arXiv:2512.01200v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 1 Dec 2025

Role of Quantum Geometry in the Competition between Higgs Mode and Quasiparticles in

Third-Harmonic Generation of Superconductors

Chang-geun Oh,'>* Haruki Watanabe,' and Naoto Tsuji>>*

'Department of Applied Physics, The University of Tokyo, Tokyo 113-8656, Japan
*Department of Physics, University of Tokyo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-8656, Japan
3RIKEN Center for Emergent Matter Science (CEMS), Wako, Saitama 351-0198, Japan
*Trans-scale Quantum Science Institute, University of Tokyo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-8656, Japan

Collective modes in superconductors, such as the Higgs mode, offer deep insights into the nature of conden-
sates. Third-harmonic generation (THG) is a primary tool for probing the Higgs mode, but its signal competes
with that of quasiparticle excitations depending on impurity scattering rates. In particular, in the clean regime
the standard BCS theory generally predicts the dominance of quasiparticle contributions. Here, we propose and
demonstrate that the quantum geometry of electronic bands can be a key mechanism governing this competition.
By developing a formalism that explicitly incorporates the quantum metric, and applying it to a tunable model
of a dispersive-band superconductor, we show that the quantum metric can dramatically amplify the nonlinear
light-Higgs coupling by several orders of magnitude. Our results establish that a large quantum metric can cause
the Higgs mode to dominate the THG response, resolving the puzzle of Higgs and quasiparticle competition in
the clean regime and identifying band geometry as a crucial ingredient for designing and understanding the

nonlinear response of superconductors.

Introduction. Superconductors are not merely perfect con-
ductors but represent a macroscopic quantum state formed by
the condensation of Cooper pairs [1, 2]. As a consequence of
this phase transition, superconductors host unique collective
excitation modes, such as the amplitude fluctuation known
as the Higgs mode and the phase fluctuation known as the
Nambu-Goldstone mode [3—7]. In charged systems, the phase
mode is pushed to a high-energy scale, corresponding to the
plasma frequency, by the Anderson-Higgs mechanism [8-11].
In contrast, the Higgs mode remains a gapped excitation near
the superconducting gap energy, 2A. Since the Higgs mode
does not linearly couple to external electromagnetic fields un-
der general circumstances, its observation has primarily re-
lied on nonlinear response techniques, such as Raman scatter-
ing [12-14], third-harmonic generation (THG) [15-20], and
pump-probe spectroscopy [15, 21-23].

The THG signal, which appears under the resonance condi-
tion 22 = 2A (where (2 is the frequency of the incident light),
has been considered a powerful tool for probing the existence
of the Higgs mode [15, 24]. However, this energy regime is
also the threshold for the pair-breaking process of quasiparti-
cles, making it a significant challenge to distinguish between
the two contributions. According to the standard BCS theory
for single-band superconductors in the clean limit, the THG
signal is expected to be predominantly governed by quasipar-
ticle excitations [25].

However, experiments on materials such as NbN have in-
dicated that the Higgs mode in fact dominates the THG
resonance; this is supported by polarization-angle depen-
dence measurements of THG [16] and a comparison to
first-principles-based calculations including impurity scatter-
ing [26]. In fact, the contribution of the Higgs mode to
THG is strongly enhanced with the help of impurities [26—
31] or phonon retardation effects [32], since the paramagnetic
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coupling to electromagnetic fields is allowed in those situa-
tions. While this mechanism is plausible, the interpretation
of experimental results often requires a detailed comparison
to material-specific theoretical calculations. Thus, a univer-
sal, material-independent principle governing the competition
between the Higgs and quasiparticle channels has remained a
key open question in the field [33].

Recently, the quantum geometry of electronic wavefunc-
tions has emerged as a crucial factor in understanding various
phenomena in condensed matter [34-37]. The geometry of
quantum states is described by the quantum geometric tensor,
whose symmetric real part is the quantum metric, and whose
antisymmetric imaginary part is the Berry curvature [38—40].
While the role of the Berry curvature is well-established as a
cornerstone of topological physics [41, 42], the physical con-
sequences of the quantum metric have only recently begun to
be explored in depth, with significant implications for super-
fluidity [34, 35, 43—46], optical responses [47-56], magnetic
properties [57-59], and other electronic properties [60—65].
The profound impact of quantum geometry on superconduc-
tivity has been particularly highlighted in the context of flat-
band systems, where the quantum metric, rather than band
dispersion, governs the superfluid weight [34, 35, 43]. A re-
cent study suggested that this could also significantly influ-
ence the Higgs mode in such flat-band systems [66]. How-
ever, the role of quantum geometry in conventional supercon-
ductors with dispersive bands—which constitute the vast ma-
jority of known materials—remains a largely unexplored and
crucial question in the context of nonlinear optics, especially
for its influence on collective modes like the Higgs mode.

