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Quantum geometry characterizes the geometric properties of Bloch electrons in the wave space, represented
by the quantum metric and the Berry curvature. Recent studies have revealed that the quantum geometry plays
a major role in various physical phenomena, from multipole to non-Hermitian physics. For superconductors,
the quantum geometry is clarified to appear in the superfluid weight, an essential quantity of superconduc-
tivity. Although the superfluid weight was considered to be determined by the Fermi-liquid contribution for
a long time, the geometric contribution is not negligible in some superconductors such as artificial flat-band
systems and monolayer FeSe. While the superfluid weight is essential for many superconducting phenomena
related to the center of mass momenta of Cooper pairs (CMMCP), the full scope of the quantum geometric
effect on superconductivity remains unresolved. In this paper, we study the quantum geometric effect on the
Fulde–Ferrell–Larkin–Ovchinnikov (FFLO) state acquiring a finite CMMCP in equilibrium. As a benchmark,
the phase diagrams of effective models for monolayer FeSe in an in-plane magnetic field are calculated. In
the case of the isotropic s-wave pairing, the quantum geometry stabilizes the BCS state, and a metastable BCS
state appears in the high magnetic field region. In addition, the quantum geometry induces the phase transition
from the FFLO state to the BCS state with increasing temperature. On the other hand, for the inter-sublattice
pairing, the quantum geometry gives a negative contribution to the superfluid weight; this can induce the FFLO
superconductivity in particular parameter sets.

I. INTRODUCTION

For the past decades, the geometric properties of Bloch
electrons have been intensively studied from the viewpoint of
topological phenomena1,2. The Berry curvature3, defined as
the imaginary part of the quantum geometric tensor4,5, plays
an essential role in various topological phenomena as it deter-
mines the anomalous quantum/non-quantized Hall effects6–8.
On the other hand, while the real part of the quantum geomet-
ric tensor defines the quantum metric4,5, which represents the
distance between two adjacent states in the wave space, the
quantum metric has not been intensively studied until these
days.

Since the quantum metric is closely related to the Berry
curvature, it is expected that the quantum metric may affect
various physical phenomena. Indeed, recent studies have re-
vealed essential roles of the quantum metric in properties of
solids9–23, artificial quantum systems24–26, and non-Hermitian
systems27,28. Furthermore, the quantum metric can be divided
into the contribution from each band, which is especially
called the band-resolved quantum metric. It has been shown
that the band-resolved quantum metric is an essential ingre-
dient of linear and nonlinear optical responses such as pho-
tocurrent generation29,30 and spectral weight transfer31. In ad-
dition, the relationship between the quantum metric and other
geometric quantities such as the Berry phase, Berry curvature,
and Chern number is recently studied32–35. Thus, the quantum
geometry containing the quantum metric is becoming a fun-
damental property for understanding the physical phenomena
of quantum materials.

The quantum geometry is known to be essential for super-
conductors after theoretical works showed that the quantum
metric appears in the superfluid weight Ds36,37. Based on the
Fermi-liquid theory, it has been traditionally believed that the
superfluid weight is determined by the effective mass m∗ and
density n∗ of Bloch electrons i.e. n∗/m∗38,39. However, the

geometric contribution beyond the Fermi-liquid theory was
recently pointed out, and it is particularly important in the flat-
band system36, in which the Fermi-liquid contribution van-
ishes asm∗ →∞, leading to n∗/m∗ → 0. This idea has been
applied to some artificial fermion systems, such as cold atoms
on the optical Lieb lattice40–44 and superconducting twisted
bilayer graphene (TBG)45–52. In addition, a perfectly flat-
band model with strictly local obstructed Wannier functions
was studied53. The theoretical prediction has been verified in
the TBG, as the geometric origin of the superfluid weight has
been reported in the recent experiment54. In these systems, the
quantum geometry determines the magnetic penetration depth
by λ(T ) = 1/

√
4πDs(T ). For the two-dimensional systems,

the quantum geometry also determines the zero-resistance
transition temperature, since Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless
(BKT) transition temperature TBKT is given by the superfluid
weight according to the formula Ds(TBKT) = 8TBKT/π.

While the intensive studies introduced above pay attention
to the flat-band systems, a significant enhancement of super-
conductivity by the quantum geometry is possible in other sys-
tems as well. Indeed, it has been shown that the quantum
geometry enhances the BKT transition temperature in mono-
layer FeSe55, which exhibits a high superconducting transi-
tion temperature of more than 65 K56–58. The origin of the
Tc enhancement in FeSe without flat band can be attributed
to a small carrier density n∗, which suppresses the Fermi-
liquid contribution to the superfluid weight n∗/m∗. A small
superfluid weight may also be related to the experimental im-
plication of the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer to Bose-Einstein-
Condensation (BCS-BEC) crossover59–63. Furthermore, be-
cause FeSe is a mother compound of a topological supercon-
ductor candidate FeSe1−xTex64–68, the geometric properties
of Bloch electrons should be nontrivial, causing a sizable ge-
ometric contribution to the superfluid weight. Thus, by focus-
ing on quantum geometry, we will obtain a better understand-
ing of superconducting phenomena in monolayer FeSe.
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Considering the superfluid weight as the second-order co-
efficient of the superconducting free energy with respect to
the center of mass momenta of Cooper pairs (CMMCP), we
expect that the quantum geometry is closely related to a
wide range of phenomena related to the CMMCP. However,
the quantum geometric effect on superconductivity has been
mostly unexplored. An example which we study in this pa-
per is the Fulde–Ferrell–Larkin–Ovchinnikov (FFLO) super-
conductivity69,70, in which Cooper pairs spontaneously have a
finite center of mass momentum. As the bulk FeSe is a can-
didate FFLO superconductor63, the quantum geometric effect
on the FFLO superconductivity in monolayer FeSe is an in-
triguing issue.

In this paper, calculating the temperature-magnetic field
phase diagram of superconductivity in a model for monolayer
FeSe, we clarify the quantum geometric effect on the FFLO
superconductivity. Considering that the monolayer FeSe is a
typical system for sizeable quantum geometry without artifi-
cial structure, we expect that our work is a milestone for the
relation of quantum geometry and FFLO superconductivity.
We find that the role of quantum geometry qualitatively de-
pends on the structure of Cooper pair wave functions. In the
case of the intra-sublattice pairing, the geometric superfluid
weight is always positive and stabilizes the Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer (BCS) superconductivity rather than the FFLO su-
perconductivity. On the other hand, in the case of the inter-
sublattice pairing, quantum geometry has a negative contribu-
tion to the superfluid weight, and it can induce the FFLO su-
perconductivity in particular parameter sets. We discuss an es-
sential role of glide-mirror symmetry breaking in monolayer
FeSe due to the substrate.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
review the superfluid weight, whose sign determines the ther-
modynamic stability of the FFLO and BCS states. In Sec. III,
we formulate the superfluid weight in the magnetic field based
on the properties of Bloch electrons. Using the obtained for-
mula and considering isotropic s-wave superconductivity, we
reproduce the conventional Fermi-liquid mechanism of FFLO
superconductivity, which is induced by the negative Fermi-
liquid contribution to the superfluid weight. In Sec. IV, ana-
lyzing a simple two-band model, we show that the geometric
contribution to the superfluid weight can be negative, although
it has been believed to be positive in literature. A main result
of this paper is discussed in Sec. V, where we show the super-
conducting phase diagrams of models for monolayer FeSe in
an in-plane magnetic field. It is shown that the quantum geom-
etry leads to an unusual superconducting phase diagram. For
instance, quantum-geometry-induced FFLO superconductiv-
ity is revealed. Finally, we give a summary of this paper in
Sec. VI.

II. SUPERFLUID WEIGHT AND FFLO
SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

For discussing the stability between the BCS and FFLO
states, it is useful to consider the CMMCP dependence of
the superconducting free energy. For simplicity, we assume

𝐷! > 0 𝐷!! > 0

𝐷! < 0 𝐷!! > 0

𝐷! > 0 𝐷!! < 0

𝑫𝒔 < 𝟎

𝑫𝒔𝒔 < 𝟎stable

stable

stable

metastable

(a)

(b)
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FIG. 1. Schematic figure of the CMMCP dependence of the super-
conducting free energy in the case of (a) Ds > 0 and Dss > 0, (b)
Ds < 0 and Dss > 0, and (c) Ds > 0, Dss < 0. (a) The BCS state
is most stable. (b) Superconducting free energy takes the minimum
value for a finite CMMCP, and the FFLO state is most stable. (c)
Since the superfluid weight is positive, q = 0 realizes a local mini-
mum. However, negative Dss makes the FFLO state stable, and the
BCS state becomes a metastable state.

the space inversion symmetry. In this case, the odd-order
expansion coefficients with respect to the CMMCP vanish.
Thus, the superconducting free energy can be expanded by
the CMMCP as,

F (q) =
1

2
∂2qµF (q)

∣∣∣
q=0

q2µ +
1

24
∂4qµF (q)

∣∣∣
q=0

q4µ + . . . ,

(1)

We also assume that the minimization with respect to a single
momentum direction qµ is sufficient owing to the point group
symmetry of the system. Here, F (q) is the free energy with a
finite CMMCP q, and we take the sum of repeated indices µ =
x, y, z. The first term ∂2qµF (q)|q=0 = Ds

µµ is the superfluid
weight. Hereafter, we write the second term ∂4qµF (q)|q=0 as
Dss for the simplicity of notation.

