0

vxi+1,y0
. (B11)
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Now we would like to derive the multiplication of all w̃i,j ’s step by step. We first consider the multiplication of w̃i,j

and w̃i,j+1 :

w̃i,jw̃i,j+1

= hi,jv
†
xi,yj

vxi+1,yjv
†
xi+1,yj

vxi+1,yj+1

(
v†xi,yj+1

vxi+1,yj+1

)−1 (
v†xi,yj

vxi,yj+1

)−1

h−1
i,j

× hi,jv
†
xi,yj

vxi,yj+1
v†xi,yj+1

vxi+1,yj+1
v†xi+1,yj+1

vxi+1,yj+2

(
v†xi,yj+2

vxi+1,yj+2

)−1 (
v†xi,yj+1

vxi,yj+2

)−1 [
v†xi,yj

vxi,yj+1

]−1

h−1
i,j

= hi,jv
†
xi,yj

vxi+1,yj

(
v†xi+1,yj

vxi+1,yj+1
v†xi+1,yj+1

vxi+1,yj+2

)
×
(
v†xi,yj+2

vxi+1,yj+2

)−1 (
v†xi,yj

vxi,yj+1
v†xi,yj+1

vxi,yj+2

)−1

h−1
i,j ;

(B12)

then the multiplication of all w̃i,j ’s with fixed i reads

ũi = w̃i,0w̃i,1 · · · w̃i,L1−1

= hi,0
[
v†xi,y0

vxi+1,y0

] [
v†xi+1,y0

vxi+1,y1
· · · v†xi+1,yL−2

vxi+1,yL−1
v†xi+1,yL−1

vxi+1,yL

]
×
[
v†xi,yL

vxi+1,yL

]−1
[
v†xi,y0

vxi,y1 · · · v†xi,yL−2
vxi,yL−1

v†xi,yL−1
vxi,yL

]−1

h−1
i,0 .

(B13)

Now we multiply ũi by ũi+1, leading to

ũi+1ũi

= hi,0v
†
xi,y0

vxi+1,y0

[
v†xi+1,y0

vxi+2,y0

] [
v†xi+2,y0

vxi+2,y1
· · · v†xi+2,yL−2

vxi+2,yL−1
v†xi+2,yL−1

vxi+2,yL

]
×
[
v†xi+1,yL

vxi+2,yL

]−1 [
v†xi+1,y0

vxi+1,y1 · · · v†xi+1,yL−2
vxi+1,yL−1

v†xi+1,yL−1
vxi+1,yL

]−1 [
v†xi,y0

vxi+1,y0

]−1
h−1
i,0

× hi,0
[
v†xi,y0

vxi+1,y0

] [
v†xi+1,y0

vxi+1,y1 · · · v†xi+1,yL−2
vxi+1,yL−1

v†xi+1,yL−1
vxi+1,yL

]
×
[
v†xi,yL

vxi+1,yL

]−1
[
v†xi,y0

vxi,y1
· · · v†xi,yL−2

vxi,yL−1
v†xi,yL−1

vxi,yL

]−1

h−1
i,0

= hi,0

[
v†xi,y0

vxi+1,y0
v†xi+1,y0

vxi+2,y0

] [
v†xi+2,y0

vxi+2,y1
· · · v†xi+2,yL−2

vxi+2,yL−1
v†xi+2,yL−1

vxi+2,yL

]
×
[
v†xi,yL

vxi+1,yL
v†xi+1,yL

vxi+2,yL

]−1 [
v†xi,y0

vxi,y1
· · · v†xi,yL−2

vxi,yL−1
v†xi,yL−1

vxi,yL

]−1

h−1
i,0 .

(B14)

Then, we can define the path-ordered multiplication of all w̃i,j ’s:

P
∏
i,j

w̃i,j =
∏

i=L1−1,...,2,1,0

∏
j=0,1,2,...,L2−1

w̃i,j , (B15)

which in the limit of L1, L2 → ∞ reads

lim
L1,L2→∞

P
∏
i,j

w̃i,j

= ũL1−1ũL1−2 · · · ũ0

= lim
L1,L2→∞

h0,0

[
v†x0,y0

vx1,y0 · · · v†xL1−2,y0
vxL1−1,y0v

†
xL1−1,y0

vxL1
,y0

]
×
[
v†xL1

,y0
vxL1

,y1
v†xL1

,y1
vxL1

,y2
· · · v†xL1

,yL2−1
vxL1

,yL2

]
×
[
v†x0,yL2

vx1,yL2
· · · v†xL1−2,yL2

vxL1−1,yL2
v†xL1−1,yL2

vxL1
,yL2

]−1

×
[
v†x0,y0

vx0,y1
v†x0,y1

vx0,y2
· · · v†x0,yL2−1

vx0,yL2

]−1

h−1
0,0

=W∂D ,

(B16)

where we used h0,0 = 1.
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On the other hand, Eq. (B7) gives us

w̃i,j

= hij exp
[
−iFxi,yj

dxdy +O(dx3, dx2dy, dxdy2, dy3)
]
h−1
ij

= exp
[
−ihijFxi,yj

h−1
ij dxdy +O(dx3, dx2dy, dxdy2, dy3)

]
,

(B17)

which means

lim
L1,L2→∞

P
∏
i,j

w̃i,j = lim
L1,L2→∞

∏
i=L1−1,...,2,1,0

∏
j=0,1,2,...,L2−1

w̃i,j

= lim
L1,L2→∞

∏
i=L1−1,...,2,1,0

∏
j=0,1,2,...,L2−1

exp
[
−ihijFxi,yjh

−1
ij dxdy +O(dx3, dx2dy, dxdy2, dy3)

]
≡ P exp

[
−i

∫
D

dxdyF̃x,y

]
,

(B18)

where

F̃x,y = hx,yFx,yh
−1
x,y , (B19)

and

hx,y =W ((x0, y0) → (x, y0))W ((x, y0) → (x, y)) (B20)

with (x, y) → (x′, y′) being the straight path from (x, y) to (x′, y′). Note that we use the indices to avoid clashing
notation with Eq. (B9). Eventually, we arrive at the non-abelian stokes theorem

W (∂D) = P exp

[
−i

∫
D

F̃x,ydxdy

]
. (B21)

Eq. (B21) holds for any simply connected D, since it is homeomorphic to a unit disk, which can be parameterized
by two parameters with fixed range.

