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Abstract. One of the most remarkable theoretical findings in magic angle twisted
bilayer graphene (TBG) is the emergence of ferromagnetic Slater determinants as
exact ground states for the interacting Hamiltonian at the chiral limit. This dis-
covery provides an explanation for the correlated insulating phase which has been
experimentally observed at half filling. This work is the first mathematical study
of interacting models in magic angle graphene systems. These include not only
TBG but also TBG-like systems featuring four flat bands per valley, and twisted
trilayer graphene (TTG) systems with equal twist angles. We identify symmetries
of the Bistritzer-MacDonald Hamiltonian that are responsible for characterizing the
Hartree-Fock ground states as zero energy many-body ground states. Furthermore,
for a general class of Hamiltonian, we establish criteria that the ferromagnetic Slater
determinants are the unique ground states within the class of uniformly half-filled,
translation invariant Slater determinants. We then demonstrate that these criteria
can be explicitly verified for TBG and TBG-like systems at the chiral limit, using
properties of Jacobi-θ and Weierstrass-℘ functions.

1. Introduction

Over the past few years, moiré structures, notably “magic angle” twisted bilayer
graphene (TBG), have attracted significant attention in the condensed matter physics
community. This surge of interest began after numerous experiments [14, 31, 13, 22, 41]
which demonstrate that TBG has nearly flat energy bands and can host intricate
phases, such as the correlated insulator (CI) phases at integer fillings and supercon-
ducting (SC) phases at non-integer fillings. Before these exciting experimental results
however, the Bistritzer-MacDonald (BM) model [8] successfully predicted these nearly
flat energy bands near the magic angle of roughly 1.1◦. Yet, the BM model does
not directly include electron-electron repulsion (i.e., it is a non-interacting model) and
in fact, due to symmetry restrictions, the BM model predicts that twisted bilayer
graphene is always in a simple metallic phase. As a result, the CI and SC phases must
arise from electron-electron interactions beyond the non-interacting BM model.

At the chiral limit, we can define a flat-band interacting (FBI) Hamiltonian for
TBG that only consists of terms describing electron-electron interactions [10, 15, 32,
39, 38, 16, 7, 20, 30, 18, 29, 21, 17]. One of the most remarkable theoretical results
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on this model is that, at half filling, the FBI Hamiltonian is frustration-free, i.e.,
the Hamiltonian can be written as a sum of terms (in this case, these terms do not
commute), and there exists a ground state that minimizes the energy of each term.
For the FBI Hamiltonian, one possible ground state is a single Slater determinant,
which is the simplest type of fermionic many-body wavefunctions. Moreover, it can
be shown that for this ground state, in the thermodynamic limit, a strictly positive
amount of energy is needed to either add or remove an electron. This offers one possible
explanation for the CI phase in TBG at half-filling.

To our knowledge, mathematical studies so far have focussed on understanding the
BM model of twisted bilayer and multilayer graphene at the chiral limit [2, 1, 3, 5, 4, 6,
40, 37], and systematic derivations of the BM Hamiltonian from more complex models
such as the atomistic tight binding models [36, 11, 12]. In this paper, we provide the
first mathematical study of interacting systems, and specifically the FBI Hamiltonian
and its ground states. We note that our analysis applies to the FBI Hamiltonian
defined on a single valley of the moiré Brillouin zone.

Our analysis is based on the symmetries of the BM Hamiltonian at the chiral limit.
These symmetries are preserved as the number of layers and flat bands varies, which
allows us to study TBG as well as TBG-like systems, including twisted multilayer
graphene structures. For example, the standard chiral model for TBG has two layers
and two flat bands; a system we refer to as TBG-2. By changing the interlayer poten-
tial, it is possible for two layers of graphene to host four flat bands while still preserving
the relevant symmetries [5]; we refer to this system as TBG-4. We can also consider a
twisted trilayer graphene (TTG) system, where the relative twist between the top and
middle and the relative twist between the middle and bottom are the same, and can
host four flat bands [28]. We refer to this system as the equal angle twisted trilayer
graphene (eTTG-4).

Although the FBI Hamiltonian is an idealized and simplified representation of in-
teracting electrons, it still contains many intricate details. Our paper does not discuss
the derivation of the FBI Hamiltonian from the BM model, or the derivation of the
BM model from the finer level atomistic models. We assume readers are familiar with
second quantization and standard treatments of non-interacting periodic systems.

1.1. Notation. In this paper, operators and matrices acting on the Fock space are
represented using the hat notation, such as f̂ †, f̂ , ĤFBI . Operators and matrices that
operate in the single particle space (such as L2(R2;C2 × C2) for TBG) are indicated
without the hat notation, as seen in H,D. For a single particle operaotr H, the Bloch-
Floquet transformed Hamiltonian is denoted by Hk, where k is the Brillouin zone
index. With some slight abuse of the hat notation, vectors defined in real space are
denoted without the hat, for example, u(r). Their corresponding Fourier transforms are
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indicated with the hat notation, as in û(q). For any given matrix A, the operations of
entrywise complex conjugation, transpose, and Hermitian conjugation are represented
by A,A⊤, and A†, respectively.

Due to the symmetries present in twisted graphene systems, the number of flat bands
is always an even number which we will denote by 2M . We denote the set of indices
of the flat bands by N = {−M, · · · ,−1, 1, · · · ,M}. After a proper discretization of
a single valley of the moiré Brillouin zone into a discrete set K with Nk points (see
the definition of K in (2.12)), we can consider a finite dimensional Hilbert space F
consisting of 2MNk fermionic modes. This space is spanned by 22MNk basis vectors of
the form

|s1, . . . , s2MNk
⟩ =

∏
n∈N

∏
k∈K

(f̂ †
nk)

s |vac⟩ , sj ∈ {0, 1}, (1.1)

where f̂ †
nk, f̂nk are fermionic creation and annihilation operators satisfying the canoni-

cal anticommutation relation (CAR), and the vacuum state |vac⟩ = |0, . . . , 0⟩ satisfies
f̂nk |vac⟩ = 0 for each n ∈ N and k ∈ K.

The FBI Hamiltonian takes the form

Ĥ =
∑
q′

Â†
q′Âq′ , (1.2)

where each Âq′ takes the form

Âq′ =
∑
k∈K

∑
m,n∈N

[αk,k+q′ ]m,nf̂
†
mkf̂n(k+q′) + [βk,k+q′ ]m,n. (1.3)

Here, the sum over q′ ∈ R2 is taken over a discrete set which will be specified later;
q′ represents a momentum difference and so the terms in Âq′ connect states at mo-
mentum k and k+q′. The coefficient matrices αk,k+q′ and βk,k+q′ are matrices of size
2M × 2M (defined in Eq. (2.22)) depend on the eigenstates of the non-interacting BM
Hamiltonian at momenta k and k + q′ and inherit a number of symmetries from the
BM Hamiltonian.

The total number operator N̂ =
∑

n∈N
∑

k f̂
†
nkf̂nk counts the number of electrons in

a state, i.e., if N̂ |ψ⟩ = νNk |ψ⟩, then the number of electrons in |ψ⟩ is νNk. The number
operator N̂ commutes with Ĥ so we can restrict to functions that are simultaneously
eigenfunctions of Ĥ and N̂ . The integer filling regime refers to the case when ν is an
integer (0 ≤ ν ≤ 2M). One particular integer filling is ν = M(= 1

2
(2M)), and the

corresponding |ψ⟩ is also called a half-filled state. If we further have
∑

n∈N f̂ †
nkf̂nk |ψ⟩ =

M |ψ⟩ for all k ∈ K, then |ψ⟩ is a uniformly half-filled state. The one-body reduced
density matrix (1-RDM) is defined as [P (k,k′)]nm = ⟨ψ|f̂ †

mk′ f̂nk|ψ⟩. If [P (k,k′)]nm =

[P (k)]nmδk,k′ , then |ψ⟩ is a translation invariant state.
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This paper considers the uniformly half-filled, translation invariant states, which
forms a subspace of F denoted by Fu. The ground-state energy in Fu is the solution
to the following optimization problem

E = min
|ψ⟩∈Fu

⟨ψ|Ĥ|ψ⟩
⟨ψ|ψ⟩

, (1.4)

and its minimizer (which may not be unique) is called a ground state. For any |ψ⟩ ∈ F ,
by construction ⟨ψ|Ĥ|ψ⟩ =

∑
q′ ⟨Âq′ψ|Âq′ψ⟩ ≥ 0. Therefore Ĥ is a positive semidefi-

nite (PSD) Hamiltonian, and |ψ⟩ ∈ Fu satisfying Ĥ |ψ⟩ = 0 is a ground state.

We further consider a subset of Fu

S =

{
M∏
i=1

∏
k∈K

b̂†ik |vac⟩
∣∣∣ b̂†ik =

∑
n∈N

f̂ †
nk[Ξ(k)]ni,

∑
n∈N

[Ξ(k)]ni[Ξ(k)]nj = δij

}
. (1.5)

Each element of S is called a uniformly half-filled, translation invariant Slater deter-
minant. The Hartree-Fock theory solves a much simpler optimization problem

EHF = min
|ψ⟩∈S

⟨ψ|Ĥ|ψ⟩
⟨ψ|ψ⟩

. (1.6)

By definition we have E ≤ EHF and in general E < EHF.

1.2. Main results. In this section, we summarize the main findings of this paper, em-
phasizing the algebraic structures, while reserving some of the more technical specifics
for later in the paper.

Our first result is that for the FBI Hamiltonian, there exist two states in S which
are exact ground states. This also implies that the Hartree-Fock theory is exact in this
case.

Result 1 (Informal version of Proposition 5.2). The single Slater determinants

|Ψ+⟩ =
∏

n>0,n∈N

∏
k∈K

f̂ †
nk |vac⟩ , |Ψ−⟩ =

∏
n<0,n∈N

∏
k∈K

f̂ †
nk, (1.7)

satisfy
Âq′ |Ψ±⟩ = 0 (1.8)

for all q′. Therefore E = EHF = 0, and |Ψ±⟩ are exact ground states of Ĥ.

The proof of Result 1 is a generalization of the results in [7, 10] for TBG. The
mechanism of constructing these exact ground states is to verify that |Ψ±⟩ are ground
states of each Ĥq′ = Â†

q′Âq′ , even though the terms Ĥq′ do not commute with each
other. Therefore the FBI Hamiltonian is an example of a frustration-free Hamiltonian
with nonlocal interactions.
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However, there may be other ground states. For instance, any non-vanishing linear
combination a+ |Ψ+⟩ + a− |Ψ−⟩ is automatically a ground state. It is in general a
difficult task to identify the entire ground state manifold. Our main result identifies
additional assumptions under which |Ψ±⟩ are the unique states1 in S that are ground
states of Ĥ.

Result 2 (Main result. Informal version of Theorem 4). Assume that the set of matri-
ces {αk,k+q′ , βk,k+q′} satisfy additional non-degeneracy assumptions (Theorem 4), then
|Ψ±⟩ in Eq. (1.7) are the unique states in S that are exact ground states Ĥ.

Both Result 1 and Result 2 are apply to general FBI Hamiltonians which can be
used to describe the interacting electrons in twisted N -layer graphene systems. The
non-degeneracy assumptions can be explicitly verified for specific systems. We verify
these conditions for TBG-2, TBG-4, and eTTG-4 systems using the analytic expression
for {αk,k+q′ , βk+q′}. This leads to the following results.

Result 3 (Informal version of Theorems 9, 10 and 11). For TBG-2, TBG-4, and
eTTG-4, |Ψ±⟩ in Eq. (1.7) are the unique states in S that are exact ground states of
Ĥ.

While Result 1 and Result 2 provide a characterization of the ground state, these
results alone do not explain why the uniformly half-filled TBG-2 system (and similar
systems) are insulators. In Section 5.4, we compute the ground state energy of systems
with MNk + 1 and MNk − 1 electrons. Both energies are finite and non-zero in the
thermodynamic limit (Nk → ∞). In other words, it costs a finite amount of energy to
add or to remove an electron from the system. Even if the precise nature of the state
can be debated, this shows that the system cannot be in a simple metallic state.

1.3. Discussion and open questions. The states |Ψ±⟩ are sometimes referred to as
“ferromagnetic Slater determinants”. This term is inherited from the physics context
where the modes created by f̂nk with n = −M, . . . ,−1 and with n = 1, . . . ,M are
vectors of the sublattice symmetry operator Z with eigenvalues +1 and −1, respec-
tively. These modes can be interpreted as “pseudo” up spins and down spins. With this
analogy, we can identify |Ψ+⟩ with |↑↑↑ · · ·⟩ and |Ψ−⟩ with |↓↓↓ · · ·⟩, which are ground
states of a ferromagnet. The states |Ψ±⟩ also have nonvanishing Chern numbers, and
are also referred to as (integer) quantum hall states [9].

The mechanism for the uniqueness of the ferromagnetic Slater determinant ground
states in twisted graphene is rather different from previous uniqueness results in many-
body systems (for example, on the Hubbard model on a planar graph [25, 26, 24]).

1With slight abuse of language, we refer to the statement that the ferromagnetic Slater determinant
states are the only elements of S which are exact ground states of Ĥ as “unique states”, even though
technically there are two of them.
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Unlike these results, the FBI Hamiltonian involves interactions between all momenta
and the ground state is not determined by the connectivity of the underlying graph
structure. Instead, the selection of ferromagnetic Slater determinant as the ground
states seems to be related to the joint invariant subspaces of the collection of matrices
{αk,k+q′ , βk+q′}; any state whose one-body reduced density matrix does not lie in an
invariant subspace acquires an energy penalty.

These conditions in Result 2 are physically relevant. This paper focuses on the
spinless, valleyless (or in physical terms, spin and valley polarized) FBI Hamiltonian.
When valley degrees of freedom are taken into account, these assumptions become
invalid. This leads to additional ground states in S, such as the inter-valley coherent
(IVC) states [10, 7]. The generalization of our result to FBI Hamiltonians taking into
account both spins and valleys will be our future work.

On the other hand, the conditions in Result 2 are difficult to verify. They can
be relaxed and explicitly verified for M = 1 or 2, as shown in Result 3. However,
for M > 2, a generally computationally verifiable method for reformulating these
conditions remains unknown.

