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In a minimal 2-band model with attractive interactions between fermions, we calculate the gap to
single and two-particle excitations, the band-dependent spectral functions, the superfluid density and
compressibility using quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) methods. We find Fermi and Bose insulating
phases with signatures of incipient pairing evident in the single-particle spectral functions, and a
superconducting state with three different spectral functions: (i) both bands show “BCS" behavior in
which the minimum gap locus occurs on a closed contour on the underlying Fermi surface; (ii) both
bands show “BEC" behavior in which the minimum gap occurs at a point; and (iii) band selective
spectral characteristics, in which one band shows “BCS" while the other shows “BEC" behavior. At
large interactions, we find a Mott phase of rung bosons in which the filling is one boson for every
two sites, half the typical density constraint for Mott insulators.

In many materials, superconductivity is seen to
emerge directly from a gapped insulating state by tun-
ing a parameter like magnetic field, disorder strength [1]
or doping [2]. This raises the question of how supercon-
ductivity can be born from an insulating state that has
no Fermi surface [3–8]? This question forces us to look
beyond the standard paradigm of Bardeen, Cooper and
Schrieffer (BCS), in which superconductivity arises as a
Fermi surface instability in a metal in the presence of ef-
fective attractive interactions. In the BCS regime, a gap
opens up in the single particle density of states, though
there is no gap for inserting pairs into the condensate.
Further, the momentum resolved single particle spec-
tral function shows that the locus of the minimum gap
in momentum space is a closed contour along the un-
derlying Fermi surface. How are these features changed
as the insulator is approached?

We investigate this question in a simple disorder free
two-band model with attractive interactions between
fermions. The constraints on the model are that it must
describe a band insulator and a metal to begin, in which
superconductivity is the only symmetry-breaking phase
encountered as interactions are turned on. Schemati-
cally our results are illustrated in Fig. 1.

We consider a lattice with two orbitals per site with
two fermions occupying the lower orbital. As tunnel-
ing between the sites is introduced the orbitals broaden
into bands forming the Fermi band insulator. With in-
creasing tunneling, the bands overlap and the insulator
transitions to a metal.

In the presence of attractive interactions, a two-
particle bound state and a two-hole bound state form
within the insulating band gap. Typically, the energy
to create two excitations Eg2 costs twice the energy of
creating a single excitation Eg1, however, in the pres-
ence of attractive interactions there is a reduction due
to the binding energy. With increasing tunneling, there
is a crossover to a Bose Insulator defined by Eg2 < Eg1
– a regime where it is cheaper to create pairs rather
than single particle excitations. The critical hopping

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 1. Insulator to superconductor transition (SIT) in a
two-band model: Atomic insulator with 2 orbitals per site
separated by an energy ε0 [panel (a)] evolve into two non-
overlapping bands upon including tunneling t << ε0 forming
a Fermi band insulator [panel (b)]. Upon including local
attractive interactions U , the evolution of the energy scales
as a function of t/ε0 at half filling is schematically illustrated
in panel (c): The energy to add a single fermion Eg1 remains
finite, the energy to add two fermions Eg2 starts out at twice
Eg1 for t = 0, but decreases and becomes smaller than Eg1

with increasing tunneling, crossing over from the Fermi band
insulator to a Bose insulator (BI). The vanishing of Eg2 from
the BI side indicates a SIT from the BI into a superconductor
SC. In the SC, the superfluid density Ds, which is an energy
scale in 2D, is finite and vanishes at the transition. Within
the SC phase there is a crossover from the BEC regime where
the locus of the minimum fermionic gap is a point to the
BCS regime where the minimum gap locus is a contour in
the Brillouin zone.

strength where Eg2 = 0 marks the transition from the
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Bose insulator to a superconductor (SC) in which the
superfluid stiffness Ds starts to build up from zero at
the transition.

In this paper we identify a precise criterion to delin-
eate the two regimes, BCS and BEC, even though it is
a crossover with no change in symmetry. We show that
there is a change in topology of the minimum-gap lo-
cus [9], which is readily observed in angle-resolved pho-
toemission spectroscopy (ARPES) experiments. In the
region close to the insulator-SC transition, the SC is
in a BEC state with a minimum gap locus at k = 0
implying that all the states in the Fermi volume have
been affected by pairing. With increasing tunneling, the
system crosses over to a BCS regime with a change in
topology of the minimum gap locus that now lies along
a closed contour at ~kF .

One of our remarkable observations is that of a band
selective BEC-BCS crossover: we find an intermedi-
ate regime where the minimum gap locus becomes a
finite momentum contour for the upper band, signaling
a crossover from BEC to BCS regime, while it remains
point-like on the other band. Generically in a two-band
non-bipartite system, the crossover does not occur on
both bands simultaneously: there is an intermediate
regime where the band with higher (non-interacting)
density of states at the gap edge is in the BCS regime,
while the other can still be in the BEC regime. With
further increase of tunneling, both bands evolve to have
a minimum gap contour at finite momenta. A second
important observation is that in the Bose insulator close
to the SIT, the single particle spectral functions are
indistinguishable from those in the BEC-SC showing
clear evidence of particle-hole mixing. These results are
corroborated by detailed quantum Monte Carlo (QMC)
simulations and analytical insights.

I. MODEL AND OUTLINE OF MAIN RESULTS

On a bipartite lattice at half-filling, the attractive
Hubbard model has SU(2) symmetry that results in a
degeneracy between the superconducting ground state
and the checkerboard charge density wave [11]. As a
result, Tc = 0. We therefore investigate the attractive
Hubbard model on a non-bipartite lattice – a triangu-
lar lattice bilayer that provides the minimal two bands
needed to describe a band insulator (Fig. 2). This is
described by the Hamiltonian H = HKE +HU defined

Figure 2. Insulator to metal transition at U = 0 and half-
filling. (a) Triangular lattice bilayer with nearest neigh-
bour in-plane hopping (t) and nearest neighbour inter-layer
hopping (t⊥). (Figure from Ref. 10.) (b,c) Density of
states (left) and band dispersion (right) at (b) Insulator for
t = 0.12t⊥; (c) Metal with electron and hole Fermi surfaces
(shown in inset in blue and red respectively) for t = 0.4t⊥.

by:

HKE = −t
∑
〈ij〉‖,σ

(
c†iσcjσ + h.c.

)
− t⊥

∑
〈ij〉⊥,σ

(
c†iσcjσ + h.c.

)
− µ

∑
iσ

niσ

HU = −|U |
∑
i

(
ni↑ −

1

2

)(
ni↓ −

1

2

)
(1)
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where c†iσ creates a fermion at site i with spin σ, which
hops to the in-plane nearest-neighbour (NN) with am-
plitude t or hops across the rung to the opposite layer
with amplitude t⊥, and niσ = c†iσciσ. The chemi-
cal potential is adjusted to maintain half-filling n =
N−1

∑
iσ〈niσ〉 = 1, where N is the number of sites.