2. Schatten Norms

In this part, we briefly review the definition of Schatten norms, which will be used in the proof of bounds, and
provide some useful properties for them.

a. General Definition

Given a generic complex matrix A, its Schatten p-norm is defined as [47]

∥A∥p =

[∑
i

si(A)
p

]1/p
(B22)

with p ∈ [1,∞], where si(A) is the ith singular value of A, and the summation is over all singular values of A. Recall
that the singular values of a square matrix A are the square roots of the eigenvalues of AA†. The Schatten p-norm is
a matrix norm [47], which means it must have the following properties.

• ∥A∥p ≥ 0;

• ∥A∥p = 0 ⇔ A = 0;

• ∥αA∥p = |α| ∥A∥p for any α ∈ C;

• ∥A+B∥p ≤ ∥A∥p + ∥B∥p for any matrix B that has the same dimension as A.
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b. Schatten 1-norm for Hermitian Matrices

In particular, we will use the Schatten 1-norm for hermitian matrix A. For convenience, we define

ρ(A) = ∥A∥1 . (B23)

For Hermitian matrices, singular values are the same as the absolute values of the eigenvalues, and thus the summation
of the singular values in the norm can be replaced by the summation of the absolute values of the eigenvalues, i.e.,

ρ(A) = ∥A∥1 =
∑
i

si(A) =
∑
i

|λi| , (B24)

where λi is the ith eigenvalue of the Hermitian A.
There are two useful properties of the Schatten 1-norm ρ for Hermitian matrix A. First, given a generic set of

othonormal set of vectors uα, then we have

ρ(A) ≥
∑
α

∣∣u†αAuα∣∣ . (B25)

To see that, suppose {vi} is the complete set of orthonormal eigenvectors of A for eigenvalue λi, and we have

Ciα = v†iuα (B26)

with
∑

α |Ci,α|2 ≤ 1 where the equality holds when uα is complete. Then,

∑
α

∣∣u†αAuα∣∣ =∑
α

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

C∗
iαCiαλi

∣∣∣∣∣ =∑
α

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

|Ciα|2λi

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤∑
α

∑
i

|Ciα|2 |λi| ≤
∑
i

|λi| = ρ(A) . (B27)

Second, consider a hermitian matrix that smoothly depends on s, i.e., A(s). Suppose {vi,s} is the complete set of
orthonormal eigenvectors of of A(s) with eigenvalues labeled by λi,s, we have

ρ

(
dA(s)

ds

)
≥
∑
i

∣∣∣∣v†i,s dA(s)ds
vi,s

∣∣∣∣ =∑
i

∣∣∣∣∣d(v
†
i,sA(s)vi,s)

ds

∣∣∣∣∣ =∑
i

∣∣∣∣dλi,sds

∣∣∣∣ , (B28)

where we consider the case that λi,s is isolated in a neighborhood of s. Here we used the Feynman-Hellman theorem
v†i,s

dA(s)
ds vi,s = d

ds (v
†
i,sA(s)vi,s) which is locally valid since we can always choose a smooth gauge for vi in the neigh-

borhood of s. Note that the final inequality is completely gauge-invariant. To make contact with the Wilson loop, we
will need an exponentiated form of the inequality B28:

ρ

(
−i

d

ds

[
eiA(s)

]
e−iA(s)

)
≥
∑
i

∣∣∣∣−iv†i,s
d

ds

[
eiA(s)

]
e−iA(s)vi,s

∣∣∣∣ =∑
i

∣∣∣∣−iv†i,s
d

ds

[
eiA(s)

]
vi,se

−iλi,s

∣∣∣∣ =∑
i

∣∣∣∣dλi,sds

∣∣∣∣ (B29)

Moreover, owing to

d

ds
eX(s) =

∫ 1

0

eαX(s) dX(s)

ds
e(1−α)X(s)dα , (B30)

we have

ρ

(
−i

d

ds

[
eiA(s)

]
e−iA(s)

)
= ρ

(∫ 1

0

eiαA(s) dA(s)

ds
e−αiA(s)dα

)
≤
∫ 1

0

ρ

(
eiαA(s) dA(s)

ds
e−αiA(s)

)
dα = ρ(

dA(s)

ds
) (B31)

where we have used the triangle inequality of the Schatten norm. In sum, we have∑
i

∣∣∣∣dλi,sds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ρ

(
−i

d

ds

[
eiA(s)

]
e−iA(s)

)
≤ ρ(

dA(s)

ds
) , (B32)

for the eigenvalues λi,s of A(s), which means the exponentiated form is a tighter bound than Eq. (B28).
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𝐷0

𝜕𝐷𝑠
𝜕𝐷𝑠+𝑑𝑠

𝜕𝐷𝑠𝑓

𝐷0
𝜕𝐷𝑠 𝜕𝐷𝑠+𝑑𝑠

𝜕𝐷𝑠𝑓

(0,0) (𝑠𝑓, 0)

(0, 𝑌)(a) (b)

FIG. 3. These is two examples of the Ds with D0. In (a), D0 is the black point, and ∂Ds>0 are the black solid lines. In this
case, D0 is the starting point for W (∂Ds) for all s. In (b), Ds = [0, s] × [0, Y ]. The black dot in this case is not D0 but still
the starting point for W (∂Ds) for all s.