Here, we assume that the higher-order coefficients above
the sixth order are positive for simplicity, and illustrate the
CMMCP dependence of the superconducting free energy in
Fig. 1. First, we consider the simplest situation of Dss >
0. When the superfluid weight is positive, F (0) realizes the
minimum free energy, and the BCS state with zero CMMCP is
most stable (Fig. 1(a)). On the other hand, when the superfluid
weight is negative, a finite CMMCP satisfying F (0) > F (q)
exists; this means that the FFLO state is more stable than the
BCS state (Fig. 1(b)). Thus, from the sign of the superfluid
weight, we can determine whether the FFLO or the BCS state
is stable.

Next, we discuss a bit complicated case of Dss < 0. When
Ds is negative, the FFLO state becomes most stable like in
the case of Fig. 1(b). On the other hand, a positive superfluid
weight Ds > 0 does not ensure the globally stable BCS state.
In other words, F (0) is the local minimum of free energy,
and F (q) with q 6= 0 may be another local minimum due to
the negative Dss. Thus, the FFLO state may be more stable
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than the metastable BCS state (Fig. 1(c)). Indeed, Dss can be
negative in the high magnetic field region, and thus, it is not
satisfactory to calculate only the superfluid weight. Neverthe-
less, calculation of the superfluid weight Ds for a given BCS
state offers a convenient criterion of the FFLO state without
requiring the knowledge of finite-q information. In Sec. V, we
calculate both Ds and the CMMCP dependence of supercon-
ducting free energy to obtain the phase diagram of the BCS
and FFLO states. In Sec. V B, we show that the metastable
BCS state as in Fig. 1(c) can be induced by the geometric
contribution to the superfluid weight.

III. SUPERFLUID WEIGHT IN MAGNETIC FIELD

In this section, we derive the formula of the superfluid
weight in an in-plane magnetic field based on Refs. 36, 37, and
55. Then, using the obtained formulas, we show the con-
ventional Fermi-liquid mechanism of FFLO superconductiv-
ity for the isotropic s-wave pairing state. The negative Fermi-
liquid contribution to the superfluid weight leads to the FFLO
state when |∆| ≈ |h|. We note that only the magnetic field
along the in-plane direction of two-dimensional superconduc-
tors is considered so that the effect of the vortex can be ig-
nored. The detailed calculations in this section are shown in
Appendix A.

A. Superfluid weight formula based on Bloch electrons

We start from the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Hamilto-
nian for a finite CMMCP q, written by,

ĤBdG(q) =
∑
k

ψ̂†(k, q)HBdG(k, q)ψ̂(k, q). (2)

We adopt the matrix representation of the BdG Hamiltonian

HBdG(k, q) =

(
H0(k + q) ∆(k)

∆†(k) −HT
0 (−k + q)

)
+ hγ0 ⊗ 12f , (3)

and the Nambu spinor

ψ̂†(k, q) =
(
ĉ†↑(k + q) ĉT↓ (−k + q)

)
, (4)

where ĉ†σ(k) =
(
ĉ†1σ(k) · · · ĉ†fσ(k)

)
, ĉlσ(k) (ĉ†lσ(k)) is

the annihilation (creation) operator with wave vector k and
spin σ =↑ (↓), and other degrees of freedom in the normal-
state Hamiltonian such as orbitals and sublattices are repre-
sented by l = 1...f . Here, H0(k) is the matrix representation
of the Fourier transform of the hopping integral, which satis-
fies the relationship H0(k) = HT

0 (−k) since we assume the
time-reversal symmetry at zero magnetic field h = 0. For
simplicity, we ignore the spin-orbit coupling. Thus, because
of the spin rotation symmetry, we can choose an arbitrary spin
quantization axis. Here, it is chosen to be in the direction of
the magnetic field, and as a result, the in-plane magnetic field

is introduced by the Zeeman energy term, hγ0 ⊗ 12f , where
12f and γ0 are the identity matrices of dimension 2f and
Nambu space, respectively, and ⊗ denotes the tensor product.
The gap function ∆(k) introduced above is self-consistently
determined by solving the gap equations for the matrix ele-
ments,

∆ls(k) =
∑
k′

Vls(k,k
′) 〈ĉs↓(−k′ + q)ĉl↑(k

′ + q)〉 , (5)

in the later calculations in Sec. V.
The superfluid weight is given by the second-order deriva-

tive of the superconducting free energy with respect to the
CMMCP,

Ds
µν = lim

q→0
∂qµ∂qνF (q). (6)

The free energy of the Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamiltonian
Eq. (3) is written by up to a constant shown in Appendix A,

F (q) = −kBT
∑
k

∑
a

ln
[
1 + e−β(Ea(k,q)+h)

]
, (7)

with the inverse temperature β = 1/kBT . Hereafter, we set
kB = 1 in the natural unit. Ea(k) is obtained by the eigen-
value equation of the BdG Hamiltonian,

HBdG(k, q) |ψa(k, q)〉 = (Ea(k, q) + h) |ψa(k, q)〉 . (8)

We find that the magnetic field only shifts the energy level.
This change decreases the condensation energy and destabi-
lizes the superconductivity. Differentiating the free energy,
we obtain the superfluid weight as

Ds
µν =Dpara

µν +Ddiag
µν , (9)

Ddiag
µν =−

∑
k

∑
ab

fh(Ea(k))− fh(Eb(k))

Ea(k)− Eb(k)

× J−µab (k)
(
J−µba (k) + d∆ν

ba(k)
)
, (10)

Dpara
µν =

∑
k

∑
ab

fh(Ea(k))− fh(Eb(k))

Ea(k)− Eb(k)
J+µ
ab (k)J+ν

ba (k),

(11)

with

J±µab (k) = 〈ψa(k)| ∂kµH±(k) |ψb(k)〉 , (12)

d∆µ
ab(k) = 〈ψa(k)| ∂kµ

(
0 ∆(k)

∆†(k) 0

)
|ψb(k)〉 .

(13)

Here, fh(E) = {exp(β(E+h))+1}−1 is the Fermi distribu-
tion function with the magnetic field, and we define the Block
diagonal Hamiltonian,

H±(k) =

(
H0(k) 0

0 ±H0(k)

)
. (14)

We also notice that the magnetic field appears only in the
Fermi distribution function.
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Next, we divide the superfluid weight into the total Fermi-
liquid contribution Ds:conv and the total geometric contribu-
tion Ds:geom, as Ds = Ds:conv + Ds:geom. For this purpose,
based on the previous studies37,55, we express the superfluid
weight using the normal state Bloch wave functions defined
by

H0(k) |un(k)〉 = εn(k) |un(k)〉 . (15)

Eigenstates of the BdG Hamiltonian are represented as,

|ψa(k)〉 =
∑
n

(
φa↑n (k) |un(k)〉 , φa↓n (k) |un(k)〉

)T
.

(16)

Here, φa↑(↓)n (k) are the matrix elements of the unitary ma-
trix which diagonalizes the band representation of the BdG
Hamiltonian,

H̃BdG(k) = [γ0 ⊗ U(k)]HBdG(k)[γ0 ⊗ U†(k)], (17)

and U†(k) =
(
|u1(k)〉 · · · |uf (k)〉

)
. Inserting Eq. (16)

into Eqs. (9)-(13), we get

Ds
µν = Dconv

µν +Dgeom
µν +Dmulti

µν +Dgap
µν , (18)

Dconv
µν = 2

∑
k

∑
nm

C↑↑↓↓nnmm(k) {jµnn(k)jνmm(k) + jνnn(k)jµmm(k)} , (19)

Dgeom
µν = 2

∑
k

∑
n 6=m,p6=q

C↑↑↓↓nmpq(k){jµnm(k)jνpq(k) + jνnm(k)jµpq(k)}, (20)

Dmulti
µν = 2

∑
k

∑
n,p 6=q

[
C↑↑↓↓nnpq(k){jµnnjνpq(k) + jνnn(k)jµpq(k)}+ C↑↑↓↓pqnn(k){jµpq(k)jνnn(k) + jνpq(k)jµnn(k)}

]
, (21)

Dgap
µν = −

∑
k

∑
nmpqσ

Sσ
[
C↑↓σσnmpq(k)δ∆µ

nm(k) + C↓↑σσnmpq(k)δ∆†µnm(k)
]
jνpq(k), (22)

where Sσ takes +(−) when σ =↑ (↓). Here, Jµnm(k),
δ∆µ

nm(k), δ∆†µnm(k), and Cσ1σ2σ3σ4
nmpq (k) are given by

jµnm(k) = 〈un(k)| ∂kµH0(k) |um(k)〉 , (23)

δ∆(†)µ
nm (k) = 〈un(k)| ∂kµ∆(†)(k) |um(k)〉 , (24)

Cσ1σ2σ3σ4
nmpq (k) =

∑
k

∑
ab

fh(Ea(k))− fh(Eb(k))

Ea(k)− Eb(k)

×φaσ1∗
n (k)φbσ2

m (k)φbσ3∗
p (k)φaσ4

q (k). (25)

In the above formula, the superfluid weight is expressed
by summation of the four terms. Now let us briefly discuss
each term. First, the conventional term, Dconv

µν , represents the
Fermi-liquid contribution, and this term contains the group ve-
locity of normal state quasiparticles ∂kµε(k). In other words,
the conventional term is purely the intra-band contribution. In
the case of the isotropic s-wave superconductivity, the well-
known formula Dconv = n∗/m∗ is reproduced at T = 037.