In this paper, we show that the quantum geometry of the
electronic wavefunction plays a key role in determining the
relative contributions of the Higgs mode and quasiparticles
in the THG response. We demonstrate that the light-matter
interaction mediated by this quantum metric acts asymmetri-
cally on the Higgs mode and quasiparticle channels, leading
to a dramatic amplification of the nonlinear optical response
of the Higgs mode.
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Formalism.
We begin with a Hamiltonian for a multiband system (set-
tingh=e=c=1),

H =Ho + Hint, D
HO = Z CJIrcoza Hg,@(k) CkBo> (2)
koaf
Hing = — Z Uag CLQTCT,kBLC—k'ka'aT- 3)
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Introducing the path integral and decoupling the interaction in
the pairing channel by a Hubbard—Stratonovich field A,z(7)
yields the action S[cf,c, A*, A]; we defer standard steps to
the Supplemental Material.

Minimal coupling to an external spatially uniform vector
potential A(7) is implemented by k — k — A(7) in Hy. Note
that for nonlocal electron interactions, the pairing function it-
self can couple to the gauge field [67]. Assuming a local pair-
ing interaction, only the kinetic term is modified by the vector
potential. Diagonalizing H, at each k provides band eigen-
states |u;,(k)) and dispersions €;, (k). We assume (i) time-
reversal and inversion symmetry for the normal-state band,
(ii) a single band (labeled m, which we drop hereafter) dom-
inates at the Fermi level, and (iii) uniform intra-orbital pair-
ing Ang = Adap, a key condition that renders the quantum
geometric contribution manifest [34, 35, 46]. Under these as-
sumptions we project onto the single active band and obtain
the effective low-energy action

S = / Nbi + Z
— 3 [Af(k, A (R)el (k) + hic] } )
k

k)07 + €5 (k — A) — plcs (K)

where [V, is the number of orbitals and the pairing overlap is

Flhe, A) = S (k + Ak — A) = (u s alug_a).
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For a long-wavelength vector potential, we Taylor-expand
f(k, A). With time-reversal and inversion symmetry, the ex-
pansion reveals the quantum metric:

(k. A)| = 1= 2g;(k) AiA; + O(AY), (6)

with the quantum metric defined as g;;(k) =
Re (Ojug|(1 — Pr)|0juk), where P, = |ug) (ug| is the
projection operator onto the Bloch state.

Introducing the Nambu spinor ¢, (7) = (c4(k), cI(—k:))T,
the inverse Nambu Green’s function reads

gil(ka T) =

where &, = € — p and the self-energy due to amplitude fluc-
tuation p(7) and the electromagnetic field (up to O(A?)) is

—0,10 — &3 + Ao — X(k,7),  (7)

Sk, ) = p(r)m + 536k Ailr) A;() 7y

+2(Ao + p(7)) gij (k) Ai(T)Aj(T) 1. (8)

Expanding the fermion determinant to quartic order in
fields and integrating out the fermions and the Higgs field p
gives the effective electromagnetic action

Z/de2
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The optical kernel K jx; (w) is the central result of our formal-
ism; it decomposes into contributions from quasiparticles (qp)
and the Higgs mode, Ky = K, + K E . Crucially, each
of these contributions can be further separated into a conven-
tional term from the band dispersion (band) and a novel term
from the quantum geometry (geom).

The quasiparticle contribution is explicitly decomposed as
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and the Higgs-mediated contribution reads
K@) = =Viy (@) G (@) Vi), (D)

where GY (w) is the bare propagator for the Higgs amplitude
mode. The Higgs-light coupling vertex V;;(w) itself contains
both band and geometric parts:

Vij(w) = 13" 0% &exas(k,w) +280 Y gij (k) x (k,w) .
k k

band geom
v %

(12)

The bubble functions x4 are defined in Matsubara frequency
as xag(k,iw,) = % Ziwn Tr [go(k, iwn )TaGo (K, iw, +
iwm)m], with Gy being the mean-field Nambu Green’s func-
tion. Finally, the third-harmonic current for a monochromatic
drive A;(t) = a;e”** + a7 e’ is obtained by functional dif-
ferentiation j,, () = —§S/5A (t):
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Application to a Quadratic Band Touching Model.