Even when the conditions are satisfied, Result 2 only establishes uniqueness among
uniformly half-filled, translation-invariant Slater determinants. We conjecture that
at half filling, the uniqueness result should extend to all single Slater determinants.
This requires techniques beyond the scope of this initial work and will be our future
research.

1.4. Organization. Our article is structured as follows:

• In Section 2 we define the flat-band interacting model for twisted graphene
systems.

• In Section 3 we review the chiral model of twisted graphene sheets.
• In Section 4, we outline the symmetries that are relevant for our analysis and

fix a gauge of Bloch functions.
• In Section 5, we review basics on Hartree-Fock theory for FBI Hamiltonians

and prove some of their important many-body properties.
• In Section 6, we characterize the ground states of the flat band interacting

model and state our main result, Theorem 4.
• In Section 7, we give the proof of our main result, Theorem 4.
• In Section 8, we verify the assumptions of Theorem 4 for TBG-2, TBG-4, and

eTTG-4.
• Our article contains three technical appendices, Appendices A, B and C where

derive Eq. (7.14), state the proof of Lemma 7.1, and derive a real space condi-
tion for the assumptions of Theorem 4, respectively.
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2. The Flat-Band Interacting Hamiltonian for Twisted Graphene

2.1. Notational Setup for Twisted Graphene. Before defining the flat-band in-
teracting model for twisted graphene, we introduce a general notation for twisted N -
layer graphene based on the Bistritzer-MacDonald model. Twisted bilayer and trilayer
graphene correspond to choosing N = 2 and N = 3 respectively.

After a proper choice of units, the lattice vectors for the moiré unit cell in the real
space are

v1 := −
[
2π√
3
, 2π

3

]⊤
v2 :=

[
2π√
3
,−2π

3

]⊤
. (2.1)

These vectors generate the real space moiré lattice Γ:

Γ := v1Z+ v2Z = {a1v1 + a2v2 : a1, a2 ∈ Z}. (2.2)

The moiré unit cell in the real space is denoted by Ω := R2/Γ and can be identified
with

Ω :=

{
t1v1 + t2v2; t1, t2 ∈

[
−1

2
,
1

2

)}
. (2.3)

The dual lattice (or the reciprocal lattice) of Γ is denoted by Γ∗, and is generated by

g1 := −
[√

3
2
, 3
2

]⊤
g2 :=

[√
3
2
,−3

2

]⊤
. (2.4)

Note that vi · gj = 2πδij. The unit cell in the reciprocal space (or the Brillouin zone)
is denoted by Ω∗ := R2/Γ∗ and can be identified with

Ω∗ =

{
t1g1 + t2g2 : t1, t2 ∈

[
−1

2
,
1

2

)}
. (2.5)

Throughout the paper, a vector in the reciprocal lattice Γ∗ is often denoted by G,
while a vector in the Brillouin zone Ω∗ is often denoted by k or q. Note that a generic
vector q′ ∈ R2 can always be uniquely decomposed as q′ = q + G for some q ∈ Ω∗

and G ∈ Γ∗.

In addition to the generating vectors g1 and g2, we also identify three special mo-
mentum vectors q1,q2,q3 which are related to each other by a 2π

3
-counterclockwise
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rotation R3:

R3 :=
1

2

[
−1 −

√
3√

3 −1

]
.

In particular,

q1 := [0, 1]⊤ q2 := R3q1 = [−
√
3/2,−1/2]⊤ q3 := R3q2 = [

√
3/2,−1/2]⊤ (2.6)

Notice that g1 = q2 − q1 and g2 = q3 − q1.

Each moiré unit cell consists of many atoms located on one of the two sublattices,
denoted by {A = 1, B = −1}. In the BM model for twisted bilayer and multilayer
graphene, all atomistic details in each layer are smeared out except the sublattice
information. The BM Hamiltonian H (called a single particle Hamiltonian) acts on a
dense subset of the function space L2(R2;C2 ×CN), where N is the number of layers.
A function in L2(R2;C2 ×CN) can be written as ψ(r;σ, ℓ), where r = [x1, x2]

⊤ ∈ R2 is
the real space coordinate, σ ∈ {±1} is the sublattice index, and ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , N} is the
layer index. The BM Hamiltonian satisfies certain translation symmetry with respect
to the moiré lattice Γ. Therefore an eigenfunction of H can be labeled as ψnk(r;σ, ℓ).
Here n is called the band index, k = (k1, k2) ∈ Ω∗ is the Bloch vector. For example, a
wavefunction for the Hamiltonian of TBG can be written as[

ψnk(r;A, 1) ψnk(r;A, 2) ψnk(r;B, 1) ψnk(r;B, 2)
]⊤ (2.7)

and for TTG:[
ψnk(r;A, 1) ψnk(r;A, 2) ψnk(r;A, 3) ψnk(r;B, 1) ψnk(r;B, 2) ψnk(r;B, 3)

]⊤
.

(2.8)

2.2. The Flat-Band Interacting (FBI) Hamiltonian. While we adopt first quan-
tization in expressing the BM Hamiltonian (see Section 3), the FBI Hamiltonian is
most conveniently expressed in second quantization. The FBI Hamiltonian is defined
in terms of the flat-band eigenfunctions of the single particle Hamiltonian H; therefore,
our first step will be to construct such eigenfunctions. We make the following mild
assumptions on H:

Assumption 1. We assume that H is periodic with respect to the lattice Γ and has
Bloch eigenpairs {(εnk, ψnk) : n ∈ Z \ {0},k ∈ Ω∗} so that the eigenvalues εnk are
ordered in non-decreasing order and

Hψnk(r) = εnkψnk(r),

ψnk(r+ a) = eia·kψnk(r) ∀a ∈ Γ,

· · · ≤ ε−1k ≤ 0 ≤ ε1k ≤ · · · ∀k ∈ Ω∗.

(2.9)

We furthermore define the Bloch-Floquet transformed Hamiltonian Hk := eik·rHe−ik·r

for all k ∈ Ω∗ and assume that
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Figure 1. Magic angles with multiplicities in the chiral limit of 7
equally twisted layers of graphene with multiplicities and U+ = U0, see
(3.14). Band configuration for largest magic angle α = 0.6922 showing
the six lowest bands with positive energy including the four flat ones
showing three flat band crossings at high symmetry points.

(1) The resolvent operator (Hk − i)−1 is compact.
(2) If we identify k ∈ Ω∗ with the complex number kx+iky ∈ C, the operator valued

complex map k 7→ (Hk − i)−1 depends analytically on k.
(3) There exists a non-empty set of flat bands N

N := {n ∈ Z : ∀k ∈ Ω∗, εnk = 0}. (2.10)

In some systems, such as twisted trilayer graphene (TTG), there can be energy bands
which intersect with the flat bands but are not flat themselves. This can happen in all
N -layer systems with N ≥ 3 (see Figure 1 for an example). Let us define such the set
of momenta where such crossings occur as follows:

Kcrossing = {k ∈ Ω∗ : εnk = 0, for some n ̸∈ N}. (2.11)

Due to the analyticity assumption on Hk, standard results on analytic families of
operators [19, VII.5, Theo 1.10] implies that the set of such crossings must have an
empty interior. Furthermore, Rellich’s theorem implies that the spectral projectors
of Hk may be chosen analytically throughout the entire Brillioun zone [19, VII.5,
Theo 3.9]. Therefore, we will assume without loss of generality that the flat-band
eigenfunctions {ψnk : n ∈ N ,k ∈ K} have been chosen so that the spectral projection
onto these eigenfunctions is analytic in k.
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In order to write down a many-body wavefunction with a finite number of particles,
we discretize the Brillouin zone using a uniform grid K of size (nkx , nky)

K :=

{
i

nkx
g1 +

j

nky
g2 : i ∈ {0, 1, · · · , nkx − 1}, j ∈ {0, 1, · · · , nky − 1}

}
⊆ Ω∗.

(2.12)
Here g1, g2 are a pair of generating vectors for the moiré dual lattice Γ∗, see (2.4), and
we define Nk := #|K| = nkxnky .

The set K is known as a Monkhorst-Pack grid, and the thermodynamic limit (TDL)
can be reached by taking nkx , nky → ∞. We also make the following technical assump-
tion on the grid K in relation to the Hamiltonian H:

Assumption 2. For each k ∈ K, let Π(k) be the orthogonal projector onto the flat-
band eigenfunctions at k. We assume that the grid K has been chosen so that for all
pairs of momenta k,k′ ∈ K there exists a sequence of momenta {ki}Li=1 so that k1 = k,
kL = k′ and ∥Π(ki+1)− Π(ki)∥ < 1 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , L}.

Remark 1. Since Hk is assumed to be analytic (Assumption 1), the resolvent mapping
k 7→ (Hk−i)−1 is Lipschitz in k. Therefore, for Assumption 2 to be true, it is sufficient
for nkx ≳ L and nky ≳ L where L is the Lipschitz constant for (Hk − i)−1.

Having fixed the grid K and the flat-band eigenfunctions, we may now define the
FBI Hamiltonian. For each flat-band ψnk(r),k ∈ K, we first define the band creation
and annihilation operators, f̂ †

nk and f̂nk, which create or annihilate a particle in state
ψnk(r) respectively, which satisfy the canonical anti-commutation relation (CAR):

{f̂ †
nk, f̂n′k′} = δnn′δkk′ , {f̂ †

nk, f̂
†
n′k′} = {f̂nk, f̂n′k′} = 0. (2.13)

The definition of the creation and annihilation operators can be periodically extended
outside the Brillouin zone as

f̂ †
n(k+G) = f̂ †

nk, f̂n(k+G) = f̂nk, G ∈ Γ∗. (2.14)

Next, we define the flat-band periodic Bloch functions

unk(r) := e−ik·rψnk(r) (2.15)

which are normalized in the unit cell, i.e.,
∫
Ω
|unk(r)|2 dr = 1. Let ûnk(G) denote the

Fourier coefficients of unk(r;σ, j)

ûnk(G;σ, j) :=

∫
Ω

e−iG·runk(r;σ, j)dr. (2.16)

and define the form factor

[Λk(q+G)]mn :=
1

|Ω|
∑

G′∈Γ∗

∑
σ,j

ûmk(G′;σ, j)ûn(k+q+G)(G
′;σ, j). (2.17)



INTERACTING ELECTRONS IN MAGIC ANGLE GRAPHENE 11

Given k,q ∈ Ω∗,G ∈ Γ∗, Λk(q+G) is a #|N | ×#|N | momentum dependent matrix.
Note that {q+G | q ∈ Ω∗,G ∈ Γ∗} = R2; this notation facilitates later discussions.

The following identities which will be useful at various points in our proof.

Lemma 2.1. The form factor matrix Λk(q +G) satisfies the following identities for
all k,q ∈ K and all G,G′ ∈ Γ∗

Λk(q+G)† = Λk+q(−q−G), (2.18)

Λk+G′(q+G) = Λk(q+G). (2.19)

Proof. This follows from the following simple calculation

Λk(q+G)† =
1

|Ω|
∑

G′∈Γ∗

∑
σ,j

ûnk(G
′;σ, j)ûm(k+q+G)(G′;σ, j)

=
1

|Ω|
∑

G′∈Γ∗

∑
σ,j

ûm(k+q+G)(G′;σ, j)ûnk(G
′;σ, j)

= Λk+q(−q−G).

(2.20)

As for the second identity, one easily checks that ûn(k+G′)(G) = ûnk(G+G′) and so

Λk+G′(q+G) =
1

|Ω|
∑

G′′∈Γ∗

∑
σ,j

ûm(k+G′)(G′′ +G′;σ, j)ûn(k+q+G+G′)(G
′′;σ, j)

=
1

|Ω|
∑

G′′∈Γ∗

∑
σ,j

ûmk(G′′ +G′;σ, j)ûn(k+q+G)(G
′′ +G′;σ, j)

= Λk(q+G).

(2.21)

□

We can now define the flat-band interacting (FBI) Hamiltonian for the twisted N -
layer graphene [10, 7]. When we compare the definition of ĤFBI with that in Eqs. (1.2)
and (1.3), we need to show that ρ̂†(q′) = ρ̂(−q′), and that ĤFBI is a positive semi-
definite Hamiltonian. These relations will be verified in Section 5.2.

Definition 2.2. Let f̂ †
mk, f̂mk denote the flat-band creation and annihilation opera-

tors, and let Λk(q + G) be defined as in Eq. (2.17). The flat-band interacting (FBI)
Hamiltonian is:

ĤFBI :=
1

Nk|Ω|
∑

q′∈K+Γ∗

V̂ (q′)ρ̂(q′)ρ̂(−q′)

ρ̂(q′) :=
∑
k∈K

∑
m,n∈N

[Λk(q
′)]mn

(
f̂ †
mkf̂n(k+q′) −

1

2
δmn

∑
G

δq′,G

)
.

(2.22)

Here, V̂ (q′) = V̂ (|q′|) is the Fourier transform of a radially symmetric electron-electron
potential which satisfies V̂ (q′) > 0 for all q ∈ R2.
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For instance, for TBG, the double gate-screened Coulomb interaction in Fourier
space reads (Note that limq′→0 V̂ (q′) = πd

ε
is well defined)

V̂ (q′) =
2π

ε

tanh(|q′| d/2)
|q′|

. (2.23)

Here ε, d > 0 parametrize the strength and length of the screened Coulomb interaction,
respectively (see e.g., [7, Appendix C]).

3. A Review of Twisted Bilayer Graphene and equal Twist Angle
Trilayer Graphene

To make the assumptions of Result 2 more concrete, we review the properties of the
TBG and eTTG [34, 2, 28, 3, 36, 11] in the Bistritzer-MacDonald Hamiltonian at the
chiral limit. The single particle Hamiltonian for both chiral TBG and chiral eTTG
depend on a parameter α, that is inversely proportional to the twisting angle, and take
the form of a matrix-valued differential operator

H(α) =

[
0 D(α)†

D(α) 0

]
, (3.1)

For TBG, D(α) acts on H1(R2;C2)

DTBG(α) =

[
Dx1 + iDx2 αU+(r)

αU−(r) Dx1 + iDx2

]
, (3.2)

and for eTTG, D(α) acts on H1(R2;C3)

DeTTG(α) =

Dx1 + iDx2 αU+(r) 0

αU−(r) Dx1 + iDx2 αU+(r)

0 αU−(r) Dx1 + iDx2

 . (3.3)

Similarly, single particle Hamiltonians for N -layer systems can be defined in terms of
operators D(α) acting on H1(R2;CN) (see, for example, [40]).