Second, Dgeom
µν , the geometric term, arises from geometri-

cally nontrivial properties of the Bloch electrons because this
term contains off-diagonal components of the Berry connec-
tion, Aµnm(k) = i 〈un(k)|∂kµum(k)〉. The geometric term is
divided into two parts; one is

Dgeom1
µν = 2

∑
k

∑
n 6=m

C↑↑↓↓nmmn(k){jµnm(k)jνmn(k) + c.c.},

(26)

which reduces to the band-resolved quantum metric,

gµµnm(k) = 1
2{A

µ
nm(k)Aνmn(k) + c.c.}, and the other is

Dgeom2
µν =

2
∑
k

∑′

n 6=m,p 6=q

C↑↑↓↓nmpq(k){jµnm(k)jνpq(k) + jνnm(k)jµpq(k)},

(27)

which is induced by the inter-band pairing. Here,
∑′
n 6=m,p 6=q

takes the sum over n,m, q, p satisfying n 6= q and/or m 6= p.
It has been shown thatDgeom1 exactly reduces to the quantum
metric in the isolated band limit36,37.

Third,Dmulti
µν comes from the multi-gap properties and van-

ishes in the case of the purely intra-band gap function. We
call this term the multi-gap term. This term requires both the
Berry connection and the group velocity, and in that sense, the
multi-gap term also reflects the quantum geometry of Bloch
electrons.

Fourth, the gap term, Dgap
µν , arises owing to the k-

dependence of the gap function, since this term contains the
k-derivative of the gap function. From the viewpoint of the
quantum geometry, the gap term can be divided into two terms
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as Dgap
µν = Dgap1

µν +Dgap2
µν with

Dgap1
µν =

∑
k

∑
nmpσ

S
[
C↑↓σσnmpp(k)δ∆µ

nm(k)

+ C↓↑σσnmpp(k)δ∆†µnm(k)
]
jνpp(k), (28)

Dgap2
µν =

∑
k

∑
nmp6=qσ

S
[
C↑↓σσnmpq(k)δ∆µ

nm(k)

+ C↓↑σσnmpq(k)δ∆†µnm(k)
]
jνpq(k). (29)

The first term contains the group velocity, while it does not
contain the quantum geometry. Furthermore, for the band-
independent gap function, ∆(k) = 1∆0(k), this term com-
bined with the conventional term reproduces the Fermi-liquid
formula Dconv + Dgap1 = n∗/m∗55. Thus, Dgap1 can be
considered a part of the Fermi-liquid contribution. On the
other hand, the second term Dgap2

µν contains the Berry con-
nection as the geometric term and multi-gap term are, which
means that this term has a geometric origin. Thus, we consider
Ds:geom = Dgeom +Dmulit +Dgap2 to be the total geometric
contribution, while Ds:conv = Dconv + Dgap1 is considered
the total Fermi-liquid contribution.

An essential point of the formulas is that effects of the
magnetic field are reflected only in Cσ1σ2σ3σ4

nmpq (k) through the

Fermi distribution function. The magnetic field causes the
Zeeman shift of the energy level, that changes each term. Im-
portantly, the function Cσ1σ2σ3σ4

nmpq (k) depends on the super-
conducting symmetry, making a variety in behaviors of each
term. Consequently, we will obtain various superconducting
phase diagrams, phase transitions, and in particular, mecha-
nisms of FFLO superconductivity.

B. Conventional Fermi-liquid mechanism of FFLO
superconductivity

In this subsection, we review the conventional Fermi-liquid
mechanism of FFLO superconductivity. Since this mecha-
nism is understood based on the Fermi-liquid contribution, we
mainly focus on the conventional term, while we also show the
formula of the geometric term. Here, we consider the isotropic
s-wave pairing,

∆(k) = ∆1, (30)

for simplicity. In this case, because the multi-gap term and the
gap term vanish, we can rewrite the superfluid weight by

Dconv
µν =

∑
k

∑
σ

∑
n

(
|∆|2

Es
n(k)2

f ′h(SσE
s
n(k))− Sσ

|∆|2

Es
n(k)3

fh(SσE
s
n(k))

)
∂kµεn(k)∂kν εn(k), (31)

Dgeom
µν =

1

2

∑
k

∑
σσ′

∑
n 6=m

fh(SσE
s
n(k))− fh(Sσ′E

s
m(k))

SσEs
n(k)− Sσ′Es

m(k)

(
SσSσ′

|∆|2

Es
n(k)Es

m(k)

)
(εn(k)− εm(k))2gµνnm(k), (32)

withEs
n(k) =

√
εn(k)2 + |∆|2 and Sσ = ±1 for σ =↑↓ (see

Appendix A for more details).
To see the conventional Fermi-liquid mechanism of FFLO

superconductivity, we focus on the low temperature region,

i.e. |∆| � T , and we assume h > 0. In this region, since
fh(Es

n(k)), f ′h(Es
n(k)) ' 0, the superfluid weight can be

written as,

Dconv
µν =

∑
k

∑
n

(
|∆|2

Es
n(k)2

f ′h(−Es
n(k)) +

|∆|2

Es
n(k)3

fh(−Es
n(k))

)
∂kµεn(k)∂kν εn(k), (33)

Dgeom
µν =

|∆|2

2

∑
k

∑
n 6=m

(
fh(−Es

m(k))

Es
m(k)

− fh(−Es
n(k))

Es
n(k)

)
εn(k)− εm(k)

εn(k) + εm(k)
gµνnm(k). (34)

In the low magnetic field region |∆| � h, f ′h(−Es
n(k)) is

nearly zero since−Es
n(k) +h . −|∆| in the whole Brillouin

zone, while the Fermi-sea term proportional to fh(−E) is al-
ways a positive-definite tensor. Thus, the superfluid weight
Dconv
µν becomes positive definite. This leads to a well-known

conclusion; the BCS state is stable in the low magnetic field

region. However, in the high magnetic field region where
h ≈ |∆| is satisfied, f ′h(−Es

n(k)) ' −δ(−Es
n(k) + h) in

Eq. (33) may contribute with a negative value. When this con-
tribution dominates over the other, the superfluid weight can
be negative, indicating that the BCS state is unstable. This in
turn means that the FFLO superconductivity should be real-
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ized. This is an explanation of the conventional Fermi-liquid
mechanism of FFLO superconductivity from the perspective
of the superfluid weight.

However, as shown in Eq. (34), the superfluid weight of
multi-band superconductors has the contribution from the ge-
ometric term. For instance, in the monolayer FeSe, because
the geometric term may be comparable to the conventional
term55, the conventional understanding should be refined. In
the case of the isotropic s-wave superconductivity, the geo-
metric term is always positive and may be disadvantageous
for the FFLO superconductivity. However, the geometric term
is not always positive for the other pairing states, as we will
see in the next section. Thus, superconducting phase diagrams
should be modified by taking into account the geometric con-
tribution. In Sec. V, we show various roles of the geometric
term in the models of monolayer FeSe with various supercon-
ducting symmetries.

IV. NEGATIVE GEOMETRIC CONTRIBUTION TO THE
SUPERFLUID WEIGHT

Before going to the analysis of models, we show a gen-
eral mechanism of negative geometric contribution to the su-
perfluid weight. The geometric contribution to the superfluid
weight is positive in situations discussed in the literature36,37.
However, the geometric term can be negative in general, re-

ducing the stability of the BCS state. To illustrate the nega-
tive geometric contribution, we consider the minimal model
with a two-fold degree of freedom in this section. Although
the geometric term is negative in the following model at zero
magnetic field, we derive analytical formulas applicable in the
presence of the magnetic field for generality.

When the system has a two-fold degree of freedom, the nor-
mal state Hamiltonian and the gap function can be written as,

H0(k) = ξ(k)ρ0 + f(k) · ρ, (35)
∆(k) = φ(k)ρ0 + d(k) · ρ, (36)

where (ρ0,ρ) are the Pauli matrices for the normal-state de-
gree of freedom such as orbital and sublattice. When d(k) =
0, the situation is similar to that in Sec. III B, and therefore,
both the geometric and conventional terms are positive in the
absence of the magnetic field.

On the other hand, a different situation is realized when the
component d(k) is finite and φ(k) = 0. In this case, the intra-
band pairing component in the band representation of the gap
function, ∆̃(k) = U(k)∆(k)U†(k), is proportional to ρz be-
cause the ρ0 component vanishes. For simplicity, neglecting
the inter-band pairing, we assume the gap function in the band
representation, ∆̃(k) = d̃z(k)ρz . In contrast to the plain s-
wave state ∆̃(k) ∝ ρ0, the gap function has opposite signs
on the two bands, whose intriguing feature is captured by the
geometric contribution to the superfluid weight. Indeed, the
conventional term and the geometric term are obtained as,

Dconv
µν =

∑
k

∑
σ

∑
n

{(ρz)nn}2
(
|d̃z(k)|2

Es
n(k)2

f ′h(SσE
s
n(k))− Sσ

|d̃z(k)|2

Es
n(k)3

fh(SσE
s
n(k))

)
∂kµεn(k)∂kν εn(k), (37)

Dgeom
µν =

1

2

∑
k

∑
σσ′

∑
n 6=m

(ρz)nn(ρz)mm
fh(SσE

s
n(k))− fh(Sσ′E

s
m(k))

SσEs
n(k)− Sσ′Es

m(k)

(
SσSσ′ |d̃z(k)|2

Es
n(k)Es

m(k)

)
(εn(k)− εm(k))2gµνnm(k). (38)

The detailed derivation is shown in Appendix B. Here, only
Dgeom1 is finite, and Dgeom2 vanishes since we ignore the
inter-band pairing.