To isolate the role of quantum geometry, we employ a spe-
cially designed two-band model that hosts a quadratic band
touching at the I' point (kK = 0). The explicit form and de-
tails are described in the SI. The model is constructed to pro-
duce a familiar energy band dispersions, given by E (k) =
—2t(cosky +cosk,) and E_ (k) = —2tp(cos ky, +cos k) +
4(t, — t), as shown in Fig. 1(a). A key feature of this model
is that these energy dispersions remain fixed while the quan-
tum geometry of the Bloch states is continuously tuned by
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FIG. 1. Quantum geometric enhancement of the Higgs mode in the
THG response. (a) Energy band dispersions of the quadratic band
touching model with ¢ = 10 and ¢, = —5. (b) Crossover diagram of
the THG intensity ratio |J&|/|Ji%, | versus the quantum geometry
parameter dmax and the gap to band width Ao /W, where W = 8t
is the band width of the upper band. (c) The ratio of the THG peak
heights at resonance as a function of dmax for a fixed dispersion,
quantifying the crossover from quasiparticle to Higgs dominance. (d)
THG spectrum in the Higgs-dominant regime at dmax = 1. Solid
(dashed) lines represent the total (band-only) contributions for the
Higgs (red) and quasiparticle (blue) channels. The band-only Higgs
contribution is magnified by X500 for visibility, highlighting that
the geometric terms are responsible for the enhancement. Here, the
results in (b-d) were calculated with 4 = —3t and in (c,d) we set
Ao/W =0.1.

a parameter dp.x € [0, 1], which physically corresponds to
the maximum quantum distance between Bloch states within
the same band over the Brillouin zone and directly controls
the quantum metric [47, 60, 63]. Since all components of the
quantum metric are proportional to its square (g;; o< d2..0,
dmax = 0 defines a geometrically trivial model, while d,,x =
1 represents a maximally nontrivial case. This construction al-
lows us to systematically isolate geometric effects on the THG
response.

In our analysis, we focus exclusively on the upper elec-
tronic band, F(k), (assuming ¢, < 0) and consider the
Fermi level sufficiently far from the band touching point at
k = 0. Provided that the superconducting gap and relevant
excitation energies satisfy Ag, hQ, kT < mingers|F4 (k) —
E_(k)|, interband pairing and virtual interband transitions are
negligible, and the single-band effective theory introduced in
the previous section is justified.

Our central finding using this model is that the quantum ge-
ometry, tuned by the parameter d,,,x, decisively controls the
relative strength of the Higgs mode and quasiparticle contribu-
tions to the nonlinear response. This geometry-driven effect is
then significantly amplified by the ratio of the superconduct-
ing gap to the bandwidth Ao /W, where W = 8t is the band

width. The key results are summarized in Fig. 1. Figure 1(b)
presents a crossover diagram for the ratio of the THG intensity
from the Higgs mode to that from quasiparticles, |J& |/|J¥ |,
as a function of the quantum geometry parameter dy,,x and
the gap Ay /W. For this calculation, we set the chemical po-
tential to 4 = —3t. The primary trend, observed by mov-
ing horizontally, is a transition from a quasiparticle-dominant
regime (blue) at small d,,,, to a Higgs-dominant regime (red)
as the geometric contribution increases. Crucially, the influ-
ence of quantum geometry is enhanced in systems with flatter
bands. As Ao /W increases (moving vertically), the crossover
to Higgs dominance occurs at a smaller critical value of d .
This demonstrates that a flatter band structure makes the non-
linear response more sensitive to quantum geometry, provid-
ing a clear connection to the flat-band limit (Ag/W > 1).
Indeed, it has been recently shown for ideal flat-band sys-
tems that the THG response is almost entirely attributed to the
Higgs mode, with the quasiparticle contribution being negli-
gible due to quantum geometric effects [66].

The dramatic enhancement by geometry is quantified in
Fig. 1(c), which shows the ratio of the peak heights at reso-
nance as a function of d,x for a fixed Ag/W = 0.1. For
negligible geometric effects (dmax — 0), the Higgs contribu-
tion is heavily suppressed, with the ratio being on the order
of ~ 1073, consistent with expectations from conventional
theories where quasiparticle channels dominate. However, as
dmax Increases, the ratio grows by several orders of magni-
tude, demonstrating a dramatic enhancement of the Higgs-
mediated THG response driven by the quantum geometry.

The impact on the THG spectrum is shown in Fig. 1(d)
for Ag/W = 0.1 and dyax = 1 within the Higgs-dominant
regime. The red and blue solid lines represent the total contri-
butions from the Higgs (j},) and quasiparticle (ji%) channels,
while the dashed lines show the conventional (trivial) band-
only contributions (jpana). At the resonance (22/2A¢ ~ 1),
the total Higgs response is significantly larger than the to-
tal quasiparticle response. Notably, comparing the solid and
dashed lines reveals that this enhancement originates almost
entirely from the quantum geometric terms. The conventional
band-only contribution for the Higgs mode (jil ) is extremely
small and has been magnified by a factor of 500 for visibility.
Therefore, our results clearly identify the quantum geometry
of the Bloch states as the primary mechanism responsible for
amplifying the Higgs mode’s signature in the nonlinear opti-
cal response.

