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We consider the superconducting properties of Lieb lattice, which produces a flat-band energy spectrum in the normal
state under the strong electron–electron correlation. Firstly, we show the hole-doping dependent superconducting order
amplitude with various electron–electron interaction strengths in the zero-temperature limit. Secondly, we obtain the su-
perfluid weight and Berezinskii–Kosterlitz–Thouless (BKT) transition temperature with a lightly doping level. The large
ratio between the gap-opening temperature and BKT transition temperature shows similar behavior to the pseudogap state
in high-Tc superconductors. The BKT transition temperature versus doping level exhibits a dome-like shape in resemblance
to the superconducting dome observed in the high-Tc superconductors. However, unlike the exponential dependence of Tc
on the electron–electron interaction strength in the conventional high-Tc superconductors, the BKT transition temperature
for a flat band system depends linearly on the electron–electron interaction strength. We also show the doping-dependent
superconductivity on a lattice with the staggered hoping parameter in the end. Our predictions are amenable to verification
in the ultracold atoms experiment and promote the understanding of the anomalous behavior of the superfluid weight in the
high-Tc superconductors.

Keywords: flat-band superconductivity, strong electron–electron interaction, superfluid weight, Berezinskii–
Kosterlitz–Thouless (BKT) transition temperature
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1. Introduction
Flat-band superconductivity has attracted much attention

in the condensed matter physics, especially since the recent
discovery of superconductivity in flat bands of twisted bi-
layer graphene.[1–6] A flat band is an energy band without en-
ergy dispersion in the quasimomentum 𝑘 space and is com-
posed of localized eigenstates. In the conventional Bardeen–
Cooper–Schrieffer (BCS) theory, the critical temperature of
the superconducting transition Tc ∝ exp

(
− 1

gn0(EF)

)
, where g

is the coupling constant of attractive interaction and n0(EF)

is the density of states at the Fermi energy. It is natural to
increase the critical temperature by enhancing the density of
states which is maximum for the flat band system, because of
vanishing the energy dispersion. This might provide a con-
ceivable way to reach the grand goal of room-temperature
superconductivity.[7] As the electronic energy band is flat, the
momentum uncertainty of the electronic state reaches the max-
imum, which implies that electrons are more localized in real
space according to the uncertainty principle. As a result, the
on-site Coulomb interaction is enhanced, so it is necessary
to study the flat-band superconductivity that emerges in the
strong correlation limit.

Flat bands can be realized in the bipartite lattice, and a
simple bipartite lattice featuring a strictly flat band is the Lieb

lattice (Fig. 1(a)). It is a line-centered square lattice con-
sisting of three atoms (A, B, C) which tight-binding disper-
sion is characterized by three band branches, and the mid-
dle energy band is a strictly flat band Ek = 0.[8] Some theo-
retical works on the Lieb lattice focus on the ferromagnetic
properties; the celebrated flat-band ferromagnetism was first
studied by Lieb.[8–11] The studies about superconductivity on
the Lieb model show that the high density of states enhances
the superconducting critical temperature for fixed interaction
strength,[7,12–16] while its topological properties are another
interesting topic.[17–20] On the experimental side, the Lieb lat-
tice has been realized using ultracold atoms, photonic lattices
and also electronically.[21–23]

Another interesting flat band system is the twisted bilayer
graphene. The surprising superconducting state in the twisted
bilayer graphene is relevant to flat bands, which arouses new
interest in flat-band superconductivity.[1–5,24] There is another
simple way to get flat-band superconductivity in graphene
by including periodic strain.[25–27] As these systems are two-
dimensional, they cannot undergo a conventional phase tran-
sition to a superconducting state owing to thermal fluctuation.
The superconducting critical temperature is determined by the
Berezinskii–Kosterlitz–Thouless temperature rather than the
vanishing of the superfluid weight.[28–30,36] Therefore, it is
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crucial to examine the BKT transition on the Lieb model with
a strong correlation to understand superfluid in the ultracold
atoms or the superconductivity in the high-Tc superconductors.
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Fig. 1. (a) The Lieb lattice and its unit cell, The sublattice in the unit
cell are labeled by τ = A,B,C. The thick lines represent internal bonds
hopping energy (1+κ)t, while the thin lines represent external bonds
hopping energy (1−κ)t. The mean field parameters χ and ∆ used in
this paper are set as shown, χ is related to the bond order, ∆ is related
to the superconducting order, and the d-wave symmetry of the super-
conducting order is used. (b)–(c) The energy dispersion as a function
of quasimomentum for κ = 0 (b) and κ = 0.2 (c). The middle band is
strictly flat E𝑘,0 = 0 for any κ while the upper and lower band has a gap
Egap =