We remark that the specific form of the single particle Hamiltonian will not be
used in our proofs of Results 1, 2 and 3, however we will make use of two important
properties which hold for Bistritzer-MacDonald-type Hamiltonians at the chiral limit:
(1) the existence of a magic angle with exactly flat bands, and (2) the single particle
Hamiltonian commutes with a number of symmetry operations (see Section 4).

For small twist angles, due to the lattice structure of graphene, the tunneling po-
tentials U±(r) satisfy the following symmetry properties independent of the number of
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layers [8, 34]:

U±(r+ a) = ω±(a1+a2)U±(r), (3.4)

U±(R3r) = ωU±(r), (3.5)

U±(x1,−x2) = U±(x1, x2), (3.6)

where r = [x1, x2]
⊤, a = [a1, a2]

⊤ ∈ Γ, ω := e2πi/3, and R3 is the 2π
3

-counterclockwise
rotation. Potentials U± satisfying symmetries Eqs. (3.4) to (3.6) are of the general
form

U±(r) =
∑
n,m∈Z

cnme
±i(mg1−nq2+q1)·r (3.7)

where we recall the definitions of the dual lattice vectors g1,g2, (Eq. (2.4)) and q1

(Eq. (2.6)). The coefficients cnm satisfy, see [3, Prop.2.1],

cnm = ωc(m−n−1)(−n) = ω2c(−m)(n−m+1) and

cnm = c(−m)(−n) = ωc(−n+m−1)m = ω2cn(n−m+1) for all n,m ∈ Z2.

It is important to note that due to Eq. (3.4), both TBG and eTTG as defined
above are not periodic with respect to Γ, however they can both be made into periodic
Hamiltonian by performing a unitary transformation (see Section 3.3). While this non-
periodic formulation is more convenient for the analysis of the magic angles; we will
use the periodic formulation in our definition of the FBI Hamiltonians (Eq. (2.22)).

3.1. Magic Angles in TBG. The TBG Hamiltonian (Eq. (3.1) with Eq. (3.2)) com-
mutes with the following symmetries

Tau(r) =


ωa1+a2

1

ωa1+a2

1

u(r+a), Ru(r) =


1

1

ω

ω

u(R3r). (3.8)

Therefore, we can define

L2
ℓ,p := {u ∈ L2

loc(R2;C4); Tau = ωℓ(a1+a2)u, for a ∈ Γ and Ru = ωpu} (3.9)

where ℓ, p ∈ Z3. We may also consider symmetries (3.8) just acting on C2-valued
spinors by considering merely the first two components.

The Ta-periodicity of the TBG Hamiltonian in Eq. (3.1) allows us to define the
Bloch-Floquet transformed TBG Hamiltonian

Hk(α) =

[
0 DTBG(α)

† + (k1 − ik2) idC2

DTBG(α) + (k1 + ik2) idC2 0

]
(3.10)

acting on L2
ℓ :=

⊕
p∈Z3

L2
ℓ,p.
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The TBG Hamiltonian additionally has a layer symmetry L which acts as follows

Lv(r) :=


−1

1

−1

1

v(−r). (3.11)

One furthermore can check that L : L2
ℓ,p → L2

−ℓ+1,p. In particular, for ℓ = 2 the map L
leaves spaces L2

2,p invariant. Thus, we shall without loss of generality, consider Hk(α)

on L2
ℓ=2 in the sequel, since the family of Hk(α) on L2

ℓ are all equivalent.

One then defines a magic angle of the chiral Hamiltonian as a parameter α ∈ C such
that

0 ∈
⋂
k∈R2

Spec(Hk(α)), (3.12)

where Hk(α) is defined as in (3.10).

For the Hamiltonian (3.10) the first 2 components correspond to lattice sites A and
the remaining ones to lattice sites B. SinceD(α)+(k1+ik2) idC2 is a Fredholm operator
of index 0, at a magic angle α, the null space of the Hamiltonian decomposes into

ker(Hk(α)) = ker(D(α) + (k1 + ik2) idC2)⊕ ker(D(α)∗ + (k1 − ik2) idC2) (3.13)

where ker(D(α)+(k1+ik2) idC2) and ker(D(α)∗+(k1−ik2) idC2) are of equal dimension.
Elements of ker(D(α) + (k1 + ik2) idC2) therefore correspond to states at zero energy
that are A-lattice polarized. This leads us to make the following definition

Definition 3.1 (Multiplicity). A magic angle α is n-fold degenerate if the number of
zero energy flat bands of the Hamiltonian is 2n-fold degenerate. A 1-fold degenerate
magic angle is also called simple.

In the case of TBG and eTTG we indicate the number 2M of flat bands at a magic
angle by appending a number 2M , e.g. TBG−2 for simple magic angles and TBG−4

for 2-fold degenerates ones.

The simplest one-parameter family of potentials satisfying (3.7) is, for φ ∈ R/Z,
given by

Uφ(r) = cos(2πφ)
2∑
i=0

ωie−iqi·r + sin(2πφ)
2∑
i=0

ωie2iqi·r.

In twisted bilayer graphene, higher Fourier modes in the tunnelling potential are nec-
essary to describe lattice relaxation effects, see e.g. [36, Remark 2.4] and references
therein. We then consider special cases

U0(r) =
2∑
i=0

ωie−iqi·r and U7/8(r) =
1√
2

(
U0(r)−

2∑
i=0

ωie2iqi·r

)
. (3.14)
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Figure 2. Magic angles α derived from potentials U = U0 (left) and
U = U7/8 (right). The dimension of ker(D(α)+(k1+ik2) idC2) is indicated
by the numbers in the figure. No number indicates a one-dimensional
subspace. The number of flat bands of the Hamiltonian is twice the
dimension of ker(D(α) + (k1 + ik2) idC2).

While both U0 and U7/8 satisfy the above symmetries (3.4), (3.5), and (3.6), they
give rise to a different number of flat bands for magic α ∈ R. Numerical experiments
suggest, see Figure 2, that in case of U = U0 and α ∈ R magic, precisely two bands of
the chiral Hamiltonian become flat, in the case of U = U7/8 and α ∈ R the Hamiltonian
exhibits four flat bands at magic angles. Thus, the chiral model with the two potentials
U = U0 and U = U7/8 serve as models for TBG−2 and TBG−4. While simple and two-
fold degenerate magic angles are the only types of magic angles that appear for generic
choices of tunnelling potentials in chiral limit TBG, see [5, Theo. 3], they exhibit an
almost equidistant spacing for the potentials U0 and U7/8, as shown in Table 1.

3.2. Magic Angles in eTTG. When studying twisted trilayer graphene (TTG), the
case of equal twisting angles (eTTG) is of particular interest.

In a recent paper by Popov and Tarnopolsky [28], the authors demonstrated that
the collection of magic parameters AeTTG exhibits a particularly interesting relation,
which connects the set of magic angles of chiral limit TBG to the magic angles of equal
twisting angle TTG (eTTG)

√
2ATBG−M = AeTTG−2M , (3.15)

see also the top right figure in Figure 3. Here AeTTG−2M is the set of magic parameters
for eTTG-2M. Moreover, the multiplicity on the right is at least twice the one on
the left. The argument provided in [28] constructs protected flat bands for eTTG-2M
from flat bands of TBG-M. This construction works for eTTG-2M, however it does
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k αk αk − αk−1

1 0.58566
2 2.22118 1.6355
3 3.75140 1.5302
4 5.27649 1.5251
5 6.79478 1.5183
6 8.31299 1.5182
7 9.82906 1.5161
8 11.34534 1.5163
9 12.86061 1.5153

10 14.37607 1.5155
11 15.89096 1.5149

k αk αk − αk−1

1 0.853799
2 2.691433 1.8376
3 4.507960 1.8165
4 6.332311 1.8244
5 8.157130 1.8248
6 9.983510 1.8264
7 11.809376 1.8259
8 13.635446 1.8261
9 15.460894 1.8255

10 17.286231 1.8253
11 19.111041 1.8248

Table 1. First 11 real magic angles, rounded to 6 digits, for U = U0

(left) and U = U7/8 (right).

not extend to more than three layers nor does not seem to extend beyond the equal
twisting angle case, as well.

At the center of this connection, is the map with obvious indices corresponding to
D(α) = DTBG(α) as in (3.2) and D(α) = DeTTG(α) as in (3.3)

× : kerL2
k,j
(DTBG(α0))⊕ kerL2

k′,j′
(DTBG(α0)) → kerL2

k+k′,j+j′
(DeTTG(

√
2α0))

(v, w) 7→ (v1w1, 2
−1/2(v1w2 + v2w1), v2w2).

(3.16)

This construction allows us to construct from any two elements of the nullspaces of
DTBG, for some magic α0, with respect to different representations, an element of the
nullspace of DeTTG, but for a rescaled magic parameter

√
2α0. We observe that the

number of zeros doubles by applying the map above. This means that the number of
flat bands for eTTG, with

√
2α0 is (at least) twice the number of flat bands for TBG

with α0.



INTERACTING ELECTRONS IN MAGIC ANGLE GRAPHENE 17

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
-4

-2

0

2

4 2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2 2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6
-4

-2

0

2

4

2

4

4

2

2

4

4

2

4

4

2

2

4

4

2 2

4

4

2

2

4

4

2

4

4

2

2

4

4

2

Figure 3. Magic angles of TBG multiplied by
√
2,

√
2ATBG−2 (left)

and eTTG AeTTG−4 (right) with U+ = U0, see (3.14). The multiplicity
of the flat bands of the Hamiltonian is twice the multiplicity indicated
in the figures.

3.3. Periodicity of TBG and eTTG. As discussed previously, the Hamiltonians
for TBG and eTTG as defined in the beginning of this section are not periodic with
respect to Γ. However, by using the general form of the potentials U±(r) (Eq. (3.7)),
we see that we can turn TBG into a Γ-periodic Hamiltonian by conjugating it by
V (r) := diag(1, eiq1·r, 1, eiq1·r) to obtain the equivalent periodic Hamiltonian

H (α) =

[
0 D(α)†

D(α) 0

]
with D(α) =

[
Dx1 + iDx2 αeiq0·rU+(r)

αe−iq0·rU−(r) Dx1 + iDx2 + i

]
.

Similarly, eTTG can be made periodic by conjugating by

V (r) = diag(1, eiq1·r, e−iq1·r, 1, eiq1·r, e−iq1·r)

and using the fact that 3q1 = (0, 3)⊤ ∈ Γ∗.

4. Symmetries and Gauge Fixing

We now discuss the symmetry assumptions required for our main theorem which
mirror the symmetries present in TBG and eTTG. Due to the form of the chiral
Hamiltonian Eq. (3.1) and the symmetries of the U±(r) (Eqs. (3.4) to (3.6)), the
Hamiltonians for TBG and eTTG satisfy a number of symmetries in addition to the
translation Ta and rotation R. In particular, they satisfy a sublattice symmetry Z, a
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layer symmetry L, and a composite symmetry Q, whose actions are defined as follows:

Zψ(r;σ, j) = σψ(r;σ, j) (4.1)

Lψ(r;σ, j) = (−1)jψ(−r;−σ,N − j). (4.2)

Qψ(r;σ, j) = ψ(−r;−σ, j) (4.3)

In words, the sublattice symmetry multiplies the A sublattice by +1 and states sup-
ported on the B sublattice by −1. The layer symmetry L, reverses the order of the
layers, swaps the A and B sublattices, multiplies by an alternating minus sign, and
maps r 7→ −r. The symmetry Q is a composition of a C2z rotation and time reversal T
and acts by swapping the A and B sublattices, taking a complex conjugate, and map-
ping r 7→ −r. The composite symmetry Q is often referred to as the C2zT symmetry.
It is easily checked that {Z,Q} = 0, [Z,L] = 0, and [Q,L] = 0.

We will use these symmetries to fix a specific choice of Bloch eigenbasis for the flat
bands; a procedure we refer to as “gauge fixing” following the physics terminology.

Assumption 3 (Symmetry Assumptions). We assume that the single particle Hamil-
tonian H commutes with Q and anticommutes with Z and L.

Remark 2. Since we study the nullspace of H, we can consider both symmetries that
commute or anticommute with H as both types of symmetries fix the nullspace.

If Z, Q, and L are symmetries of a periodic Hamiltonian, it is easily checked that
Z and Q map k to k and L maps k to −k.

Since the zero energy eigenstates are degenerate within the flat band, once we fix
a basis of orthogonal flat-band eigenfunctions we may perform any U(2M) transfor-
mation to this basis and get an alternative choice of eigenbasis which spans the same
space. Any such transformation takes the form of the mapping

ψnk(r) 7→
∑
m∈N

ψmk(r)[U(k)]mn

where U(k) is a unitary matrix. Under this basis transformation, the creation and
annihilation operators likewise transform as

f̂ †
nk 7→

∑
m∈N

f̂ †
mk[U(k)]mn f̂nk 7→

∑
m∈N

f̂mk[U(k)
∗]mn

and similarly the form factor transforms as

Λk(q+G) 7→ U(k)†Λk(q+G)U(k+ q).

By fixing a specific choice of eigenbasis, which we refer to as “fixing a gauge” following
physics terminology, we can force the form factor to satisfy certain properties which
will be a key part of our characterization of the Hartree-Fock ground state. Note
that the FBI Hamiltonian only depends on the form factor Λk(q +G) which in turn
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only depends on the periodic Bloch functions, unk(r;σ, j). As such we will define our
gauge fixing in terms of the periodic Bloch functions, unk(r;σ, j), instead of the Bloch
functions.

Remark 3. When the Hamiltonian H exhibits band crossings at zero energy, the set
{unk(r) : n ∈ N ,k ∈ Ω∗} is still closed under the action of symmetry operations for
k ∈ Kcrossing since the basis at the crossing points is defined through continuity.

