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We present a theory of superconducting pairing originating from soft critical fluctuations near

isospin-polarized states in rhombohedral trilayer graphene.

Using a symmetry-based approach,

we determine possible isospin order types and derive the effective electron-electron interactions
mediated by isospin fluctuations. Superconductivity arising due to these interactions has symmetry
and order parameter structure that depend in a unique way on the “mother” isospin order. This
model naturally leads to a superconducting phase adjacent to an isospin-ordering phase transition,
which mimics the behavior observed in experiments. The symmetry of the paired state predicted
for the isospin order type inferred in experiments matches the observations. These findings support
a scenario of superconductivity originating from electron-electron interactions.

The nature of superconductivity (SC) observed in
moiré graphene! has been a topic of intense interest in
recent years2 Initially, the resemblance between phases
diagram in moiré graphene and cuprates suggested a non-
phonon mechanism of pairing?, a scenario supported by
theoretical investigation of various types of interaction-
driven SCB2, Meanwhile, it was noted that the phonon-
mediated coupling may be strong enough to explain the
observed SCXH3 Subsequent experiments painted a
more complex picturé I8 initiating an ongoing debate.

The recently discovered superconductivity in rhombo-
hedral trilayer graphene (RTG)F')III offers clues that go a
long way towards solving this puzzle. Though the band
structures of RTG and moiré graphene are completely
distinct, SC in RTG appears at ultralow carrier densities
and relatively high temperatures2? This is so because the
density of states at low doping where SC occurs is domi-
nated by an extremely flat top of the hole band, reaching
values as high as those in moiré bands 2122 Interestingly,
the key aspects of the phase diagrams of RT'G and moiré
graphene resemble each other. In moiré graphene, the
SC domes are found amid a cascade of ordered phases™
Likewise, the phase diagram of RT'G is packed with var-
ious ordered phases® with the SC phases located along
the lines where symmetry-breaking phase transitions into
isospin-polarized states occur. E.g. one SC phase (called
SC1 inm) appears at the transition from the disordered
state with four-fold Fermi sea degeneracy to a valley-
polarized state with a two-fold degenerate Fermi sea. An-
other SC phase (SC2) is found at the transition from a
two-fold degenerate Fermi sea to a non-degenerate one.

The RTG has several appealing aspects as a plat-
form to explore the interplay between strongly corre-
lated phases and superconductivity. Moiré graphene
hosts a variety of twist-related defects, such as twist-
angle disorder?827 heterostrain® 3l and buckling3234,
that can strongly affect the bandstructure in the moiré
flatbands. In comparison, RTG is a clean system free of
this type of defects. In addition, the band dispersion and
electron wavefunctions in moiré materials are fairly cum-
bersome, whereas the RT'G enjoys a much simpler band
structuré®2 allowing for analytical modeling,.

With this motivation in mind, here we aim at devel-
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FIG. 1: Phase diagram predicted from the model of super-
conductivity in RTG mediated by critical fluctuations in the
partially isospin polarized phase (PIP). The pairing interac-
tion is strongest at the phase boundary between the PIP phase
and the unpolarized phase (N), leading to superconductivity
(SC) near the PIP phase onset.

oping a framework capable of predicting the correct su-
perconducting orders in RTG. Accounting for the fact
that all SC phases in RTG are located at the vicinity of
phase boundaries of isospin-ordered phases, we will treat
these phases as “mother states” for the corresponding SC
orders, and explore the scenario that the critical fluctu-
ations of the order parameter act as a pairing glu

Unlike the more conventional scenarios®238 our frame-
work naturally explains the intimate relation between SC
and ordered states observed in experiment. The first step
of our analysis is to consider possible orders in the mother
state. Taking the SC1 state as an illustration, and us-
ing a symmetry-based approach, we identify a symmetry-
breaking phase with the characteristics matching those
of the valley-polarized spin-unpolarized phase (labeled
PIP in Refl20) near which the SC1 phase is observed.
The electron-electron interactions that mediate pairing
arise from critical fluctuations, leading to superconduc-
tivity near the onset of the order in the partially po-
larized phase, as illustrated in Fig[l] This framework
unambiguously predicts a spin-singlet superconductivity,
which is compatible with the Pauli-limited SC observed
in experiment??. This approach allows a straightforward
generalization to describe the interplay between other ob-



served SC phases and their “mother states.”

Although the general idea of fluctuation-mediated
pairing is similar to the mechanism studied in iron
superconductors B¥ 4 there are some crucial differences.
Namely, in iron pnictides, the pairing arises mainly from
the pairing-hopping process in which a Cooper pair on
one Fermi pocket absorb the momentum of a soft mode
and hops to the other Fermi pocket?®L In comparison,
in our theory for RTG, the Cooper pairs consist of two
electrons from opposite valleys K and K’. In the pro-
cess that leads to pairing, two paired electrons exchange
valleys as K, K’ — K’, K, a process mediated by a soft
mode that carries finite momentum +2K.