√
8κt.

In this paper, we investigate the superconducting proper-
ties of Lieb lattice in the strong electron–electron correlation
limit based on the t–J model using the Gutzwiller renormal-
ization mean-field method. The hole-doping and temperature-
dependent superconductivity has been shown. Similar to high-
temperature superconductivity in the CuO2 planes, the super-
conducting region can be divided into the under-doped region

and the over-doped region. The superconducting order ampli-
tude increases linearly with doping level in the lightly doped
region in the zero-temperature limit, showing almost irrelevant
to electron–electron interaction strength because of the main
dependence on the hole-doping level. We obtain the superfluid
weight and BKT transition temperature for the d-wave super-
conducting state on this system. It is shown that the BKT tran-
sition temperature is much lower than the gap-opening tem-
perature in the lightly doping level. This phenomenon charac-
terizes the pseudogap state in high-temperature superconduc-
tors. As a comparison, the superfluid weight and BKT tran-
sition temperature in the optimal hole-doping level have been
given. The BKT transition temperature has the same order as
the energy gap and superfluid weight disappeared temperature.
The BKT transformation temperature versus hole-doping level
shows a similar tendency as the doping-dependent supercon-
ducting order in the zero-temperature limit. The prominent
characteristic in flat-band superconductivity is the linearly in-
creasing relation between superconducting critical tempera-
ture and the coupling strength, and we show the BKT transi-
tion temperature linearly increases with the electron–electron
interaction strength. The effect of the staggered hoping param-
eter is discussed in the end. It remarkably reduces the super-
conducting region and the superconducting order in the zero-
temperature limit. This paper is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion 2, we describe the basic theoretical model and Gutzwiller
renormalization mean-field method along with the formulation
for computing the superfluid weight and the BKT transition
temperature. In Section 3, we present our numerical results
and discuss their physical meanings. Finally, some conclu-
sions are drawn in Section 4.

2. Model and methodology

We study the extended t–J model on the Lieb lattice (see
Fig. 1(a)), governed by the following Hamiltonian:

ℋ = − ∑
rnm,σ

(1+κ)t
(

b̂+rnm,σ ârnm+a𝑖,σ +h.c.
)

+J1

[
Ŝbrnm

Ŝarnm+a𝑖 −
1
4

nbrnm
narnm+a𝑖

]
− ∑

rnm,σ

(1−κ)t
(

b̂+rnm,σ ârnm−a𝑖,σ +h.c.
)

+J2

[
Ŝbrnm

Ŝarnm−a𝑖 −
1
4

nbrnm
narnm−a𝑖

]
− ∑

rnm,σ

(1+κ)t
(

b̂+rnm,σ ĉrnm+a𝑗,σ +h.c.
)

+J1

[
Ŝrnm Ŝcrnm+a𝑗 −

1
4

nbrnm+a𝑖ncrnm+a𝑗

]
− ∑

rnm,σ

(1−κ)t
(

b̂+rnm,σ ĉrnm−a𝑗,σ +h.c.
)

+J2

[
Ŝbrnm

Ŝcrnm−a𝑗 −
1
4

nbrnm
ncrnm−a𝑗

]
, (1)
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where ârnmσ (â+rnmσ ) annihilates (creates) an electron with spin
σ =↑,↓ on sublattice B of the unit cells located in rnm (an
equivalent definition is used for sublattice A and C). The hop-
ing energy of internal bonds in one cell is (1+ κ)t, as well
as (1−κ)t for external bonds between different cells, the an-

tiferromagnetic coupling J1 = 4(1+κ)2

U1
and J2 = 4(1−κ)2

U2
with

U1/2 describes the Hubbard interaction between electrons. The
eigenvalues of the noninteracting Hamiltonian of Lieb lattice
(with lattice constant a) has three energy bands, and the upper
and lower energy band have dispersions