Correlation length. Beyond the electromagnetic response,
the quantum geometry of the Bloch states also fundamentally
determines the spatial properties of the Higgs mode, such as
its correlation length £ [66], the characteristic spatial scale
over which fluctuations in the amplitude of the superconduct-
ing order parameter remain correlated. To investigate this, we
analyze the effective action for the order parameter fluctua-
tions in the absence of an external field (A = 0), focusing
on the static, long-wavelength limit. As detailed in the Sup-
plemental Material, by expanding the effective action for the
amplitude mode p(q) to second order in momentum g, we
obtain a Ginzburg-Landau-type propagator (p(q)p(—q))
(r, + Aijgig;)~". From this, the Higgs correlation length



tensor is identified as &3, ,; = Aij /7.

Similar to the optical kernel, the stiffness tensor A;; can be
decomposed into a part from the band dispersion and a part
from the quantum geometry:

f?—!,ij = Egand,ij + gngom,ija (14)

where the explicit form of each term is given in the Supple-
mental Material. The geometric contribution fgzeom}ij is di-
rectly related to the quantum metric g;;(k).

We now quantify the geometric contribution to the correla-
tion length using the quadratic band touching model. The cal-
culation uses the same parameters as in the THG analysis in
Fig. 1(c,d). Since the band dispersion in our model is indepen-
dent Of dyax, the band contribution &2, ., remains constant.
Therefore, any variation in the total correlation length directly
measures the effect of quantum geometry. Figure 2(a) shows
the calculated total squared correlation length, E%’M, which
increases monotonically as a function of dy,,x. To illustrate the
dramatic crossover in the underlying contributions, we plot
the ratio §§eom’m / éfand’m in Fig. 2(b). The ratio grows from
zero to a value greater than one, signifying a clear transition
from a band-dominated regime to one where the correlation
length is overwhelmingly determined by quantum geometry.
This result unequivocally demonstrates that the quantum met-
ric provides a significant contribution to the stiffness of the
Higgs mode. While the stiffness against spatial variations of
the order parameter’s amplitude is primarily determined by
the kinetic energy of electrons, our finding reveals that the
geometric properties of the Bloch wavefunctions themselves
provide an additional contribution to this stiffness. This en-
hancement of the correlation length is a direct manifestation
of how the underlying geometry of the quantum states governs
the macroscopic rigidity of the superconducting condensate’s
amplitude.

To complement the above discussion of the Higgs correla-
tion length and the stiffness tensor Aij, we evaluate the su-
perfluid stiffness D;; for our model. The superfluid stiffness
D;; decomposes into a conventional band contribution and a
quantum-geometry contribution, D;; = Dy 4 D™ [34,
43]. The geometric part increases as dp,x Increases, indicat-
ing that parameter regimes with an enhanced quantum metric
not only strengthen the geometric part of A;; but also increase
the superfluid stiffness. Detailed expressions and the d,.x-
dependence are provided in SIL.

Conclusion. In this work, we have theoretically investi-
gated the role of quantum geometry in the nonlinear opti-
cal response of superconductors, focusing on the competi-
tion between the Higgs mode and quasiparticle contributions
to THG. By developing a formalism based on a single-band
projection of a multiband Hamiltonian, we explicitly derived
the THG optical kernel, systematically decomposing it into
band and geometric contributions. Applying our formalism
to a tunable quadratic band touching model, where the quan-

tum geometry can be varied independently of the band struc-
ture, we have demonstrated that the quantum metric provides a
significant contribution to the nonlinear light-matter coupling.
Our key finding is that a prominent quantum geometry can en-
hance the THG response of the Higgs mode by several orders
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FIG. 2. Quantum geometric enhancement of the correlation length
for the Higgs mode. (a) The total squared correlation length of the
Higgs mode, 5?{@1, as a function of the quantum geometry param-
eter dmax Within the quadratic band touching model. (b) The ratio
of the geometric to the band contribution to the squared correlation
length, ggiom,m / &imd,m. The parameters p, Ao/W are the same as
in Fig. 1(b,c).

of magnitude. Furthermore, we have shown that the Higgs
correlation length is also enhanced by the quantum geometry,
directly linking the spatial rigidity of the condensate’s ampli-
tude to the underlying wavefunction geometry.

Our findings provide a fundamental and general mechanism
that can enhance the Higgs-mode contribution to THG. While
previous theories have invoked impurity scattering or phonon
retardation effects that may depend on material details, our
work suggests that a large quantum metric can be a universal
principle for achieving a strong Higgs response in dispersive-
band systems in the clean regime. This shifts the focus from
extrinsic factors to an intrinsic, geometric property of the elec-
tronic states themselves.