We start by writing down the Hamiltonian of electrons
in RTG. Restricted by the space-group symmetry, the

electron Hamiltonian takes the following form42

H =" WiM(p)¥

M(p) = ho(p)lo1 + ho(p)1s + h3(p)los +
+h1(p) (am301 + a'7131 + @' 1303) + ha(p)loa (1)

where \I/p = (wp,KAa/l/)p,KB7d)p,K’Aawp,K’B)Ty Ti’s are
Pauli matrices in K and K’ valley basis, ¢;’s are Pauli
matrices in sublattice (layer) basis [{ = 0,1,2,3, o9 =
7o = 13]. The quantities h,’s are defined a
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Below, rather than using the realistic values?22 we set
ho = h) =d =a" =0 and m3 = co. As we will see,
this choice of parameters represents a simplest case that
allows one to reproduce a qualitatively correct phase di-
agram while keeping the analysis simple. For this choice
of parameters, the Hamiltonian becomes

H = Z ‘I’L [h1(p)

The resulting band structure is shown in Fig2] Discard-
ing h{, and h} makes our model Eq. particle-hole sym-
metric E,(p) = —Ej(p). For later convenience, we define
the absolute value of the energy in the two bands:

(p)? + D%

= Vho(p
(4)

We note that, while the realistic system is not particle-
hole symmetric, the measured RTG phase diagrams on
the electron-doped and hole-doped regimes are quali-
tatively similar — they both host cascades of ordered
states?d and superconducting phases??. We therefore
proceed with the model in Eq[3]

Next, we introduce electron-electron interactions. For
the maximal simplicity, we will only consider a local

7301 + hg(p)120'2 + D120'3] \I/p (3)

E(p) = Ep(p) = —En(p 2+ ho
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FIG. 2: Band dispersion for one valley given by the Hamil-
toman in Eq. . obtained for realistic parameter values:

= 20meV, a/a® = 10eV, B/a® = 20eV, where a denotes the
graphene monolayer carbon-carbon spacing a = = 1.4A. The
red contour marks a Fermi surface at a carrier density com-
parable to that in experiment

density-density interaction:

Hye=Vo > 0L, 10,00, 1,0, (5)
pp'q

where colons indicate normal ordering and the interac-
tion constant Vj is positive, corresponding to a repulsion.

For weakly dispersing E(p) this interaction results in
a Stoner instability towards a valley-polarized phase. As
an illustration, we consider the limit of a large transverse
field D for which the band can be viewed as consisting
of two parts: a flat bottom and a steep higher-energy
part — a toy model inspired by the bandstructure in
Figl We will denote the carrier density at which the
transition between the two parts occurs as ng, which is
a function of D. In this toy model, we consider only two
species: pseudospin up and down (1, |) and assume that
electrons only interact with electrons of the same species
through an exchange interaction V' < 0. Let 1y denote
the density of states for each species at Fermi surface, and
v1 and vy be the density of states for each species in the
flat and steep parts respectively (N7 > Ns). Consider
the energy change due to an infinitesimal polarization
ny =n+on,n, =n—on:

SE = 26n° /vy + 2V on? (6)

Instability occurs when JE < 0, a condition that gives
the Stoner criterion |V|vg > 1. Thus, so long as v; <
|V|7! < va, the instability will occur when n < ng(D).
Given that ny monotonically increases with D, the Stoner
transition threshold dependence on D is monotonic and
approximately linear, as illustrated in Fig[l]

However, since in RT'G there are two valley species
and two layer degrees of freedom, the ordering can take



irrep | Isospin-polarized state orders O
Airr 14,101,103

A;F 10‘2

Afr T302

A2_,F T3177'30'1,T30'3

AIK T10n, T20n, (n =10,1,3)
A;K T102,T202

TABLE 1. Symmetry classification of different partially
isospin-polarized and spin-unpolarized (PIP) states (see text).

a more complicated form, e.g. a valley-only or layer-only
polarization. Determining the order in the mother state
is crucial, since it is the form of the mother state that
determines the pairing interaction.

The key question is therefore to identify the orbital
channel that has the strongest Stoner instability. To ad-
dress this question, we consider the Stoner criterion for
an arbitrary orbital order <\III,O\IIP>:

v [ /d2<wmmwm o

where G(iw, p) is the electron’s Green’s function, and O
is a general complex-valued 4 x 4 matrix.

The multitude of possible ordered states calls for a
symmetry-based approach. The system is invariant un-
der the space group P3m1 which is comprised of the point
group Cjs, and translations. The three-fold rotation oper-
ator C3 leaves the Dirac spinors ¥ invariant, whereas the
mirror operator o4 swaps K and K’ valleys. Translation
generates a valley-dependent phase factor when hitting
Dirac spinors. From this we can see how Dirac particle-
hole bilinears transform under the space group. Namely,
the valley-diagonal part of the O matrix contains com-
ponents that transform under A; and A, representations
of C3,, and are invariant under lattice translations. The
valley-off-diagonal part of O matrix contains components
that transform under the symmetry group of K point
since the total momentum of an intervalley particle-hole
pair is 2K (or, equivalently —K'). This yields all possible
O;; that can be decomposed into three 1D representa-
tions Aipr, Ao and Ayg of the space group. Further
classifying them by whether they are even or odd un-
der time reversal (represented by superscripts +, —), we
find%2 a list of irreducible representations and PIP states
with different symmetries given in Table (a similar anal-
ysis can be found in Ref[24)). Guided by experiment, here
we focus on the spin-unpolarized PIP states.