E𝑘,± =±2t
√

1+κ2 +(1−κ2)(coskxa+ coskya)/2, (2)

while the middle energy band is strictly flat with E𝑘,0 = 0
and isolated from other energy bands with an energy gap
Egap =

√
8κt. Unlike the partial loose flat band found in the

twisted bilayer graphene, the flat band in this system is strictly
E𝑘,0 = 0 in the full Brillouin zone.

In the strong interaction limit when U is large, to exclude
the doubly occupied state, the effective t–J model is given by
ℋeff = PGℋPG, where PG = ∏i

(
1−ni↑ni↓

)
is the Gutzwiller

projection operator. Following the idea in previous works, we
replace the projection operator with the Gutzwiller renormal-
ization factors.[31,32] The hopping amplitude t and the anti-
ferromagnetic coupling J are replaced by gt

i jt and gs
i jJ with

gt
i j = gt

ig
t
j, gt

i =
√

2δi
1+δi

, gs
i j = gs

i g
s
j, gs

i =
2

(1+δi)
, where δi is

the average value of hole-doping level on site i. The anti-
ferromagnetic interaction term ŜiŜ j − 1

4 nin j has been decou-

pled as − 3
8

(
χ̂
+
i j χ̂i j + ∆̂

+
i j ∆̂i j

)
, where χ̂

+
i j = ∑σ Ĉ+

iσĈ jσ and

∆̂
+
i j = Ĉ+

i↑Ĉ+
j↓− Ĉ+

i↓Ĉ+
j↑. Taking the mean-field approximation,

the mean-field Hamiltonian is given by

ℋMF = ∑
⟨i, j⟩,σ

−
(

gt
i jti j +

3
8

gs
i jχi j

)
Ĉ+

iσĈ jσ−
3
8

gs
i j∆i j∆̂

+
i j +h.c. (3)

The chemical potential term −µN̂ (N̂ is the particle number
operator) is added to get the full Hamiltonian. We defined pair
mean field ∆1/2 and bond mean field χ1/2 as follows:

∆
ν
1 =

1
N ∑

rnm

⟨b̂↓(rnm)â↑(rnm +a𝑖)− b̂↑(rnm)â↓(rnm +a𝑖)⟩,

∆
ν
2 =

1
N ∑

rnm

⟨b̂↓(rnm)â↑(rnm −a𝑖)− b̂↑(rnm)â↓(rnm −a𝑖)⟩,

χ
ν
1 =

1
N ∑

rnmσ

⟨b̂σ (rnm)âσ (rnm +a𝑖)⟩,

χ
ν
2 =

1
N ∑

rnmσ

⟨b̂σ (rnm)âσ (rnm −a𝑖)⟩,

δτ=A,B,C = 1− 1
N ∑

rnmσ

⟨τ̂+σ τ̂σ ⟩. (4)

The d-wave superconducting state has been considered in our
work, so the mean-field order on the y-direction is considered
as shown in Fig. 1(a), and the superscript ν indicates that these
quantities are related to the physical order parameters. The su-

perconducting order parameter is given by ∆ = gt
i j∆

ν
i j, and the

bond order is also be rescaled. This project is similar to the
slave-boson method, where ∆ ν equivalents to the average of
spinon pairing operators. We perform a discrete Fourier trans-
formation to the mean-field Hamiltonian with

τ̂iσ =
1
N ∑

𝑘

τ̂𝑘σ exp(i𝑘 ·𝑟). (5)

The mean field Hamiltonian can be then expressed as

HMF = ∑
𝑘

ψ
†(𝑘)hMF(𝑘)ψ(𝑘), (6)

where ψ+ =
(

â+𝑘↑, b̂
+
𝑘↑, ĉ

+
𝑘↑, â−𝑘↓, b̂−𝑘↓, ĉ−𝑘↓

)
. Then the

mean-field values got by the self-consistent and the
temperature-dependence of a mean-field order Ô is obtained
by the following equation

O(T ) =
1
N ∑

𝑘

⟨Ô⟩= 1
N ∑

n𝑘
⟨ψn𝑘|Ô|ψn𝑘⟩

1

1+ exp
(

En𝑘
kBT

) , (7)

where ψn𝑘 and En𝑘 are the eigenfunction and eigenvalue of the
mean-field Hamiltonian, kB is the Boltzmann constant, and T
is temperature.