Immediately we have, given two Hermitian matrices A(s) and B(s) that smoothly depend on s, we have

ρ

(
−i

d

ds

[
eiA(s)eiB(s)

]
e−iB(s)e−iA(s)

)
= ρ

(
−i

[
d

ds
eiA(s)

]
e−iA(s) − ieiA(s)

[
d

ds
eiB(s)

]
e−iB(s)e−iA(s)

)
≤ ρ

(
−i

[
d

ds
eiA(s)

]
e−iA(s)

)
+ ρ

(
−ieiA(s)

[
d

ds
eiB(s)

]
e−iB(s)e−iA(s)

)
= ρ

(
−i

[
d

ds
eiA(s)

]
e−iA(s)

)
+ ρ

(
−i

[
d

ds
eiB(s)

]
e−iB(s)

)
≤ ρ

(
dA(s)

ds

)
+ ρ

(
dB(s)

ds

)
,

(B33)

where we, for the third line, use the fact that unitary transformations cannot change eigenvalues.

Appendix C: Wilson loop Lower Bound of the quantum Metric

In this appendix, we prove the WL lower bound (Eq. (12) and Eq. (14)) of the quantum metric for an isolated set
of N bands in 2D.

Consider a simply connected region that depend smoothly on a continuous parameter s ∈ [0, sf ], labeled as Ds,
with D0 having zero area. We require that Ds ⊂ Ds′ for any s ≤ s′, and require the starting point k0 of W (∂Ds)
is the same for all s ∈ [0, sf ]. (See two examples of Ds in Fig. 3.) The eigendecomposition of W (∂Ds) reads
W (∂Ds) = Vse

iΛ(s)V †
s with real diagonal continuous Λ(s) = diag(..., λi,s, ...) and unitary Vs. We choose Λ(s = 0) = 0

without loss of generality, since W (∂D0) = 1 always holds. Then, we have∫ sf

0

ds ρ
(
[−i∂sW (∂Ds)]W (∂Ds)

†) = ∫ sf

0

ds ρ
(
W (∂Ds)

† [−i∂sW (∂Ds)]
)
=∫ sf

0

ds ρ
(
∂s

[
−ieiVsΛ(s)V †

s

]
e−iVsΛ(s)V †

s

)
≥
∫ sf

0

ds
∑
i

∣∣∣∣dλi,sds

∣∣∣∣ , (C1)

where we have used Eq. (B32). We call
∫ sf
0
ds
∑

i

∣∣∣dλi,s

ds

∣∣∣ the absolute winding of the WL W (∂Ds). We emphasize
that the absolute winding does not depend on how we rank λi,s as long as they are continuous. We note that since
λi,s at most touches at measure zero points, we don’t need to consider them when deriving Eq. (C1), allowing us to
use Eq. (B32) safely.

The next step is to show the absolute WL winding bounds the quantum metric from below. To show this, we first
note that

[−i∂sW (∂Ds)]W (∂Ds)
† = −i

1

ds
[W (∂Ds+ds)−W (∂Ds)]W (∂Ds)

† = −i
1

ds

[
W (∂Ds+ds)W (∂Ds)

† − 1
]
. (C2)

As shown in Fig. 3, W (∂Ds+ds)W (∂Ds)
† is a WL along the boundary ofDs+ds−Ds. To simplifyW (∂Ds+ds)W (∂Ds)

†,
let us parametrize ∂Ds as {k(s, t)|t ∈ [0, 1]}, where k(s, 0) = k(s, 1) = k0 and k(s, t) goes through ∂Ds smoothly as
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t increases from 0 to 1. In this case, Ds+ds −Ds = {k(s′, t)|t ∈ [0, 1], s′ ∈ [s, s + ds]}. W (∂Ds+ds)W (∂Ds)
† is then

Wilson loop along the boundary of (Ds+ds −Ds), as

W (∂Ds+ds)W (∂Ds)
† =W ((s, 0) → (s+ ds, 0))W ((s+ ds, 0) → (s+ ds, 1))W ((s+ ds, 1) → (s, 1))W ((s, 1) → (s, 0)) ,

(C3)
where we have used that W ((1, s+ds) → (1, s)) =W ((0, s) → (0, s+ds)) = 1. To use the non-abelian stokes theorem
in Eq. (B21), we first note that the starting point of W (∂Ds+ds)W (∂Ds)

† is (s, 0). Define

ht,s′ =W ((s, 0) → (s′, 0))W ((s′, 0) → (s′, t)) =W ((0, 0) → (s′, 0))W ((s′, 0) → (s′, t)) , (C4)

and

F̃s′,t = hs′,tFs′,th
−1
s′,t , (C5)

where Fs′,t is given by replacing (x, y) in Eq. (B5) by (s′, t), and we have used

W ((s, 0) → (s′, 0)) =W ((0, 0) → (s′, 0)) = 1 . (C6)

Then, we have

W (∂Ds+ds)W (∂Ds)
†

= P exp

[
−i

∫ s+ds

s

ds′
∫ 1

0

dtF̃s′,t

]

= lim
L2→∞

L2−1∏
j=0

exp

[
−ids

1

L2
F̃s,j/L2

]
+O(ds2)

= 1− ids

∫ 1

0

dt F̃(s,t) +O(ds2) ,

(C7)

leading to

[−i∂sW (∂Ds)]W (∂Ds)
† = −

∫ 1

0

dt F̃(s,t) . (C8)