To understand which of these orders win over other
orders we combine the symmetry analysis with the Stoner
criterion, Eq@ On general grounds,*? the problem of
finding the channels with the strongest Stoner instability
is equivalent to maximizing the quadratic function

FlO] = / ‘;“; (;ZWZ)JQ i Tr [07G(iw, p)OG(iw,p)] (8)

subject to the normalization constraint %’I‘rOTO =

Expanding O over the basis of Pauli matrices: O =
d;;T;0;, where d;;’s are complex valued, we write F' into
a quadratic form of d;;. Maximizing this quadratic form
is straightforward since it is diagonal in terms of d;;*2.
In this way, we identify the following two channels which
have the strongest instability:

027'10'1,7'20'1. (9)

Since the two candidate order parameters transform un-
der 1D representations of the space group, their degen-
eracy is accidental, i.e. not protected by symmetry. We
therefore conclude that the order parameter will be either
T101 or Taoq and not a superposition of the two — if one
of them is condensed, the other will be gapped out. We
therefore only need to consider these two possibilities.
Interestingly, both candidate Stoner channels corre-
spond to some valley-coherent order, which matches the
observation of the partially isospin polarized (PIP) or-
dered phase in experiment.2¥ However, which one is ulti-
mately chosen can not be determined unless we introduce
a more complicated model, which is beyond the scope
of this paper. Here we proceed by taking one of them,
O = 71101, as the order parameter of the mother state.
In the Supplement, we show that this choice does not
impact our conclusion about superconducting order.
With this, we can move on to consider the effective
e-e interaction generated due to the proximity to this
ordered mother state. Similar scenarios have been stud-
ied in other systems 32"364392 Here we employ a scalar-
electron coupling model, which is similar to the spin-
fermion model studied in literature 22425152 Namely, we
introduce a scalar ¢ to represent the order of mother
state. The field ¢ is softened and fluctuates strongly
near the Stoner instability. The Hamiltonian describing
the soft mode ¢ can be phenomenologically written as

1 2 K 2 J 2 U 4
== - = = 1
S0 + 0.0 + 102 + Slolt,  (10)

where U is always positive, J > 0 outside 7,01 phase, J <
0 inside 7101 phase. This Hamiltonian describes a soup of
soft-mode fluctuations near the Stoner transition. These
coupling between these fluctuations and electrons moving
on top of them can be written phenomenologically as

Heoy=7) bqth 4 qT101Yp + hic., (11)
rq

This expression, which respects the space group symme-
try, yields a soft-mode-mediated e-e interaction repre-
sented by the following term in system action:42

Ao, ) Zm,pp}i,ppl_ﬂw,_p, (12)

where pil = 3k VivviwktpT101 Wik, and Ui, g,

\I/w’k are fermionic fields describing Dirac electrons, and
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Q, = VEKp*+ J, wpy = VKp, wp| = VKp? —2J. Im-
portantly, the interaction V(iw,p) is of a negative sign
(an attraction), and is maximized near the phase bound-
ary. In 7701 phase, the first term arises from amplitude
fluctuation of ¢, while the second terms arises from the
phase fluctuation of ¢. Outside 701 phase, fluctuations
along two directions in complex plane contribute equally.

Below, for illustration, we will ignore the momentum
and frequency dependence of V (iw, p), and work with the
following simplified effective e-e interaction:

ee — Z V. \IIL’—s-pTlJl\Ilk/\Ijlt:prlO_l\Dk :
p,k,k’

(13)

where V is a negative constant estimated above.

It is important to note that, while the isospin-ordered
state acts as a mother state for the SC order through
providing pairing glue, the spatial symmetries of these
states are in general not directly related. This is so be-
cause SC arises outside the isospin-ordered phase — be-
fore the symmetry-breaking ordering occurs. Namely, the
soft-mode-mediated pairing interaction respects the full
symmetry of the space group. Starting from such a max-
imally symmetric Hamiltonian, the first symmetry that
breaks in SC phase is not necessarily the same as the
symmetry of the soft mode that has not condensed yet.

With this in mind, we proceed to develop a symmetry-
based analysis of SC order. Using Eq. (/13| . the linearized
pairing gap equation in an arbitrary pairing channel
(BTOW) can be written as

/ dw d?p
2 (27‘(‘)
where O = 1,0, is the isospin-polarized state found above
and O is an arbitrary complex-valued 4 x 4 matrix.
Possible SC orders, classified according their symme-
tries, are listed in Tabld[ll Our goal is to find the one
which is most unﬁtable to pairing. Due to the resem-
blance between Eq.(|14) and Eq. @ we will proceed in a
similar fashion. Flrst similar to our analysis of Eq.( .
we can convert the problem of the most unstable pairing
channel to a problem of maximizing a quadratic function

~ dwd?p 1 ~ . Py
FlO] = - / P 1 [OTOTGT(—zw,—p)OG(zw,p)O}
(15)

subject to the normalization constraint 1 TrOt0 =1.

VOTGT (—iw, —p)OG(iw,p)O = O, (14)

Next, we expand O over a Pauli matrlx basis O =
dijTi0; (z §=0,1,2,3) where d;;’s are complex numbers.
Thus, F' can be written into a quadratic form of d” The
only oﬁ diagonal terms in this quadratic form are d};d;o
and dj,d;3. This fact restricts the candidate channels to
take one of the following forms

0= Tno—laTnU%Tn(El + 7703) (16)

where § and 1 are complex numbers. Evaluating F in
the first two cases, and maximizing F' by varying &, 7 in

superconducting orders o}

irrep
spin singlet | spin triplet spatial symmetry

AT |11, o, mio - .