Since the zero energy eigenstates ψnk(r) are indexed by n ∈ N and Z is a symmetry
of the Hamiltonian, we may change the gauge and relabel the eigenfunctions so that:

Zunk(r;σ, j) = (+1)unk(r;σ, j) n > 0,

Zunk(r;σ, j) = (−1)unk(r;σ, j) n < 0.
(4.4)

In particular, this implies that unk(r) is completely supported on the A sublattice if
n > 0 and completely supported on the B sublattice if n < 0. We can now properly
define the uniformly half-filled, translation invariant, ferromagnetic Slater determinant
states:

Definition 4.1 (Ferromagnetic Slater Determinants). Suppose that the Bloch eigen-
basis has been chosen so that it satisfies Eq. (4.4). We define two uniformly half-filled,
translation invariant ferromagnetic Slater determinants, or ferromagnetic Slater de-
terminants for short, to be many-body states of the form:

|Ψ+⟩ =
∏
k∈K

∏
n>0,n∈N

f̂ †
nk |vac⟩ |Ψ−⟩ =

∏
k∈K

∏
n<0,n∈N

f̂ †
nk |vac⟩ .

That is, |Ψ±⟩ fully fills one of the two eigenspaces of Z.

Since Q is a symmetry of the Hamiltonian and relates the two different sublattices,
after fixing the Bloch eigenfunctions to satisfy Eq. (4.4), we may fix the span {unk(r) :
n > 0}, and determine n < 0 by the sublattice symmetry Q. That is, for all n > 0 we
define

u(−n)k(r;σ, j) := Qunk(r;σ, j) = unk(−r;−σ, j). (4.5)

Additionally since L is also a symmetry of the Hamiltonian and relates k and −k,
after fixing the periodic Bloch functions to satisfy Eqs. (4.4) and (4.5) we may fix the
space {unk(r) : k1 ≥ 0} and determine k1 < 0 by the layer symmetry L. That is,

un(−k1,k2)(r;σ, j) := Lun(k1,−k2)(r;σ, j) = (−1)jun(k1,−k2)(−r;σ,N − j). (4.6)

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that the gauge has been chosen so that periodic Bloch functions
{unk(r) : n ∈ N ,k ∈ Ω∗} satisfy Eqs. (4.4) to (4.6). Then the form factor Λk(q+G)

can be written as

Λk(q+G) =

[
Ak(q+G)

Ak(q+G)

]
(4.7)
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where

[Ak(q+G)]mn =
1

|Ω|
∑
G′

∑
σ,j

ûm,k(G;σ, j)ûn(k+q)(G+G′;σ, j) m,n > 0. (4.8)

Let K be as in Eq. (2.12), then Ak(q+G) additionally satisfies the following sum rule:∑
k∈K

Im tr (Ak(G)) = 0, G ∈ Γ∗. (4.9)

Proof. Recall the definition of the form factor

[Λk(q+G)]mn :=
1

|Ω|
∑

G′∈Γ∗

∑
σ,j

ûmk(G′;σ, j)ûn(k+q+G)(G
′;σ, j). (4.10)

Since the definition of the form factor involves a sum over the sublattice σ and unk(r)
have disjoint sublattice support for n > 0 and n < 0 we immediately see that [Λk(q+

G)]mn = 0 if mn < 0 and hence Λk(q+G) can be written as a block diagonal matrix.

Due to Q symmetry (Eq. (4.5)) we have that

û(−n)k(G;σ, j) =

∫
Ω

e−iG·ru(−n)k(r;σ, j) dr

=

∫
Ω

e−iG·runk(−r;σ, j) dr

=

∫
Ω

e−iG·runk(r;σ, j) dr

= ûnk(G;σ, j).

(4.11)

From this relation we easily see that

[Λk(q+G)](−m)(−n) = [Λk(q+G)]mn (4.12)

which together with the block diagonal structure implies Eq. (4.7). Now we turn to
prove the sum rule Eq. (4.9).

Due to the layer symmetry (Eq. (4.6)) we have that

ûn(−k)(G;σ, j) =

∫
Ω

e−iG·r(−1)junk(−r;−σ,N − j) dr

= (−1)jûnk(−G;−σ,N − j).

(4.13)
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Recall that Γ∗ is closed under the map G 7→ −G and therefore

Λk(q+G) =
1

|Ω|
∑

G′∈Γ∗

∑
σ,j

ûmk(G′;σ, j)ûn(k+q+G)(G
′;σ, j)

=
1

|Ω|
∑

G′∈Γ∗

∑
σ,j

ûm(−k)(−G′;−σ,N − j)ûn(−k−q−G)(−G′;−σ,N − j)

= Λ−k(−q−G)

(4.14)

which for q = 0 reduces to Λk(G) = Λ−k(−G) = Λ−k(G)† where the last equality is
due to Eq. (2.18). Note that this immediately implies that Λ0(G) is Hermitian.

We recall that elements of K can be written as k = i
nkx

g1 +
j
nky

g2 for some i ∈ [nkx ]

and j ∈ [nky ]. For any k of this form, we can find a k′ ∈ K and G′ ∈ Γ∗ so that
−k = k′ +G′. Therefore, we may partition the momentum grid K into three disjoint
sets {0}, K1 and K2. The point 0 is the unique point so that k = −k and K1 and K2

are defined so that for each k ∈ K1 there exists a k′ ∈ K2 so that k − k′ ∈ Γ∗. Since
Ak(G) = Ak+G′(G) for all G′ ∈ Γ∗ (Eq. (2.19)), we have∑

k∈K

Ak(G) = A0(G) +
∑
k∈K1

Ak(G) +
∑
k∈K2

Ak(G)

= A0(G) +
∑
k∈K1

Ak(G) +
∑
k∈K1

A−k(G)

= A0(G) +
∑
k∈K1

(Ak(G) + Ak(G))†)

(4.15)

and hence
∑

k∈K Im tr (Ak(G)) = 0. Here we have used A0(G) is Hermitian. □

5. Properties of the Flat-Band Interacting Hamiltonian

In this section, we start by reviewing the basics on Hartree-Fock theory for FBI
Hamiltonians (Section 5.1) and then prove some of their important many-body prop-
erties. In particular, we prove that the FBI Hamiltonian (Eq. (2.22)) is positive semi-
definite (Section 5.2) and therefore any state which has zero energy must be a ground
state. Using this fact, along with the sum rule (Eq. (4.9)), we prove that the ferromag-
netic Slater determiant state are ground states (Section 5.3). Finally, we show that
the ferromagnetic Slater determinants are insulating in the sense of a charge gap, i.e.,
both adding and removing an electron costs a finite amount of energy (Section 5.4).
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5.1. A Review of Hartree-Fock Theory. Recall that Slater determinants defined
by the set S in Eq. (1.5) take the form:

|ΨS⟩ =
M∏
i=1

∏
k∈K

b̂†ik |vac⟩ , (5.1)

where |vac⟩ is the vacuum state, M is the half the number of bands, and

b̂†ik =
∑
n∈N

f̂ †
nkΞni(k)

∑
n∈N

Ξ∗
ni(k)Ξnj(k) = δij (5.2)

defines the creation operator for the Hartree-Fock orbitals for each k ∈ K.

The Hartree-Fock equations can be expressed in terms of the one-body reduced
density matrix (1-RDM). The 1-RDM associated with a given Slater determinant |ΨS⟩
can be written as

[P (k)]nm = ⟨ΨS|f̂ †
mkf̂nk|ΨS⟩ =

Nocc∑
i=1

Ξni(k)Ξ
∗
mi(k). (5.3)

Due to the orthogonality relation on Ξ(k) given in Eq. (5.2), we may verify that for
each k the 1-RDM P (k) is an orthogonal projection onto an M -dimensional vector
space.

Remark 4. The specific matrix representation of a 1-RDM depends on the choice of
basis used to define the creation and annihilation operators f̂ †

mk and f̂mk. Using the
gauge fixing scheme from Section 4, the two ferromagnetic Slater determinant states
have 1-RDMs as follows (where η ∈ {±1}):

⟨Ψη|f̂ †
mkf̂nk|Ψη⟩ =

{
δmn ηm, ηn > 0

0 ηm < 0 or ηn < 0
(5.4)

That is, the 1-RDM for |Ψ+⟩ is identity for all k and all for m,n > 0 and zero
otherwise (and similarly for |Ψ−⟩).

Let us define the manifold of all admissible uniformly-filled 1-RDMs:

M := {P ∈ C(2M)×(2M) : P 2 = P, P † = P, tr (P ) =M}.

Following the standard derivation of Hartree-Fock theory (see e.g., [33, 23]), the
Hartree-Fock energy is given by finding the Slater determinant |ΨS⟩ which minimizes
the energy of the interacting Hamiltonian:

E (HF) = min
|ΨS⟩

⟨ΨS|ĤFBI |ΨS⟩ .

Since ĤFBI only involves the electron-electron interaction term, the Hartree-Fock en-
ergy can be written as the sum of two functionals acting on the 1-RDM P ∈ MK. In
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particular,
E (HF) = min

P∈MK

(
J [P ] +K[P ]

)
(5.5)

where J [·] and K[·] are non-linear functionals in P , referred to as the Hartree and Fock
energy functionals, respectively.

Due to the specific form of ĤFBI , using Wick’s theorem, the Hartree and Fock
energies (up to a physically irrelevant constant) can be concisely written in terms the
matrix Q(k) := 2P (k)− I as follows:

J [P ] =
1

|Ω|Nk

∑
k,q∈K

∑
G∈Γ∗

V (G) tr
(
Λk(G)Q(k)

)
tr
(
Λk+q(G)†Q(k+ q)

)
, (5.6)

K[P ] = − 1

|Ω|Nk

∑
k,q∈K

∑
G∈Γ∗

V (q+G) tr
(
Λk(q+G)Q(k+ q)Λk(q+G)†Q(k)

)
.

(5.7)

5.2. Positive Semidefiniteness. In this section, we prove that the many-body Hamil-
tonian ĤFBI is positive semidefinite. We start by proving the following

Lemma 5.1. For all q′ ∈ R2, the operator ρ̂(q′) satisfies ρ̂(q′)† = ρ̂(−q′).

Proof. For any fixed q ∈ K and G ∈ Γ∗, we calculate

ρ̂(q+G)† =
∑
k∈K

∑
m,n∈N

[Λk(q+G)∗]mn

(
f̂ †
n(k+q)f̂mk −

1

2
δq,0δmn

)

=
∑
k∈K

∑
m,n∈N

[Λk(q+G)∗]nm

(
f̂ †
m(k+q)f̂nk −

1

2
δq,0δmn

)
.

(5.8)

Now we would like to make the change of variables k 7→ k − q. Unfortunately, in
general k,q ∈ K does not imply that k− q ∈ K. However, due to the definition of K,
we may always find a Gk,q ∈ Γ∗ so that

k− q = k̃− q+Gk,q where k̃− q ∈ K. (5.9)

Under the change of variables k 7→ k̃− q we have that

ρ̂(q+G)† =
∑
k∈K

∑
m,n∈N

[Λk−q+Gk,q
(q+G)∗]nm

(
f̂ †
m(k+Gk,q)

f̂n(k−q+Gk,q) −
1

2
δq,0δmn

)

=
∑
k∈K

∑
m,n∈N

[Λk−q(q+G)∗]nm

(
f̂ †
mkf̂n(k−q) −

1

2
δq,0δmn

)

=
∑
k∈K

∑
m,n∈N

[Λk(−q−G)]mn

(
f̂ †
mkf̂n(k−q) −

1

2
δq,0δmn

)
= ρ̂(−q−G)

(5.10)
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where in the second line we have used Eq. (2.14) and Eq. (2.19). □

Since ĤFBI takes the form

ĤFBI =
∑
q′

V̂ (q′)ρ̂(q′)ρ̂(−q′) =
∑
q′

V̂ (q′)ρ̂†(q′)ρ̂(q′) (5.11)

and V̂ (q′) = V̂ (−q′) > 0, and immediate corollary is that any many-body state |Ψ⟩
so that ĤFBI |Ψ⟩ = 0 must be a ground state.

5.3. Ferromagnetic Slater Determinants are Ground States. We can now check
that the ferromagnetic Slater determinant states are ground states by verifying they
are zero energy eigenstates.

Proposition 5.2 (Proof of Result 1). Suppose that the single particle Hamiltonian
H satisfies the symmetry assumption (Assumption 3). Then the two ferromagnetic
Slater determinant states (Definition 4.1) are exact many-body ground states of the
interacting model Eq. (2.22).

Proof. We show that for all q′ = q+G, ρ̂(q′) |Ψ±⟩ = 0 where |Ψ±⟩ is a ferromagnetic
Slater determinant. While we only consider |Ψ+⟩, the calculation for |Ψ−⟩ follows
similar steps.

ρ̂(q+G) |Ψ+⟩ =
∑
k∈K

[∑
m,n

[Λk(q+G)]mn

(
f̂ †
mkf̂n(k+q) −

1

2
δmnδq,0

)]
|Ψ+⟩

= δq,0
∑
k∈K

[∑
m,n

[Λk(G)]mn

(
f̂ †
mkf̂nk −

1

2
δmn

)]
|Ψ+⟩

= δq,0
∑
k∈K

[
(
∑
m>0

[Λk(G)]mm)−
1

2
(
∑
m

[Λk(G)]mm)

]
|Ψ+⟩

=
1

2
δq,0

[∑
k∈K

(
∑
m>0

[Λk(G)]mm − [Λk(G)∗]mm)

]
|Ψ+⟩

=
1

2
δq,0

[∑
k∈K

Im tr(Ak(G))

]
|Ψ+⟩ = 0

(5.12)

where in the second line, we have use the fact that Λk(q+G) is block diagonal and the
ferromagnetic Slater determinant state fully fills the n > 0 states. The last expression
vanishes due to the sum rule in Eq. (4.9). □

5.4. Charge Gap at the Thermodynamic Limit. As we will see, adding or remov-
ing an electron to a ferromagnetic Slater determinant always costs a non-zero amount
of energy.
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Proposition 5.3 (Charge Gap of Ferromagnetic Slater Determinants). Fix η ∈ {±1}
and consider an arbitrary single electron excitation of the ferromagnetic Slater deter-
minant |Ψη⟩. All such excitations can be written in terms of creation and annihilation
operators of the following form:

ĉ† =
∑
k∈K

∑
ηℓ<0

f̂ †
ℓkcℓk ĉ =

∑
k∈K

∑
ηℓ>0

f̂ℓkcℓk
∑
k∈K

∑
ηℓ>0

|cℓ,k|2 = 1. (5.13)

where ηℓ < 0 denotes summation over the set {ℓ : ηℓ < 0} and similarly for ηℓ > 0.