Substituting Eq. (C8) into the left-most term in Eq. (C1), we obtain∫ sf

0

ds ρ
(
[−i∂sW (∂Ds)]W (∂Ds)

†) = ∫ sf

0

ds ρ

(∫ 1

0

dt F̃s,t

)
≤
∫ sf

0

ds

∫ 1

0

dt ρ
(
F̃s,t

)
=

∫ sf

0

ds

∫ 1

0

dt ρ (Fs,t) ,

(C9)

where we use the fact that Fs,t and F̃s,t have the same eigenvalues.
Previously, we choose the parametrize (s, t) to make sure the region of the parameters is rectangular, allowing us

to directly use Eq. (B21). We now convert it back to the Bloch momentum, which is what we normally use. Define
Fk as Eq. (B5) with (x, y) = (kx, ky). Then,

Fs,t = det

[
∂(s, t)

∂(kx, ky)

]
Fk , (C10)

where ∂(s,t)
∂(kx,ky)

is the Jacobian matrix. Then,∫ sf

0

ds

∫ 1

0

dt ρ (Fs,t) =

∫ sf

0

ds

∫ 1

0

dt ρ

(
det

[
∂(s, t)

∂(kx, ky)

]
Fk

)
=

∫ sf

0

ds

∫ 1

0

dt

∣∣∣∣det [ ∂(s, t)

∂(kx, ky)

]∣∣∣∣ ρ (Fk)

=

∫ sf

0

ds

∫ 1

0

dt

∣∣∣∣det [ ∂(s, t)

∂(kx, ky)

]∣∣∣∣ ρ (Fk) =

∫
Dsf

d2k ρ (Fk) ,

(C11)

which means ∫ sf

0

ds ρ
(
[−i∂sW (∂Ds)]W (∂Ds)

†) ≤ ∫
Dsf

d2kρ (Fk) . (C12)
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As Eq. (A11) suggests that ρ(Fk) ≤ Tr[gk], we arrive at

1

2π

∫
Dsf

d2kTr[gk] ≥
1

2π

∫ sf

0

dsρ
(
[−i∂sW (∂Ds)]W (∂Ds)

†) ≥
∫ sf

0

ds
∑
i

∣∣∣∣dλi,sds

∣∣∣∣ . (C13)

One special yet useful case for the WL winding bound is when Ds = {k1b1/(2π)+k2b2/(2π)|k1 ∈ [0, s] , k2 ∈ [0, 2π]}.
(See Fig. 3(b) with Y = 2π.) Here b1 and b2 are two basis reciprocal lattice vectors, which means D2π = BZ is the
entire first Brillouin zone. In this case, we can define a new WL which is

Wk1
=W (k1b1/(2π) → k1b1/(2π) + b2) , (C14)

which is the WL along k2 at a fixed k1. Then, the absolute winding of W (∂Ds) in Eq. (C13) can be directly replaced
by the absolute winding of Ws, resulting in∫ sf

0

ds
∑
l

∣∣∣∣dϕl(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫
Dsf

d2kTr[gk] , (C15)

where ϕl(s) is the phase of the lth eigenvalue of Ws and is always chosen to be continuous. To prove this, we first
note that

W (∂Ds) =W (Γ → sb1/(2π))WsW
† (Γ → sb1/(2π))W (b2 → Γ) , (C16)

where Γ = (0, 0). As W (b2 → Γ) is independent of s, we have

ρ
[
−iW †(∂Ds)∂sW (∂Ds)

]
= ρ

[
−iW (Γ → sb1/(2π))W†

sW
−1 (Γ → sb1/(2π)) ∂s

{
W (Γ → sb1/(2π))WsW

−1 (Γ → sb1/(2π))
}]

≥
∫ sf

0

ds
∑
l

∣∣∣∣dϕl(s)ds

∣∣∣∣ , (C17)

where we use the fact that W (Γ → sb1/(2π))WsW
† (Γ → sb1/(2π)) has the same eigenvalues as Ws and use the

second inequality in Eq. (C13). Combined with Eq. (C13), we arrive at Eq. (C15).

Appendix D: Z2 Lower Bound of the quantum Metric

In this appendix, we derive the Z2 lower bound of the quantum metric. We will discuss two Z2 indices, one protected
by the TR symmetry and the other protected by the particle-hole (PH) symmetry, which are in fact equivalent.

1. Review of TR Z2 index from Wilson Loop

Before discussing the lower bound, let us first review how to calculate TR Z2 index from WL. Since the TR Z2

index is defined for 2D systems with spinful TR symmetry [31], we consider an isolated set of 2N bands owing to
Kramer’s degeneracy. The WL of interest is Wk1

in Eq. (C14). Because of TR symmetry, we have

Wk1
= UT

k1
2π b1

WT
k1
U∗

k1
2π b1

for k1 = 0, π , (D1)

where [Uk]mn = ⟨u−k,m| T |uk,n⟩. It means that W0 and Wπ have Kramer’s degeneracy.
As discussed in Ref. [35], we track the phase of the eigenvalues of Wk1 from k1 = 0 to k1 = π to determine Z2

index. Specifically, Wk1 has eigenvalues eiϕl(k1) with l = 1, 2, ..., 2N , and we can choose ϕl(k1) to be continuous for
k1 ∈ [0, π] which is always allowed. Without loss of generality, we fix ϕl(0) ∈ [0, 2π); furthermore, we have in general

ϕl(π) = [ϕl(π) mod 2π] + 2πMl , (D2)

where

[x mod 2π] ∈ [0, 2π) , (D3)

and Ml ∈ Z. Finally, Z2 reads

Z2 =

2N∑
l=1

Ml mod 2 . (D4)



16

0 π
-π

0

π

k1

(a)

0 π
-π

0

π

k1

(b)

0 π
-π

0

π

k1

(c)

FIG. 4. (a) A representative Wilson loop for an isolated set of two bands with Z2 = 1. (b) A representative Wilson loop for an
isolated set of two bands with Z2 = 0. (c) A representative Wilson loop given by coupling (a) to (b), which is an isolated set
of four bands with Z2 = 1.