The essential point is that the formula for the geometric
term Dgeom contains the factor (ρz)nn(ρz)mm, namely, the
relative sign of the gap function for the bands n and m.
The conventional term is insensitive to the phase of the or-
der parameter, as {(ρz)nn}2 = 1 and the formula is the
same as that shown in Sec. III B. On the other hand, since
(ρz)nn(ρz)mm = −1 for n 6= m, the sign of the geometric
term is opposite to the plain s-wave case. This consideration
reveals the negative geometric contribution even in the ab-
sence of the magnetic field, although it is positive in the plain
s-wave superconducting state. The negative geometric term
in the superfluid weight may be advantageous to realize the
FFLO state. Possibility of such a quantum-geometry-induced
FFLO superconductivity is discussed in Sec. V C.

V. SUPERCONDUCTING PHASE DIAGRAM OF
MONOLAYER FESE

Now, we move on to the main result of this paper, the su-
perconducting phase diagram of monolayer FeSe with an in-
plane magnetic field. This section is divided into three parts.
In Sec. V A, we explain a minimal model for monolayer FeSe
which takes account of glide-mirror symmetry breaking71.
In the following two subsections, we show various super-
conducting phase diagrams for isotropic s-wave, extended s-
wave, and nodeless d-wave pairing states, which have been
proposed as the symmetry of superconductivity in monolayer
FeSe71–83. The quantum geometry of Bloch electrons strongly
impacts the phase diagrams and may open a route to realizing
the FFLO superconductivity. Furthermore, the variety in the
phase diagram can verify the superconducting symmetry.
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A. Gao’s model

To discuss the superconducting phase diagram of mono-
layer FeSe, we adopt the Gao’s model71,

H0(k)=
hA(k) + hB(k)

2
τ0 ⊗ ρ0 + hxy(k)τ0 ⊗ ρx

+
hA(k)− hB(k)

2
τz ⊗ ρ0 + hT (k)τx ⊗ ρ0, (39)

where,

hA(k) = −2(t2 cos kx + t3 cos ky)− µ, (40)
hB(k) = −2(t3 cos kx + t2 cos ky)− µ, (41)
hxy(k) = −2t4(cos kx + cos ky), (42)
hT (k) = −2t1 cos kx/2 cos ky/2. (43)

In Eq. (39), τµ and ρµ are the Pauli matrices for the sublattice
and orbital space. Here, we consider two sublattices and (dxz ,
dyz) orbitals of Fe ions, and the total degree of freedom is
f = 4.

The bare hopping integrals are (t1, t2, t3, t4) =
(0.16, 0.04,−0.2, 0.004), and the energies are in the
unit of 1eV. t2 and t3 are intra-orbital hopping integrals in
the same sublattice. In the bulk iron-based superconductors,
the hopping integrals along the x and y directions are equiva-
lent, and t2 = t3 is satisfied. However, in the monolayer FeSe
on substrate, the position of Se ions along the z-direction
is different between the two subalattices, which induces the
glide-mirror symmetry breaking; this leads to t2 6= t3 and
makes τz component finite. Thus, we can not diagonalize the
sublattice space by k-independent unitary matrix, making the
Berry connection between in the sublattice space finite.

Equation (43) with t1 is the intra-orbital hopping between
the different sublattices. Although the hopping parameters
are different between the (x + y)/2 and (x − y)/2 direc-
tions in iron-based superconductors, the Gao’s model ignores
the difference for simplicity, and ρz components vanish in
H0(k). On the other hand, Equation (42) with t4 represents
the inter-orbital hopping in the same sublattice. Because the
ρy and ρz components are absent in the Hamiltonian, the or-
bital space is diagonalized by the k-independent unitary ma-
trix (ρz+ρx)/

√
2. Thus, it turns out that the Berry connection

for the orbital space vanishes.
Eigenvalue equation is written as H0(k) |unτnρ(k)〉 =

εnτnρ(k) |unτnρ(k)〉 with the single particle’s energy
εnτnρ(k) and Bloch wave function |unτnρ(k)〉. The energy
dispersion and the Fermi surface are shown in Fig. 2(a) and
2(b), respectively. We determine the chemical potential µ so
that the particle number is n = 2.08, unless we mention oth-
erwise. We find that the Gao’s model reproduces the Fermi
surface of monolayer FeSe which has only the electron-like
Fermi surfaces due to the excessive electron doping84–86.

Let us show a simplified form of the Bloch wave functions.

-π � π
-π

�

π

kx

ky

����
�����
��

�����
����
�����
����
�����

En
er
gy
(e
V
)

Γ M ΓX

𝑘!

𝑘"

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. (a) The energy dispersion and (b) the Fermi surface of Gao’s
model for monolayer FeSe. Here we set the particle number n =
2.08.

As mentioned before, the orbital space can be diagonalized as,

1

2
[τ0 ⊗ (ρz + ρx)]H0(k) [τ0 ⊗ (ρz + ρx)] =

hA(k) + hB(k)

2
τ0 ⊗ ρ0 +

hA(k)− hB(k)

2
τz ⊗ ρ0

+hxy(k)τ0 ⊗ ρz + hT (k)τx ⊗ ρ0. (44)

Since this matrix is block-diagonalized and does not commute
with τx ⊗ ρ0 and τz ⊗ ρ0, we also diagonalize the sublat-
tice space by the unitary matrix which depends on k (see Ap-
pendix C). As a result, we can write the Bloch wave function
by the tensor product,

|unτnρ(k)〉 = |τnτ (k)〉 ⊗ |ρnρ〉 . (45)

Therefore, the Berry connection is given by,

〈unτnρ |∂kµun′τn′ρ(k)〉 = 〈τnτ (k)|∂kµτn′τ (k)〉 〈ρnρ |ρn′ρ〉 .
(46)

We notice that the Berry connection is finite only when nρ =
n′ρ; the quantum geometry appears only in the sublattice
space. In Sec. V C, we show that this property of the Berry
connection can make the geometric contribution to the super-
fluid weight negative.

To take the mass renormalization effect87–89 into account,
we introduce a renormalization factor z = 1/5 or 1/10 for
the normal state Hamiltonian as zH0(k), which enhances the
quantum geometric effect on the FFLO superconductivity. For
the mass renormalization factor z = 1/5, we can reproduce
the geometric contribution to the superfluid weight in the re-
alistic 10-orbital model of monolayer FeSe derived from the
first-principles calculation55 (see Appendix D).

In the following subsections, solving the gap equation, we
set the superconducting transition temperature as Tc = 83 K
at the zero magnetic field56–58. The high superconducting
transition temperature in monolayer FeSe is considered to
be closely related to the film thickness72 and the effect of
the substrate90–92. In particular, an electron doping and a
substrate-induced electron-phonon coupling are expected to
be essential for the high transition temperature. These effects
making the monolayer FeSe different from bulk FeSe are phe-
nomenologically contained as the high mean-field transition
temperature.
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B. Intra-sublattice pairing: isotropic s-wave superconductivity

First, we consider the isotropic s-wave superconductivity,
in which only the intra-sublattice pairing is finite, i.e.

∆(k) = ∆0τ0 ⊗ ρ0. (47)

This state is obtained when we solve the self-consistent gap
equation for an isotropic interaction Vls(k,k

′) = −V δls.
Since all orbitals and sublattices are equivalent in the sense
that they are related to each other through four-fold rotational
symmetry and mirror symmetry, the k-independent gap func-
tion is independent of the orbital and sublattice. As a result,
the gap term and the multi-gap term vanish, and therefore,
Dconv = Ds:conv and Dgeom = Ds:geom in this subsec-
tion. Consistent with the pairing state in Eq. (47), a weakly
k-dependent s-wave pairing state has been theoretically pre-
dicted73 and supported by an experiment83.

In Figs. 3(a) and 3(b), we show the superconducting phase
diagram as a function of the temperature and magnetic field.
Figure 3(a) shows the sign of the total superfluid weight, i.e.
Dconv+Dgeom, indicating the (meta-)stability or instability of
the BCS state. On the other hand, Fig. 3(b) shows the sign of
the Fermi-liquid contribution Dconv. Thus, we understand the
effect of quantum geometry on the phase diagram by compar-
ing Fig. 3(a) with Fig. 3(b). Because the geometric term has
a sizable contribution to the superfluid weight in monolayer
FeSe55 and is positive in the isotropic s-wave pairing state,
the BCS state is stabilized by the geometric term.

Here we discuss two features induced by the geometric
term. One is the reentrant BCS phase transition highlighted
by the horizontal purple box in Fig. 3(a); as increasing the
temperature, the phase transition from the BCS state to the
FFLO state occurs, and further increase of temperature stabi-
lizes the BCS state again. The origin of this reentrant behavior
is understood by Fig. 3(c), which shows the temperature de-
pendence of the superfluid weight. While the conventional
term is negative except for in the low temperature region, the
geometric term is positive. Thus, the competition of the two
terms, Dgeom and Dconv, leads to the multiple sign changes
of the superfluid weight. In particular, the positive superfluid
weight near the transition temperature is due to the geometric
contribution beyond the Fermi-liquid theory, and it is consis-
tent with the CMMCP dependence of the condensation en-
ergy, which is shown in Fig. 3(f). In this figure, we see the
minimum of free energy at q = 0, consistent with the posi-
tive superfluid weight. We have also confirmed that the FFLO
state is stable when Ds < 0, as shown in Fig. 3(e).