HKE can be readily diagonalised in mo-
mentum space to obtain the dispersion εk =
−2t

(
cos(kx) + 2 cos(kx/2) cos

(√
3ky/2

))
− t⊥ cos(kz)−

µ where the two bands are labelled by kz = 0, π.
Fig. 2 (c) shows the case of small t/t⊥ in the absence
of interactions. In this regie, the system is a band
insulator with a bandgap Eg = 2t⊥− 9t. For t > 2/9t⊥
(Fig. 2 (d)), the bands overlap to form a compensated
semimetal with an electron and a hole Fermi surface
around the Γ and K points in the Brillouin zone
respectively. These Fermi surfaces are unstable to
pairing and result in a rich evolution of the spectral
function that we discuss below.

The model described above was introduced by Loh
et. al. [10] as a minimal model for studying the SIT in
the absence of competing orders. They used BCS MFT
and diagrammatics to obtain qualitative insights at
weak coupling, and also then showed numerically using
DQMC simulations at intermediate coupling strength
that the gap in the single particle spectral function re-
mained open through the SIT. When t/t⊥ = 0, exact
diagonalization of the resulting two-site problem shows
a crossover from Fermi insulator to Bose insulator at
|U | = 2t⊥ (see Fig. 3). However, contrary to MFT
which predicts a superconductor-insulator transition in
this atomic limit, the exactly computed gap to pair ex-
citations does not close as interaction is increased, in-
dicating that the atomic insulator does not become a
superconductor.

In this paper, we present exact results for the single-
particle and two-particle Green’s function in the atomic
limit where t = 0. We clearly see how the spectral func-
tion of the correlated insulator at finite |U | interpolates
between the spectral function of the band insulator and
the familiar BCS form of a superconductor. This exact
expression illuminates the smooth evolution of the spec-
tral function that we observe in our QMC simulations.

At intermediate coupling |U |/t⊥ = 4, we undertake a
detailed study of the SIT and the BCS-BEC crossover
using QMC simulations. Using the imaginary-time de-
pendence of the corresponding Green’s functions, with-
out analytic continuation, we clearly show that the
single-particle gap remains open while the two-particle
gap closes at the transition. We resolve for the first
time, a multi-band BCS-BEC crossover identified by
the classic signature in the topology of the min-gap lo-
cus. We identify a “band selective BCS-BEC" regime
in which one-band is in a BEC regime and the other
is in a BCS regime, as indicated in the phase diagram
in Fig. 3. We also identify clear signatures of a pairing

Figure 3. Phase diagram at half-filling and T = 0 for the at-
tractive Hubbard model on a triangular lattice bilayer: The
blue phase is insulating, yellow indicates a superconductor.
The crossover from Fermi Insulator to Bose Insulator is de-
fined by whether the lowest energy excitations are single
fermions (charge e) or pairs (charge 2e). The crossover from
BEC superconductor to BCS superconductor is defined by
whether the locus of minimum fermionic gap is a point or a
contour in the Brillouin zone. The brown region is in a mixed
BCS-BEC regime, where the min-gap locus is a point for one
band and a contour for the other band. At U = 0, the tran-
sition from band insulator to metal occurs at t/t⊥ = 2/9.
Exact diagonalization in the limit of decoupled rungs fixes
the crossover from Fermi to Bose insulator at |U |/t⊥ = 2 in
the t = 0 limit. In the limit of strong coupling |U |/t� 1, we
obtain an estimate of the critical t/t⊥ ≈ 0.4 from bosonic
mean-field theory.

pseudogap regime above Tc in the superconductor.
The insights gleaned from this model are quite gen-

eral. In Fig. 4 we discuss the evolution of the quasi-
particle spectrum across the phase diagram. This is
captured by the spectral function A(k, ω) which indi-
cates the probability of finding a single-particle excita-
tion with energy ω and momentum k.

Fig. 4(a) shows the spectral function of the non-
interacting band insulator with one pole per band whose
energy tracks the band dispersion εk. As we turn on in-
teractions, the spectral function for each band develops
two poles - one each at positive and negative energy, as
in Fig. 4(b). This reflects the partial occupation of the
momentum eigenstates at zero temperature in the pres-
ence of interactions. These schematic figures are sup-
ported by exact analytical expressions derived in Sec. III
for the spectral function in the atomic limit (t = 0)
as a function of interaction strength. In Fig. 4(c), we
show QMC estimates of the quasiparticle peaks and
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Figure 4. Doubling of quasiparticle poles in the incipient
superconductor. Schematic plot of the spectral function
A(k, ω) in (a) a band insulator with one pole in the spec-
tral function for each band, and in (b) a correlated insulator
where each band contributes two peaks to A(k, ω), due to
the interactions mixing band eigenstates. (c) Estimates of
quasiparticle energies and weights from QMC data in (c)
the insulating regime at t = 0.3t⊥ and (d) the BEC super-
conductor at t = 0.36t⊥. Note that there is no qualitative
change in the single-particle spectral function at the SIT.
MC data at |U | = 4t⊥, βt⊥ = 12,∆τ = 0.05 on a 12 × 12
bilayer. Here, red(blue) identifies the band kz = 0(π).

their weights for the insulator at |U | = 4t⊥. Note that
this spectral function in the insulating regime is remark-
ably qualitatively similar to the superconducting spec-
tral function in the BEC regime, shown in Fig. 4(d).
The mixing of the particle and hole spectral weights pre-
cedes the SIT. As we further increase t/t⊥, the spectral
function smoothly evolves into the familiar BCS form
with the back-bending of the quasiparticle peaks.

The multi-band BCS-BEC crossover has been stud-
ied in a variety of settings [12–18] and is discussed as a
promising route to higher Tc [17] via a deep band in a
BCS regime suppressing phase fluctuations and a shal-
low band in a crossover regime providing a high density-

of-states as suggested in Ref. 19. We provide the first
quantum Monte Carlo evidence of such a band-selective
crossover in Fig. 5.

We also study the strong-coupling limit of this model
using an effective boson Hamiltonian. Using MFT we
identify a Mott-insulator to superfluid transition at
t/t⊥ = 0.4, at half -filling.

II. DETERMINANTAL QUANTUM MONTE
CARLO

In this section, we identify the essential features of
the SIT and the BCS-BEC crossover at |U |/t⊥ = 4
and half-filling, using sign-problem free Determinantal
Quantum Monte Carlo (DQMC) simulations [20].