Experimentally, our work calls for a targeted search for
strong Higgs responses in materials known to possess a large
quantum metric, such as those with nearly flat bands. Probing
the THG response while tuning the quantum geometry—for
instance, by applying an electric field or strain—could pro-
vide a direct verification of our theory. Ultimately, our study
establishes the engineering of quantum geometry as a new and
promising route for controlling and amplifying the collective
dynamics of superconductors.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the third harmonic generation optical kernel

We start from the Hamiltonian without the electromagnetic field,

H = Ho + Hini, &l
Ho= D ChogMla(k)ckaro, (A2)
koaa’
Hing = — Z UaﬂCLMCikmC—k'ﬂwk'aT- (A3)
kk’ o

We assume the two-body interaction acts only in the Cooper channel between (k, 1) and (—k, ).
Define the finite-temperature partition function

Z= /D(CT,C) e_S[CT’C], (A4)
B
S[CT,C] = / dr ZCLME)TC,WU +H. (A5)
0 koo

(For simplicity we set the system volume to unity.)
We decouple H;,t by a Hubbard—Stratonovich (HS) transformation in the pairing channel:

eXP( > UQBCLaTcikBJ,c—klﬁick/@T)
kk'af

—>/D(A*,A) exp( Z'A“’” + ) (Aapcharet km—i—hc)) (A6)

k,a,8
The action becomes

B
S[cf’c,A*7A] :/O dT{ Z cfw(k)[(& *H)(Saﬁ “ergﬁ(k)}CB(k)}
k

10,08

B 2
+/ dT{ — Y [Aapcharclgpy +he] +> |AU"‘B|} (A7)
0 a,B af

k.o,
Introduce the vector potential A by minimal coupling H5(k) — H5(k — A) (setting e = ¢ = 1). Note that for nonlocal

electron interactions, the pairing function itself can couple to the gauge field [67]. Assuming a local pairing interaction, only the
kinetic term is modified by the vector potential. Then the action with gauge field reads

B
Sichean, 8] = [ar S0 a0 - s+ 450~ Aleati) |
0 k.o,
+ ﬁd 3" [Aagpe} +h. +Z|A‘w| (A8)
| T aﬁckaTC k5L c Uns |-
k.o, a,f
To analyze the physics in terms of electronic bands, we now perform a change of basis from the orbital basis (¢, ) to the band

basis (¢;»). Once we use the unitary matrix uf, (k) to diagonalize the non-interacting Hamiltonian and find the band dispersions
€15 (k) where [ is the band index, we can rewrite the kernel of H as

HE (K Zula Yero (R)ul (k). (A9)

The transformed fermion operators are c;, 4(k) = > uj*(k — A)cas (k). Then, the action becomes

Slet, e, A*, Al = Skin + Sints (A10)



where

Skin :/0 dr {ZZ r+ e (k— A) - ]cjaA(k)claA(k)}»

Aq
St :/0 dr { az[; | U,jg| Z [Aa/g (“za (k — A)ul, (—k — A))CZTA(k:)chA(—k) —l—h.c.} } (Al1)

Ko, B,0,0/

We consider time-reversal symmetry, u} (—k) = u!* (k). Furthermore, we assume that a single band (labeled by index m) near
the Fermi level dominates the low-energy physics. We therefore neglect all other bands. For simplicity, we drop the band index
m from here on (CmeA — CoA, Uma — Uq). We also assume intra-orbital uniform pairing A,s = A 4, Which is important
to capture quantum-geometric effects on superconductivity [34, 35, 46]. Applying these approximations, the action simplifies to

B |A 2
Slef, e, A, Al :/ dr {N o+ > [0 + € (k — A) — plch 4 (K)coa(k)
0 k,o
_Z [Af (k, A)cl 4 (K)e] o (—k) +h.c.] } (A12)
with
fk,A) = ul(k+ Aua(k — A) = (m,k+ A|m, k — A), (A13)

and N, the number of orbitals. Note that f(k,0) = 1 and f*(k, A) = f(k,—A). To second order in A the overlap is
fl, A) = [ f(k, A)| = 1 = 2gij(k)AiAj + O(A?), (Al4)

where gij(k) is the quantum metric of the Bloch states. Here, we ignore the linear term in A, since it corresponds to the
Berry connection. In the presence of both time-reversal and inversion symmetries, the Berry curvature vanishes, allowing for a
choice of a real gauge where the Berry connection is locally zero [42]. Even in the presence of global topological obstructions,
this linear term possesses odd parity with respect to momentum k and thus vanishes upon integration over the Brillouin Zone
under time-reversal and inversion symmetries. Crucially, this linear term is irrelevant to the third-harmonic generation, which
originates from the nonlinear coupling between the Higgs mode and the electromagnetic field (~ A2p).