LI 1o, 17, 7178 no symmetries broken
Al r - T102
AT - Tol, 201, To0 .

L 25> 1291, 7293 | Leflection symmetry broken
A2 T T202 -
AT 14,101, 1o T30 . .

iy T 073 392 pair density wave
AL |31, 7301, T303 lo2

TABLE II: Superconducting order parameters classified by
symmetries®® The SC order found in Eq. belongs to the
A1+,r representation, which preserves the full space group sym-
metry. Its spin structure is unambiguously a singlet, in line
with experimental observations.

the third case, we ultimately find that the most unstable
pairing channel is

O = 7i(&1 + 1.03). (17)

The explicit form of &, and 7., which is of little relevance
for our discussion, is given in the Supplement*2.

The SC order in Eq. . corresponds to the irreducible
representation A1 T which preserves all spatial symme-
tries. The anticommutation constraint for electrons re-
stricts this pairing channel to be a spin-singlet, which
is in agreement with the Pauli-limited SC observed in
experiment in the SC1 phase.

Before closing, we comment on the unique testable
signatures of SC induced by critical fluctuations. The
pairing interaction is due to a collective mode with mo-
menta ~ 2K that softens near the isospin-polarization
instability. Electrons in different valleys interact by ex-
changing such soft excitations, generating pair hopping
of the form (K,K') —» (K, K), (K',K) = (K,K’). In
the process the momentum of each electron changes by
+2K, a value large on the scale of kr and the typical
Thomas-Fermi screening parameter. This suggests that
introducing screening by a proximal gatel™8 can serve
as a direct test of the pairing mechanism. Indeed, only
the relatively long-wavelength harmonics of Coulomb in-
teraction are screened by a gate whereas the harmonics
responsible for the ~ 2K momentum transfer remain un-
screened. Since the long-wavelength harmonics, which
are screened out, are responsible for a pair breaking ef-
fect in the Cooper channel, we expect SC to be enhanced
upon the introduction of screening. An observation of
such SC enhancement would facilitate identifying the un-
conventional pairing mechanism.

In summary, superconductivity driven by critical soft
modes of isospin-polarized states appears to be a viable
framework to understand the interplay between different
correlated states in RTG, in particular superconductiv-
ity observed near the phase boundaries of the isospin-
polarized states2%23 Qur symmetry-based approach sin-
gles out an isospin-polarized state with a K-K’' valley
coherence which plays a role of a mother state for SC.




Accounting for pairing mediated by critical fluctuations
in this state predicts the correct order in the SC1 phase,
in line with experimental observations2%23 This frame-
work is generic and will be straightforward to general-
ize to other isospin-polarized orders observed in RT'G, in
particular, the state “SC2” that occurs at an interface
between so-far-poorly-understood phases with partially
and fully polarized isospin. A SC phase originating from
an isospin-polarized phase with broken time reversal sym-
metry is expected to be a spin-triplet (and, likely, have
a p-wave orbital structure). This is consistent with the

observation of SC2 phase being resilient under magnetic
fields well in excess of the Pauli threshold fields. General-
izing this approach to describe pairing in other phases is
an interesting direction for future work. Once confirmed,
it will lend strong support to superconductivity arising
exclusively from repulsive interactions.
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I. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
A. Symmetry analysis of rhombohedral trilayer graphene (RTG) with a transverse field

In this section, we will derive the form of a single-particle Hamiltonian of RTG in a transverse field and discuss its
symmetry properties. The symmetry of RT'G in the absence of transverse field is P3m124 Turning on a transverse
field breaks the C rotation symmetry that swaps the A and B sites in the top and bottom layers. At the same time
the mirror symmetries o4 with the mirror planes along the directions of AB bonds remain unbroken. As a result,
the space group is lowered to P3m1. Then the little group for I' point becomes Cj,; the little group for +K points
becomes C3. The character tables of ('3, and C3 are listed below

(Cs[1]2C5304| | Cs]1]Cs]CF]
A1) 1 1 Alll1|1
A2 1 1 -1 E1 1| w w*
E |2-110 Eolllw*| w

TABLE III: Character tables for point groups C3, and Cs, where w = f% + ?i, w* = f% - @z

H irrep‘ Dirac bilinears ‘ function of p
AIFF 14,101,103 1,p?
Arr loy |p|” sin 3¢, = 3pip2 — p3
A;’F T3072 —
Aj ¢ 731, T301,T303 Ip|® cos 3¢, = p§ — 3p1p3
AiK Ti0n, T20n, (n =0,1,3) —
ALk T102, T202 -

TABLE IV: The Dirac bilinears and functions of momentum p classified according to the irreducible representations of the
space group P3ml.