In DQMC, the on-site Hubbard interaction between
fermions is replaced by a coupling to an auxilliary
Hubbard-Stratonovich field, which varies in space and
imaginary time. The fermions are then integrated out
to obtain an action for the Hubbard-Stratonovich field
configurations, which are then sampled according to
the Metropolis algorithm. The problem of interact-
ing fermions in two dimensions is thus mapped onto
a (2 + 1)D problem of classical fields. This allows unbi-
ased, statistically exact, sign-problem free calculation of
observables in the interacting fermion problem on finite
sized lattices at finite temperature.

A. Single Particle Gaps

We estimate the single particle gap at different mo-
menta from the imaginary time dependence of the sin-
gle particle Green’s function G(k, τ) = 〈ckσ(τ)c†kσ(0)〉.
This is related to the spectral function A(k, ω) by

G(k, τ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
e−ωτ

1 + e−βω
A(k, ω). (2)

By fitting the Monte Carlo data for G(k, τ) as in Fig.
5(a), we estimate the quasiparticle energies and the
spectral weights in each quasiparticle pole (details in
Appendix C). The momentum resolution of this tech-
nique is discussed below, first we focus on some global
features.

We define Eg1 as the smallest gap over the Brillouin
zone in the two bands and find that this gap remains
finite across the transition (Fig. 5(b)). By tracking
the single-particle gap across the superconducting tran-
sition, we are able to conclusively rule out the pres-
ence of any intervening metallic phase where the single-
particle gap also closes. At the single particle level,
there are no low energy charge degrees of freedom in the
superconductor or the insulator. The non-monotonic
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Figure 5. Single particle and two particle gaps from Monte Carlo simulations: (a) Gap extraction from single particle
Green’s function G(k = (0, 0, π), τ). The black curve is a fit to the DQMC data in red from a 10× 10 bilayer. The slope of
logG(k, τ) (shown in inset) near τ = 0(β) gives the gap to particle (hole) excitations. See text for details. (b) Energy gaps
across the SIT. The single particle gap Eg1 remains finite, while the two-particle gap Eg2 goes soft at the transition. The
non-monotonic variation of Eg1 is explained in the text. Eg1: 10 × 10 bilayer (red), Eg2: 8 × 8 (blue) and 6 × 6 (green)
bilayers. The black curve is intended as a guide to the eye. (c,d) BCS-BEC crossover on kz = π band (upper panels) while
the kz = 0 band (lower panels) remains in a BEC regime: Single particle gaps from DQMC on the kz = π (upper) band
along the cut through the Brillouin zone shown in blue in the insets for 8× 8 (blue), 10× 10 (red), 12× 12 (green) bilayers.
DQMC data is at half-filling with |U | = 4t⊥, βt⊥ = 12,∆τ = 0.05.

dependence of Eg1 with increasing t/t⊥ can be intu-
itively understood using insights from mean-field the-
ory at small |U |/t⊥ (c.f. Fig. 2 of Ref. 10). The initial
decrease with increasing bandwidth in the insulator is
understood as a linearly decreasing band-gap. In the
BEC regime of the superconductor just past the tran-
sition, the non-interacting band-gap Eg0 and the pair-
ing order parameter ∆ add in quadrature within MFT:
Eg1 =

√
(Eg0)2 + ∆2. This explains the initial increase

of the one-particle gap after the transition. Eventually,
at large t/t⊥, the order parameter decreases as the non-
interacting density of states decreases with increasing

bandwidth.

The momentum resolution of DQMC allows us to
identify the locus of points in the Brillouin zone where
the single-particle gap is minimum. Within weak-
coupling BCS theory, this mimimum gap locus is a con-
tour that coincides with the non-interacting Fermi sur-
face, which produces the well-known coherence peak in
the density of states at the gap-edge. We identify the
crossover to a BEC regime by the criterion that the
minimum gap locus on a band shrinks to a point. The
density of states in this regime has a jump discontinuity
in two dimensions that is inherited from the jump in the
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non-interacting density of states at the band-edge in two
dimensions. This qualitative distinction between the
gap-edge singularity across the BCS-BEC crossover has
only recently been pointed out in the literature [10, 14].

In Fig. 5(c,d), we plot the single-particle gap on the
kz = π band along the Γ − K cut through the Bril-
louin zone on different lattice sizes (shown in different
colours). Near the SIT (Fig. 5(c)), the gap minimum
is at the Γ point and the superconductor is in the BEC
regime. As we increase t/t⊥, the minimum gap shifts to
a finite k and the locus of minimum single-particle gap
is indicated on the Brillouin zone in red (Fig. 5(d)).
We thus observe, for the first time in Monte Carlo sim-
ulations, a BCS-BEC crossover in a multi-band system,
resolved by the min-gap locus evolving from a point to
a contour. This qualitative change in the topology of
the minimum gap locus has recently been observed in
ARPES experiments on Fe1+ySexTe1−x [21].

The minimum gap locus on the kz = 0 band re-
mains at the K and K ′ points and does not evolve
into a contour for the parameter range shown in Fig.
5(c,d) for the lattice sizes we have considered. Intu-
ition from MFT indicates that this band-selectivity of
the crosover can be understood in terms of the low-
energy density of states of the underlying bandstruc-
ture. On non-bipartite lattices, the density of states
is different at the two band edges on either side of
the gap. For instance, Fig. 2(c) shows that in our
model, the density of states at the gap edge is smaller
in the lower band. As a result, numerically solving
the number equation for half-filling in the supercon-
ducting state,

∑
α

∫
dεNα(ε) ε−µE tanh βE

2 = 0, with
E =

√
(ε− µ)2 + ∆2 shows that the chemical poten-

tial µ is closer to the upper band. Here Nα(ε) is the
density of states in band α at energy ε; β is the inverse
temperature. If we take the limit of zero temperature
and vanishing bandgap, at a given value of pair poten-
tial and bandwidth, by keeping t,∆ fixed and reducing
t⊥, we obtain the number equation:[

Nkz=0

∫ εK,kz=0

−∞
+Nkz=π

∫ ∞
εΓ,kz=π

]
dε
ε− µ
E
≈ 0 (3)

where we have approximated the (t⊥-independent) den-
sity of states of each band by its average near the band
edge. Clearly, this equation is satisfied when the chemi-
cal potential leans toward the band with the lower den-
sity of states at the band edge. In the limit of zero
bandgap, this band therefore has an underlying Fermi
surface and is in the BCS regime, while the min-gap
locus on the other band is a point, characteristic of the
BEC regime.

In Appendix D, we explore some alternative metrics
to delineate the crossover and discuss their merits and
demerits.

B. Two particle gap

The absence of low lying fermionic modes precludes
the usual BCS understanding of superconductivity as an
instability of the Fermi surface. In absence of a Fermi
surface, it is natural to ask what precipitates this quan-
tum phase transition in the insulator. Following earlier
work on attractive Hubbard models [10, 22] and on the
disorder-driven SIT [7] we conclusively show that it is
the gap to two-particle (charge 2e) excitations that goes
soft at the SIT and leads to superconductivity.