Introduce the Nambu spinor g4 (7) = (cra(k), ci A(—k))T. The action becomes

S[et, e, A%, A] = / dr { + Z Wl A (T Yk, 7)] ka(T)} , (A15)
0
with inverse Nambu propagator

G (k) = (_A‘Z}?(,ﬁfA“)‘ ! f’gﬁﬁ)v & = o — b (A16)

Split the order parameter into its saddle-point and amplitude fluctuation,
A(r) = Ao + p(7),
and expand to second order in A:
Shra = & + 3058 AA; + O(A%). (A17)

We assume inversion symmetry &, = &_j, so the linear (paramagnetic) term vanishes after k-integration; only the A? diamag-
netic term survives in the present context.
Collecting terms, we write

B
Sp,ct e, A] = NUbﬂAQ ];b /0 dr [p(r)]? + /O a7 3" ha(r) =G (k, )] Gra(r), (A18)
k



with
Gk, 7) =Gy Kk, T) — B(k, ), (A19)
ggl(kﬁ):_a To—ﬁkT:H-Aoﬁ, (A20)
S(k,7) = p(T)m1 + = Z 6 Ai (T) A (7) 75+ 2(Ao + p(7 ng Aj(r) 71 (A21)

Here 79,1,2,3 are Pauli matrices in Nambu space.
Transform to Matsubara frequency and integrate out fermions using

/D(W, e /Y9 = det(8GT1) = exp (TrIn[BG 1)) (A22)

Expanding the fermion determinant to quartic order in fields (i.e. up to O(A*) and quadratic in p), using In[3G '] = In[3Go] +

2n—1
> % (GoX)?", and collecting terms relevant for third-harmonic generation, one obtains

S@lp, 4] = 5 37 i) (091 i) i)

-3 Z (0" (i) b(iwn ) + b* (iwy,) p(iwm)]
Z azgfkaklfk X33 (K, iwm) AZ; (—iwm ) ARy (iwn,)
k yiwm
+ g > 280076k gri(k) xs(K, —iwm) AT (—iwm) AR (iwm)
K isom
Z 403 gi; (k) gri (k) x11(k, iwm) AL (—iwm) A (iwn,), (A23)
k JiWm

where X (k, iwn,) = % > i, Tr[Go(k, iwn)TaGo(k, iw, + iwy, ) Ts]. The Higgs inverse propagator and source are

P
(G (iwn)] ™ = 5 + > xan (ks iwy), (A24)
k

, 1 . .
bliwm) = 5 Z Z 07k x13 (K, itwm) AZ; (i)
+2 Z Z Aogij(k)x11(k Zwm)A?j<iwm)' (A25)
In the above, A7, (iw) denotes the Fourier transform of A;(7)A;(7):

A7, (iw) / dre™™ Ai(1)A;(1), (A26)

which is not equal to A;(iw) A, (iw) in general.
Integrating out the Higgs field p by completing the square yields

1 1 1 1
/D[p] exp(ipTg;IIp + §pr + §pr) = N det(Gy) exp(nggHb) . (A27)
After analytic continuation iw — w + i0% and rearranging, the effective electromagnetic action can be written as

=3 / dw A} (—w) Kijia(w) A (w), (A28)

ikl



with the optical kernel decomposed as
Higgs
Kiju(w) = K (w) + K55 ().

The quasiparticle contribution is

K () =) [ 07361 Onr xs33(k,w) + 2 80 07,8k gri(k) x13(k, w)
k

+ 4 AF gi;(k) gri(k) xi1(k, W)] )

and the Higgs-mediated contribution is
iggs 1
K8 (w) = - lg D 05tk xas(k,w) +280 ) gi5(k) xu (K, w)]
k k

x Gpr(w [ Zaklfk' x13(K',w +2AOZ!JM ) x11(K', W)]

At zero temperature one obtains closed forms for the bubbles (retarded continuation). For example,

o) = g e
X11 yW) = Ek(4E12€_w2)7
48k Ao
kw) = —— k20
Xl?)( 70.}) Ek: (4E,2c7w2)7
4AN3
x33(k,w) = — .

Ey (AE% — w?)’

10

(A29)

(A30)

(A31)

(A32)

(A33)

(A34)

with By, = /&; + AZ. These forms follow from evaluating the Matsubara sums and performing analytic continuation; they

satisfy x11 + X33 = —4/(4E? — w?) and Y13 is the mixed numerator oc £A.
The Higgs propagator reads

)

g?{(w) = [2/}0 al"CSln(T)}_l [(2:&)2 B 1}—1/2

where pg denotes the density-of-states factor entering the amplitude fluctuation kernel.
The electromagnetic current is obtained by functional differentiation

08

Working in the frequency domain and using the quartic effective action S[A] above, for a monochromatic drive
Al(t) _ aiefiQt + a*ezﬂt
the 3€2 component of the current is

Jm (392)

—4 Z ijkl(QQ) aj ag a
Kl

Higgs
—4) [P (29) + K55 (20)] ajakar.
jkl

(A35)

(A36)
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Appendix B: Derivation of the Higgs correlation Length

To derive the correlation length, we start from the action with a static, spatially varying order parameter A(q) and no external
field (A = 0). The Hamiltonian is given by

