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Universal theory of strange metals from spatially random interactions
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We consider two-dimensional metals of fermions coupled to quantum critical scalars, the latter
representing order parameters or fractionalized particles. We show that at low temperatures (T),
such metals generically exhibit strange metal behavior with a T-linear resistivity arising from spa-
tially random fluctuations in the fermion-scalar Yukawa couplings about a non-zero spatial average.
We also find a T'In(1/T") specific heat, and a rationale for the Planckian bound on the transport
scattering time. These results are obtained in the large N expansion of an ensemble of critical

metals.

A major theme in the study of correlated metals has
been their strange metal behavior at low temperatures
i.e. a linear-in-temperature resistivity smaller than the
quantum unit of resistivity (h/e? in two dimensions)
which appears to be controlled by a dissipative ‘Planck-
ian’ relaxation time of order ii/(kgT) (where T is the ab-
solute temperature) [1-8]. This behavior is in sharp con-
strast to 7% dependence of the resistivity, and the 1/7>
relaxation time, invariably observed in conventional met-
als described by Fermi liquid theory. Moreover, the
anomalous resistivity of strange metals is accompanied
by a logartihmic enhancement of the Sommerfeld metal-
lic specific heat to T'In(1/T) [1] from the ~ T behavior
of conventional metals.

Starting with the seminal work of Hertz [9], there has
been extensive research on the properties of electronic
Fermi surfaces at quantum phase transitions [10]. The
quantum critical fluctuations are represented by a scalar
field, which is usually a symmetry-breaking order pa-
rameter, but could also be a fractionalized particle at
phase transitions without an order parameter [11]. This
scalar field has a “Yukawa’ coupling to the electrons, by
which the electrons scatter by emitting or absorbing a
scalar field excitation (the Yukawa coupling is similar
to the electron-phonon coupling, but without a suppres-
sion by the gradient of the scalar field). It is now known
that such a Fermi surface coupled to a quantum-critical
scalar leads to a breakdown of the electronic quasiparti-
cle excitations in two spatial dimensions [10, 12]. But the
Fermi surface survives as a sharp boundary in momen-
tum space, separating particle- and hole-like excitations
which are diffuse in energy space. In the presence of ran-
dom impurities which scatter the electrons [13-17], there
are cases where the quasiparticles are at the boundary
of stability, leading to ‘marginal’ Fermi liquid behavior
[18] in single-particle observables such as those observed

in photoemission experiments.

However, despite these successes, theory has so far
been unable to explain the defining transport properties
(such as the linear-in-T' resistivity) of strange metals.
Conservation of momentum in the low energy theory of
a clean metal implies that the d.c. and optical conduc-
tivities are not affected by the anomalous self energy of
the excitations near the Fermi surface [15-17, 19-22]. In
other words, the strong coupling between the Fermi sur-
face and the scalar field places the system in the limit
of strong ‘scalar drag’, and this clean theory cannot de-
scribe strange metal behavior. This is in contrast to
the electron-phonon system, where the weak electron-
phonon coupling makes phonon drag a factor only in
ultrapure samples [23]. Umklapp scattering can lead to
non-zero resistance, and its influence in quantum-critical
metals has been investigated in other works [16, 24]. But,
umklapp is suppressed at low T', its predictions for trans-
port are not universal and depend upon specific Fermi
surface details, and there is no corresponding 7' In(1/7)
specific heat.