We extract the two-particle gap from
the two-particle Green’s function P (q, τ) =

N−2
∑
i,j〈cj↓cj↑(τ)c†i↑c

†
i↓(0)〉e−iq.(ri−rj) where N

is the number of sites. The q = 0 component of
this object is the propagator for zero center-of-mass
momentum pairs

P (q = 0, τ) =
1

N2

∑
k,k′

〈c−k↓ck↑(τ)c†
k′↑c

†
−k′↓(0)〉. (4)

The energy scale of P (q = 0, τ) therefore corresponds
to the minimum energy cost of introducing a fermion
pair into the system. We extract this energy scale by
fitting the DMQC data for P (q = 0, τ); (details in Ap-
pendix C).

The smaller of the particle and hole gaps thus ex-
tracted is denoted as the two-particle gap Eg2 and is
shown in Fig. 5(b). We find that it goes soft near the
SIT.

C. Compressibility and Superfluid Density

In the discussion below, we confirm that there is a
direct transition from insulator to superconductor with
no intervening metallic phase as we increase the band-
width by tuning the ratio t/t⊥.

An insulating state is characterized by vanishing com-
pressibility κ = n−2(dn/dµ), which we estimate by
measuring the density n for different chemical poten-
tial µ and obtaining n(µ). We obtain estimates at β =
12, 10, 8, 6, 4 and extrapolate κ(n = 1, T ) to zero tem-
perature. We find (Fig. 6(b)) that the zero-temperature
compressibility is finite beyond t/t⊥ ∼ 0.3.

To establish that this compressible state is a super-
conductor, we calculate superfluid stiffness Ds from the
Kubo formula for the transverse limit of the current-
current response χ to a static vector potential

Ds = D̃ − ~2

4e2
χjxjx(qx = 0, qy =

2π

L
, ω = 0) (5)

where L is the linear size of the system, the diamagnetic
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response D̃ is

D̃ =
1

4L2

∑
kσ

∂2
kx [εknk] (6)

and the paramagnetic response is given by the current-
current correlation function χjxjx .

We measure Ds(T ) at β = 12, 10, 8, 6, 4 and estimate
(as shown in Fig. 6(a)) the superconducting transition
temperature Tc from the Nelson-Kosterlitz jump condi-
tion Ds(T

−
c ) = 2Tc/π. We find (Fig. 6(b)) that the

ground state is a superconductor beyond t/t⊥ = 0.3
where the system ceases to be an insulator. (Note that
the phase stiffness of the charge 2e bosons that en-
ters the Nelson-Kosterlitz relation differs from the en-
ergy scale related to the superfluid weight defined by
Scalapino, White and Zhang [23] by a factor of 4; see
Appendix A of Ref. 19.)

D. Pairing Pseudogap

In the superconductor, the critical energy scale at
zero temperature is the superfluid stiffness, which mea-
sures the energy cost of phase fluctuations. Away from
the weak-coupling BCS regime in 2D, it is the super-
fluid stiffness that sets the scale for the superconduct-
ing critical temperature Tc. Since the single-particle
gap remains finite through the transition while the su-
perfluid stiffness vanishes, on the superconducting side
of the transition we expect a pairing pseudogap regime
at temperatures above Tc but below the single-particle
energy scale T ∗, set by the minimum fermionic gap. In
this regime, the coherence between pairs is destroyed
by thermal phase fluctuations but single particle exci-
tations are still gapped. We emphasize that this pairing
pseudogap regime necessarily accompanies a continuous
SIT where the superfluid stiffness vanishes smoothly at
the transition.

In our model, in this regime, the fermions are paired
up into spin-0 singlets. This results in a suppression
of the spin susceptibility below the crossover scale T ∗
shown in Fig. 6(c) and a concomitant reduction of the
low energy density of single particle states even in the
normal state above Tc. Note that a necessary criterion
for the pairing pseudogap phase is that single-particle
excitations are gapped, which may not be valid [24] for
the strongly coupled iron-chalcogenide superconductor
FeSe where several works have reported a neglible pair-
ing pseudogap regime above Tc [25, 26] despite the pair-
ing gap ∆ ∼ E

F
as expected in the BCS-BEC crossover

regime.

III. EXACT DIAGONALIZATION IN THE
TWO-SITE LIMIT

In the limit of vanishing in-plane hopping (t), the
lattice decouples into a set of two-site Hubbard models
on each vertical rung. This exactly-solvable limit allows
us to address what happens to an atomic insulator as
the interaction strength is continuously increased.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. 1 in this two-site limit takes
the form,

H = −t⊥
∑
σ

(
c†1σc2σ

)
− |U |

∑
i=1,2

(ni↑ − 1/2)(ni↓ − 1/2)

(7)

where c†iσ(ciσ) creates (destroys) an electron with spin σ
on the site i = 1, 2. Analytical calculations in this limit
show [10] that the ground state undergoes a smooth
crossover from a band insulator at U = 0 to a Mott
insulator at |U | � t⊥ (We will look closely at the latter
in Sec. IV).

We calculate the single particle spectral function and
this reveals an interesting feature of the insulating state
at finite |U |. The single particle spectral function
is defined in terms of the retarded Green’s function
Aα(ω) = −ImGRα (ω)/π where α = +(−) denotes the
bonding (anti-bonding) orbital on the rung, correspond-
ing to kz = 0(π). At T = 0 (details in Appendix A),

A+(ω) =N 2
−δ(ω − (t⊥ + E0))

+N 2
+δ(ω + (−t⊥ + E0)) (8)

A−(ω) =N 2
+δ(ω − (−t⊥ + E0))

+N 2
−δ(ω + (t⊥ + E0)) (9)

where N+ = cos(π/4− θ/2), N− = sin(π/4− θ/2),
θ = tan−1(4t⊥/|U |) and E0 =

√
U2 + 16t2⊥/2. Unlike a

band insulator which has one pole on each band corre-
sponding to a particle or hole excitation, the |U | > 0 in-
sulator has a pole both at positive and negative energy.
Unlike the BCS limit of a superconductor, the positive
and negative energies are not equal. The reason for
the apparent particle-hole mixing in Eq. 9 is that both
bands (kz = 0, π) are partially occupied in the ground
state due to interband pair hopping processes at any fi-
nite U . As a result, there is finite probability of creating
a particle or a hole in each band.