Below, we determine the form of the single-particle Hamiltonian allowed by symmetry. The Hamiltonian is a bilinear
quantity in Dirac spinors ¥p, = (Vpak, YpBK, Ypak’, Vpsk’)T, defined so that the momentum p for valley K and K’
components is measured relative to the corresponding points, K or K’. The Hamiltonian in general takes the form of
a 4 x 4 matrix sandwiched between spinors ¥, and \I/;f):

H=> WiM(p)¥p, M(p)=hi;(p)ric;, i,j=0,1,2,3. (18)
P

As always, the repeated indices are summed over; the quantities 7;’s are the Pauli matrices in valley basis (K/K’),
o;’s are the Pauli matrices in sublattice basis (A/B). By g9 = 7o = 1 we denote the 2 x 2 identity matrix.

As in the main text, for conciseness, the spin indices will be suppressed. Hiding spin indices accounts for the fact
that our single-particle Hamiltonian is spin-independent and the interactions depend on density but not on spin.
The Stoner instability discussed below will involve polarization of valley degrees of freedom and no spin polarization.
Likewise, the superconducting orders of interest will have a simple (singlet) spin structure, which justifies using a
short-hand notation in which spin indices are suppress, as in Eq..

For reader’s sake, we comment on how the above expressions would change if the spin indices were included explicitly.
The Hamiltonian and spinors would then take the following form

H = Z \IILSM(]D)(SSS/\IIP’S/, \Ilps = (prKsa wp,Bst prK’sa ¢pBK’s)T7 S, s’ :Tv \La (19)

p,s,s’



where the Kronecker d,4 indicates the conservation of spin and the degeneracy of two spin species. This spin structure
reflects negligible spin-orbit coupling in graphene-based systems. Therefore, throughout this paper, the short-hand
form of Hamiltonian given in Eq. where all spin indices are suppressed will be sufficient for our needs.

The tensors 7;0; appearing in the Hamiltonian, Eq., transform under different irreducible representations of
the space group. To determine how these quantities transform, we consider how the elements of the space group act
on Dirac spinors. The three-fold rotation operator C3 leaves the states at points K and K’ invariant, whereas the
mirror operator o4 swaps the states at points K and K’ without causing any other changes. Translation generates a
valley-dependent phase factor when hitting Dirac spinors. Next, we analyze how Dirac particle-hole bilinear quantities
transform under the space group. Namely, the valley-diagonal terms transform under either A; or As representations
of C3,, and are invariant under lattice translations. The valley-off-diagonal Dirac particle-hole bilinear quantities
transform under the symmetry group of K point since the total momentum of an intervalley particle-hole pair is 2K
(or, equivalently, —K). In this way, we find all possible Dirac particle-hole bilinears can be decomposed into three 1D
representations A;r , Ao and Ak of the space group. Further classifying them by whether they are even or odd
under time reversal (represented by superscripts 4, —), we obtain the second column in Table

Next, we determine the symmetry of p-dependent functions up to cubic form. Basically, p-odd and p-even terms
are even and odd under time reversal. Meanwhile, the cubic term proportional to cos 3¢, (where ¢, is defined as the
angle between p and K vector) picks up a minus sign under the reflection o4 which maps ¢, — 7 — ¢,, so it belongs
to A5 representation. In comparison, the cubic term proportional to sin3¢, is invariant under o4, so it belongs to
Ajr representation. The results are summarized in the third column of Table

As the Hamiltonian must be invariant under space group, the momentum dependence of each term in Hamiltonian
has to transform in the same way as the Dirac particle-hole bilinear quantities. Therefore, we construct the symmetry-
allowed terms by matching the second and third rows in Tabld[V] yielding the following form of the single-particle
Hamiltonian:

H =Y wiMp)¥, (20)
P
M(p) = hg(p)101 + hg(p)l;l —+ hg(p)10'3 —+ hl(p) (OéTgO'l —+ 01/7'31 —+ OLN7'30'3) —+ hg(p)l()’g

where
P’ , , | D
ho(p)=A0+%7 ho(p):A0+2m/, (21)
hi(p) = (p} — 3p1p3) , (22)
ha(p) = B (3pip2 — p3) (23)
2
hs(p) = D + 2%3. (24)

These are the expressions used in the main text.

B. Particle-particle and particle-hole susceptibilities

In this section, we derive the form of susceptibilities used in the analysis of instabilities in the particle-hole and
particle-particle channels. We start with the Hamiltonian introduced in main text:

H = Ul [h(p)r301 + ha(p)laca + Dlaos] Up. (25)
P

which gives the electron’s Green’s function:
G(iw,p) = [iw + p1 — (h1(p)m301 + ha(p) 1202 + Dlaos)] ™! (26)

On the left hand side of Stoner criterion Eq. , the integral of two green’s functions sandwiching O has the
meaning of a particle-hole susceptibility. To solve the Stoner criterion, we have to first evaluate the particle-hole
susceptibility. Below, we calculate this quantity in matrix form:

2p d
/ P 2 Gliw, p) ® G(iw, p)

(2m)2 27
. / d2p diw (iw + M)214 ® 14+ h%TgO’l ® 13071 + h§120'2 ® looo + D2120'3 ® loog + (iw + /.L)D(14 ®log+ log ® 14)
) @m)?2r (—(iw + p)? + E2)°

= [—a014 ® 14+ a17301 ® 1301 + asloos ® 1oos + azlaoz ® 120’3} . (27)



Here the O(D) term in the second line vanishes because the quantity under the integral is a full derivative in w which
vanishes upon integration over w. Here, we have used that the hy and ho are both odd functions of p. In the last line,
the prefactors ag, a1, as, az are defined as:

o = / (gj:; /;k;(_(iw(iwuyf?E?)? B / (;ljfz))”lE@(E_ P )
=[] ﬁ(jziipi;)ipf?jf - [ - (pthplpg)Q@(E ~lub. (29
Wy S e L
4= / (3;1;2 /CQZ:(_(W +l/j)22 v E2)? / (3;1))241)];‘@@ ~ b o

Here, we have obtained the matrix-form particle-hole susceptibility. With this, we can solve the Stoner criterion Eq.
@ by contracting the quantity evaluated above with the O matrix placed in between the Green’s functions G(iw, p)
and G(iw,p).