Given the wubiquity of strange metal transport
across numerous correlated electron materials (from the
cuprates and the pnictides to recently discovered twisted
bilayer graphene), a simple and universal mechanism is
called for. We propose here that spatial disorder in the
fermion-scalar Yukawa coupling, about a non-zero spa-
tial average, provides just such a mechanism. Such dis-
order is ubiquitous in correlated electron materials e.g.
in a Hubbard model with on-site repulsion U, and an
impurity-induced disorder in the electron hopping i;;,
the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation generates disorder in
the exchange interaction J;; = 4tfj /U, and this disorder
then feeds into the Yukawa coupling after a standard
decoupling procedure [9] that introduces the scalar field.
Moreover, our mechanism applies universally across dif-
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ferent classes of quantum-critical metals, with scalars
which are either fractionalized particles or order param-
eters at zero or non-zero momentum, which have distinct
critical behaviors in the clean limit. We find a univer-
sal phenomenology that matches observations, including
the T-linear resistivity, the Planckian relaxation time,
and the T'In(1/T) specific heat.

A key observation of our analysis is that while the
fermion inelastic self energy corrections can be domi-
nated by the spatially uniform coupling, the transport
is nevertheless dominated by the spatially random cou-
pling, and this leads to our main results. Our work fol-
lows other recent works with random Yukawa interac-
tions [25-34] inspired by the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK)
model [35, 36], along with studies which found linear-in-
T resistivity with random interactions, but with vanish-
ing spatial average [32, 34, 37-39).

Spatially uniform quantum-critical metal. We begin
by recalling the SYK-inspired large IV theory of the two-
dimensional quantum-critical metal [32, 34] for the case
where the order parameter has zero momentum. The
imaginary time (7) action for the fermion field ; and
scalar field ¢; (with ¢ = 1... N a flavor index) is [34]
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where the fermion dispersion (k) determines the Fermi
surface, the scalar mass m; has to be tuned to criticality
and is needed for infrared regularization but does not
appear in final results, and g;;; is space independent but
random in flavor space with
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where the overline represents average over flavor space.
The hypothesis is that a large domain of flavor couplings
all flow to the same universal low energy theory (as in
the SYK model), so we can safely examine the average
of an ensemble of theories. Momentum is conserved in
each member of the ensemble, and the flavor-space ran-
domness does not lead to any essential difference from
non-random theories. This is in contrast to position-
space randomness which we consider later, which does
relax momentum and modify physical properties.

The disorder average of the partition function of S,
leads to a ‘G-Y’ theory, whose large N saddle point of
(1) has singular fermion (¥) and boson (II) self energies
at T =0 [34]
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These results are obtained on a circular Fermi surface
with curvature kK = 1/m where m is the effective mass of
the fermions. The result is consistent with the theory of
two antipodal patches around kg on the Fermi surface
to which q is tangent, with axes chosen so that g = (0, q)
and fermionic dispersion e(+ko + k) = topk, + lik;/Q.

The large N computation of the conductivity [17,
22] yields only the clean Drude result Re[o(w)]/N =
TNv%6(w)/2, where N' = m/(27) is the fermion den-
sity of states at the Fermi level. This is in contrast to
the claimed [12, 40] d.c. resistivity ~ T%? and optical
conductivity ~ |w|~2/3.

Potential disorder. We now add a spatially random
fermion potential
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and here the overline is now an average over both spa-
tial co-ordinates and flavor space. The large N limit of
the G-X theory [17] yields a saddle point which has sta-
tistical translational invariance, and is similar to earlier
studies [13, 15, 16]. The low frequency boson propagator
now has the diffusive form ~ (¢ + cglw|) ™! with z = 2,
while the fermion self energy has an elastic scattering
term, along with a marginal Fermi liquid [18] inelastic
term at low frequencies
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at T' = 0. However, the marginal Fermi liquid self energy,
while leading to a T'In(1/T) specific heat, does not [17]
lead to the claimed [18] linear-T term in the DC resis-
tivity, as it arises from forward scattering of electrons off
the q ~ 0 bosons. These forward scattering processes are
unable to relax either current or momentum due to the
small wavevector of the bosons involved and the momen-
tum conservation of the g interactions. As a result, even
a perturbative computation of the conductivity at O(g?)
(Fig. 1) shows a cancellation between the interaction-
induced self energy contributions and the interaction-
induced vertex correction, leading to a DC conductivity
that is just a constant, set by the elastic potential disor-
der scattering rate I'. The leading frequency dependence
of the optical conductivity at frequencies w < I is just
a constant, and there is no linear in frequency correction
[17]. Correspondingly, in the DC limit, there is no lin-
ear in T correction, and a conventional T2 correction is
expected.