For such excitations, we have

⟨Ψη|ĉ†ĤFBI ĉ|Ψη⟩ =
1

Nk|Ω|
∑
q′

V̂ (q′)
∑
k∈K

∑
ηℓ>0

∑
ηℓ′>0

cℓ′k[Λk(q
′)Λk(q

′)†]ℓ′,ℓcℓk,

⟨Ψη|ĉĤFBI ĉ
†|Ψη⟩ =

1

Nk|Ω|
∑
q′

V̂ (q′)
∑
k∈K

∑
ηℓ<0

∑
ηℓ′<0

cℓ′k[Λk(−q′)†Λk(−q′)]ℓ′,ℓcℓk.

(5.14)

Hence, since for all k, [Λk(0)] = δmn, the energy of ĉ† |Ψη⟩ and ĉ |Ψη⟩ is positive for
all choices of ĉ†, ĉ.

Due to the constraint
∑

k

∑
ℓ |cℓ,k|2 = 1, in the thermodynamic limit (Nk → ∞) the

energy of the single electron excitations converges to

⟨Ψη|ĉ†ĤFBI ĉ |Ψη⟩

=

∫
R2

∫
Ω

V̂ (q′)
∑
ηℓ>0

∑
ηℓ′>0

cℓ′(k)[Λk(q
′)Λk(q

′)†]ℓ′,ℓcℓ(k) dk dq′,

⟨Ψη|ĉĤFBI ĉ
† |Ψη⟩

=

∫
R2

∫
Ω

V̂ (q′)
∑
ηℓ<0

∑
ηℓ′<0

cℓ′(k)[Λk(−q′)†Λk(−q′)]ℓ′,ℓcℓ(k) dk dq′.

(5.15)

which is again strictly positive and so the charge gap does not vanish in the thermo-
dynamic limit. We now proceed to the proof.

Proof. From the canonical anticommutation relations, we have that for all q′ = q+G

[f̂ †
nkf̂m(k+q′), f̂

†
ℓ,k′ ] = δmℓδk′,(k+q′)f̂

†
nk,

[f̂ †
nkf̂m(k+q′), f̂ℓ,k′ ] = −δnℓδk′,kf̂m(k+q′).

(5.16)

Therefore,

[ρ̂(q′), f̂ †
ℓ,k′ ] =

∑
k

∑
mn

[Λk(q
′)]mnδnℓδk′,(k+q′)f̂

†
nk,=

∑
n

[Λk′−q′(q′)]ℓnf̂
†
n(k′−q′),

[ρ̂(q′), f̂ℓ,k′ ] = −
∑
k

∑
mn

[Λk(q
′)]mnδnℓδk′,kf̂m(k+q′) = −

∑
m

[Λk′(q′)]mℓf̂m(k′+q′).
(5.17)
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Since the ferromagnetic Slater determinant state |Ψη⟩ fully fills either the positive or
negative bands, f̂ℓ′k′′ |Ψη⟩ ̸= 0 if and only if ηℓ′ > 0. Therefore, for a fixed η, we only
consider ℓ′ so that ηℓ′ > 0. For the ferromagnetic Slater determinant state |Ψη⟩ for all
q′ we have

⟨Ψη|f̂ †
ℓk′ ρ̂(q

′)ρ̂(−q′)f̂ℓ′k′′ |Ψη⟩ = −⟨Ψη|[ρ̂(q′), f̂ †
ℓk′ ][ρ̂(−q′), f̂ℓ′k′′ ]|Ψη⟩

=
∑
mn

[Λk′−q′(q′)]mℓ[Λk′′(−q′)]ℓ′n ⟨Ψη|f̂ †
m(k′−q′)f̂n(k′′−q′)|Ψη⟩

=
∑
ηm>0

∑
ηn>0

[Λk′−q′(q′)]mℓ[Λk′(−q′)]ℓ′nδmnδk′k′′

= [Λk′(−q′)Λk′(−q′)†]ℓ′,ℓδk′k′′

(5.18)

where in the last line we have used the identity Λk−q′(q′) = Λk(−q′)† Eq. (2.18).

Similar calculations show for ηℓ′ < 0

⟨Ψη| f̂ℓk′ ρ̂(q′)ρ̂(q′)f̂ †
ℓ′k′′ |Ψη⟩ = [Λk′(q′)†Λk′(q′)]ℓ′,ℓδk′k′′ . (5.19)

Therefore, by linearity

⟨Ψη|ĉ†ρ̂(q′)ρ̂(−q′)ĉ|Ψη⟩ =
∑
k∈K

∑
ηℓ>0

∑
ηℓ′>0

cℓ′k[Λk(q
′)Λk(q

′)†]ℓ′,ℓcℓk

⟨Ψη|ĉρ̂(q′)ρ̂(−q′)ĉ†|Ψη⟩ =
∑
k∈K

∑
ηℓ<0

∑
ηℓ′<0

cℓ′k[Λk(−q′)†Λk(−q′)]ℓ′,ℓcℓk
(5.20)

which implies the proposition. □

6. The Hartree-Fock Ground States of the Flat-Band Interacting
Hamiltonian

6.1. Rigorous Statement of Result 2. We can now state our main result rigorously:

Theorem 4 (Main theorem). Suppose that the single particle Hamiltonian H satis-
fies Assumptions 1 and 3. Suppose further that the Monkhorst-Pack grid K has been
chosen to satisfy Assumption 2. If there exists a k ∈ K so that

(1) For some G, Im tr (Ak(G)) ̸= 0

(2) For all non-trivial orthogonal projectors Π (i.e. Π is not zero or identity), there
exists a G′ so that

∥(I − Π)Ak(G
′)Π∥ > 0 (6.1)

then the two ferromagnetic Slater determinants are the unique translation-invariant
Hartree-Fock ground states of ĤFBI in Eq. (2.22).
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The conditions in Theorem 4 involves checking all orthogonal projectors and are
difficult to verify computationally. For the special case of 2 and 4 flat bands, these
conditions can be significantly simplified.

Corollary 5 (Two Band Case). Suppose that the single particle Hamiltonian H satis-
fies Assumptions 1 and 3, and has two flat bands. Suppose further that the Monkhorst-
Pack grid K has been chosen to satisfy Assumption 2. If there exists a k ∈ K and G

so that Im(Ak(G)) ̸= 0 then the two ferromagnetic Slater determinants are the unique
translation-invariant Hartree-Fock ground states of Eq. (2.22).

Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem 4 since in this case Ak(G) is a scalar
(1× 1 matrix) and there are no nontrivial orthogonal projectors for scalars. □

Corollary 6 (Four Band Case). Suppose that the single particle Hamiltonian H satis-
fies Assumptions 1 and 3, and has four flat bands. Suppose further that the Monkhorst-
Pack grid K has been chosen to satisfy Assumption 2. If there exists a k ∈ K so that

(1) For some G, Im tr (Ak(G)) ̸= 0,
(2) For some G′,G′′, [Ak(G

′), Ak(G
′′)] ̸= 0,

then the two ferromagnetic Slater determinants are the unique translation-invariant
Hartree-Fock ground states of Eq. (2.22).

Proof. The first condition is the same as Theorem 4 so we only need to show the
commutator condition implies the condition on projectors.

Since for four bands, Ak(G) is a 2×2 matrix, the only non-trivial projectors are rank
one projectors. Therefore, we only need to show that for all |v⟩ ∈ C2 with ∥v∥ = 1,
there exists a G so that ⟨v⊥|Ak(G)|v⟩ ≠ 0 where |v⊥⟩ is a unit vector orthogonal to
|v⟩.

Suppose that G′,G′′ are so that [Ak(G
′), Ak(G

′′)] ̸= 0 and pick some |v⟩ ∈ C2. We
have three cases:

Case 1 ⟨v⊥|Ak(G
′)|v⟩ ≠ 0: Take G = G′

Case 2 ⟨v⊥|Ak(G
′)|v⟩ = 0 but ⟨v|Ak(G

′)|v⊥⟩ ≠ 0: Observe that

⟨v|Ak(G′)|v⊥⟩ = ⟨v⊥|Ak(G
′)†|v⟩ ≠ 0 (6.2)

but by Eq. (2.18) Ak(G
′)† = Ak(−G′) so we take G = −G′.

Case 3 ⟨v⊥|Ak(G
′)|v⟩ = 0 and ⟨v|Ak(G

′)|v⊥⟩ = 0: Since |v⟩ and |v⊥⟩ are an orthog-
onal basis for C2, the assumptions in this case implies that |v⟩ and |v⊥⟩ are
eigenvectors of Ak(G

′). Therefore, we can orthogonally diagonalize Ak(G
′) as

Ak(G
′) = V ΣV † where V is an orthogonal matrix whose columns are |v⟩, |v⊥⟩

and Σ is a diagonal matrix of eigenvalues.
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Since [Ak(G
′), Ak(G

′′)] ̸= 0, using the eigendecomposition of Ak(G
′) we have

that V ΣV †Ak(G
′′)− Ak(G

′′)V ΣV † ̸= 0 which implies

Σ
(
V †Ak(G

′′)V
)
−
(
V †Ak(G

′′)V
)
Σ ̸= 0 (6.3)

If V †Ak(G
′′)V were a diagonal matrix then Eq. (6.3) would be zero so it must

be that either ⟨v⊥|Ak(G
′′)|v⟩ ≠ 0 or ⟨v|Ak(G

′′)|v⊥⟩ ≠ 0. If ⟨v⊥|Ak(G
′′)|v⟩ ≠ 0

we can take G = G′′. If ⟨v|Ak(G
′′)|v⊥⟩ ≠ 0, appealing to Eq. (2.18), we can

take G = −G′′.

□

7. Proof of Theorem 4

As we saw in Section 4, with a proper choice of gauge, the sublattice symmetry Z
implies we can partition the set of flat bands N into two sets n > 0 and n < 0 whose
basis functions are supported on the A or B sublattices respectively. The composite
symmetry Q further implies these two sets are of equal size and are related by an
antiunitary transformation.

To make use of this observation, suppose that we have a 1-RDM P (k) for a model
with 2M flat bands. If this state is uniformly half-filled, then for each k ∈ K, P (k)
can be expressed as a (2M) × (2M) projection matrix with rank M . Hence, we can
write P (k) = Φ(k)Φ(k)† where Φ(k) is a (2M)×M matrix with orthogonal columns.

Since Φ(k) has orthogonal columns, we may apply the cosine-sine (CS) decompo-
sition [35] to decompose Φ(k) so that it respects the decomposition into n > 0 and
n < 0:

Φ(k) =

[
U1(k)

U2(k)

] [
c̃(k) −s̃(k)
s̃(k) c̃(k)

] [
V (k)†

0

]
(7.1)

where
c̃(k) = diag(cos (θ1(k)/2), cos (θ2(k)/2), · · · , cos (θM(k)/2))

s̃(k) = diag(sin (θ1(k)/2), sin (θ2(k)/2), · · · , sin (θM(k)/2))
(7.2)

and U1(k), U2(k), V (k) are M ×M unitary matrices.

Using this decomposition for Φ(k), we can express the Hartree-Fock energy (Eqs. (5.6)
and (5.7)) in terms of the quantities θi(k), U1(k), U2(k) and the blocks of the form fac-
tor Ak(q+G) (see Lemma 4.2 for the definition of Ak(q+G)).

Since the Hartree-Fock energy is written in terms of the matrix Q(k), we begin
writing Q(k) in terms of the CS decomposition Eq. (7.1). By definition we have

P (k) = Φ(k)Φ(k)†

=

[
U1(k)

U2(k)

] [
c̃(k)2 c̃(k)s̃(k)

c̃(k)s̃(k) s̃(k)2

] [
U1(k)

†

U2(k)
†

]
.

(7.3)
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Due to our decomposition of Φ(k), P (k) is a ferromagnetic Slater determinant if and
only if one of the following holds:

• For all i ∈ {1, · · · ,M} and all k, θi(k) = 0, or
• For all i ∈ {1, · · · ,M} and all k, θi(k) = π

These two conditions imply that for the ferromagnetic Slater determinant states either
c̃(k)2 = I or s̃(k)2 = I.

Since Q(k) = 2P (k)− I, we have

Q(k) =

[
U1(k)

U2(k)

] [
c(k) s(k)

s(k) −c(k)

] [
U1(k)

†

U2(k)
†

]
(7.4)

where

c(k) = diag(cos (θ1(k)), cos (θ2(k)), · · · , cos (θM(k)))

s(k) = diag(sin (θ1(k)), sin (θ2(k)), · · · , sin (θM(k)).
(7.5)

Using trigonometric identities, we see that the ferromagnetic Slater states correspond
to having c(k) = ±I.

To prove uniqueness of the ferromagnetic Slater determinant states, we will show that
they are the unique states in S which achieve the minimum value for both the Hartree
and the Fock energies simultaneously. We will first show that ferromagnetic Slater
determinants are minimizers of the Hartree energy in Section 7.1. Then in Section 7.2,
we will show that the assumptions of Theorem 4 imply that the ferromagnetic Slater
determinant is the unique minimizer of the Fock energy.

7.1. Minimizing the Hartree energy. Since Q(k) = Q(k)†,∑
k∈K

tr (Λk(G)Q(k)) =
∑
k∈K

tr (Λk′(G)†Q(k′)). (7.6)

If k,q ∈ K, then q − k ∈ K + Γ∗. Since Λk+G′(G) = Λk(G) (Eq. (2.19)) we can
perform the change of variables (k,q) → (k,q− k) and write the Hartree energy as

J(P ) =
1

|Ω|Nk

∑
G

V (G)

∣∣∣∣∣∑
k∈K

tr (Λk(G)Q(k))

∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (7.7)

Note that since V (G) > 0, necessarily J [P ] ≥ 0.

Now recall that, due to the symmetry assumptions on the form factor (Lemma 4.2)
we can write

Λk(q+G) =

[
Ak(q+G)

Ak(q+G)

]
. (7.8)
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Since we will multiply the form factor by Q(k), it will be convenient to define

B
(1)
k (G) = U1(k)Ak(G)U1(k)

†

B
(2)
k (G) = U2(k)Ak(G)U2(k)

†.
(7.9)

The trace in the Hartree energy can then be written in terms of B(1)
k (G) and B(2)

k (G)

as follows:

tr (Λk(G)Q(k)) = tr
([B(1)

k (G)

B
(2)
k (G)

][
c(k) s(k)

s(k) −c(k)

])
= tr

(
(B(1)(G)−B(2)(G))c(k)

)
.