On the left hand side of the linearized pairing gap equation Eq. , we take only the part that depends on
frequency and momentum and carry out the integration, the quantity we get in the particle-particle susceptibility.
We evaluate quantity can be evaluate as follows:

2
[ [ 5ot o 6w -

(2m)?
_ / d2p /dﬂ (iw + u)(—iw + M)14 ® 14 — h%TgO’l & 1301 — h%lgUz ® 1909 + D?1503 @ 1503
(2m)2 ) 2rm (—(iw + )2 + E2) (—(—iw + p)? + E?)
+/ d2p / dfw (z‘w + M)D14 ® loog + D(*iw + lu)].gifg ® 14. (32)
2m)? ) 2r (=(iw+p)? + E2) (—(—iw + p)? + E?)
= Goly ® 1y — @17301 ® T301 — G21202 @ 1oy + a31203 @ 120z + b (14 @ 1203 + 1aoz @ 14), (33)
ag, a1, a2, dg,g are defined as follows
i :/ d*p /ch w? 4 p? :/ d*p 1 (EO(E — |u|) L O - E)
0 (2m)2 ) 27 (—(iw+ p)? 4+ E?) (—(—iw + p)? + E?) (2m)2 4 E2 — 2 u2—E2 )’
2
c~ll:/ &p /dﬂ a? (p? — 3p1p3) :/ @p 1, 0 3m)’ (9(E—|u) . Ou—F) >
(2m)? ) 27 (—(iw + p)? + BE?) (—(—iw + p)? + E?) (2m)2 4 ' 2\B(E2—p?) (w2 -E?))°

- d27P dw B (3pip2 — p3)? _ d2p1 2092 3\2 O(E — |p)) O(u—E)
= [ o | o T B G = e @i <E<E2—u2>+ IMI(MQ—E2)>’

. _/ d’p /CLW D? _/de 1D2<9(E—IMI)Jr O(u—E) )
27 @ ) e cw P+ B (—(Cwr P+ B ) @apd \BEE =) - EY))
5:/ d’p /dg D :/ d’p LD OE — |ul) | _O(u~-E)
@) ) 2r (w0 + B (—(—iw+ n2 + B2 ) G B =) e - %)
E(p) is the absolute value of the energy in the two bands: E(p) = \/ho(p)? + h2(p)? + D2.
Here, we have obtained the matrix-form particle-particle susceptibility. With this, we are able to solve the linearized

pairing gap equation Eq. by contracting the quantity found above with the O matrix placed in between the Green’s
functions G (iw, p) and G(iw, p).

C. Stoner instability

In this section, we derive the variational form of the Stoner criterion used in main text and use it to determine the
channel with strongest instability. We start with the matrix form of Stoner criterion for an arbitrary orbital order
<\IILO\IIP):

dw d*p . . _
_Vo/ﬁ/ (QW)ZG(zw,p)OG(zw,p) =0, (34)
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where G(iw, p) is the electron’s Green’s function and O can be an arbitrary 4 x 4 complex-valued matrix. Since this
equation is invariant under multiplying O by a prefactor, we can choose the normalization of O so that % TrOto = 1.

Eq. is essentially an eigenvalue equation for O. To see this, we can express O using Pauli matrices: O = d;;7;05,
where d;; is a 16-dimensional complex-valued vector, dummy indices are summed over. The normalization of O yields
the normalization of d vector: |d;j|* = 1. Then, we can define a matrix M so that

dw/ d?p . .
— -— G w, TiO"G w, = Mi',i’ i1 T30 041y 35
| 5 [ o o Gl ) = Mgy, (3)
then Eq.(34)) is equivalent to
1
M;j i jrdirjr = Vodija (36)

which is an eigenvalue equation with Vio taking on a role of an eigenvalue.

Our goal is to identify the channel which is most unstable to valley polarization. This is equivalent to finding
the channel in which pairing can be triggered by the smallest Vj at zero temperature. Eq. indicates that this is
equivalent to determining an eigenvector |d) that corresponds to the largest eigenvalue of M. Let A, be the largest
eigenvalue, then

_ _ (d|M|d) dw d?p 1
A =max (O], FIO] = “9on = _/%(%)24

Tr [O'G(iw, p)OG (iw, p)] - (37)
where we have used the normalization (d|d) = |d;;|*> = 1. Thus, our problem is equivalent to finding a matrix O (or,
equivalently, a vector |d)) that maximizes the function F(O).