Another intriguing feature is the metastable BCS state,
which appears inside the FFLO phase as highlighted by the
vertical purple box in Fig. 3(a). To understand this phase, we
show the magnetic field dependence of the superfluid weight
in Fig. 3(d). In this parameter range, the conventional term is
negative, while the geometric term is positive. As a result of
the competition of the two contributions, the total superfluid
weight is tiny and changes the sign two times. In the interme-
diate field region, the superfluid weight is positive, suggesting
the stable BCS state. However, the BCS state is metastable
in this phase, corresponding to the case of Fig. 1(c). In-

deed, the CMMCP dependence of the superconducting free
energy (Fig. 3(g)) is qualitatively the same as Fig. 1(c). This
means that although the positive superfluid weight ensures
the metastable BCS state, higher-order derivative such as Dss

makes the FFLO state more stable.
From the result in Fig. 3, we conclude the geometric con-

tribution can affect the superconducting phase diagram. Es-
pecially, the geometric term is essential for the metastability
of the BCS state. We obtain a conventional phase diagram
for the FFLO state as in Fig. 3(b), when only the Fermi-liquid
contribution is taken into account. Thus, the unusual behav-
iors result from the sizable quantum geometric effect on su-
perconductivity.

C. Inter-sublattice pairing

Next, we show the results for the inter-sublattice pairing
states. The gap function is written as,

∆(k) = ∆(k)τx ⊗ ρ0, (48)

where ∆(k) belongs to an irreducible representation, A1g or
B1g , corresponding to an extended s-wave superconductivity
and nodeless d-wave superconductivity, respectively. These
states are stable as solutions of the gap equation for the pairing
interaction Vls(k,k′) = V (k,k′) (τx ⊗ ρ0)ls.

Before showing the numerical results of the model calcula-
tion, we discuss the possibility of the negative geometric con-
tribution to the superfluid weight in the inter-sublattice pair-
ing state. For the analogy with the discussion in Sec. IV,
we consider the contribution from the lines on |kx| = |ky|,
where the band representation of the gap function is given
by ∆̃(k) = ∆̃(k)τz ⊗ ρ0. Since it is proportional to τz in
the sublattice space, the finite Berry connection arising from
the sublattice space gives a negative contribution, similarly to
Eq. (38). On the other hand, contribution due to the orbital de-
gree of freedom, which may be positive because of ρ0 in the
normal part Hamiltonian, vanishes since the Berry connection
in the orbital space is absent in the Gao’s model.

Indeed, the geometric term is shown to be negative in the
following part of this subsection. We would like to emphasize
that the negative geometric contribution is attributed to the
Berry connection in the sublattice space 〈τnτ (k)|∂kµτn′τ (k)〉,
which becomes finite owing to the glide-mirror symmetry
breaking. We have confirmed that the geometric term is posi-
tive in the model for bulk iron-based superconductors, which
preserves glide-mirror symmetry, since the Berry connection
due to the sublattice space vanishes (see Appendix E). Thus,
the quantum geometry arising from the glide-mirror symme-
try breaking is essential for the negative geometric term of the
superfluid weight in the inter-sublattice pairing state.

1. Extended s-wave superconductivity

Here, we show the superfluid weight and phase diagram
of the extended s-wave pairing state, in which Eq. (48) with
∆(k) ∝ cos(kx/2) cos(ky/2) belongs to the A1g irreducible
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FIG. 3. (a) and (b) The temperature-magnetic field superconducting phase diagram of monolayer FeSe with a model for isotropic s-wave
superconductivity. We set the mass renormalization factor z = 1/5. The red and blue color show a positive and negative superfluid weight,
indicating the (meta-)stability and instability of the BCS state, respectively. The latter also indicates that the FFLO state is stable. We show
the sign of (a) the total superfluid weight, Dconv + Dgeom, and (b) the conventional term, Dconv. By comparing panel (a) with panel (b),
effects of quantum geometry on the superconducting phase diagram are clarified. The purple boxes in panel (a) show the region in which
quantum geometry induces unusual superconducting phase transitions. (c) The temperature dependence of superfluid weight at h = 0.0105,
corresponding to the lower purple box in panel (a). The orange, blue, and pink lines show the conventional term Dconv, the geometric term
Dgeom, and the total superfluid weight Dconv + Dgeom, respectively. The inset shows the region T > 0.001 in which the total superfluid
weight changes the sign. (d) The magnetic field dependence of the superfluid weight at T = 0.0001, corresponding to the upper purple box in
panel (a). The colors indicate the same terms as in panel (c). The inset is an enlarged figure which shows the sign change of the total superfluid
weight. Panels (e), (f), and (g) show the q dependence of the condensation energy, i.e. Fs(q) − Fn. Fs(q) and Fn are the free energy of the
superconducting state and the normal state, respectively. (e) We set T = 0.0001 and h = 0.011, in which the FFLO state is stable, consistent
with the negative superfluid weight. (f) We set T = 0.0027 and h = 0.0105 in the lower purple box of panel (a). Although the conventional
term is negative Dconv < 0, the BCS state is stable because the geometric term is positive and |Dgeom| > |Dconv|. (g) T = 0.0001 and
h = 0.013 corresponding to the red region in the upper purple box of panel (a). The superfluid weight is positive due to the geometric term
as in the case of panel (f). However, the FFLO state is stable and the BCS state is metastable because of higher-order derivative terms such as
Dss. The inset shows that F (0) is a local minimum.
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FIG. 4. The geometric term of the superfluid weight in the extended
s-wave pairing state for h = 0 and z = 1/5. (a) The blue, green,
and purple lines show the total geometric term Dgeom, Dgeom1,
and Dgeom2, respectively. Panels (b) and (c) show the k-resolved
Dgeom1 term and Dgeom2 term, respectively.

representation. Note that the gap node appears on the kx = π
and ky = π lines since we neglect the intra-sublattice pairing.
We conduct numerical calculations for the two mass renor-
malization factors, z = 1/5 and 1/10.

First, we demonstrate the negative geometric term of the
superfluid weight. Figure 4(a) for h = 0 and z = 1/5 shows
the temperature dependence of the geometric term; the blue,
green, and purple lines show Dgeom, Dgeom1, and Dgeom2,
respectively. We see that the total geometric term Dgeom is
indeed negative in contrast to the case of isotropic s-wave su-
perconductivity. This is due to the negativeDgeom1 term as we
expected from the discussion in Appendix C (see Eq. (C4)).
A positive finite Dgeom2 is induced by the inter-band pairing,
indicating that the inter-band pairing stabilizes the supercon-
ductivity. However, the magnitude of this term is smaller than
the intra-band pairing term |Dgeom1|, and the total geometric
term is negative. As shown in Figs. 4(b) and 4(c), contribu-
tion to Dgeom1 (Dgeom2) from each momentum k is negative
(positive).

The negative geometric term is expected to change the
superconducting phase diagram in a different way from the
isotropic s-wave superconductivity. Here, to show the effect
of the negative geometric term on the superconducting phase
diagram, we assume large mass enhancement z = 1/10;
the geometric contribution becomes essential as increasing
m∗/m = z−1 since the Fermi-liquid contribution is sup-
pressed. We find two FFLO phases in Fig. 5(b); one is in
the low magnetic field and low temperature region (blue re-
gion), and the other is in the high magnetic field region (cyan
region). Although the low-field FFLO phase looks unusual,
it is stabilized owing to a characteristic feature of monolayer
FeSe, as is explained later.

Here, we discuss the high-field FFLO phase which is shown

by the cyan region. In this phase, the negative superfluid
weight, Ds < 0, is induced by the negative total geometric
contribution,Ds:geom < 0, while the total Fermi-liquid contri-
bution is positive, Ds:conv > 0. To see this, we show the tem-
perature dependence of the superfluid weight for h = 0.01 in
Fig. 5(c). Thus, quantum geometry induces the FFLO super-
conductivity in the cyan region. To obtain further insights, we
show each term of the total geometric contribution in the inset
of Fig. 5(c). The geometric term Dgeom is dominant to the
negative contribution. Furthermore, Dgeom1 is the main ori-
gin of the negative geometric contribution, as shown in Fig. 4.
Therefore, the band-resolved quantum metric plays the main
role on the quantum-geometry-induced FFLO superconduc-
tivity.

The condensation energy F (q) of the high-field FFLO state
is shown in Fig. 5(e), and it actually takes the minimum at fi-
nite CMMCP. However, the condensation energy is positive,
meaning that the normal state is more stable than the super-
conducting state. In this way, the high-field FFLO states ob-
tained in this model are mostly the metastable states. Actually,
most part of the cyan region vanishes in Fig. 5(a), where only
the superconducting state with negative condensation energy
is illustrated. We expect that the metastable FFLO state can
be verified through the hysteresis measurement.