To obtain the superfluid weight, we examine the cur-
rent response to a vector potential with linear response
theory.[33,34] In the presence of the vector potential Ax(r, t) =
Ax(q)exp(iqr− iωt), the linear current is given by

⟨Jx(q,ω)⟩=−e2 [⟨−Kx⟩−Λxx(q,ω)]Ax(q,ω), (8)

where Jx(q,ω) is the total current and Λxx is the current–
current correlation function for the paramagnetic current den-
sity. Λxx is determined by

Λxx(q, iωm) =
1
N

∫
β

0
eiωmτ⟨JP

x (q,τ)J
P
x (−q,0)⟩, (9)

where ωm = 2πm*kBT is the Matsubara frequency and is set
to iωm → ω + iδ in the usual analytic continuation. The para-
magnetic current density (x component) at the position r is
defined as

JP
x (r) = it ∑

σ

(Ĉ†
r+xσĈrσ −Ĉ†

rσĈr+xσ ), (10)

and the kinetic energy density associated with the x-oriented
link at position r is given by

K̂(r) =−t ∑
σ

(Ĉ†
r+xσĈrσ +Ĉ†

rσĈr+xσ ). (11)

The current–current correlation function is then given by

Λxx(q, iωm) = δ
1
N

∫
β

0
eiωmτ⟨JP

x (q,τ)J
P
x (−q,0)⟩

= δ
1
N ∑

k
Jx(k,q)Jx(−k,−q)

×TrG0(k+q, iωm + iΩ)G0(k, iΩ)(−1)

= δ
t2

N ∑
k,n,m

U†(k)ΞU(k+q)U†(k+q)ΞU(k)
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× f (En (k+q))− f (Em (k))
En(k+q)−Em(k)+ iωm

, (12)

where U(k) = (ψ1k,ψ2k, ...,ψnk), ψnk is the eigenstate of the
mean-field Hamiltonian, Ξ is the matrix form of Jx, f (En)

is the Fermi–Dirac distribution function, and δ is the hole-
doping level. The superfluid weight Ds is then obtained by
setting

Ds(T )
πe2 =⟨−Kx⟩−Λxx(qx=0,qy→0, iωm=0)≡ ns(T )

m* , (13)

with the restricted condition ⟨−K(x)⟩ − Λxx(qx → 0,qy =

0, iωm = 0) = 0 as required by gauge invariance. Here the
superfluid density ns(T ) is determined through the superfluid
weight as ns(T ) = m* Ds

πe2 with m* being the effective mass for
the Cooper pair. The doping effect has been included similar
to the superfluid weight formula in the slave-boson mean field
theory introduced in the previous work.[35] As the system is
two-dimensional, the critical temperature transition to super-
conductivity is determined by the BKT transition temperature
as

kBTBKT =
π h̄2

8
ns(TBKT)

m* . (14)

Since the superfluid density ns(T ) is obtained by numerical
calculating, it is equivalent to the definition in terms of the
stiffness of the superconducting order parameter in the ther-
modynamic potential.