Next, from Eq.7 we notice that the off-diagonal terms vanish upon integration over w and p. Therefore,
[ dwd*pG(iw, p) ® G(iw, p) only contains the diagonal terms 14 ® 14, T301 ® T301, 1202 @ 1502, 1205 @ 1503. These
terms, when sandwiching an arbitrary component of O on the left-hand-side of Eq., can only yield the same matrix
component. Say, plugging O = 1;0; in Eq. yields an expression proportional to 7;0;, and so on. As a result, the
function F'(O) takes a diagonal form:

5 dw d’p 1 . .
F[O] = Z \dij|* x5 Xij = — 37 o) Tr [1,0;G(iw, p)T;0;G(iw, p)] . (38)
ij

The quantity x;; has the meaning of a particle-hole susceptibility in the channel O;;. From Eq. we see that, all
that needs to be done to maximize F' is to find the largest susceptibility x;; and set d;; = 1, letting other components
dy j vanish. Accordingly, we plug Eq. into Eq. to obtain

Xij = — [—ao + a1u1 + agus + azus], (39)

where
uy = iTr [TgUlTiJjTgo'lTiO'j],

uz = 7 Tr (109701209705 ,
1

us = i TI [120’37’1'Uj120'37'i0j} .

We note that all ag, a1, as,as are of a positive sign. The signs of different terms in Eq. are such, that x;; takes

maximal value if and only if ug = us = uz = —1, which leads to two solutions ¢ = 1,5 = 1 and ¢ = 2,5 = 1. Therefore,

the following two channels have the strongest Stoner instability:
O =mo01, ™201. (40)
Being off-diagonal in valleys, these states describe isospin-polarized phases with valley coherence spontaneously gen-

erated as a result of Stoner’s instability. To assess whether these two candidate orders can play a role of mother states
for superconductivity below we consider isospin fluctuations for these two states.
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D. Pairing interaction mediated by the soft isospin fluctuation modes

As in the main text, we use ¢ to represent the collective mode that undergoes softening near the boundary of a
partially isospin ordered (PIP) phase. The soft mode can be described by a Hamiltonian of the following form

— Yool + Koo+ Lo+ Yigpt
H, = 100 + 0.0 + 510 + S0l (41)

where U is always positive, J > 0 outside the PIP phase, J < 0 inside the PIP phase. As the field ¢ describes
the fluctuation of the PIP order parameter, it transforms under the space group in the same way as ¥ir o, ¥. The
soft-mode Hamiltonian Eq.([41)) respects the full symmetry of the system since both |¢|? and |9, ¢|? are invariant under
the space group. From this Hamiltonian, the Green’s function for soft mode in disordered (normal) phase is

. . ) 2
Dy (iw, p) = —(¢(iw, p)$(—iw, —p)) = —m~ (42)
We use the following Hamiltonian to represent the coupling between soft modes and electrons:
Heoy =7 ¢q¥l qmio1¥p + hec., (43)

b.q

Here, we note that the field ¢ in this model carries momentum 2K since the Dirac bilinear Ut 01T carries momentum
2K. This soft-mode-electron coupling Hamiltonian also respects the full symmetry of the system. Taking the PIP
order of the form 707, and using the perturbation theory at the second order of v, we obtain a soft-mode-mediated
electron-electron interaction represented by the following action:

Aee - § Vviw,plpil/’Jrink/erTlO—l\Iliu’.k’\Ijizlfiw,szp'rlo'l‘;[}iu,k (44)

w,v, v ,p,k,k’

where ¥, ,, and W;,  are four-component Fermionic fields describing four-component Dirac electrons. Outside the
7101 phase, V (iw,p) takes the form

- 272

A2 (D (i —__cr 4
V;Wap Y ( ¢¢(Zw;p)) W2+Q%, ( 5)

where Q, = \/Kp? + J.

The soft-mode-mediated interaction inside PIP phase takes on a different form. Inside 707 phase, isospin polar-
ization has a nonzero expectation value ¢g = (U701 ¥) # 0. Since we are interested in the fluctuations of the order
parameter, we define ¢ = ¢g + d¢ where d¢ = ¢ + id¢ 1, where parallel and perpendicular components correspond

to amplitude and phase fluctuations. Then, we rewrite Eq. in terms of §¢:

H[¢] = Hs[po] + Hs[op(x,1)], (46)
Hlgo] = Z1ool? + 5 lool" (a7)
H.I50(e.)] = 51000 + 10,607 + (5 +3U1ooP? ) i + ot (19)

By minimizing H,[¢o], we find |¢o|> = —% (which is positive since J < 0). Using this result, Eq. is simplified to:

1 K U
H,[56(2,0)] = 51006 + —-|0.06]° — J66% + — 60. (49)

The resulting propagator of soft fluctuations is

1 1

. _ . 2 . 2\
D5¢5¢(Zwap) - _<6¢)H(2wap) + 5¢L(Zw7p) > - _wg + Kp2 97 - w2 + Kp2 : (50)

The coupling between the soft mode and electrons can be written, accordingly, as a sum of two parts:
He_y=7¢0» Uhno1Up+7Y 6¢q¥h, ,mo1¥, + hee.. (51)

p pb.q
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where d¢q = [ dzd¢p(x)e "T®The first term of this expression can be absorbed into the single-particle qHamiltonian,
whereas the second term generates a soft-mode-mediated interaction between electrons. The resulting effective e-e
interaction is of a form similar to Eq.; the expression of V inside ordered phase is slightly different from the one
in the disordered phase. We find:

~2 2

- — 52
w2+ Kp?—2J w2+ Kp?’ (52)

Viep = =72 (—Dsgss(iw, D)) =

In summary, putting the two cases together, the effective e-e interaction mediated by fluctuations takes the form of
Eq.7 with V in the two cases given by
72 2 . .
_w2_2w127H + g inside 7071 phase, (53)
%, outside 1107 phase.
P

Viwp =

where

Q=VEp2+J, wy =VEKp, wy=+EKp>-2J. (54)

In the main text we exploit this interaction as a pairing glue for superconductivity. Softening of the polarization mode
¢ near the PIP phase boundary leads to a stronger interaction at the PIP onset, which explains that in the measured
phase diagram superconductivity occurs at the PIP phase boundary.

E. Identifying the strongest pairing channel

As we have shown in the main text, the linearized pairing gap equation in an arbitrary pairing channel <\IJTO\I/>
takes the following form:

- ) .
_/d—w d P VOTGT (—iw, —p)OG(iw, p)O = O, (%)
2m (2m)

where O = 107 is the PIP order parameter. Here, the quantity O can be an _arbitrary complex-valued 4 x 4 matrix.
We note that we have ignored the frequency and momentum dependence of V for simplicity.

We note that the matrix structure in Eq. resembles Eq.. Analyzing Eq. in a same way as in the analysis
of Eq. above, we see that the problem of strongest pairing channel is equivalent to maximizing the following
function:

-~ dwd?p 1 ~ ~
FO] = — / 2 LT [0107 G (~iw, ~p)OG i, p)O) (56)
(2m)° 4
under the normalization constraint % TrOt0 =1.
Plugging the propagators G and G7 in Eq and carrying out integration over w and p yields

F[O] = agtig — @111 — Golia + asts + b (57)

Here V < 0, the quantities g, @1, g, 43 and ¥ are quadratic functions of O, and the coefficients @;’s and b are defined
as follows:

5o d27p~ = ﬁaz 3 _ 2)2 5
ao—/( A(E), 1—/( 50’ (pi — 3p1p3)” B(E),

or)? 2m)

. d?
ay = / (2;;2/32(31931?2 —p3)’B(E),

~ d2p 27 5 d2p ~
o= | BB, b= [ S EupB)
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where we have introduced notations A(E) = i(E(?E(ZE_Llfl) + lull(?z(‘_“];E)) and B(E) = %(S((gzjﬁ‘z)) + ‘3872‘:53)). The

quantities u;’s and 0, which describe possible superconducting pairing order types, are defined as

1~ ~ L 1316
Ty = 1 Tr[O'r010m01], @1 = 1 Tr [0'1071],
. - 1 ~ ~
Uy = 2 Tr[O'r1030Tm03), iig = 1 Tr [O'r10507102),
1 - ~
U= ZTI [OT1101{0,103}101], (58)

where {O, losg} = Olos + 1030.

As a reminder, O can be an arbitrary complex-valued 4 x 4 matrix, so we express it under Pauli matrix basis
0= c@jnaj (i, = 0,1,2,3) where cil-j’s are complex numbers. With this, we see that g, %1, us and us generates
diagonal terms |d;;|?, whereas © generates off-diagonal terms that hybridize the 7,1 and 7,03 components of O, ie.

diydio and dyd;3. As a result, the candidate channels that maximize the function F[O] should take one of the following
forms

O = 101,702, 7;(£1 + n0o3) (59)

where ¢ and 7 are complex numbers. s
Plugging these three candidate forms into F[O], after a straightforward calculation we find

max(F(r01]) = Flrio] = ao + a1 — as — as

max(F|[ri09]) = Flr300] = do + a1 + Gz — a3 (60)

whereas for 7;(£1 + 103) channel, F[O] is maximized at

O = 711 (&1 + n.o3), (61)

The maximal value of F' is

Flri (&1 4 ny03)] = ay + az + \/ (ao + as)? — 4b2 (62)

where &, = \/%, Ny = ﬁ. Using the expression of ag,a3 and b, it is not hard to show that
&0 &3 — V 540 aS -

v/ (ag + as)? — 4b? > @y — as. Therefore, comparing Eq. and Eq.7 we conclude that the strongest pairing

channel is the one given in Eq.

Lastly, we discuss the case when PIP order is 75071. In this case, one can repeat the same procedure. The form of
Eq.(56) will be unchanged, while Eq.(58)) should be rewritten using the following substitution:

OTT10~7'1 — _OTTQOTQ, O~T7'20~7'2 — —OTT10~T1 (63)

Under this substitution, the values of F for 7105 and Tpo; channels (j = 0,1, 2,3) are invariant, while the values of F
in 7305 and 1oo; channels pick up a minus sign as compared to their values in the case when the PIP order is 7 07y.
With this in mind, it is straightforward to write down the value of F in all channels. Ultimately, we find that the
maximal values of F' in each of the three types of channels 7,01, 7,02 and 7;(£1 + nos) are the same as Eq. and
Eq.. Therefore, no matter which of the two candidate PIP orders 701 and 107 is chosen as the actual PIP order,
the strongest pairing instability always occurs in the pairing[ channel given in Eq..
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