2. Review of PH Z2 index

As discussed in Ref. [46], the PH symmetry also protects a Z2 index in a same way as the TR symmetry, which we
review in this section.

Consider the PH matrix UP(k), which satisfies UP(k)h
∗(k)U†

P(k) = −h(−k) and UP(k)U
∗
P(−k) = −1, where h(k)

is the matrix Hamiltonian. Suppose we have an isolated set of 2N bands of h(k) that preserves the PH symmetry,
and we note the corresponding eigenvectors as vn,k with n = 1, 2, 3, ..., 2N , which satisfies

UP(k)v
∗
n,k =

2N∑
m=1

vm,−k [Uk]mn (D5)

with unitary Uk. Since Eq. (D5) has the same form as the TR symmetry acting on the eigenstates, the PH-preserving
2N bands must be able to have the same Z2 topology as the TR-preserved bands, characterized by the same WL
winding as Eq. (D4).

3. Proof of the Z2 Lower Bound of the quantum Metric

We will only show the derivation for the TR Z2, since the derivation for the PH Z2 is exactly the same.
According to Eq. (C15), we can find a Z2 lower bound of the quantum metric as long as we can bound the absolute

winding of Wk1 . In the following, we will prove∑
l

∣∣∣∣∫ π

0

dk1
d

dk1
ϕl(k1)

∣∣∣∣ ≥ 2πZ2 , (D6)

where ϕl(k1) are the phases of the eigenvalues of Wk1
, which we choose to be continuous. Of course, Eq. (D6) is

trivially true for Z2 = 0. In the following, we will consider the case where Z2 = 1.
Before proving the general case, let us look at an example. As shown by Ref. [35], for an isolated set of two bands

with Z2 = 1, the two WL bands are connected as shown in Fig. 4(a). Since Z2 is a stable topology, it means that
if we couple an isolated set of two bands with Z2 = 1 to an isolated set of two bands with Z2 = 0 (Fig. 4(b)), we
obtain an isolated set of four bands with Z2 = 1. As shown in Fig. 4(c), the isolated set of four bands with Z2 = 1
still have fully connected WL bands. Therefore, this example suggests an intuitive argument that for an isolated set
of any number of bands with Z2 = 1, the WL bands are fully connected. Such argument was presented in Ref. [46].

Now we prove the connectivity for the WL bands in the case of Z2 = 1, which is essential for the proof of the Z2

bound. Since the absolute WL winding does not care about how we rank ϕl(k1), we choose

[ϕl(k1)− ϕl′(k1) + 2πn] [ϕl(k
′
1)− ϕl′(k

′
1) + 2πn] ≥ 0 for any k1, k′1 ∈ [0, π], n ∈ Z and different l and l′ (D7)

and ϕl(0) ∈ [0, 2π). In other words, we make sure ϕl(k1) and ϕl′(k1) do not cross each other for any different l and
l′ and for any 2π shifts, though ϕl(k1) and ϕl′(k1) may still have touching that is either accidental or protected by
extra symmetries for any k1 ∈ (0, π). Eq. (D7) is always allowed. Without loss of generality, we choose ϕ1(k1) ≤
ϕ2(k1) ≤ ϕ3(k1) ≤ ... ≤ ϕ2N (k1). What we want to show is that it is impossible to have a direct gap among
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ϕl(k1)’s, i.e., it is impossible to have l0 that satisfies ϕl0+1(k1) > ϕl0(k1) for all k1 ∈ [0, π]. First note that eiϕl(π)

form Kramers pairs owing to TR symmetry. In principle, given a Kramers pair eiϕl1
(π) and eiϕl2

(π) with l1 ̸= l2,
only ϕl1(π) = ϕl2(π) mod 2π is required, whereas it is allowed to have ϕl1(π) ̸= ϕl2(π). It is impossible to have
ϕl1(π) = ϕl2(π) for all Kramers pair eiϕl1

(π) and eiϕl2
(π) with l1 ̸= l2, since otherwise Ml1 = Ml2 in Eq. (D4) for all

pairs and Z2 must be zero. Therefore, we must have at least one Kramers pair eiϕl1
(π) and eiϕl2

(π) with l1 ̸= l2 such
that ϕl1(π) ̸= ϕl2(π), which we call nontrivial Kramers pair. Consider a generic nontrivial Kramers pair eiϕl1

(π) and
eiϕl2

(π) with l1 ̸= l2. We can assume l1 < l2 without loss of generality, which means ϕl2(π) = ϕl1(π)+2πn with integer
n > 0. If ϕl2(π) < ϕ2N (π), then ϕl1(k1)+2πn crosses ϕ2N (k1) since ϕl1(0)+2πn > ϕ2N (0) and ϕl1(π)+2πn < ϕ2N (π),
which contradicts Eq. (D7). Similarly, if ϕl1(π) > ϕ1(π), then ϕl2(k1)−2πn crosses ϕ1(k1) since ϕl2(0)−2πn < ϕ2N (0)
and ϕl2(π)− 2πn > ϕ0(π), which again contradicts Eq. (D7). Therefore, for any nontrivial Kramers pair eiϕl1

(π) and
eiϕl2

(π) with l1 < l2, we have ϕ2N (π) = ϕl2(π) = ϕl1(π) + 2πn = ϕ0(π) + 2πn with integer n > 0, meaning that
Ml1 +Ml2 = 2Ml1 + n and n is the same for different nontrivial Kramers pair.