The exact spectral function of the correlated insulator
computed in the atomic limit bears qualitative resem-
blance to a superconducting spectral function and rein-
forces the intuition that the single particle excitations
evolve smoothly through the SIT. Indeed, this smooth
evolution of the single particle Green’s function across
the SIT is clearly seen in the Monte Carlo results at
finite t/t⊥ in Sec. II. Beyond the SIT, the two poles
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6. (a) Estimation of Tc from the Nelson-Kosterlitz jump condition. The red curve is an extrapolation of DQMC data
(black) for Ds at different temperatures T . The dashed line represents 2T/π and its intersection with the red curve (blue
circle) is the estimated Tc. Data shown for t = 0.4t⊥,∆τ = 0.05 for a 10× 10 lattice. (b) Direct transition from insulator
to superconductor: The zero-temperature compressibility κ (blue) is non-zero in the region where the superconducting Tc

(red) is finite. The former is obtained by extrapolating finite temperature compressibility data from DQMC to T = 0 using
a simple polynomial fit. The latter is obtained by similarly fitting finite temperature superfluid stiffness from DQMC to
find where the Nelson-Kosterlitz jump condition is satisfied. (c) Suppression of spin susceptibility (black) in the pairing
pseudogap regime. Below the pair-breaking energy scale T ∗, low energy fermions are paired up into spin-0 bosons, which
results in suppression of the spin degree of freedom. This results in vanishing spin susceptibility, even as charge susceptibility
(compressiblity in blue) increases with decreasing temperature.The data shown here is for t/t⊥ = 0.6 on a 10× 10 bilayer.
All three figures correspond to half-filling and |U | = 4t⊥.

evolve to equal and opposite energies, and the quasi-
particle weights evolve smoothly to the well-known BCS
coherence factors in the BCS limit.

In the limit of vanishing in-plane hopping, we find
that the ground state for arbitrary |U |/t⊥ generically
has two fermions per rung. For a band insulator, the
gap to two-fermion excitations is twice the gap to single-
fermion excitations. In contrast, for |U | > 2t⊥, the
lowest gap to single-fermion excitations Eg1 = E0 − t⊥
exceeds the gap to pair excitations Eg2 = E0 − |U |/2 ,
beyond which point the system is defined to be a Bose
Insulator. We note that the two-particle gap Eg2 does
not close for any value of |U |/t⊥. We also find that the
single-particle spectral function on each band has two
poles, as in a superconductor, which distinguishes the
insulator from a simple band insulator.

IV. BOSONIC MFT IN THE STRONG
COUPLING LIMIT

Having established that the insulating state at small
t/t⊥ undergoes a crossover from a Fermi insulator to
a Bose insulator with increasing |U |/t⊥, we focus on
the nature of the insulator at |U | � t⊥ � t. The low
energy physics in this limit is governed by the dynam-
ics of tightly bound fermion pairs (bosons) and at the
filling of half a boson per site, one would not normally
expect a Mott insulator. However, the on-site pairs de-
localise over the vertical rungs and the ground state in
this limit does turn out to be a Mott insulator of one bo-
son per rung. The zero-temperature phase transition, in

this limit, amounts to Bose condensation of these rung-
bosons, and is qualitatively understood within a frame-
work similar to the mean-field theory of point bosons
developed by Fisher, Seshadri and others [27, 28].

In the limit of strong attractive interaction |U | �
t, t⊥, the low energy states are those in which all
fermions are paired up into on-site bosons defined by
the creation operators b†i ≡ c†i↑c

†
i↓ and the hard-core

constraint (b†i )
2 = 0. These are separated from states

with unpaired fermions on any site by a gap of order
|U |. These higher energy states are projected out by a
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation on the fermion Hamil-
tonian in (1) to obtain the effective low energy Hamil-
tonian of the on-site bosons. Upto second order in t, t⊥,

H =Hon-rung +Hinter-rung − 2µ
∑
i

n
(b)
i . (10)

Here, Hon-rung and Hinter-rung describe pair hopping
and repulsive interaction between the nearest neighbour
sites on a rung and on the same layer in adjacent rungs,
respectively, and n(b)

i = b†i bi is the boson density oper-
ator.
Hon-rung has the ground state

|+〉 ≡ 1√
2

(
b†1 + b†2

)
|0〉 (11)

at each rung with energy −J⊥ = −4t2⊥/|U | (c.f. Eq.
A2). Here ν = 1, 2 indexes the two sites on the upper
and lower layer of the rung. The other three eigenstates
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of Hon-rung at each rung are the degenerate states

|0〉,

|d〉 ≡ b†1b
†
2|0〉,

|−〉 ≡ 1√
2

(
b†1 − b

†
2

)
|0〉 (12)

with zero energy. The insulating ground state at half-
filling may be interpreted as a Mott insulator of one
symmetrically occupied boson per rung.
Hinter-rung is approximated by an on-rung coupling

to a mean field order parameter ψ = 〈b1 + b2〉/
√

2 at
each rung following Ref. [27, 28]. This gives an on-
rung mean-field Hamiltonian (details in Appendix B)
represented in the basis of states |+〉, |0〉, |d〉, |−〉 by the
matrix

HMF ≡

 −J⊥ −3Jψ −3Jψ 0
−3Jψ 0 0 0
−3Jψ 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

 (13)

where J = 4t2/|U |. In the “strongly interacting" limit
of J � J⊥, the ground state is a Mott insulator of
one symmetric boson per rung :

∏
I
|+〉

I
, where I

is a rung index, and the self-consistent value of the
order parameter ψ is zero. In the opposite limit of
J � J⊥, the Hamiltonian is identical to a three-
site tight-binding problem and has the ground state∏

I

[
1
2 |0〉I + 1√

2
|+〉

I
+ 1

2 |d〉I
]
. In this limit, the order

parameter takes its maximum value ψ = 1/
√

2

ψ =
1

4
〈+|

I
(b1 + b2) |d〉

I
+ 〈0|

I
(b1 + b2) |+〉

I
=

1√
2
.

(14)

The transition from Mott insulator to superfluid occurs
at a critical J/J⊥ = 0.16 which corresponds to t/t⊥ =
0.4 (Fig 7).

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the superconductor-
insulator transition and the BCS-BEC crossover in a
simple disorder-free model of lattice fermions. This al-
lows us to distill essential features of both phenomena
in absence of complications from competing orders.

Whenever there is a direct transition between an in-
sulator and a superconductor, the two-particle gap must
close. Thus if single-particle excitations remain gapped,
the insulator just before the transition must be a Bose
Insulator, whose low energy excitations are necessar-
ily bosonic. This very general feature of direct SIT is
demonstrated from QMC data in Fig. 5.

Figure 7. Bosonic mean field theory in the strong coupling
limit at T = 0: Fermionic degrees of freedom are gapped
out and the low energy modes are hard-core bosons, cre-
ated by b†I1(2) on the 1st (2nd) site of the I-th rung. When
t� t⊥, these bosons delocalise across the rung and at half-
filling of the lattice, we have a Mott insulator of one bo-
son per rung. With increasing in-plane hopping, these rung
bosons condense into a BEC superfluid with the uniform
order parameter ψ = 〈 1√

2
(bI1 + bI2)〉I , where subscript de-

notes an average over rungs in addition to thermal average.
The evolution of the order parameter is shown as a function
of J/J⊥ = (t/t⊥)2.