(7.10)

For the ferromagnetic Slater determinant state, c(k) = ±I and hence

tr (Λk(G)Q(k)) = ± tr
(
(B

(1)
k (G)−B

(2)
k (G))

)
= ±2i Im tr (Ak(G)) (7.11)

J(P ) =
2

|Ω|Nk

∑
G

V (G)

∣∣∣∣∣∑
k

Im tr (Ak(G))

∣∣∣∣∣
2

= 0 (7.12)

where the last equality is due to the sum rule Eq. (4.9). Therefore, the ferromagnetic
Slater determinants minimize the Hartree energy.

7.2. Minimizing the Fock energy. For these calculations, we will adopt the short-
hand k′ := k+q and q′ = q+G and generalize the definitions of B(1)

k (G) and B(2)
k (G)

from the previous section:

B
(1)
k (q+G) = B

(1)
k (q′) = U1(k)Ak(q

′)U1(k
′)†

B
(2)
k (q+G) = B

(2)
k (q′) = U2(k)Ak(q′)U2(k

′)†.
(7.13)

After some lengthy computations (Appendix A) it can be shown that

K[P ] = − 1

8|Ω|Nk

∑
k

V (q′)
∑
ij

{
|[B(1)

k (q′) +B
(2)
k (q′)]ij|2 cos (θi(k)− θj(k

′))

+ |[B(1)
k (q′)−B

(2)
k (q′)]ij|2 cos (θi(k) + θj(k

′))

}
.

(7.14)

Let’s take a closer look at each of terms in Eq. (7.14)

−|[B(1)
k (q′) +B

(2)
k (q′)]ij|2 cos (θi(k)− θj(k

′))

− |[B(1)
k (q′)−B

(2)
k (q′)]ij|2 cos (θi(k) + θj(k

′))
(7.15)
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From Eq. (7.15), we can understand the fundamental mechanism which forces the
ground state to be a ferromagnetic Slater determinant. Since V̂ (q′) > 0, if we assume
that

|[B(1)
k (q′) +B

(2)
k (q′)]ij| > 0 |[B(1)

k (q′)−B
(2)
k (q′)]ij| > 0 (7.16)

then for a state to minimize the Fock energy it must be that

cos (θi(k)− θj(k
′)) = 1 ⇒ θi(k) = θj(k

′) (mod 2π)

cos (θi(k) + θj(k
′)) = 1 ⇒ θi(k) = −θj(k′) (mod 2π).

(7.17)

as if this weren’t the case then we could decrease the energy further.

The first constraint forces θi(k) to be constant (independent of i and k) and the
second constraint forces θi(k) ∈ {0, π}. These two facts combined show that the
ferromagnetic Slater determinants minimize the Fock energy and suggest a strategy
for proving these states are the unique Hartree-Fock minimizers.

By definition

[B
(1)
k (q′)±B

(2)
k (q′)]ij = [U1(k)Ak(q

′)U1(k
′)† ± U2(k)Ak(q′)U2(k

′)†]ij (7.18)

While generically, it may be true that that the above quantity does not vanish, since
U1(k) and U2(k) are arbitrary unitaries, for any i, j we can always find specific choices
of U1(k), U2(k) so that the above vanishes. The assumptions of Theorem 4 guarantee
that enough of these terms do not vanish for every choice of U1(k), U2(k) to force the
ferromagnetic Slater determinant to be the unique minimizer of the Fock energy.

To prove the assumptions of Theorem 4 are sufficient, we proceed in two steps.
First we show that for one special k-point, k∗, enough of the entries of B±,k∗(G) do
not vanish to force θi(k∗) = θj(k∗) = 0 or θi(k∗) = θj(k∗) = π for all i, j ∈ {1, · · · ,M}.
This implies that the Fock energy maximizing 1-RDM at k∗ is a ferromagnetic Slater
determinant. After showing this, we use the fact that the grid K has been chosen
sufficiently finely so that Assumption 2 holds. Once this is the case, for any k ∈ K,
we can find a path connecting k∗ and k and we will show that for all momenta along
this path, the minimizing 1-RDM must be the same ferromagnetic Slater determinant
as at k∗.

7.2.1. Local Uniqueness of Ground State. We focus on the point k∗, take q = 0 and
i = j. In this case, Eq. (7.15) reduces to

1

2
|[B(1)

k∗
(G) +B

(2)
k∗
(G)]ii|2 +

1

2
|[B(1)

k∗
(G)−B

(2)
k∗
(G)]ii|2 cos (2θi(k∗)). (7.19)



32 SIMON BECKER, LIN LIN, AND KEVIN D. STUBBS

Now notice that

Im tr (Ak∗(G)) =
1

2i
tr (Ak∗(G)− Ak∗(G))

=
1

2i
tr
(
U1(k∗)Ak∗(G)U1(k∗)

† − U2(k∗)Ak∗(G)U2(k∗)
†
)

=
1

2i
tr (B

(1)
k∗
(G)−B

(2)
k∗
(G)).

(7.20)

Since by assumption Im tr (Ak∗(G)) ̸= 0, it must be there exists anm so that [B(1)
k∗
(G)−

B
(2)
k∗
(G)]mm ̸= 0. Therefore, to be an optimizer cos (2θm(k∗)) = 1 which implies

θm(k∗) ∈ {0, π}. Now we show that θj(k∗) = θm(k∗) for all j.

For this part of the proof, we fix the unitary U1(k∗) and show that for this choice
of U1(k∗) all of the θj(k∗) must agree. For this let {|i⟩ : i ∈ {1, · · · ,M}} denote the
standard basis for CM so that for any matrix Aij = ⟨i|A|j⟩.

We will prove this result by induction. Letm1 = m and suppose that we have already
shown that the angles {θmi

(k∗) : i ∈ {1, · · · , n}} are all equal to θm1(k∗) ∈ {0, π}. For
fixed U1(k∗), consider the orthogonal projector

Π = U1(k∗)
†

(
n∑
i=1

|mi⟩ ⟨mi|

)
U1(k∗). (7.21)

For any G we have

(I − Π)Ak∗(G)Π

=

(
I − U1(k∗)

†

(
n∑
i=1

|mi⟩ ⟨mi|

)
U1(k∗)

)
Ak∗(G)

(
U1(k∗)

†

(
n∑
i=1

|mi⟩ ⟨mi|

)
U1(k∗)

)

= U1(k∗)
†

(
I −

n∑
i=1

|mi⟩ ⟨mi|

)
U1(k∗)Ak∗(G)U1(k∗)

†

(
n∑
i=1

|mi⟩ ⟨mi|

)
U1(k∗).

(7.22)

But since the spectral norm is unitarily invariant, the second assumption of Theorem 4
implies that there exists a G′ so that∥∥∥∥∥

(
I −

n∑
i=1

|mi⟩ ⟨mi|

)
U1(k∗)Ak∗(G

′)U1(k∗)
†

(
n∑
i=1

|mi⟩ ⟨mi|

)∥∥∥∥∥ > 0. (7.23)

Let v, w be the top right/left singular vectors of the above operator. Since
∑n

i=1 |mi⟩ ⟨mi|
is an orthogonal projection and {|i⟩ : i ∈ {1, · · · , b}} forms a complete basis we can
write

v =
n∑
i=1

αi |mi⟩ , w =
∑

m̸∈{mi:i∈{1,··· ,n}}

βm |m⟩ (7.24)
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for some constants αi, βi ∈ C. By definition of v, w we know that

0 < ⟨w|U1(k∗)Ak∗(G
′)U1(k∗)

†|v⟩

=
n∑
i=1

∑
m̸∈{mi:i∈{1,··· ,n}}

αiβm ⟨m|U1(k∗)Ak∗(G
′)U1(k∗)

†|mi⟩ .
(7.25)

Hence, there must exist an m′ ̸∈ {mi : i ∈ {1, · · · , n}} and an mi so that

[U1(k∗)Ak∗(G
′)U1(k∗)

†]m′,mi
̸= 0. (7.26)

Define mn+1 := m′, since(
B

(1)
k∗
(G′) +B

(2)
k∗
(G′)

)
+
(
B

(1)
k∗
(G′)−B

(2)
k∗
(G′)

)
= 2U1(k∗)Ak∗(G

′)U1(k∗)
†. (7.27)

Equation (7.26) implies that either [B
(1)
k∗
(G′) + B

(2)
k∗
(G′)]mn+1,mi

̸= 0 or [B
(1)
k∗
(G′) −

B
(2)
k∗
(G′)]mn+1,mi

̸= 0. For simplicity of discussion suppose [B(1)
k∗
(G′)+B

(2)
k∗
(G′)]mn+1,mi

̸=
0, the other case follows similarly. Now recall the terms in the Fock energy:

|[B(1)
k∗
(G′) +B

(2)
k∗
(G′)]mn+1,mi

|2 cos (θmn+1(k∗)− θmi
(k∗))

+ |[B(1)
k∗
(G′)−B

(2)
k∗
(G′)]mn+1,mi

|2 cos (θmn+1(k∗) + θmi
(k∗)).

(7.28)

Since θmi
(k∗) = θm1(k∗), θm1 ∈ {0, π}, and [B−,k∗(G

′)]mn+1,mi
̸= 0, to be a minimizer

it must be that θmn+1(k∗) = θm1(k∗). Hence by induction, θi(k∗) ∈ {0, π} and θi(k∗) =

θj(k∗) for all i, j.

7.2.2. Global Uniqueness of Ground State. For simplicity, let us assume that θj(k∗) = 0

for all j. The case θj(k∗) = π follows similarly. In this case, for any q we have that
1

2
|[B(1)

k∗
(q+G) +B

(2)
k∗
(q+G)]ij|2 cos (θj(k∗ + q))

+
1

2
|[B(1)

k∗
(q+G)−B

(2)
k∗
(q+G)]ij|2 cos (θj(k∗ + q)).

(7.29)

Therefore, to conclude θj(k∗ + q) = 0, it is enough to show that for each r ∈
{1, · · · ,M}

one of

{
maxm |[B(1)

k∗
(q+G) +B

(2)
k∗
(q+G)]rm| > 0

maxm |[B(1)
k∗
(q+G)−B

(2)
k∗
(q+G)]rm| > 0

holds. (7.30)

That is, for each row, we can find a non-zero entry in one of B(1)
k∗
(q+G)±B(2)

k∗
(q+G)

Now observe that

B+,k∗(q+G) +B−,k∗(q+G) = U1(k∗)Ak∗(q+G)U1(k∗ + q)† (7.31)

and recall that a full rank matrix must have a non-zero entry in every row. Since
unitary transformations cannot change the rank of a matrix, if we can show that
Ak∗(q +G) is full rank for some G, then Eq. (7.30) must be true and hence the fact
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that the minimizing 1-RDM at k∗ is an FSD state implies that the minimizing 1-RDM
at k∗ + q is the same FSD state.

The following key fact, along with Assumption 2 and the above calculation, allows
us to propagate the ferromagnetic Slater determinant from k∗ to the entire Brillouin
zone:

Lemma 7.1. Let k,k′ ∈ K and let Π(k) denote the flat-band projection at k. If
∥Π(k)− Π(k′)∥ < 1 then there exists a G so that Ak((k

′ − k) +G) is full rank.

Proof. Proven in Appendix B. □

Assuming Lemma 7.1 is true, the argument is as follows. By Assumption 2, for
any k ∈ Ω∗ we may construct a path {ki}Li=1 connecting k∗ and k so that ∥Π(ki) −
Π(ki+1)∥ < 1. By the above calculation, since k1 = k∗ and the projector condition
holds between k1 and k2, it must be that the minimizing 1-RDM at k2 is the same
FSD state as at k∗. Since the minimizing 1-RDM at k2 is a FSD state, we may
repeat the same argument to conclude the 1-RDM at k3 also the same FSD state.
Continuing down the path, we conclude that the minimizing 1-RDM at ki must be the
same FSD state as at k∗ for all i ∈ {1, · · · , L}. Since the choice of k was arbitrary, we
conclude that minimizing 1-RDM must agree with k∗ throughout the whole Brillouin
zone completing the proof.

8. Applications of Theorem 4 to TBG and eTTG

We begin by translating the conditions of Theorem 4 from momentum space to real
space in Section 8.1. We then prove Result 3 by verifying these real space conditions
hold for TBG-2 (Section 8.2), TBG-4 (Section 8.3), and eTTG-4 (Section 8.4).

8.1. Conditions of Theorem 4 in Real Space. While the proof of Theorem 4 is
stated in momentum space, the conditions also have natural analogs in real space. We
begin by recalling the definition of Ak(q+G)

[Ak(q+G)]mn =
1

|Ω|
∑
G′

∑
σ,j

ûmk(G′;σ, j)ûn(k+q)(G+G′;σ, j). (8.1)
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We can substitute in the definition of the Fourier transform to conclude
[Ak(q+G)]mn

=
1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∑
G′

∑
σ,j

eiG
′·re−i(G+G′)·r′umk(r;σ, j)un(k+q)(r

′;σ, j) dr dr′

=
1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

∫
Ω

∑
G′

∑
σ,j

eiG
′·(r−r′)e−iG·r′umk(r;σ, j)un(k+q)(r

′;σ, j) dr dr′

=

∫
Ω

e−iG·r
∑
σ,j

umk(r;σ, j)un(k+q)(r;σ, j) dr.

(8.2)

We now define the pair product ρk,k+q(r)

[ρk,k+q(r)]mn :=
∑
σ,j

umk(r;σ, j)un(k+q)(r;σ, j). (8.3)

Since ρk,k+q is periodic with respect to Γ (since unk are periodic) we can view the
form factor Ak(q + G) as the Fourier series coefficients of the pair product. Since
the Fourier transform is isometric up to scaling, we can equivalently state conditions
for Theorem 4 in real space.