M =Ho + Hint, (B1)
Ho= Y ChooHiu (k)ckaro, (B2)
koao’
Hint = — Z UaﬁCch-i-anCT—kﬁ¢c—k’ﬁ¢ck’+an' (BS)
kk'of

The partition function Z and the action are written as

B
z- / Det,)e=Selel, S[et, ] = / A7(Y" ChaoOrhao +H). B
0

koo

We decouple the interaction term using a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation in the pairing channel:

i T
exp Z UapChqatCoipl C—k BICK +qat
kk/af

—>/D A* A)exp Z A aﬁ Z ck+qMcT_km+hc) . (B5)

a,B.q k.q,a.B

Then the action becomes

B
St e &A= [Tar 8 Sl (R0, e+ Hesles(R)

k,o,0,8

? AW
—|—/O dr < — Z [Aag(q)c,t+qa¢cikm+hc Z' sa (B6)

k.,q,a,8 q,a,3

To analyze the physics in terms of electronic bands, we now perform a change of basis from the orbital basis (c,. ) to the band
basis (c;,). We then make key approximations: (i) we project the theory onto a single dominant band (labeled m, which we drop
hereafter) near the Fermi level, (ii) we assume a uniform, intra-orbital pairing form, A,(q) = A(g)dag, and (iii) time-reversal
symmetry. Applying these approximations, the action simplifies.

Sl e, A%, A mvz‘A 9 5 [in + cok) = e (e

7

_ﬁz (M@ (k. )k (k)el (—k +q) + he] (B7)

where f(k,q) =, ui(k)uq(k — q) = (m, klm, k — q), which satisfies f(k,0) = 1, f(k,q) =~ 1 — g;j(k)q;q;/2 + O(g*),
and [V, is the number of orbitals.
By introducing the Nambu spinor 1(k) = (c4 (k) cI(—kz))T, the action can be written in a BdG form as

St 8%, A =N, 3 DL Sty (k. — 9wt — o). ®8)
q k.q

The inverse Nambu propagator G~ ! is identified as

) [ (wn—-E)00  A)f(kq)
g ("“’“‘”—(A*(—qv*(k—q?—q) (iwn+§k>6qo> (B9
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where &, = € — U

We expand the order parameter field around the mean-field saddle point as
A(gq) = Aodg,0 + p(q) +i80b(q), (B10)

where p is the amplitude fluctuation and 6 the phase fluctuation.

Then the propagator in Eq. (B9) becomes G~ = G 1+ %, where

_ iwy — & A
g01<k):( N iwnﬁgk) (B11)
where 71 = (11 £ i72)/2 and A(q) = p(q) + iA¢0(q). Note that 0(q) = 6*(—q), p(q) = p*(—q), since 8(z) and p(x) are both

real fields, and f(k — g, —q) = f(k,q) = 1 — ¢;;(k)g:q;/2 up to second order in gq.

Integrating out the fermionic fields, we write down the effecitve theory for the order parameters as

Ser[A%, A BNZ|A +ﬂZ€ — TrIn[3G "] (B13)

Since In[3G~!] = In[BGo] + > oo, (_1)7?”71 (GoX)?™, the action of the order quadratic p, i.e., O(p?), can be written as

2
52 = BN, 3 % n %Tr[gozgoz]. (B14)
q

We consider static gg = 0. Furthermore, for simplicity, we introduce the dimensionless Higgs field h(q) = p(q)/Ao. A
straightforward calculation leads to

h(q)
$® =S (h(—q) 6(—q))T ( ) BIS
2 (v o-a)r@ () ) (B15)
where
T, + Aijqiq; 0 4
T ~ (P YY) Bl
(q) < 0 r9+BijQin) +O(q )a (B16)
with
CNAF A G AS 1
ST TS T 2 B17
k k
NyAZ A2 1
_ B Bl
=Ty 2 2 E 0, (B18)
A2 A2 A2 &2
Aijzk:{ui(kz)uj(k)SEZ( AG+8AJEE — &) + &ij(k )8E5 (—2A8 + &) + i (k) =2 5 E’g , (B19)
A2 2 2 ka% A% L
B;j = zk: [vi(k)vj(k)gEi (245 — &) +§ij(k)@ “"gij(k)?Fk , (B20)



where v; (k) = 0,k and &;;(k) = 0;0;&k. For these calculations, we use

(Az — w? — Eklhsq)
(w? + Ek+q)(W2 +E})’
2(— A§ —w? — Erig)
W2+ ER, )W+ E})
] = 2w (Ekrq — k)
(W2 + B, ) (w? + E})’

T = Tr[go(k + q)TlgO(k)Tl] =

Taz = Tr[Go(k + q)72G0 (k) 72| =

Ty = Tl"[go(k +q)11Go (k) T2

Dy St R DD 1 - 5T
B = w? +E2 T 2E’ ﬂi (w2 + E?)(w2 + E?) 2FEE/(E+E')’
— ELE —
Ty (kK + g) = ZTII e Fktq gkfk-‘rq,
o EkEk+q (Bx + Egtq)
—A} — ExErtq — kit
Hggk,k—i-q = — T22= 0 d q.
( ) B gﬂ: EkEk+q (Ek + Ek+q)