On the superconducting side, the critical energy scale
which goes soft at the transition is the superfluid stiff-
ness. Again, if single particle excitations are gapped at
the transition, the superconductor just after the tran-
sition is a BEC-type superconductor whose phase stiff-
ness Ds < Eg1 the pair-breaking energy scale. Thus,
in this regime close to the transition, it is necessarily
phase fluctuations that are the prime determinant of
the critical temperature Tc.

A natural corollary is that close to the SIT on the
superconducting side, there exists a pairing pseudo-
gap regime that exists over a range of temperature
Eg1 ∼ T ∗ > T > Tc ∼ Ds where thermal phase fluc-
tuations have destroyed superconductivity but single-
particle excitations are still gapped.

The BEC superconductor may undergo a further
crossover to a BCS type superconductor with a well-
defined minimum gap contour in momentum space. We
discuss and demonstrate several criteria that may be
used to distinguish the two regimes of the crossover,
and emphasize that these need not converge to a sin-
gle “crossover value” of the tuning parameter, beyond
which characteristic features of the limiting regime are
observed. Our results and discussions are relevant for
recent discussions of the pseudogap phase above Tc in
the iron-based superconductors where ∆ ∼ E

F
[25, 26].

The route from band insulator to BCS superconduc-
tor therefore necessarily goes through two intermediate
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crossover regimes of Bose insulator and BEC supercon-
ductor as indicated in Fig. 1. We showed in Fig. 4 how
the single-particle spectral function evolves smoothly
between these two well-understood limits. This sup-
ports the intuition that in a direct SIT, the single-
particle degrees of freedom are not important for the
transition.

Going forward, the formalism we have developed is
relevant for layered materials such as transition metal
dichalcogenides with multi-bands in which the richness
of the phases and phase transitions we have outlined

can be explored.
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Appendix A: Spectral function in the two-site limit

In this section, we derive the exact analytical ex-
pressions for the single-particle spectral function and
the two-particle Green’s function in the atomic limit
(t = 0). Exact diagonalization of the two-site Hamilto-
nian in Eq. 7 yields the ground state

|ψ0〉 =
1√
2

[
cos

θ

2

(
c†1↑c

†
1↓ + c†2↑c

†
2↓

)
+ sin

θ

2

(
c†1↑c

†
2↓ + c†2↑c

†
1↓

) ]
|0〉 (A1)

=
[
N+c

†
+↑c
†
+↓ +N−c†−↑c

†
−↓

]
|0〉 (A2)

with energy E = −E0 ≡ −
√
U2 + 16t2⊥/2 and two

fermions on a rung. Here, c±σ = (c1σ ± c2σ)/
√

2,
N+ = cos(π/4− θ/2), N− = sin(π/4− θ/2) and θ =
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tan−1(4t⊥/|U |). The single-particle excited states are

N−1
− c†+σ|ψ0〉 = c†+σc

†
−↑c
†
−,↓|0〉 (A3)

with energy E = t⊥ and

N−1
+ c†−σ|ψ0〉 = c†−σc

†
+↑c
†
+↓|0〉 (A4)

with energy E = −t⊥. The corresponding states with
one hole per rung are

N−1
+ c+σ|ψ0〉 = (−1)σc†+,−σ|0〉 (A5)

with energy E = −t⊥ and

N−1
− c−σ|ψ0〉 = (−1)σc†−,−σ|0〉 (A6)

with energy E = t⊥. The single particle Green’s func-
tion in imaginary time Gα(τ) = 〈cασ(τ)c†ασ(0)〉 for
0 < τ < β and α = ± is given in terms of the spec-
tral function Aα(ω)

Gα(τ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
e−ωτ

1 + e−βω
Aα(ω) (A7)

which in turn is defined in terms of the retarded Green’s
function as Aα(ω) = −ImGRα (ω)/π with

GRα (ω) =
∑
mn

e−βEm

Z
×

(
〈ψm|cασ|ψn〉〈ψn|c†ασ|ψm〉
ω + i0+ − (En − Em)

+
〈ψm|c†ασ|ψn〉〈ψn|cασ|ψm〉
ω + i0+ + (En − Em)

)
.

(A8)

Here, |ψm〉 are exact eigenstates of Eq. 7 with energy
Em and Z is the corresponding partition function. The
mixing of the bands in the ground state (Eq. A2) results
in some probability of exciting a particle or a hole in
either band. This leads to the two-pole form of the
spectral function in Eq. 9.

In similar fashion, we can obtain the two-particle
Green’s function Pij(τ) = 〈ci↓ci↑(τ)c†j↑c

†
j↓(0)〉 =∫∞

−∞(dω/π) ImPRij (ω)e−ωτ/(1 − e−βω). For the on-site
component, we obtain

PR11(ω) =
∑
mn

e−βEm

Z
×
( 〈ψm|c1↓c1↑|ψn〉〈ψn|c†1↑c†1↓|ψm〉

ω + i0+ − (En − Em)

−
〈ψm|c†1↑c

†
1↓|ψn〉〈ψn|c1↓c1↑|ψm〉

ω + i0+ + (En − Em)

)
.

(A9)

The inter-site component PR12 is similarly calculated
and yields an identical result because the ground state,
the two-particle excited states and the matrix elements

between them in Eq. A9 respect inversion symmetry
across the rung 1 ↔ 2. We find that at half-filling in
the limit t/t⊥ = 0,

P11(τ) = P12(τ) = P22(τ) =

1

2

cos2(θ/2)

1− e−βEg2

[
e−Eg2τ + e−Eg2(β−τ)

]
, (A10)

where Eg2 = E0 − |U |/2.

Appendix B: Bosonic Mean field derivation

In this section, we derive the bosonic mean-field
Hamiltonian in Eq. 13 from the low energy bosonic
Hamiltonian in the limit of strong coupling |U | � t, t⊥
given by (c.f. Eq. 10)

H =Hon-rung +Hinter-rung − 2µ
∑
i

n
(b)
i . (B1)

where each site i is henceforth indexed by the rung index
I and the layer index ν = 1, 2. Here

Hon-rung =− J⊥
2

∑
I

(
b†I1bI2 + h.c.

)
+ J⊥

∑
I

(
n

(b)
I1 n

(b)
I2 −

n
(b)
I1 + n

(b)
I2

2

)
(B2)

describes the on-rung pair hopping and repulsion, with
J⊥ = 4t2⊥/|U | and n

(b)
Iν = c†IνcIν , and

Hinter−rung =− J

2

∑
〈IJ〉ν=1,2

(
b†IνbJν + h.c.