Proposition 8.1 (Theorem 4 in Real Space). Suppose that the single particle Hamil-
tonian H satisfies Assumptions 1 and 3. Suppose further that the Monkhorst-Pack grid
K has been chosen to satisfy Assumption 2. If there exists a k ∈ K so that

(1) For some r, tr (ρk,k(r)) ̸= tr (ρk,k(−r))

(2) For all non-trivial projections Π, there exists a r′ so that

∥(I − Π)ρk,k(r
′)Π∥ > 0 (8.4)

then the two ferromagnetic Slater determinants are the unique Hartree-Fock ground
states of Eq. (2.22).

We also have the following simple corollaries:

Corollary 7 (Two Bands Case in Real Space). Suppose that the single particle Hamil-
tonian H satisfies Assumptions 1 and 3 and has two flat bands. Suppose further that
the Monkhorst-Pack grid K has been chosen to satisfy Assumption 2. If there exists
a k ∈ K and r ∈ Ω so that ρk,k(r) ̸= ρk,k(−r) then the two ferromagnetic Slater
determinants are the unique Hartree-Fock ground states of Eq. (2.22).

Corollary 8 (Four Band Case in Real Space). Suppose that the single particle Hamil-
tonian H satisfies Assumptions 1 and 3 and has four flat bands. Suppose further that
the Monkhorst-Pack grid K has been chosen to satisfy Assumption 2. If there exists a
k ∈ K so that

(1) For some r, tr (ρk,k(r)) ̸= tr (ρk,k(−r)),
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(2) For some r′, r′′

det

[
∥u1k(r)∥2 − ∥u2k(r)∥2 ⟨u1k(r), u2k(r)⟩
∥u1k(r′)∥2 − ∥u2k(r′)∥2 ⟨u1k(r′), u2k(r′)⟩

]
(8.5)

then the two ferromagnetic Slater determinants are the unique Hartree-Fock ground
states of Eq. (2.22).

For the proofs of Proposition 8.1 and Corollaries 7 and 8 we refer the reader to Ap-
pendix C.

8.2. Application of Main Theorem to TBG-2. For our next two propositions, we
will use the Jacobi θ function

θ1(ζ|ω) := −
∑
n∈Z

exp(πi(n+ 1
2
)2ω + 2πi(n+ 1

2
)(ζ + 1

2
)), (8.6)

which satisfies

θ1(ζ +m|ω) = (−1)mθ1(ζ|ω), θ1(ζ + nω|ω) = (−1)ne−πin
2ω−2πiζnθ1(ζ|ω).

Furthermore, θ1(•|ω) has simple zeros at Λ (and no other zeros) – see [27]. In the
sequel we shall just write θ(ζ) := θ1(ζ|ω) to simplify the notation.

We also use the ℘ function ℘(z) := ℘(z; 4
3
πiω, 4

3
πiω2). Here ℘(z;ω1, ω2) is the

Weierstrass ℘-function – see [27, SI.6]. It is periodic with respect to Zω1 + Zω2 and
its derivative has a pole of order 3 at z = 0. It has the property that

℘(ωz) = ω℘(z). (8.7)

We now turn to verifying the conditions of having a unique many-body ground state.

Proposition 8.2 (Simple magic angle). Let α ∈ C be a simple magic angle of TBG-2,
then for all k /∈ Γ∗ there is G ∈ Γ∗ such that

Im tr(Ak(G)) ̸= 0

while for k ∈ Γ∗ one has

Im tr(Ak(G)) = 0 for all G ∈ Γ∗. (8.8)

Proof. From Corollary 7 we deduce that the existence of some G ∈ Γ∗ such that

Im tr(Ak(G)) ̸= 0

is equivalent to the existence of some r such that ∥uk(r)∥ ̸= ∥uk(−r)∥, where we use
here the Euclidean norm of the 2-vector uk that is given by

uk ∈ kerL2
2
(D(α) + (k1 + ik2) idC2) \ {0}.

At simple magic angles there is a unique solution u0 which obey reflection symmetry,
see [5, Theo.1] (also Figure 4 for an illustration). Indeed, using symmetry (3.11), we
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Figure 4. Log of modulus of flat-band wavefunction with U0 as in
(3.14) and k = 0, α ≈ 0.58656 exhibiting reflection symmetry with zero
in the center (left) and k = (2, 0.7) with zero away from center (right)
showing ∥uk(r)∥ ≠ ∥uk(−r)∥.

find
∥u0(r)∥ = ∥Lu0(r)∥ = ∥u0(−r)∥

showing (8.8). By [4, Theo. 3] the function u0 has a simple zero at r = 0 and no other
zeros in its fundamental domain.

From [4, Lemma 3.1],

uk(r) = Fk(r)u0(r) ∈ ker(D(α) + (k1 + ik2) idC2), (8.9)

where

Fk(r) := e
(k1+ik2)

2
(−i(1+ω)x+(ω−1)y)

θ(3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

+ k1+ik2√
3ω

)

θ
(

3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

) .

It follows that uk(r) has a unique zero at r = 4π
3
√
3
(k2,−k1)⊤ per unit cell (note that

both u0 and θ have a simple zero at r = 0). Thus, ∥uk∥ cannot be an even function
for k /∈ Γ∗. □

Therefore, by Corollary 7, we have the following result

Theorem 9. The ferromagnetic Slater determinants states are the unique ground
states of the corresponding flat-band interacting model of TBG-2.

8.3. Application of Main Theorem to TBG-4. A similar result also holds for
two-fold degenerate magic angles in chiral limit TBG.

Proposition 8.3 (Two-fold degenerate magic angle). Let α ∈ C be a two-fold degen-
erate magic angle of TBG-4, then for k = ±q1, are invariant points under the rotation
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Figure 5. Log of modulus of flat-band wavefunctions two flat bands for
U7/8 as in (3.14) with k = 0, α ≈ 0.853799 with v0 (left) (with simple
zeros at ±rS and w0(right) with double zero at r = 0.

and translation symmetry, there are G ∈ Γ∗ such that

Im tr(Ak(G)) ̸= 0, (8.10)

while for k ∈ Γ∗ one has

Im tr(Ak(G)) = 0 for all G ∈ Γ∗. (8.11)

Proof. For a two-fold degenerate magic angle there is by [5, Theo.1], a unique element
w0 ∈ kerL2

2,1
(D(α)) and v0(r) = ℘(x1 + ix2)w0(r) ∈ kerL2

2,0
(D(α)).

Since they belong to L2-orthogonal subspaces, due to different rotational symmetry
using (8.7), we have tr(A0(r)) = ∥v0(r)∥2 + ∥w0(r)∥2. Thus, by the symmetry (3.11),
we find

tr(A0(r)) = ∥w0(r)∥2 + ∥v0(r)∥2

= ∥Lw0(r)∥2 + ∥Lv0(r)∥2

= ∥w0(−r)∥2 + ∥v0(−r)∥2 = tr(A0(−r)).

(8.12)

We recall from Corollary 8 the equivalence

Im tr(Ak(G)) ̸= 0 for some G if and only if tr(ρk,k(r)) ̸= tr(ρk,k(−r)) for some r

showing (8.11), as all k ∈ Γ∗ are equivalent to k = 0.

We recall from [5, Theo. 3] and [5, Lemm. 7.1] that w0 has a zero of order 2 at
r = 0 and v0 has simple zeros at ±rS with rS = ( 4π

3
√
3
, 0)⊤, see Figure 5. We then

define functions vk,wk ∈ ker(D(α) + (k1 + ik2) idC2) by

vk(r) = αkFk(r− rS)v0(r) and wk(r) = βkFk(r)w0(r)
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with normalizing constants αk, βk > 0 that we allow to change in this proof to simplify
the notation and

Fk(r) := e
(k1+ik2)

2
(−i(1+ω)x+(ω−1)y)

θ(3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

+ k1+ik2√
3ω

)

θ
(

3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

) . (8.13)

From (8.9), we see that vk∗ ,wk∗ ∈ ker(D(α) + i idC2). We observe directly from the
function Fk that wk∗ vanishes to first order at r = 0 and r = rS, but not at any other
point. The function vk∗ vanishes to second order at r = −rS, i.e. vk∗(−rS) = 0 and
∇vk∗(−rS) = 0.

We conclude that they are L2-orthogonal using (8.7), since we can write for γ ̸= 0

wk∗(r
′)=γ℘(x′1 + |rS|+ ix′2)vk∗(r

′), where

γ: =
wk∗(−rS)

∥℘(•+ |rS|)vk∗(•)∥ limx→−rS ℘(x+ |rS|)vk∗(x)

and thus wx and vk∗ have different rotational symmetries. We thus have

tr(ρk∗,k∗(r)) = ∥wk∗(r)∥2 + ∥vk∗(r)∥2

= (αk∗|Fk∗(r− rS)℘(x1 + ix2)|2 + βk∗|Fk∗(r)|2)∥w0(r)∥2.

In addition, we record that

Fk∗(r− rS) = e
− 2π

3
√
3
(1+ω)

e
i
2
(−i(1+ω)x1+(ω−1)x2)

θ(3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

+ 2i√
3ω
)

θ
(

3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

+ i√
3ω

)
and

Fk∗(r) = e
i
2
(−i(1+ω)x1+(ω−1)x2)

θ(3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

+ i√
3ω
)

θ
(

3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

) .

In particular, we have for the modulus of the prefactor of (8.13) as above

|e
i
2
(−i(1+ω)x1+(ω−1)x2)|2 = e

x1−
√
3x2

2 .

Combining the above properties, we find

tr(ρk∗,k∗(r)) = e
x1−

√
3x2

2

(
αk∗

|℘(x1 + ix2)θ(
3(x1+ix2)

4πiω
+ 2i√

3ω
)|2

|θ
(

3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

+ i√
3ω

)
|2

+ βk∗

|θ(3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

+ i√
3ω
)|2

|θ
(

3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

)
|2

)
∥w0(r)∥2.

We also notice that 2i/(
√
3ω) = −i/(

√
3ω) + (1− ω) which allows us together with

the identity

℘(x1 + ix2) = −e−
2π√
3ω

(
θ′(0)

θ( i√
3ω
)

)2
θ(3(x1+ix2)

4πiω
− i√

3ω
)θ(3(x1+ix2)

4πiω
+ i√

3ω
)

θ(3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

)2
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to reduce the above expression to

tr(ρk∗,k∗(r)) = e−(x1−
√
3x2)

(
αk∗

|θ(3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

− i√
3ω
)|4

|θ
(

3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

)
|2

+ βk∗|θ(
3(x1+ix2)

4πiω
+ i√

3ω
)|2
)

∥w0(r)∥2

|θ
(

3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

)
|2
.

Recalling that w0 and |θ| are even, we have to analyze whether for γ := βk∗/αk∗ > 0

Φ(r) = e−(x1−
√
3x2)

(
|θ(3(x1+ix2)

4πiω
− i√

3ω
)|4 + γ|θ(3(x1+ix2)

4πiω
+ i√

3ω
)θ
(

3(x1+ix2)
4πiω

)
|2
)

is even. Evaluating Φ on the lattice Γ we have by [27, Lemma 4.1]

r = (x1, x2)
⊤ ∈ Γ ⇔ θ

(
3(x1+ix2)

4πiω

)
= 0,

we find assuming Φ to be even that

e−(x1−
√
3x2)|θ(3(x1+ix2)

4πiω
− i√

3ω
)|4 = Φ(r) = Φ(−r) = e(x1−

√
3x2)|θ(3(x1+ix2)

4πiω
+ i√

3ω
)|4.

Choosing, explicitly lattice points x1 = 2π/
√
3 and x2 = 2π/3, which is just −v1,

see (2.1), we find
|θ(−1− i√

3ω
)| = |θ(−1 + i√

3ω
)|

which is false.

We have thus shown that

tr(ρk∗,k∗(r)) ̸= tr(ρk∗,k∗(−r)).

Either repeating the previous construction for −k∗ or observing that using (3.11)

tr(ρ−k∗,−k∗(r)) = ∥Lwk∗(r)∥2 + ∥Lvk∗(r)∥2 = ∥wk∗(r)∥2 + ∥vk∗(r)∥2 = tr(ρk∗,k∗(r)),

we conclude that (8.10) holds. □

Using the notation of the previous proof, we also have

Proposition 8.4. Let α be a two-fold degenerate magic angle of TBG, k∗ := (0, 1)⊤,
let r ∈ {0,±rS}, and r′ /∈ {0,±rS}+ Γ. Then the expression

D(r, r′) := det

[
∥wk(r)∥2 − ∥vk(r)∥2 ⟨wk(r),vk(r)⟩
∥wk(r

′)∥2 − ∥vk(r
′)∥2 ⟨wk(r

′),vk(r
′)⟩

]
= (∥wk(r)∥2 − ∥vk(r)∥2) ⟨wk(r

′),vk(r
′)⟩

(8.14)

is non-zero.

Proof. From the proof of Proposition 8.3, we know that vk vanishes to second order
precisely at −rS and wk vanishes precisely to first order at 0 and rS. This already
implies the second line in (8.14) and that (∥wk(r)∥2 − ∥vk(r)∥2) is non-zero. Thus,
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it remains to show that ⟨wk(r
′),vk(r

′)⟩ is non-zero. We can write up to a negligible
phase wk(r

′) = ℘(x′1 + |rS|+ ix′2)vk(r
′) and thus

⟨wk(r
′),vk(r

′)⟩ = ℘(x′1 + ix′2 + |rS|)∥vk(r
′)∥2

and since ℘(x′1 + ix′2 + |rS|) has the same zeros as wk and vk(r
′) ̸= 0, the claim

follows. □

Therefore, combining Propositions 8.3 and 8.4 with Corollary 8, we have the follow-
ing result

Theorem 10. The ferromagnetic Slater determinants states are the unique ground
states of the corresponding flat-band interacting model for TBG-4.

8.4. Application of Main Theorem to eTTG-4. Recall the definition of the ×
operation in Eq. (3.16). If we denote by u0 ∈ L2

2,2 the flat band eigenfunction associated
in the nullspace of DTBG(α0), then

w0 := u0 × u0 ∈ kerL2
1,1
(DeTTG(

√
2α0)).

We then have that
∥w0(r)∥ = ∥w0(−r)∥.

In particular, since u0 has a simple zero at r = 0, w0 has a double zero at r = 0.

The two flat bands of eTTG-4 are given by the almost everywhere linearly indepen-
dent expressions

wk(r) = Fk(r)w0(r), wk(r) = Fk/2(r)Fk/2(r)w0(r).