Thus, the correlation length is

1

(h(@)h(—q)) ma

Ay
gIQLI,ij = TJ = ggand,ij + ggzeomﬁija
P
1 A2 A2
Sbund,ij = 72 vi(k)v; (k)5 (—A5 +8AEE — &) + &ij(k )5 2 (—2A5+ &) |
"o 5 8Ly 8E;,

1 AZ &2
2 _ 0 Sk
geom,ij — Zgij(k)Tﬁz

Pk

13

(B21)

(B22)

(B23)

(B24)

(B25)

(B26)

(B27)

(B28)

(B29)

(B30)
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FIG. 3. Real-space lattice models for (a) dmax = 0 and (b) dmax = 1.

Appendix C: Quadratic Band Touching Model

The non-interacting Hamiltonian for the tunable quadratic band touching model used in the main text is given by
H' (k) = HV* (—k) = ho(k)7o + h(K) - T, (€D
where the components are defined as:
ho(k) = —2(t —tp) — (tp +t)(cos ky + cosky),
he (k) maX( — tp) sin(k,/2) sin(k, /2),
hy(k) = —2dmax /1 — di, o (t — ) (cos ky — 1),
h.(k) = (t —ty) [2(1 — d2,y) — cosk, + (2d,

max

1) cosk,] .

This specific construction ensures time-reversal symmetry and that the band dispersions, FE(k), are independent of
the parameter d,.x, wWhich solely controls the quantum geometry of the Bloch states. The quantum metric for the
upper band is given by g..(k) = d2,, cos?(k;/2)sin?(k,/2)/D(k)% gu (k) = —d2..sink,sink,/(4D(k)?),
9yy (k) = d?,, cos?(k,/2)sin®(k,/2)/D(k)?, where D(k) = —2 + cosk, + cosk,. Note that these expressions de-
fined for k # 0.

Real-Space Lattice Representations
While the k-space Hamiltonian is well-defined for any d,.x, it is instructive to examine the real-space tight-binding models
that correspond to the two limiting cases.

Geometrically trivial limit (d,,,,, = 0)
In this case, the model describes two uncoupled orbitals (A and B) on a square lattice, each with simple nearest-neighbor
hopping. The real-space Hamiltonian is:

H = Z [eAaTRaR + EBbth} + Z {7&1}‘&124_,; — tbb;r:gbR+f/ +h.c.|, (C2)
R

Ryuy=xz,y
where e4 = 0 and e = 4(¢, — t) are the on-site energies. This lattice is depicted in Fig. 3(a).
Maximally nontrivial limit (d;,.x = 1)

This limit maps onto a more complex tight-binding model with anisotropic hopping and intricate, spatially dependent inter-
orbital couplings. The Hamiltonian is:

H= Z [eAa;{aR + eBbkbR} + Z {tA7ua];3aR+l; + tB,beRbR+ﬁ + h.C.}
R

R,v=z,y
+ Z [A(aLbR — akbR_@ - aTRbR_@ + aTRbR_;C_@) + h.C.:| s (C3)
where the parameters are ¢4 = e = 2(tp — t),ta s =tpy = —t,tay = tp,y = —tp, and A = t;, — ¢. This structure is shown

in Fig. 3(b).

Intermediate regime (0 < dp,.x < 1)
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FIG. 4. Quantum geometric enhancement of the superfluid stiffness. (a) Superfluid weight D, within the quadratic band touching model. (b)
The ratio of the geometric to the band contribution to D.. The parameters i, Ao /W are the same as in Fig. 1(b,c) of the main text.

For intermediate values of dy,,x, constructing a corresponding local tight-binding model on a simple square lattice is challeng-
ing. However, the k-space model, which is mathematically well-defined across the entire range of d,,x, provides the essential
theoretical framework for demonstrating how the system’s properties are smoothly governed by the underlying quantum geom-
etry.

Appendix D: Superfluid stiffness

We calculate the superfluid stiffness from the effective action in Eq. (A18). To obtain the superfluid stiffness, we expand the
action to O(A?). Taking p = 0 for the static stiffness, the A self-energy becomes
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Since ¥ 42 is already O(A?), the quadratic electromagnetic action is
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Thus, the superfluid stiffness D;; reads

(D6)
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The first and second terms corresponds to D?j@“d and foom, respectively. This result is identical to that found in [34, 43].
Figure 4 shows the dy,,-dependence of the superfluid stiffness for the same parameters as in Fig. 1(b,c) of the main text. As
dmax increases, the superfluid stiffness is enhanced.
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