Now we discuss an unusual feature of the superconducting
phase diagram, namely, the low-field FFLO phase. This phase
is induced by the negative conventional term, and therefore, it
is enhanced in the phase diagram for z = 1/5 (Fig. 6(a)). We
find an FFLO phase in the low magnetic field region around
h = 0.0015. In this region, the FFLO state is more stable
than the BCS state because of the negative conventional term,
i.e Dconv < 0 leading to Ds < 0, as shown in Fig. 6(b). The
geometric term is negligible as it is almost canceled by the gap
term and the multi-gap term. The stable FFLO state is also
confirmed from the inset of Fig. 6(b), as the superconducting
free energy takes the minimum at finite CMMCP.

The negative conventional term in such a low magnetic field
region below the paramagnetic limiting field may originate
from unusual properties of the gap function and band struc-
ture. In the monolayer FeSe, the Fermi surfaces exist only
near the M point due to electron doping. In the extended
s-wave pairing state, the gap function is small near the M
point because the factor cos(kx/2) cos(ky/2) vanishes at the
M point. Therefore, the gap size near the M point is compa-
rable to the Zeeman field h even when it is much smaller than
the paramagnetic limiting field, leading to a negative super-
fluid weight and the low-field FFLO superconducting phase.
On the other hand, the gap function has the maximum at the Γ
point, around which the incipient bands exist below the Fermi
level. Therefore, a sizable contribution to the superconducting
condensation energy comes from the bands near the Γ point.
Even when the magnetic field is larger than the gap size near
the M point, the superconducting phase is stable owing to
the contribution from the incipient bands. Thus, we consider
that the incipient bands below the Fermi level play a major
role if the extended s-wave superconductivity occurs in the
monolayer FeSe. Important roles of the incipient bands for
iron-based superconductors were also pointed out in previous
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FIG. 5. The superconducting phase diagram of the extended s-wave pairing state for z = 1/10. We show the sign of the superfluid weight
only for thermodynamically stable superconducting states in panel (a), while we also show metastable superconducting states in panel (b).
In the cyan region, the FFLO state with Ds < 0 is induced by the negative total geometric contribution Ds:geom < 0, although the total
Fermi-liquid contribution is positive, Ds:conv > 0. (c) Temperature dependence of the superfluid weight at h = 0.01. The green and red lines
show Ds:geom and Ds:conv, respectively. The other lines show the same terms as in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d). The inset shows each term of the total
geometric contribution (Ds:geom, green line). The purple, black, and blue lines show Dgap2, Dmulti, and Dgeom, respectively. Panels (d) and
(e) show the q dependence of the condensation energy at T = 0.0018 and T = 0.0019, respectively.

studies71,75,81,82,93–96. We confirmed that the low-field FFLO
state is stable even in the presence of a finite intra-sublattice
pairing (see Appendix F).

2. Nodeless d-wave superconductivity

Finally, we show the results of the nodeless d-wave pairing
state, in which Eq. (48) with ∆(k) ∝ sin(kx/2) sin(ky/2)
belongs to the B1g irreducible representation. In this case, the
geometric term is negative due to the same reason as the ex-
tended s-wave pairing state, and quantum-geometry-induced
FFLO superconductivity is realized.

In Fig. 7(a), we show the superconducting phase diagram

and find two unique features. One is shown in the cyan re-
gion of Fig. 7(a), in which the FFLO state is induced by
the negative total geometric contribution. This is confirmed
by Fig. 7(b), which shows the temperature dependence of
the superfluid weight at h = 0.0095. Thus, the quantum-
geometry-induced FFLO superconductivity occurs in this re-
gion. As shown in the inset of Fig. 7(b), the geometric term
(Dgeom, blue line) is dominant in the total geometric contri-
bution (Ds:geom, green line), which means that the negative
Dgeom plays the main role on the quantum-geometry-induced
FFLO superconductivity as in the extended s-wave pairing
state. Note that we plot only the thermodynamically stable
state while a metastable FFLO state appears as in the case of
Fig. 5.
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FIG. 6. (a) The superconducting phase diagram of the extended s-
wave pairing state for z = 1/5. We plot only thermodynamically
stable states. (b) Temperature dependence of the superfluid weight at
h = 0.0015. The orange and pink lines show the conventional term
Dconv and the total superfluid weight Ds, respectively. The inset
shows the CMMCP dependence of the superconducting free energy
at T = 0.0002.

Another feature is illustrated by the black line in Fig. 7(a).
In the red region above the black line, although the BCS state
is metastable as indicated by the positive superfluid weight,
the FFLO state is the most stable state as a consequence
of negative higher-order derivatives of the free energy. Fig-
ure 7(c) shows the q-dependence of the superconducting free
energy at h = 0.0095 and T = 0.0014, which illustrates the
stable FFLO state and the metastable BCS state.

We note that the low-field FFLO state, which appears in
Figs. 5 and 6 for the extended s-wave state, does not appear in
the nodeless d-wave pairing state. The difference comes from
the momentum dependence of the gap magnitude. In contrast
to the extended s-wave pairing state, the magnitude of the d-
wave gap function takes the maximum value at the M point,
while it disappears at the Γ point. Thus, superconductivity is
mainly caused by the Fermi surfaces near the M point, and
the incipient bands near the Γ point do not play an essential
role. Therefore, the phase diagram is similar to the conven-
tional one, and the conventional term of the superfluid weight
is negative only in the high magnetic field region. We con-
clude that the negative total geometric contribution enhances
the FFLO state in the nodeless d-wave pairing state.

VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have studied the quantum geometric effect
on the superconducting phase diagram. The quantum geom-
etry appears in the superfluid weight in superconductors, and
the superfluid weight determines the thermodynamic stability
between the BCS and FFLO states. Thus, the quantum geom-
etry affects the superconducting phase diagram through the
superfluid weight.

To investigate the quantum geometric effect on the FFLO
superconductivity, we formulated the superfluid weight in a
magnetic field based on the properties of Bloch electrons.
Similarly to the previous studies, the superfluid weight is di-
vided into the Fermi-liquid contribution and the geometric
contribution. Using the obtained formula, we reproduced the
conventional FFLO superconductivity induced by the negative
Fermi-liquid contribution when the gap size is almost equiv-
alent to the magnitude of the Zeeman field. Then, based on
a simple two-band model, we showed that the sign of the ge-
ometric term depends on the superconducting symmetry; this
can cause various superconducting phase diagrams. In con-
trast to the belief that the geometric contribution is positive,
we clarified a ubiquitous mechanism of the negative geomet-
ric contribution.

As a benchmark of the quantum geometric effect on the
FFLO superconductivity, we investigated models of mono-
layer FeSe, in which the quantum geometry plays an essen-
tial role. We assumed three different superconducting states,
isotropic s-wave, extended s-wave, and nodeless d-wave pair-
ing states.

In the isotropic s-wave pairing state, the geometric contri-
bution is always positive, and a large positive geometric con-
tribution stabilizes the BCS state. As a result, two uncon-
ventional behaviors are obtained; one is the superconducting
phase transition from the FFLO to BCS state as the tempera-
ture is increased, and the other is the metastable BCS state in
the high magnetic field region.

On the other hand, the geometric contribution to the super-
fluid weight is negative in the inter-sublattice pairing state,
due to the glide-mirror symmetry breaking. In the extended
s-wave pairing state, the FFLO state is stable in the low and
high magnetic field regions. In the high magnetic field region,
the quantum-geometry-induced FFLO superconductivity oc-
curs because of the negative total geometric contribution. Al-
though the FFLO state is metastable there, our theoretical pre-
diction can be verified by the hysteresis measurement. On the
other hand, in the low magnetic field region, a negative Fermi-
liquid contribution leads to the FFLO superconductivity. This
feature is significantly different from the results of other mod-
els and due to the unique electronic structure of monolayer
FeSe with incipient bands.

In the nodeless d-wave pairing state, the geometric term is
negative in the same way as in the extended s-wave pairing
state. On the other hand, the conventional term becomes neg-
ative only in the high magnetic field region, which makes con-
trast to the extended s-wave paring state. Thus, the FFLO state
is stable only in high magnetic field region. In this case, the
negative geometric contribution expands the FFLO region as
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FIG. 7. (a) The superconducting phase diagram of the nodeless d-wave pairing state for z = 1/5 and n = 2.07. Red and blue regions indicate
the positive and negative superfluid weight, respectively. The cyan region shows the quantum-geometry-induced FFLO state. In the upper side
of the black line, although Ds > 0, the FFLO state is most stable. Only thermodynamically stable states are plotted. (b) The temperature
dependence of the superfluid weight at h = 0.0095. All colors show the same quantities as in Fig. 5(c). (c) The CMMCP dependence of the
superconducting free energy at h = 0.0095 and T = 0.0014, which is in the upper side of the black line. We confirm that the FFLO state is
most stable, and the BCS state is metastable.

the quantum-geometry-induced FFLO superconductivity oc-
curs.

We conclude from the results that quantum geometry may
play an essential role in superconductors. The relevant phe-
nomena range from the previously studied Meissner effect and
BKT transition to the FFLO superconductivity. Since the su-
perfluid weight is essential for various superconducting phe-
nomena related to the CMMCP, this work may stimulate fur-
ther studies exploring novel superconducting phenomena. In-
terestingly, the geometric contribution shows various behav-
iors, which depend on the order parameter of superconductiv-
ity. Therefore, we expect to see rich phenomena due to quan-
tum geometry, and it can be used to verify unconventional su-
perconducting states.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the superfluid weight

Here we show the detailed calculation of Sec. III.

1. Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamiltonian with in-plane magnetic
field and finite center of mass momenta of Cooper pairs

First, we derive the Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamiltonian in
the finite center of mass momentum pairing state. We start
from the two-dimensional attractive model with an in-plane
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magnetic field,

Ĥ = Ĥ + Ĥzem + Ĥint, (A1)

Ĥ =
∑
k

∑
σ

ĉ†σ(k)H0(k)ĉσ(k), (A2)

Ĥzem =
∑
k

∑
σσ′

(hσz)σσ′ ĉ
†
σ(k)ĉσ′(k), (A3)

Ĥint =
∑
kk′

∑
ls

ĉ†l↑(k + q)ĉ†s↓(−k + q)

× Vls(k,k′)ĉs↓(−k′ + q)ĉl↑(k
′ + q), (A4)

where Ĥ is the normal state Hamiltonian. In Ĥzem, a Zeeman
field (hσz)σσ′ is induced by the in-plane magnetic field, be-
cause we take the spin quantization axis along the magnetic
field. Note that we can freely choose the spin quantization
axis due to rotational symmetry in the spin space. The last
term in the Hamiltonian Ĥint represents an attractive potential
Vls(k,k

′) between two electrons with the momentum k + q
and −k + q.

Applying the BCS mean-field theory to Ĥint, we get the
Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamiltonian of Eq. (3) in the main
text,

ĤBdG(q) =
∑
k

ψ̂†(k, q)HBdG(k, q)ψ̂(k, q) + const.

(A5)

Here, we explicitly write the constant term as,

const =
∑
k

tr [H0(k)− h1]

−
∑
k

∑
ij

∆†ij(k) 〈cj↓(−k + q)ci↑(k + q)〉 . (A6)

Thus, the free energy containing the constant term can be writ-
ten by,

F (q) = −kBT
∑
k

∑
a

ln
[
1 + e−β(Ea(k,q)+h)

]
+const. (A7)

For the calculation of the condensation energy, we take into
account the constant term.

2. Superfluid weight

Next, we derive the superfluid weight given by Eq. (9) in
the main text. The derivative of the free energy with respect
to CMMCP is written by,

∂qµ∂qνF (q) =
∑
k

∑
a

[
fh(Ea(k, q))∂qµ∂qνEa(k, q)

+f ′h(Ea(k, q))∂qµEa(k, q)∂qνEa(k, q)
]
.

(A8)

Using the Hellmann-Feynman‘s theorem with respect to q,

Jµab(k, q) = δa,b∂qµEa(k, q)

+(Eb(k, q)− Ea(k, q)) 〈ψa(k, q)|∂qµψb(k, q)〉 , (A9)

we can rewritte,

∂qµEa(k, q) = Jµaa(k, q), (A10)
∂qµ∂qνEa(k, q) = Jµνaa (k, q)

+
∑
b6=(a)

(
Jµab(k, q)Jνba(k, q)

Ea(k, q)− Eb(k, q)
+ c.c

)
, (A11)

where

Jµab(k, q) = 〈ψa(k, q)| ∂qµHBdG(k, q) |ψb(k, q)〉 ,
(A12)

Jµνaa (k, q) = 〈ψa(k, q)| ∂qν∂qµHBdG(k, q) |ψa(k, q)〉 .
(A13)

Since we have

∂qµHBdG(k, q) = ∂kµH+(k, q), (A14)
∂qν∂qµHBdG(k, q) = ∂kν∂kµH−(k, q), (A15)

taking the limit q → 0, we get the superfluid weight,

Ds
µν = Dpara

µν +Ddiag
µν , (A16)

Ddiag
µν =

∑
k

∑
a

fh(Ea(k))Jµνaa (k), (A17)

Dpara
µν =

∑
k

∑
ab

fh(Ea(k))− fh(Eb(k))

Ea(k)− Eb(k)
J+µ
ab (k)J+ν

ba (k),

(A18)

with

J±µab (k) = 〈ψa(k)| ∂kµH±(k) |ψb(k)〉 , (A19)
Jµνab (k) = 〈ψa(k)| ∂kν∂kµH−(k) |ψb(k)〉 . (A20)

By using the Hellmann-Feynman‘s theorem with respect to k,

J−µab (k) + d∆µ
ab(k) = δab∂kµEa(k)

+ (Eb(k)− Ea(k)) 〈ψa(k)|∂kµψb(k)〉 ,
(A21)

the diamagnetic term Ddiag
µν can be rewritten as,

Ddiag
µν = −

∑
k

∑
ab

fh(Ea(k))− fh(Eb(k))

Ea(k)− Eb(k)

×J−µab (k)
(
J−νba (k) + d∆ν

ba(k)
)
. (A22)

Thus, we get Eqs. (10) and (11) in the main text.

3. The case of ∆(k) = ∆1

Here, we derive the superfluid weight in the isotropic s-
wave pairing state,

∆(k) = ∆1. (A23)

In this case, the gap term vanishes, and the BdG Hamiltonian
in the band representation is written as,

H̃BdG(k) =

(
ε(k) ∆1
∆1 −ε(k)

)
+ h1, (A24)
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where

ε(k) = U(k)H0(k)U†(k). (A25)

We can easily obtain the eigenvector of the Hamiltonian,

|ψa(k)〉 =
∑
n

(
(δa,nun(k)− δa,n+fvn(k)) |un(k)〉
(δa,nv

∗
n(k) + δa,n+fun(k)) |un(k)〉

)
.

(A26)

Here, un(k) and vn(k) are given by

un(k) =
1√
2

√
1 +

εn(k)

Es
n(k)

, (A27)

vn(k) =
∆

|∆|
√

2

√
1− εn(k)

Es
n(k)

, (A28)

and Ea(k) =
∑
n (δa,n − δa,n+f )Es

n(k) with Es
n(k) =√

εn(k)2 + |∆|2. Thus, we get the coefficient in the super-
fluid weight formula, Eq. (25), as

C↑↑↓↓nmpq(k) = δn,qδm,p
∑
k

∑
ab

fh(Ea(k))− fh(Eb(k))

Ea(k)− Eb(k)

×(δa,n − δa,n+f )(δb,m − δb,m+f )un(k)v∗n(k)um(k)vm(k).

(A29)

Since Eq. (A29) becomes finite only for n = q and m = p,
we find that the multi-gap term vanishes. Inserting Eq. (A29)
into Eqs. (19) and (20), we obtain Eqs. (31) and (31) in the
main text.

Appendix B: Derivation of the negative geometric contribution

We derive the superfluid weight in the model of Sec. IV
when the gap function in the band representation is

∆̃(k) = d̃(k)ρz. (B1)

The eigenvector of the BdG Hamiltonian is obtained as,

|ψa(k)〉

=
∑
n

(
(δa,nun(k)− (ρz)nnδa,n+2vn(k)) |un(k)〉
((ρz)nnδa,nvn(k) + δa,n+2un(k)) |un(k)〉

)
.

(B2)

where

un(k) =
1√
2

√
1 +

εn(k)

Es
n(k)

, (B3)

vn(k) =
d̃z(k)

|d̃z(k)|
√

2

√
1− εn(k)

Es
n(k)

, (B4)

and Es
n(k) =

√
εn(k)2 + |d̃z(k)|2. Here, we use the eigen-

value equation,

f(k) · ρ |u1(2)(k)〉 = (−)|f(k)| |u1(2)(k)〉 , (B5)
ε1(2)(k) = ξ(k)± |f(k)|. (B6)

We would like stress that the eigenvector Eq. (B2) contains
(ρz)nn different from Eq. (A26) since the gap function is pro-
portional to ρz . As a consequence, the coefficient in the su-
perfluid weight formula Eq. (25) is written as,

C↑↑↓↓nmpq(k) = δn,qδm,p
∑
k

∑
ab

fh(Ea(k))− fh(Eb(k))

Ea(k)− Eb(k)

×(δa,n − δa,n+f )(δb,m − δb,m+f )un(k)v∗n(k)um(k)vm(k)

×(ρz)nn(ρz)mm. (B7)

Using this, we get the conventional term Eq. (37) and the ge-
ometric term Eq. (38) in the main text. It is emphasized that
the formula of the geometric term is different from that for
the isotropic s-wave pairing state Eq. (32), because of the ρz
component arising from the gap function. This is the origin of
the negative geometric contribution discussed in Sec. IV.