Since w0 has therefore the same properties as w0 in the proof of Prop. 8.3. One
can then replicate the proofs of Prop. 8.3 and Prop. 8.4 to find that

Proposition 8.5. Let α ∈ C be a two-fold degenerate magic angle of eTTG-4, with
k∗ as in Prop. 8.4, there are G ∈ Γ∗ such that

Im tr(Ak∗(G)) ̸= 0 (8.15)

while for k ∈ Γ∗ one has

Im tr(Ak(G)) = 0 for all G ∈ Γ∗. (8.16)

Proposition 8.6. Let α be a two-fold degenerate magic angle of eTTG-4 and k = ±e2.
Moreover, let r ∈ {0,±rS} and r′ /∈ {0,±rS}+ Γ, then the expression

D(r, r′) := det

[
∥wk(r)∥2 − ∥vk(r)∥2 ⟨wk(r),vk(r)⟩
∥wk(r

′)∥2 − ∥vk(r
′)∥2 ⟨wk(r

′),vk(r
′)⟩

]
= (∥wk(r)∥2 − ∥vk(r)∥2) ⟨wk(r

′),vk(r
′)⟩

(8.17)

is non-zero.
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Therefore, combining Propositions 8.5 and 8.6 with Corollary 8, we have the follow-
ing result

Theorem 11. The ferromagnetic Slater determinants states are the unique ground
states of the corresponding flat-band interacting model for eTTG-4.
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Appendix A. Reformulation of Fock Energy

Using the notations introduced in Eq. (7.13) and using the cyclic property of trace,
we have that

tr(Λk(q
′)Q(k′)Λk(q

′)†Q(k))

= tr
([B(1)

k (q′)

B
(2)
k (q′)

][
c(k′) s(k′)

s(k′) −c(k′)

]
[
B

(1)
k (q′)†

B
(2)
k (q′)†

] [
c(k) s(k)

s(k) −c(k)

])
.

(A.1)

We will now split the sine and cosine matrices into their diagonal and off-diagonal
parts [

c(k) s(k)

s(k) −c(k)

]
=

[
c(k)

−c(k)

]
+

[
s(k)

s(k)

]
(A.2)

and similarly for the matrix involving c(k′) and s(k′).

Since the form factor is block diagonal, one can easily verify that after splitting sine
and cosine matrix as above, the only non-vanishing contributions to the trace are

tr
([B(1)

k (q′)

B
(2)
k (q′)

] [
c(k′)

−c(k′)

] [
B

(1)
k (q′)†

B
(2)
k (q′)†

][
c(k)

−c(k)

])

tr
([B(1)

k (q′)

B
(2)
k (q′)

] [
s(k′)

s(k′)

][
B

(1)
k (q′)†

B
(2)
k (q′)†

][
s(k)

s(k)

])
.

(A.3)

Therefore,

tr(Λk(q
′)Q(k′)Λk(q

′)†Q(k))

= tr
([
B

(1)
k (q′)c(k′)B

(1)
k (q′)†c(k) +B

(2)
k (q′)c(k′)B

(2)
k (q′)†c(k)

]
+
[
B

(1)
k (q′)s(k′)B

(2)
k (q′)†s(k) +B

(2)
k (q′)s(k′)B

(1)
k (q′)†s(k)

])
.

(A.4)

The last two terms can be slightly simplified by observing that(
B

(1)
k (q′)s(k′)B

(2)
k (q′)†s(k)

)†
= s(k)B

(2)
k (q′)s(k′)B

(1)
k (q′)†. (A.5)

Therefore, using the cyclic property of trace

tr
(
B

(1)
k (q′)s(k′)B

(2)
k (q′)†s(k)

)
= tr

(
B

(2)
k (q′)s(k′)B

(1)
k (q′)†s(k)

)
. (A.6)
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From these calculations Fock energy can be written as

K[P ] = − 1

4|Ω|Nk

∑
k,q

∑
G

V (q′)
[
tr
(
B

(1)
k (q′)c(k′)B

(1)
k (q′)†c(k)

)
+ tr

(
B

(2)
k (q′)c(k′)B

(2)
k (q′)†c(k)

)
+ 2Re

(
tr
(
B

(1)
k (q′)s(k′)B

(2)
k (q′)†s(k)

))]
.

(A.7)

We fix k,q,G and define:

ci := [c(k)]ii c′i := [c(k′)]ii

si := [s(k)]ii s′i := [s(k′)]ii

b
(1)
ij := [B

(1)
k (q′)]ij

b
(2)
ij := [B

(2)
k (q′)]ij.

(A.8)

With these definition, the Fock energy becomes∑
ij

b
(1)
ij c

′
jb

(1)
ij ci +

∑
ij

b
(2)
ij c

′
jb

(2)
ij ci + 2Re

[∑
ij

b
(1)
ij s

′
jb

(2)
ij si

]
=
∑
ij

(|b(1)ij |2 + |b(2)ij |2)c′jci + 2Re[b
(1)
ij b

(2)
ij ]s

′
jsi.

(A.9)

Recalling the trigonometric product-to-sum rules we have

cic
′
j = cos (θi(k)) cos (θj(k

′)) =
1

2

(
cos (θi(k)− θj(k

′)) + cos (θi(k) + θj(k
′))

)
sis

′
j = sin (θi(k)) sin (θj(k

′)) =
1

2

(
cos (θi(k)− θj(k

′))− cos (θi(k) + θj(k
′))

)
.

(A.10)

Therefore, for fixed i, j we have

(|b(1)ij |2 + |b(2)ij |2)cic′j + 2Re[b
(1)
ij b

(2)
ij ]sis

′
j

=
1

2
(|b(1)ij |2 + |b(2)ij |2)

(
cos (θi(k)− θj(k

′)) + cos (θi(k) + θj(k
′))

)
+Re[b

(1)
ij b

(2)
ij ]

(
cos (θi(k)− θj(k

′))− cos (θi(k)− θj(k
′))

)
.

(A.11)

But since
|b(1)ij |2 + |b(2)ij |2 ± 2Re[b

(1)
ij b

(2)
ij ] = |b(1)ij ± b

(2)
ij |2 (A.12)

this simplifies to

1

2
|b(1)ij + b

(2)
ij |2 cos (θi(k)− θj(k

′)) +
1

2
|b(1)ij − b

(2)
ij |2 cos (θi(k) + θj(k

′)). (A.13)
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Combining these calculations together we finally find that

K[P ] =
1

8|Ω|Nk

∑
k,q

∑
G

V (q′)
∑
ij

{
|b(1)ij + b

(2)
ij |2 cos (θi(k)− θj(k

′))

+ |b(1)ij − b
(2)
ij |2 cos (θi(k) + θj(k

′))

}
.

(A.14)

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 7.1

We set q = k′ − k and prove that Λk(q) is full rank which is equivalent to proving
Ak(q) is full rank. We start by recalling the definition of the form factor for G = 0

[Λk(q)]mn =
1

|Ω|
∑
G′

∑
σ,j

ûmk(G′;σ, j)ûn(k+q)(G
′;σ, j) (B.1)

where m,n ∈ N . Notice that this is just the inner product between the functions
(G, σ, j) 7→ umk(G, σ, j) and (G, σ, j) 7→ un(k+q)(G, σ, j) on the space L2(Γ∗×C2×CN).
Therefore, if we pick an orthogonal basis {|n⟩ : n ∈ {1, · · · , 2M}} for C#|N | we can
define the operator Φ(k) using bra-ket notation:

Φ(k) :=
1

|Ω|1/2
∑
n∈N

|ûnk⟩ ⟨n| (B.2)

and the form factor at G = 0 becomes

Λk(q) = Φ(k)†Φ(k+ q). (B.3)

Note that Φ(k) is a partial isometry since by the orthogonality of ûnk we know that
Φ(k)†Φ(k) =

∑
n |n⟩ ⟨n| = I.

Our goal is to show that there exists a q so that Λk(q) is full rank or equivalently
for all v ∈ C2M such that ∥v∥ = 1, we must show that ∥Φ(k+ q)†Φ(k)v∥ > 0.

Now observe that
⟨v,Φ(k)†Φ(k+ q)Φ(k+ q)†Φ(k)v⟩
= ⟨v,Φ(k)†Φ(k+ q)Φ(k+ q)†Φ(k)v⟩ − ⟨v, v⟩+ ⟨v, v⟩
= ⟨v,Φ(k)†Φ(k+ q)Φ(k+ q)†Φ(k)v⟩ − ⟨v,Φ(k)†Φ(k)Φ(k)†Φ(k)v⟩+ 1

= ⟨v,Φ(k)†
(
Φ(k+ q)Φ(k+ q)† − Φ(k)Φ(k)†

)
Φ(k)v⟩+ 1

(B.4)

where in the second line we have used that Φ(k) is a partial isometry. Since

sup
∥v∥=1

| ⟨v,Φ(k)†
(
Φ(k+ q)Φ(k+ q)† − Φ(k)Φ(k)†

)
Φ(k)v⟩ |

≤ ∥Φ(k+ q)Φ(k+ q)† − Φ(k)Φ(k)†∥
(B.5)

it suffices to show that the norm ∥Φ(k+ q)Φ(k+ q)† − Φ(k)Φ(k)†∥ is bounded away
from 1. But observe that Φ(k)Φ(k)† and Φ(k+q)Φ(k+q)† are spectral projector onto
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the flat bands at momentum k and k+ q. Therefore by assumption ∥Φ(k+ q)Φ(k+

q)† − Φ(k)Φ(k)†∥ < 1.

Appendix C. Real Space Conditions for Theorem 4

Lemma C.1. For all orthogonal projectors Π, the following statements are equivalent:

(1) There exists G′, so that ∥(I − Π)Ak(G
′)Π∥ > 0.

(2) There exists r, so that ∥(I − Π)ρk,k(r)Π∥ > 0.

This lemma connects the second condition of Theorem 4 to a property of the real
space functions unk(r) which is easier to check in practice. For the special case that
the system has four bands, similar to Corollary 6, can derive the following simpler
condition:

Lemma C.2. Suppose that the system has four flat bands then the following are equiv-
alent for all k

(1) For all non-trivial orthogonal projectors, Π exists an r so that

∥(I − Π)ρk,k(r)Π∥ > 0

(2) There exist r, r′ so that [ρk,k(r), ρk,k(r′)] ̸= 0.

Furthermore, to prove [ρk,k(r), ρk,k(r
′)] ̸= 0 it suffices to show there exist r, r′ so that

det

[
∥u1k(r)∥2 − ∥u2k(r)∥2 ⟨u1k(r), u2k(r)⟩
∥u1k(r′)∥2 − ∥u2k(r′)∥2 ⟨u1k(r′), u2k(r′)⟩

]
̸= 0 (C.1)

Proof. One may easily verify that ρk,k(r) is a 2 × 2 Hermitian matrix for all r. As
a consequence, since Π is a non-trivial projection, ∥(I − Π)ρk,k(r)Π∥ = 0 if and only
if Π = |v⟩ ⟨v| and (I − Π) = |v⊥⟩ ⟨v⊥| where |v⟩ and |v⊥⟩ are a complete basis of
eigenvectors for ρk,k(r). Therefore, ∥(I − Π)ρk,k(r)Π∥ = 0 for all r if and only if the
set {ρk,k(r) : r ∈ Ω} are mutually commuting. Hence, ∥(I − Π)ρk,k(r)Π∥ > 0 for all
non-trivial Π if and only if there exist ρk,k(r) and ρk,k(r′) which do not commute.

For the second part of the lemma, we begin by calculating the off-diagonal entries
of ρk,k(r)ρk,k(r′):

ρk,k(r)ρk,k(r
′)

=

[
∥u1k(r)∥2 ⟨u1k(r), u2k(r)⟩

⟨u1k(r), u2k(r)⟩∗ ∥u2k(r)∥2
] [

∥u1k(r′)∥2 ⟨u1k(r′), u2k(r′)⟩
⟨u1k(r′), u2k(r′)⟩∗ ∥u2k(r′)∥2

]
=

[
∗ d(r, r′)

d(r′, r) ∗

] (C.2)

where
d(r, r′) = ∥u1k(r)∥2 ⟨u1k(r′), u2k(r′)⟩+ ∥u2k(r′)∥2 ⟨u1k(r), u2k(r)⟩ (C.3)
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Therefore, using that (ρk,k(r)ρk,k(r
′))† = ρk,k(r

′)ρk,k(r) we have

[ρk,k(r), ρk,k(r
′)] =

[
∗ d(r, r′)− d(r′, r)

d(r′, r)− d(r, r′) ∗

]
. (C.4)

Now we calculate

d(r, r′)− d(r′, r) =
(
∥u1k(r)∥2 − ∥u2k(r)∥2

)
⟨u1k(r′), u2k(r′)⟩

−
(
∥u1k(r′)∥2 − ∥u2k(r′)∥2

)
⟨u1k(r), u2k(r)⟩

=det

[
∥u1k(r)∥2 − ∥u2k(r)∥2 ⟨u1k(r), u2k(r)⟩
∥u1k(r′)∥2 − ∥u2k(r′)∥2 ⟨u1k(r′), u2k(r′)⟩

] (C.5)

which completes the proof. □

As for the first condition of Theorem 4, we observe that

tr (Ak(G)) =

∫
Ω

e−iG·r
∑
m

∥umk(r)∥2 dr (C.6)

where the norm is understood to sum over σ, j. And we recall the following simple
result:

Lemma C.3. Let Γ be a d-dimensional lattice in Rd and f : Rd/Γ → R a continuous
function, then f is even, i.e. f(−r) = f(r) if and only if

Im f̂(G) = 0 for all G ∈ Γ∗,

where f̂ is the Fourier transform of f.

Proof. Indeed, assuming f(−r) = f(r), we have using (2.16)

f̂(G) =

∫
Rd/Γ

f(r)e−iG·r dr =

∫
Rd/Γ

f(r)eiG·r dr

=

∫
Rd/Γ

f(−r)e−iG·r dr =

∫
Rd/Γ

f(r)e−iG·r dr = f̂(G).

The converse implication is easily observed from the Fourier series. □

By Lemma C.3, we conclude that Im tr (Ak(G)) ̸= 0 if and only if the function

r 7→
∑
m

∥umk(r)∥2 (C.7)

is not an even function.
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