3. Results and discussion
As mentioned above, we can achieve the strong constraint

of forbidding double occupancy of two electrons on the same
site using Gutzwiller factors, then study the superconducting
properties of Lieb-Lattice on the mean field level. In our work,
the pair field ∆ ν represents the local electron pairing order, and
bond order χν is the kinetic hopping term. We first show the
superconducting order amplitude versus hole-doping level in
the zero-temperature limit with various electron–electron cou-
pling strengths in Fig. 2. Here we choose κ = 0, which shows
no energy gap between the upper and lower energy band in
the normal state and the mean field values ∆ ν

1 = ∆ ν
2 , χν

1 = χν
2

according to the symmetry. There are two distinct regions for
different hole-doping levels analogous to hole-doped depen-
dent in the high-temperature superconductivity in the CuO2

planes. The physical superconducting order linearly increases
with the hole-doping level δ for various electron–electron cou-
pling strengths in the under-doped region. The doping level δ

is defined as δ = δA + δB + δC; when δ = 0, the flat band is
half filled, and when δ = 1, the flat band is empty. The su-
perconducting order amplitude mainly depends on the hole-
doping level, so there is almost no difference with various
electron–electron coupling strengths. The optimum doping
level increases with the effective attraction strength between
electrons and the maximum value of superconducting order.

The superconducting region conspicuously reduces with the
enhancement of the Hubbard interaction U , and the super-
conducting order rapidly declines with the doping level in the
over-doped region. In particular, it should be noted that the su-
perconducting order includes the contributions from all energy
bands; however, the middle flat energy band plays an essential
role.

0 0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100 0.125
0

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

0.025
U=4t

U=5t

U=6t

δ=0.038

δ

∆

Fig. 2. The superconducting order near-zero temperature varies with
the hole-doping level δ , and κ = 0 shows no energy gap between the
upper and lower energy band in the normal state. The superconducting
order is dominated by the hole-doping level when δ ≤ 0.038, and they
linearly increase with δ with various Hubbard interaction U . Up to a
maximum value, the superconducting order increases with the doping
level, after that, rapidly decreases with it. The superconducting region
decreases with the effective attraction strength J = 4t2/U between pair
electrons.

The enigmatic pseudogap state in high-temperature su-
perconductors has long been recognized as a central puzzle in
the research of cuprate superconductivity. It is widely proved
that the pseudogap opens below a temperature much above
the superconducting transition temperature in the under-doped
region. We obtain the superfluid weight and BKT transi-
tion temperature with the help of linear response theory. The
temperature-dependent physical orders in the lightly doping
level δ = 0.03 with κ = 0,U = 4t are shown in Fig. 3(a), and
the superconducting order ∆ decreases with temperature in-
creasing. In Fig. 3(b), we show the superfluid weight as a func-
tion of temperature and get the BKT transition temperature. It
is found that the superfluid weight decreases almost linearly
with temperature due to the quasi-particles energy spectrum
being gapless. The BKT transition temperature is determined
by the intersection of h̄2ns(T )/m* with 8kBT/π . The BKT
transition is noteworthy lower than the temperature of the su-
perfluid weight disappearance. As shown in Fig. 3, the gap
opening temperature T * is much higher than the superconduct-
ing critical temperature TBKT with ratio T */(TBKT)≈ 10. The
considerable disparity between T * and TBKT is similar to the
pseudogap state in the high-temperature cuprate superconduc-
tors and may be used to understand the anomalous behavior of
the superfluid weight in the high-Tc superconductors. The sta-
tus for the optimum doping level δ = 0.086 with U = 4t,κ = 0

067401-4
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has been shown in Fig. 4 as a comparison. The critical tem-
perature of the superconducting order is almost equal to the
temperature of the superfluid weight disappearance.
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n
sh

2

m
*
t

(1
0

-
3
)

Fig. 3. (a) The superconducting order and the bond order evolution as a func-
tion of temperature at the lightly hole-doping level δ = 0.03,U = 4t,κ = 0.
(b) The superfluid weight decreases with the temperature and the BKT tran-
sition temperature point.
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Fig. 4. (a) The superconducting order and the bond order evolution as a func-
tion of temperature at the optimal hole-doping level δ = 0.086,U = 4t,κ = 0.
(b) The superfluid weight decreases with the temperature and the BKT tran-
sition temperature point.