)

+ J
∑

〈IJ〉ν=1,2

(
n

(b)
Iν n

(b)
Jν −

n
(b)
Iν + n

(b)
Jν

2

)
(B3)

describes the inter-rung in-plane pair hopping and NN
repulsion, with J = 4t2/|U |. It is useful to rewrite
the inter-rung hopping in terms of the operators that
commute with Hon−rung

−J
2

∑
〈IJ〉ν=1,2

(
b†IνbJν + h.c.

)
= −J

2

∑
〈IJ〉α=±

(
b†IαbJα + h.c.

)
(B4)

where bIα = (bI1 + αbI2)/
√

2. In the superfluid state,
the symmetric bosons bI+ condense into a coherent
state ψ ≡ 〈bI+〉I and NN hopping between rungs is
approximated, within mean field theory, as an on-rung
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coupling to the uniform bosonic field ψ

− J

2

∑
〈IJ〉α

(
b†IαbJα + h.c.

)
≈ −Jz

2

∑
I

[(
b†I+ + bI+

)
ψ − ψ2

]
(B5)

where z = 6 is the in-plane coordination number.
The second term in Eq. (B3) which corresponds to

in-plane NN repulsion, is approximated by a Hartree
shift in the chemical potential, which gives

J
∑
〈IJ〉ν

(
n

(b)
Iν n

(b)
Jν −

n
(b)
Iν + n

(b)
Jν

2

)

≈ J
∑
〈IJ〉ν

[(
n̄− 1

2

)(
n

(b)
Iν + n

(b)
Jν

)
− n̄2

]
(B6)

where n̄ ≡
∑
Iν〈n

(b)
Iν 〉/N . The shift in the chemical

potential is zero at half-filling and the only effect of the
in-plane NN repulsion is a constant shift in the energy
which we ignore. We thus arrive at the on-rung mean
field Hamiltonian

HMF = Hintra−3J
(
b†+ + b+

)
ψ

+ 3Jψ2 − 2µ(n
(b)
1 + n

(b)
2 ) (B7)

where Hintra = −J⊥|+〉i〈+|i encapsulates the on-rung
terms that we have treated exactly in Eq. 11,12. Ob-
serving that this Hamiltonian is clearly particle hole
symmetric, we set µ = 0 to restrict our analysis to half-
filling.

Appendix C: Analysis of single-particle and
two-particle Green’s functions

In this section, we provide details on the analysis of
the imaginary-time Green’s functions and describe how
we extract the quasiparticle energies and weights from
the MC data (without analytic continuation). We also
demonstrate how we extract the two-particle excitation
gap from the two-particle Green’s function.

The Green’s function G(k, τ) = 〈ck(τ)c†k(0)〉 (with
spin indices suppressed) is evaluated in DQMC. For 0 <
τ < β, this is related to the spectral function A(k, ω)
by

G(k, τ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω
e−ωτ

1 + e−βω
A(k, ω). (C1)

It is easy to check that the sum rule on the spectral
function

∫∞
−∞ dωA(k, ω) = 1 implies that G(k, 0+) +

G(k, β−) = 1. This allows us to understand the two lim-
its of Green’s function as G(k, 0+) = 〈ck(0+)c†k(0)〉 →

1−nk and G(k, β−)→ nk. The quasiparticle dispersion
Eα(k) is given by the positions of poles in the spectral
function A(k, ω) at T = 0 (here α is the band and/or
particle-hole label). The contribution of one quasipar-
ticle pole AQP (ω) = δ(ω −Eα) to the Green’s function
is e−Eατ/(1 + e−βEα) ≈ e−Eατ when βEα � 0 and
e−Eατ/(1 + e−βEα) ≈ eEα(β−τ) when βEα � 0. We
can thus extract particle and hole quasiparticle ener-
gies directly from the imaginary time (τ) dependence
of the Green’s function. We fit the DQMC data to
the form of G(k, τ) = u2

ke
−Epkτ + v2

ke
−Ehk (β−τ) cor-

responding to a two-pole spectral function A(k, ω) =
u2
kδ(ω − E

p
k) + v2

kδ(ω + Ehk ). This is demonstrated in
Fig. 5(a) for t/t⊥ = 0.2 (insulator), k = (0, 0, π) (up-
per band bottom) at β = 12 and half-filling. The black
curve has the form discussed above with uk, vk, E

p
k, E

h
k

as fitting parameters.
In general, the spectral function has, in addition to

the quasiparticle poles, some incoherent weight aris-
ing from scattering to other excited states A(k, ω) =
Ainc(k, ω) +

∑
α Zν(k)δ(ω−Eα(k). Restricting our ar-

guments to positive energies without loss of generality,
we note that if this incoherent weight is predominantly
at ω > Eα, then its contribution to the Green’s func-
tion dies off faster than e−Eατ . The fit then deviates
from the data only near τ → 0 and the slope of logG(τ)
at large τ gives the quasiparticle energy. The deviation
of the spectral weights u2

k + v2
k from 1 can be used to

estimate
∫∞
−∞ dωAinc(k, ω). Conversely, if there is sig-

nificant incoherent weight at ω < Eα, we expect the
Green’s function to show a systematic deviation from
the best fit to e−Eατ at τ � E−1

α . In this case, fit-
ting the large τ data then provides a rough estimate of
the gap in the single particle spectral function. In our
analysis, we find systematic deviations only at τ ≈ 0, β,
and from the fit parameters u2

k and v
2
k, we estimate that

atleast 60% of the spectral weight is always contained in
the quasiparticle poles and the rest is at higher energies.
In Fig. 8, we demonstrate the estimation of quasipar-
ticle weight from the imaginary time Green’s function
close to the SIT, for t/t⊥ = 0.3.

For extracting the two-particle gap, we fit the two
particle Green’s function in imaginary time P (q =

0, τ) = N−2
∑
k,k′ 〈c−k↓ck↑(τ)c†

k′↑c
†
−k′↓(0)〉 which is

given in terms of the retarded two-particle propagator
PR(q = 0, ω) by

P (τ) =

∫
dω

π

e−ωτ

1− e−βω
ImPR(ω) (C2)

At temperatures small compared to Ω, the lowest en-
ergy scale at which there is any structure in ImPR(ω),
the rate of decay of P (τ) at τ → 0(β) is sensitive to
the frequency scale at which the two particle spectral
function (1/π)ImPR(ω) is peaked for ω > 0(ω < 0)
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Figure 8. Representative demonstration of the estimation
of the quasiparticle weights from the imaginary time depen-
dence of the one-particle Green’s function. The difference
between the asymptotic value of the fit and the observed
value of the G(k, τ → 0, β) limits gives the intgrated in-
coherent spectral weight at negative and positive energies
respectively.