In other words, suppose we have x nontrivial Kramers pair, the Z2 index is just xn mod 2, according to Eq. (D4).
We then know that we can only have x being odd, since an even x will make Z2 = 0. Now suppose there is a gap
between ϕl0 and ϕl0+1. l0 cannot be odd, since odd l0 will make ϕl0+1(k1) and ϕl0(k1) touching at k1 = 0. However,
l0 cannot be even either. Because for each nontrivial Kramers pairs eiϕl1

(π) and eiϕl2
(π) with l1 < l2, we must have

l1 ≤ l0 and l2 ≥ l0 + 1, which means (l0 − x) WL bands with l ≤ l0 must all form trivial Kramers pairs to realize the
gap and thus (l0 − x) is even. However, if l0 is even, then (l0 − x) must be odd, leading to contradiction. Therefore,
l0 cannot be even either, which means l0 does not exist, i.e., it is impossible to have a direct gap among ϕl(k1)’s

The connectivity (i.e., the absence of direct gap) and the no-crossing condition (Eq. (D7)) tell us that ϕl(0) =
ϕl+1(0) for odd l and ϕl(π) = ϕl+1(π) for even l. Thus,

∑
l

∣∣∣∣∫ π

0

dk1
d

dk1
ϕl(k1)

∣∣∣∣ ≥
 ∑
l=1,3,5,...,2N−1

ϕl(0)− ϕl(π)

+

 ∑
l=2,4,6,...,2N

ϕl(π)− ϕl(0)


=

∑
l=1,3,5,...,2N−1

[ϕl(0)− ϕl+1(0)] +
∑

l=2,4,6,...,2N−2

[ϕl(π)− ϕl+1(π)] + ϕ2N (π)− ϕ1(π) = ϕ2N (π)− ϕ1(π) = 2πn ≥ 2π.

(D8)

Eq. (D6) is proven for Z2 = 1.
Combining Eq. (D6) with Eq. (C15), we arrive at

2πZ2 ≤
∫

half BZ
d2kTr[gk] . (D9)

Combined with the fact that Tr[gk] = Tr[g−k] owing to TR symmetry, we obtain

1

2π

∫
BZ
d2kTr[g] ≥ 2Z2 . (D10)

We note that the PH Z2 index provides the same bound as Eq. (D10).

Appendix E: Physical Consequences of the TR Z2 Bound

In this section, we will discuss three physical consequences, superfluid weight, optical conductivity and band gap,
that can be bounded by the Z2 bound in Eq. (D10). We always choose

ℏ = e = 1 (E1)

with electron having charge −e.

1. TR Z2 Lower Bound for Superfluid Weight

We first discuss the mean-field superfluid weight in flat bands with a nontrivial Z2 index, which we show is bounded
below according to the inequality proved in the Main Text. The derivation that relates superfluid weight to quantum
geometry has been worked out in Ref. [12–21] and is included here for completeness. The new result here is the new
bound of superfuild weight due to the Z2 index.
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We consider a normal-phase 2D single-particle Hamiltonian H0 that can realize a exactly-flat doubly degenerate Z2

band at energy E0. Such a Hamiltonian is allowed in the continuous Hamitlonian (such as moiré Hamiltonians) but
may have long-range hoppings in a tight-binding formalism. In general, H0 reads

H0 =
∑
k,i,j

c†k,i [h0(k)]ij ck,j , (E2)

Suppose when the Z2 band is partially filled, we will have superconductivity with order parameter

H∆ =
1

2
∆
∑
k

c†kUT

(
c†−k

)T
+ h.c. , (E3)

where

c†k = (. . . , c†k,i, . . . ) , (E4)

and UT is the matrix representation of the TR symmetry, i.e.,

T c†kT
−1 = c†−kUT , (E5)

where UT is a unitary matrix that satisfies

UT U
∗
T = −1 ⇒ UT = −UT

T . (E6)

Then, the mean-field Hamiltonian reads

HMF =
∑
k

c†k [h0(k)− µ] ck +
1

2
∆
∑
k

c†kUT

(
c†−k

)T
+

1

2
∆∗
∑
k

cT−kU
†
T ck . (E7)

For examples of microscopic Hamiltonians where the above mean-field description of uniform pairing described by a
single number ∆ is accurate, we refer to reader to [54, 55].

We now focus on the superfluid weight [48]. For that purpose, we will add thread flux in the mean-field Hamiltonian,
and obtain

HMF (A) =
∑
k

c†k [h0(k +A)− µ] ck +
1

2
∆
∑
k

c†kUT

(
c†−k

)T
+

1

2
∆∗
∑
k

cT−kU
†
T ck . (E8)

Let us consider the case that the flat Z2 band is well isolated, and thus we can project the mean-field Hamiltonian
to that specific band. To do so, we use Un,k to label the eigenvectors for the flat Z2 band (n = 1, 2). The creation
operator for the Z2 band reads

ψ†
n,k,A = c†kUn,k+A , (E9)

and thus the projected mean-field Hamiltonian reads

HMF (A) =
∑
k

ψ†
k,A [E0 − µ]ψk,A +

1

2

∑
k

ψ†
k,A∆k,A

(
ψ†
−k,A

)T
+

1

2

∑
k

ψT
−k,A∆†

k,Aψk,A

=
1

2

∑
k

(
ψ†
k,A ψT

−k,A

)
hBdG(k,A)

(
ψk,A(
ψ†
−k,A

)T) . (E10)

where ψ†
k,A = (ψ†

1,k,A, ψ
†
2,k,A),

∆k,A = ∆U†
k+AUT U

∗
−k+A , (E11)

hBdG(k,A) =

(
[E0 − µ]σ0 ∆k,A

∆†
k,A − [E0 − µ]σ0

)
, (E12)

and

Uk =
(
U1,k U2,k

)
. (E13)
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The order parameter in Eq. (E11) naturally obeys the requirement from the fermion statistics:

∆T
k,A = ∆U†

−k+AU
T
T U

∗
k+A = ∆−k,A . (E14)

The TR symmetry provides

UT U
∗
k = U−kDT (k) (E15)

with unitary DT (k) satisfying

DT (−k)D∗
T (k) = −1 . (E16)

As a result, we have

∆k,A = ∆U†
k+AUT U

∗
−k+A = ∆U†

k+AUk−ADT (−k +A) (E17)

The superfluid weight is derived from the free energy, which reads

Ω(A) =
∑
k

1

2
Tr[(E0 − µ)σ0]−

1

β

Ek,n(A)>0∑
n

log (2 cosh(βEk,n(A)/2))


=
∑
k

(E0 − µ)− 1

β

Ek,n(A)>0∑
n

log (2 cosh(βEk,n(A)/2))

 ,

(E18)

where Ek,n(A) is the eigenvalue of hBdG(k,A). To derive the analytical expression for Ek,n(A), let us consider
h2BdG(k,A), which reads

h2BdG(k,A) = [E0 − µ]
2
+

(
∆k,A∆†

k,A

∆†
k,A∆k,A

)
. (E19)

The TR symmetry provides

∆k,A∆†
k,A = |∆|2 U†

k+AUk−ADT (−k +A)D†
T (−k +A)U†

k−AUk+A

= |∆|2 U†
k+AUk−AU

†
k−AUk+A .

(E20)

Combining the TR symmetry with Eq. (E14), we arrive at

D†
T (−k −A)∆k,A∆†

k,ADT (−k −A)

= |∆|2D†
T (−k −A)U†

k+AUk−AU
†
k−AUk+ADT (−k −A)

= |∆|2 UT
−k−AU

†
T UT U

∗
−k+AU

T
−k+AU

†
T UT U

∗
−k−A

= |∆|2 UT
−k−AU

∗
−k+AU

T
−k+AU

∗
−k−A

= D∗
T (k +A)

[
∆†

−k,A∆−k,A

]T
DT

T (k +A)

= D∗
T (k +A)∆†

k,A∆k,AD
T
T (k +A) ,

(E21)

Therefore, the eigenvalues of ∆k,A∆†
k,A are equal to those of ∆†

k,A∆k,A, which we labeled as λ0,k,A and λ1,k,A.
Furthermore, based on the TR symmetry, we have

∆†
k,A∆k,A = |∆|2D†

T (−k +A)U†
k−AUk+AU

†
k+AUk−ADT (−k +A)

= D†
T (−k +A)∆k,−A∆†

k,−ADT (−k +A) ,
(E22)

which means we can always choose (and we will choose) λα,k,A = λα,k,−A for α = 0, 1. The eigenvalues of hBdG(k,A)
are just

Es,α(k) = (−1)s
√
(E0 − µ)2 + λα,k,A (E23)
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for s = 0, 1 and α = 0, 1. Clearly, the positive E+,α(k) are non-negative, which gives

Ω(A) =
∑
k

(
(E0 − µ)− 1

β

∑
α

log

(
2 cosh(

β

2

√
(E0 − µ)2 + λα,k,A)

))
. (E24)

The superfluid weight just reads

[Ds(T )]ij =
1

V
∂2Ω(A)

∂Ai∂Aj

∣∣∣∣
A→0

, (E25)

where V is the sample volume. In a fully self-consistent treatment, the partial derivatives must be replaced with total
derivatives. Nevertheless, it was shown in [49] that TR symmetry guarantees the same result holds as long as gk is
the minimal quantum metric.

We are particularly interested in the zero-temperature case, where the free energy becomes

Ω0(A) =
∑
k

(
(E0 − µ)− 1

2

∑
α

√
(E0 − µ)2 + λα,k,A

)
. (E26)

As a result, the zero-temperature superfluid weight reads

V [DSW (0)]ij =
∂2

∂Ai∂Aj

∑
k

(
(E0 − µ)− 1

2

∑
α

√
(E0 − µ)2 + λα,k,A

)∣∣∣∣∣
A→0

= −1

2

∑
k

∑
α

∂2

∂Ai∂Aj

√
(E0 − µ)2 + λα,k,A

∣∣∣∣
A→0

= −1

2

∑
k

∑
α

∂

∂Ai

1

2
√
(E0 − µ)2 + λα,k,A

∂

∂Aj
λα,k,A

∣∣∣∣∣
A→0

= −1

2

∑
k

∑
α

[
− 1

4[(E0 − µ)2 + λα,k,A]3/2
∂λα,k,A
∂Ai

∂λα,k,A
∂Aj

+
1

2
√

(E0 − µ)2 + λα,k,A

∂2

∂Ai∂Aj
λα,k,A

]
A→0

.

(E27)

From Eq. (E20), we know

V∆k,0∆
†
k,0 = |∆|2 σ0 , (E28)

which means

λ0,k,0 = λ1,k,0 = |∆|2 . (E29)

Therefore, the zero-temperature superfluid weight becomes

V [DSW (0)]ij = −1

2

∑
k

∑
α

− 1

4[(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2]3/2
∂λα,k,A
∂Ai

∂λα,k,A
∂Aj

+
1

2

√
(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2

∂2

∂Ai∂Aj
λα,k,A


A→0

= −1

2

∑
k

∑
α

− 1

4[(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2]3/2
∂λα,k,A
∂Ai

∂λα,k,A
∂Aj

+
1

2

√
(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2

∂2

∂Ai∂Aj
λα,k,A


A→0

.