The BKT transition temperature versus the hole-doping
level δ is shown in Fig. 5(a). Clearly, it exhibits a dome-like
shape in resemblance to the superconducting dome observed
in the high-Tc cuprate superconductors and a recent similar
situation discovered in the twisted bilayer graphene. The su-
perconductivity emerges from δ = 0.01, the BKT transition
temperature near zero under this doping level, and there is no
physical realistic superconducting state under this condition.
It is in accord with the consensus that there is no supercon-
ductivity in a strong correlation system near the half-filled.
The superconducting critical temperature TBKT increases with
the doping level in the under-doped region, while it decreases
with the doping level in the over-doped region. The flat-
band superconductivity in this system is very different from
other flat band systems; its superconducting region with hole-
doping level is much smaller than twisted bilayer graphene
and strained graphene. This significant difference is caused
by the strong ferromagnetic fluctuation on the Lieb lattice
even under hole doping; however, the magnetic fluctuation
in the twisted bilayer graphene and strained graphene is sup-
pressed rapidly with the increase of the hole-doping level.
As shown in Fig. 5(b), The BKT transition temperature lin-
early increases with the effective electron–electron attractive
interaction J = 4t2/U for the strong Hubbard interaction from
U = 4t to U = 6t. The linear relationship between TBKT and

J is a characteristic of the flat-band superconductivity in con-
trast to the relation for the critical temperature Tc ∼ e−1/g in
the conventional superconductors. Even in the presence of the
strong and repulsive correlation effect, the flat-band supercon-
ductivity is a potential route to high-temperature superconduc-
tivity.
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Fig. 5. (a) The BKT transformation temperature versus hole-doping level δ

with U = 4t,κ = 0. (b) The BKT transition temperatures linearly increase
with the coupling constant with δ = 0.06, κ = 0, U = 4t to 6t.

Finally, we discuss the staggered effect in the lattice with
the staggered hoping parameter on the superconducting state
in the zero-temperature limit. Clearly, the superconducting re-
gion remarkably dwindles with κ = 0.2. The main relation-
ship between the superconducting order and the doping level is
the same as the symmetry condition (κ = 0); however, the su-
perconducting state disappears with the maximal doping level
δ = 0.029. The superconducting order is much smaller than
the symmetry case with three orders of magnitude as shown
in Fig. 6, and the staggered hoping parameter makes the mean
field value ∆1 ̸= ∆2, χ1 ̸= χ2. The superconducting state on
the staggered Lieb lattice is restricted and hard to realize.
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Fig. 6. The superconducting order and the bond order in the zero-temperature
limit versus the hole-doping level δ with staggered hopping parameters
κ = 0.2,U = 4t.

4. Conclusion
In summary, we have shown the d-wave superconduct-

ing state on the Lieb lattice with a flat-band spectrum in the
normal state in the strong electron–electron correlation limit.
The superconducting order amplitude mainly depends on the
hole-doping level and increases with it for various electron–
electron coupling strengths in the lightly doped region, but
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rapidly decreases with doping level after reaching its max-
imum value. The hole-doping dependent superconducting
properties of Lieb lattice are similar to the case in the cuprate
superconductors. We study the thermal behavior of superfluid
weight and get the BKT transition temperature which is used
as the superconducting critical temperature because this sys-
tem is two-dimensional. The conspicuous difference between
gap opening temperature T * and TBKT in the under-doped re-
gion is helpful to understand the enigmatic pseudogap state in
the high-temperature superconductors. The dome-like shape
of the BKT transition temperature versus hole-doping level is
shown in resemblance to the superconducting dome observed
in the high-Tc cuprate superconductors and twisted bilayer
graphene. The BKT transition temperature depends linearly
on the electron–electron interaction strength, which shows the
flat band plays a dominant role in the superconducting state on
the Lieb lattice. The staggered effect on the lattice remarkably
reduces the superconducting region. Lastly, a highly tunable
Lieb lattice can be realized with ultracold gases in the exper-
iment, and our results can examine and promote the under-
standing of the anomalous behavior of the superfluid weight
in the high-Tc superconductors. The flat-band ferromagnetism
brings strong ferromagnetic fluctuation on the Lieb lattice even
under hole doping, so we will consider the ferromagnetic ef-
fect on the superconductivity under strong electron–electron
correlation in future work.
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