Appendix C: Negative geometric contribution in the Gao’s
model for inter-sublattice pairing state

We show the negative geometric contribution to the super-
fluid weight in the Gao’s model. As mentioned in the main
text, in the Gao’s model Eq. (39), the orbital space can be di-
agonalized with k-independent unitary transformation. Thus,
we can also diagonalize the sublattice space by the unitary
matrix proportional to (a(k)τz + b(k)τx) with a(k) = hT (k)
and b(k) = εA1(k)− hA(k)− hxy(k). Here,

εA1(k) =
hA(k) + hB(k) + 2hxy(k)

2

+

√
(hA(k)− hB(k))2 + 4hT (k)2

2
, (C1)

is an energy eigenvalue of the Gao’s model. As a result, the
unitary matrix which diagonalizes the Gao’s model is obtained
as,

U†Gao(k) =

1√
2(a(k)2 + b(k)2)

(a(k)τz + b(k)τx)⊗ (ρz + ρx). (C2)

After the above unitary transformation, the band representa-
tion of the gap function in the inter-sublattice pairing state is
obtained as,

∆̃(k) = ∆(k)

×
(
b(k)2 − a(k)2

a(k)2 + b(k)2
τx +

2b(k)a(k)

a(k)2 + b(k)2
τz

)
⊗ ρ0. (C3)

The gap function is orbital-independent as it is proportional
to ρ0. On the other hand, the τz component in the sub-
lattice space is expected to give a negative geometric term
as we discussed in Sec. IV. Analogy with the discussion
in Sec. IV becomes clearer by focusing on the contribution
from the lines on |kx| = |ky|, where, a(k)2 = b(k)2 and

∆̃(k) = ∆̃(k)τz ⊗ ρ0 with ∆̃(k) = ∆(k)
2b(k)a(k)

a(k)2 + b(k)2
. In

this case,Dgeom2 = 0, and contribution toDgeom1 is obtained
as,
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1

2

∑
(nτ ,nρ)6=(mτ ,mρ)

∑
σσ′

(τz)nτnτ (τz)mτmτ
fh(SσE

s
(nτ ,nρ)

(k))− fh(Sσ′E
s
(mτ ,mρ)

(k))

SσEs
(nτ ,nρ)

(k)− Sσ′Es
(mτ ,mρ)

(k)

×

(
SσSσ′ |∆̃(k)|2

Es
(nτ ,nρ)

(k)Es
(mτ ,mρ)

(k)

){
ε(nτ ,nρ)(k)− ε(mτ ,mρ)(k)

}2
gµν(nτ ,nρ)(mτ ,mρ)(k), (C4)

similarly to Eq. (38). Because the Berry connection is finite
only for nρ = mρ, we have only to consider the contribution
in this condition. Then, the constraint (nτ , nρ) 6= (mτ ,mρ)
leads to nτ 6= mτ , and therefore, (τz)nτnτ (τz)mτmτ = −1.
Thus, the geometric term arising from the lines |kx| = |ky|
have to be negative.

Appendix D: Superfluid weight in the Gao’s model for isotropic
s-wave pairing state at h = 0
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FIG. 8. The superfluid weight of the Gao’s model in the isotropic
s-wave pairing state at zero magnetic field. We set mass enhance-
ment factor z = 1/5. The orange and pink lines show the conven-
tional term and the total superfluid weight, respectively. Thus, the
difference between the pink and orange lines shows the geometric
contribution to the superfluid weight.

In the previous study55, the superfluid weight of realistic
10-orbital model for monolayer FeSe was calculated, which
reveals monolayer FeSe to have sizeable geometric contri-
bution to the superfluid weight. To study the quantum geo-
metric effect on FFLO superconductivity in monolayer FeSe,
we adopt the Gao’s model as an effective model. Thus, it
should be verified that sizable geometric contribution com-
parable to the realistic 10-orbital model is reproduced in the
Gao’s model.

Here, taking into account the mass enhancement, we show
that the Gao’s model qualitatively reproduces the geometric
contribution obtained in the realistic 10-orbital model. Since
the calculations in Ref. 55 were carried out at zero magnetic
field, we show the superfluid weight of Gao’s model at zero
magnetic field in Fig. 8. The isotropic s-wave pairing state
is assumed, and the mass enhancement is set as z = 1/5.
The orange and pink lines show the conventional term Dconv

and the total superfluid weight Ds, respectively; Ds −Dconv

shows the geometric contribution.
Consistent with the realistic 10-orbital model of monolayer

FeSe55, we find a sizeable geometric contribution in the Gao’s
model (for example, compare Fig. 8 with Fig. 2 in Ref. 55).
Thus, we adopt the Gao’s model with mass enhancement fac-
tor z = 1/5 as an effective model, and it is considered valid
for studying the quantum geometric effect on FFLO super-
conductivity. We also assume a large mass enhancement fac-
tor z = 1/10 as an extreme case in Sec. V C 1, to demon-
strate quantum-geometry-induced FFLO superconductivity in
the extended s-wave pairing state.

Appendix E: Geometric contribution to superfluid weight in
bulk iron-based superconductors with glide-mirror symmetry

In this Appendix, we discuss the sign of the geometric
term in bulk iron-based superconductors. The Fermi surfaces
of iron-based superconductors are mainly constructed by the
dxz- and dyz-orbitals of iron atoms. For comparison with the
Gao’s model for monolayer FeSe, we consider the following
two-orbital two-sublattice model,

H0(k) = τ0 ⊗Hsub(k) + τx ⊗HT(k), (E1)
Hsub(k) = h0(k)ρ0 + hxy(k)ρx, (E2)

HT(k) =
hTx(k) + hTy(k)

2
ρ0 +

hTx(k)− hTy(k)

2
ρz,

(E3)

which satisfies the symmetry of canonical iron-based super-
conductors. For example, the Raghu‘s model97 for the bulk
iron-based superconductors has the same form as Eq. (E1).
Here, we adopt the two-dimensional model, since most iron-
based superconductors are quasi-two-dimensional systems.
Owing to the four-fold rotational symmetry, the relationship,
hTx(kx, ky) = hTy(−ky, kx), must be satisfied which im-
plies hTx(k) 6= hTy(k). We do not specify the details of
hopping parameters.

There are two main differences between the Gao’s model
Eq. (39) and Eq. (E1). One is that the intra-sublattice hop-
ping terms are sublattice-independent in Eq. (E1), while they
are different between the two sublattices in the Gao’s model
Eq. (39) due to glide-mirror symmetry breaking. The other
is that although the inter-sublattice hoppings are different be-
tween the dxz and dyz orbitals, i.e. hTx(k) 6= hTy(k) in
the canonical iron-based superconductors, the Gao’s model
ignores the difference.

In contrast to the Gao’s model, the sublattice space of the
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model Eq. (E1) can be diagonalized by the k-independent uni- tary matrix
τx + τz√

2
, and we get

[
τx + τz√

2
⊗ ρ0

]
H0(k)

[
τx + τz√

2
⊗ ρ0

]

=

 (h0 +
hTx + hTy

2
)ρ0 + hxyρx +

hTx − hTy
2

ρz 0

0 (h− hTx + hTy
2

)ρ0 + hxyρx −
hTx − hTy

2
ρz

 . (E4)

Here, we suppressed the k-dependence. This Hamiltonian is
diagonalized by,

τ0 + τz
2

⊗ U†ρ+ +
τ0 − τz

2
⊗ U†ρ−, (E5)

U†ρ+ =
1√
2

(
u −v
v u

)
, U†ρ− =

1√
2

(
v −u
u v

)
, (E6)

where

u =

√
1 +

hTx − hTy
2εorb

, v =

√
1−

hTx − hTy
2εorb

, (E7)

εorb =

√(
hTx − hTy

2

)2

+ h2xy. (E8)

Therefore, the unitary matrix diagonalizing Eq. (E1) is ob-
tained as,

1√
2

(
1 0
1 0

)
⊗ U†ρ+ +

1√
2

(
0 1
0 −1

)
⊗ U†ρ−. (E9)

Thus, the Bloch wave function can be written by the tensor
product,

|unτnρ(k)〉 = |τnτ 〉 ⊗ |ρnρ(k)〉 , (E10)

in which only the orbital space depends on the wave vector, k.
Then, we consider the inter-sublattice pairing state repre-

sented by,

∆(k) = ∆(k)τx ⊗ ρ0. (E11)

Using Eq. (E9), we get the band representation of the gap
function as,

∆̃(k) = ∆(k)τz ⊗ ρ0. (E12)

Thus, the situation is the same as the case of Eq. (C3) at
|kx| = |ky|, and the geometric term has the same form as
Eq. (C4). However, now the Berry connection is finite only
when nτ = mτ , since the unitary matrix of the sublattice
space does not depend on k. Therefore, (τz)nτnτ (τz)mτmτ =
1 is satisfied, and the geometric term is supposed to be pos-
itive in contrast to the Gao’s model. Thus, we conclude that
the negative geometric contribution to the superfluid weight,
demonstrated in the main text, is owing to the glide-mirror

symmetry breaking characteristic of monolayer FeSe on a
substrate.
Appendix F: FFLO state in the low magnetic field region in the

presence of finite intra-sublattice pairing

𝑇

ℎ

FIG. 9. The superconducting phase diagram for the gap function,
Eq. (F1). We set the mass enhancement factor as z = 1/5.

We show that the low-field FFLO state shown in Sec. V C 1
is stable when a small intra-sublattice pairing exists. Here, we
consider the gap function,

∆(k) = ∆0τ0 ⊗ ρ0 + ∆(k)τx ⊗ ρ0, (F1)

where ∆(k) ∝ cos kx/2 cos ky/2. To get this gap func-
tion, we set the attractive interaction as Vls(k,k

′) =
V0δls + V1 cos kx/2 cos ky/2 cos k′x/2 cos k′y/2 (τx ⊗ ρ0)ls
with 10V0 = V1. In this case, the superconducting state is
gapped due to finite intra-sublattice pairing.

In Fig. 9, we show the superconducting phase diagram for
Eq. (F1). From the figure, we confirm that the FFLO state in
the low magnetic field region is stable even when the intra-
sublattice pairing is finite. Thus, the low-field FFLO state is
expected to be ubiquitous when the incipient bands give siz-
able condensation energy of superconductivity.
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Rev. Lett. 117, 045303 (2016).

43 P. He, H.-T. Ding, and S.-L. Zhu, Phys. Rev. A 103, 043329
(2021).

44 K.-E. Huhtinen, J. Herzog-Arbeitman, A. Chew, B. A. Bernevig,
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