Figure 9. Representative demonstration of the estimation
of the two-particle gap from the imaginary time depen-
dence of the two-particle Green’s function P (q = 0, τ) =

N−2 ∑
k,k′〈c

†
k↑c
†
−k↓(τ)c−k↓ck↑(0)〉. We fit the data only for

τ ≈ 0, β since the data near τ = β/2 is known to be un-
reliable due to long autocorrelation times. As a result, the
energy scale obtained from the fit is the position of the peak
in the two-particle spectral function rather than the true
spectral gap. MC data at t = 0.2t⊥ on a 6× 6 bilayer.

corresponding to particle (hole) pairs.

− ∂ logP (τ)

∂τ

∣∣∣∣
τ=0+

≈
∫∞

Ω
ωImPR(ω)dω∫∞

Ω
ImPR(ω)dω

− ∂ logP (τ)

∂τ

∣∣∣∣
τ=β−

≈
∫ −Ω

−∞ ωImPR(ω)dω∫ −Ω

−∞ ImPR(ω)dω
(C3)

The reason we extract the two-particle gap from the
small τ data is that we find that the two-particle Green’s
function at large τ takes extremely long to converge in
DQMC and has a long autocorrelation time. This re-
stricts the number of independent measurements and

results in unreliable data. For small τ , the data is re-
liable with much fewer measurement sweeps, and it is
possible to take a large number of independent measure-
ments to obtain statistically exact measures of P (τ). A
natural consequence of the separation of energy scales
governing phase fluctuations and fermionic excitations
is the existence of a pairing pseudogap regime in a tem-
perature range where thermal fluctuations destroy the
superconducting order but the single-particle spectrum
remains gapped. The pairing pseudogap is ubiqitous in
strongly-correlated materials where they are mired in
complications from spatial inhomogeneity and compet-
ing orders. Here, we are able to extract clear intuition
and concrete observables in QMC simulations in this
enigmatic regime, without any of these complications.

Appendix D: Single particle spectral function

In this section, we discuss the evolution of the spec-
tral function across the SIT and the BCS-BEC crossover
(Fig. 4). We estimate the position of quasiparticle
poles in the single particle spectral function A(k, ω) and
their quasiparticle weights, using the techniques demon-
strated in Appendix C. We find that the quasiparticle
spectrum evolves smoothly from a Fermi insulator to a
BCS superconductor and looks remarkably similar for
the Bose insulator and the BEC superconductor on ei-
ther side of the SIT. We also outline a new technique to
identify the BCS-BEC crossover in the superconductor
by studying the ratio of the particle and hole spectral
weights at the band edges, and discuss its merits and
demerits.

A prominent feature of the BCS superconducting
spectral function is the doubling of the quasiparticle
poles due to particle-hole mixing, that distinguishes it
from the spectral function of a band insulator. It is
interesting to note that this doubling does not appear
abruptly at the SIT, but emerges smoothly as inter-
actions are turned on in the insulator. In presence
of interactions, the ground state has partial occupa-
tion of both bands, due to the presence of pair hop-
ping terms like −|U |c†k+↑c

†
−k+↓c−k−↓ck−↑ in the Hamil-

tonian, where +(−) indicates the kz = 0(π) band. This
leads to some probability of creating either a particle-
like (E > 0) or a hole-like (E < 0) excitation on ei-
ther band. This doubling of the quasiparticle poles is
a numerical signature of preformed pairs and incipient
superconductivity in an insulator. Although the global
U(1) symmetry is not broken, fermion number is no
longer separately conserved on each band in the pres-
ence of interactions, leading to the observed doubling
of quasiparticle poles in (Fig. 4(b)).

In the superconducting state, the particle and hole
quasiparticle weights on each band are momentum de-
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Figure 10. BEC-BCS crossover on the two bands as identified by the ratio of the quasiparticle weights. Dashed lines
represent estimates of the quasiparticle weights Zk in the quasiparticle poles, obtained by fitting G(k, τ). Solid lines
represent integrated spectral weights over positive or negative energies. The crossover is identified by the crossing of these
lines. The solid curves are guaranteed to cross at 1/2 by the sum rule

∫
dωA(k, ω) = 1. The crossover can thus be identified

from the equal-time measurement 1− nk = 〈ckc†k〉 = G(k, 0+) alone. (a) Crossover on the upper band as identified by the
quasiparticle weights at the Γ point. This roughly coincides with the crossover as identified by the topology of the min
gap locus. (b) Crossover on the lower band as identified by the quasiparticle weights at the K point. This crossover is not
observable from the topology of the min gap locus within the range of parameters available, possibly due to the discreteness
of the k-space lattice. MC data on a 6× 6 bilayer at βt⊥ = 12, |U | = 4t⊥,∆τ = 0.05.

pendent. Within BCS MFT, the momenta inside of
the Fermi surface for which the band energy εk < µ
have predominantly hole-like excitations |uk|2 < |vk|2
and vice versa. At the band extrema, the ratio of the
quasiparticle weights |u2

k|/|v2
k| crosses 1/2 at the BCS-

BEC crossover. This, then, is an independent way of
characterising the crossover from BEC to BCS physics.
Outside of MFT, this may not coincide with the point
when the min gap locus changes from point to con-
tour if there is some incoherent spectral weight. This
procedure is particularly useful on finite sized lattices,
where the granularity of the momentum space makes
the topology of the min-gap locus hard to evaluate.

Alternatively, the integrated spectral weight at posi-
tive and negative energies (1− nk and nk respectively)
can be read off from the τ → 0, β limits of the single
particle spectral function (Appendix C). This quantity
can also be used to independently identify the crossover
regime, in presence of incoherent spectral weight. This
is also useful on small lattices, and additionally requires

only the equal-time Green’s function (which is much
easier to calculate in QMC).

In Fig. 10, we demonstrate the use of these two tech-
niques in identifying the BEC-BCS crossover in this
model. We emphasize that this is independent of the
topology of the min gap locus: these methods are able
to identify crossovers on both bands, whereas the min
gap criterion does not show a change in min gap locus
topology on the lower band (kz = 0) in the parame-
ter regime explored (upto t = 2t⊥). Fig. 10 clearly
identifies three distinct regimes of the superconductor,
one in which both bands are BEC-like, an intermediate
regime where one band is BCS-like and the other is still
BEC-like, and a third in which both are BCS-like.

Another criterion for identifying the crossover is the
lowest energy scale that destroys superconductivity: the
one-particle gap in the BCS regime and the superfluid
stiffness in the BEC regime. Unlike the previous criteria
which are band selective, this is a global criterion that
takes all bands into account. In the regime of parame-
ters we have explored, the superconductor is always in
the BEC regime according to this criterion.
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