(E30)

Since λα,k,A = λα,k,−A, we have

∂λα,k,A
∂Ai

∣∣∣∣
A→0

= 0 . (E31)
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Then,

V [DSW (0)]ij = − 1

4

√
(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2

∑
k

∑
α

[
∂2

∂Ai∂Aj
λα,k,A

]
A→0

= − 1

4

√
(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2

∑
k

[
∂2

∂Ai∂Aj
Tr[∆k,A∆†

k,A]

]
A→0

= − |∆|2

4

√
(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2

∑
k

[
∂2

∂Ai∂Aj
Tr[Pk−APk+A]

]
A→0

= − |∆|2

4

√
(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2

∑
k

[
∂2

∂Ai∂Aj
Tr[Pk−APk+A]

]
A→0

= − |∆|2

4

√
(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2

∑
k

{
Tr[∂ki

∂kj
PkPk]− Tr[∂ki

Pk∂kj
Pk]− Tr[∂kj

Pk∂ki
Pk] + Tr[Pk∂ki

∂kj
Pk]
}

=
|∆|2√

(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2
∑
k

Tr[∂kiPk∂kjPk] =
2 |∆|2√

(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2
∑
k

[gk]ij

(E32)

where

Pk = UkU
†
k , (E33)

the second last equality uses

Tr[∂ki
∂kj

PkPk] = ∂ki

(
Tr[∂kj

PkPk]
)
− Tr[∂kj

Pk∂ki
Pk] = −Tr[∂kj

Pk∂ki
Pk] (E34)

which comes from

Tr[∂kj
PkPk] =

1

2

(
Tr[∂kj

PkPk] + Tr[Pk∂kj
Pk]
)
=

1

2
∂kj

Tr[PkPk] = 0 , (E35)

and

[gk]ij =
1

2
Tr[∂kiPk∂kjPk] . (E36)

From the expression of Eq. (E26), we can obtain the zero-temperature average value of the electron number, which
reads

⟨Ne⟩ = −∂iΩ0(0) = −∂i
∑
k

(
(E0 − µ)− 1

2

∑
α

√
(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2

)
= N

(
1− E0 − i√

(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2

)
, (E37)

which means the filled portion of the normal-state bands is

f = ⟨Ne⟩ /(2N) =
1

2

[
1− E0 − i√

(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2

]
. (E38)

As

f(1− f) =
1

4
− (

1

2
− f)2 =

1

4
− 1

4

(E0 − µ)2

(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2
=

1

4

|∆|2

(E0 − µ)2 + |∆|2
, (E39)

we arrive at

[DSW (0)]ij = 4|∆|
√
f(1− f)

∫
d2k

(2π)2
[gk]ij (E40)

Thus, at the mean-field level, the zero-temperature superfluid weight is bounded from below by the Z2 index, i.e.

Tr[Ds(0)] = 4|∆|
√
f(1− f)

∫
d2k

(2π)2
Tr[gk] ≥

4|∆|
π

√
f(1− f)

Z2

π
. (E41)
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2. Z2 Bounds for Optical Conductivity and Band Gap

In this part, we discuss how the Z2 bound affects the optical conductivity. We will consider a 2D non-interacting
band insulator with TR symmetry. The optical conductivity tensor reads [5, 50]

σij(ω + i0+) = −i

∫
d2k

(2π)2

∑
m,n

(εn,k − εm,k)[Ak,i]nm[Ak,j ]mn

ω + εn,k − εm,k + i0+
(fn − fm) , (E42)

where 0+ is an infinitesimal positive real number, εn,k is the nth energy band,

fn = θ(ϵn(k − µ)) (E43)

with i the chemical potential in the band gap, and

[Ak,i]nm = i ⟨un,k| ∂ki |um,k⟩ (E44)

with |un,k⟩ the periodic part of the Bloch state. It is known that [5]∫ ∞

0

dω
Re[σii(ω + i0+)]

ω
=

1

4π

∫
d2k gii(k) , (E45)

where gij(k) is the quantum metric for the occupied band, and we have use the insulating property of the sys-
tem. Combined with our Z2 bound for quantum geometry (Eq. (D10)), we have a Z2 lower bound for the optical
conductivity: ∫ ∞

0

dω

ω

∑
i

Re[σii(ω + i0+)] =
1

4π

∫
d2k Tr[g(k)] ≥ Z2 . (E46)

In general, the non-interacting Hamiltonian for solids have the following form

H =

∫
ddr

∑
s,s′

c†r,s

[
−∇2

2m
δss′ − i∇ · Yss′(r)− iYss′(r) · ∇+ V (r)δss′

]
cr,s′ , (E47)

where r is the position, s is the spin, and {
c†r,s, cr′,s′

}
= δ(r − r′)δss′ . (E48)

Yss′ accounts for spin-orbit coupling. The form of the Hamiltonian implies a sum rule for the optical conductivity,
which reads [50, 52] ∫ ∞

0

dωRe[σii(−ω + i0+)] =
nπ

2m
, (E49)

where n is the electron density. Combined with∫ ∞

0

dω

ω

∑
i

Re[σii(ω + i0+)] ≤ 1

Eg

∫ ∞

0

dω
∑
i

Re[σii(ω + i0+)] (E50)

with Eg the direct band gap, we arrive at a Z2 upper bound for the gap

Eg ≤
∫∞
0
dω
∑

i Re[σii(ω + i0+)]∫∞
0

dω
ω

∑
i Re[σii(ω + i0+)]

=
nπ

m

1
1
4π

∫
d2k Tr[g(k)]

≤ nπ

mZ2
. (E51)

We note that the relation between the gap and the quantum metric was derived in Ref. [51, 52].
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