Interaction disorder. Our main results are obtained
with additional spatially random interactions. In prin-
ciple, such terms will be generated under a renormaliza-
tion analysis from S,. However, such a renormalization
is not part of our large N limit, and so we account for
such interactions by adding an explicit term:
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Note that v, g, and ¢’ are all independent flavor-random
variables. Earlier work has considered the limiting case
g=0,v=0,¢ #0[32 34. We will instead de-
scribe the more physically relevant regime where spatial
disorder is a weaker perturbation to a clean quantum-
critical system, with g the largest interaction coupling.
We therefore now have all of g,v, ¢’ nonzero. The G-2
theory of Sy + S, + Sy is described in the supplement.

As with S5 + S, above, we find a statistical transla-
tional invariance at large N, with a low frequency bo-
son propagator characterized by z = 2, and the low
frequency fermion self energy with an elastic scattering
term, along with a marginal Fermi liquid inelastic term
[41]
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where Ag ~ T'/vp. This self-energy leads to a T'ln(1/T)
specific heat, as for the large ¢’ case [34]. However, there
is now an important difference with respect to the previ-
ous case where ¢’ = 0, which leads to markedly different
charge transport properties: the marginal Fermi liquid
self energy now contains a term (last line of (7)), that
does not arise solely from forward scattering of electrons.
This term is produced by the disordered part of the in-
teractions in (6). Therefore, this part of the self energy
represents scattering that relaxes both current and mo-
mentum carried by the electron fluid, and therefore its
imaginary part on the real frequency axis determines the
inelastic transport scattering rate.

We can show this as follows by computing the conduc-
tivity using the Kubo formula. If we work perturbatively
in g and ¢/, then the conductivity at O(g?) and O(g'?)
in the large N limit is given by the sum of self energy
contributions and vertex corrections (Fig. 1). However,
due to the isotropy of the scattering processes arising
from the ¢’ interactions, only the vertex correction due
to the g interactions survives. The conductivity up to
the first sub-leading frequency dependent correction is

then given by (see Supplementary Information)
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Note that the g? vertex and self-energy terms cancel, and
we have
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The ¢ % term does not cancel, and leads to a linear in
frequency correction to the constant transport scatter-
ing rate I'. In the opposite limit |w| < T, this translates
into a T-linear correction to the resistivity in the DC
limit; computing the co-efficient of the linear-T' resistiv-
ity requires a self-consistent numerical analysis, which
has been carried out in the large ¢’ limit [32, 34]. Re-
markably, the slope of this scattering rate with respect
to |w| (and therefore T') does not depend on I' and hence
on the residual (w = T = 0) resistivity. In the Sup-
plementary Information we show that the perturbative
result described here continues to be valid under a full
resummation of all diagrams at large N in the Kubo
formula, as all surviving higher order contributions are
merely repetitions of the interaction insertions in Fig.
1b,c.
We can also consider the case where v = 0 but g # 0
and g’ # 0. In this case we have (at T = 0) (Supplemen-
tary Information)
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where A ~ ¢2/(¢'*vpN) is a UV momentum cutoff. In-
terestingly, the disordered interactions induce a marginal
Fermi liquid term in 3, which manifests as the first
higher order correction to the translationally invariant
result (3) [42].

It is sufficient in this v = 0 but g # 0 and ¢’ # 0 case
to compute the conductivity using the theory of modes
in the vicinity of antipodal points on the Fermi surface
[43]. We then find, as before, that oy 4, and oy, cancel,
and (Supplementary Information)
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FIG. 1. Contribution of perturbative interaction corrections
to the conductivity in the large N limit. The current oper-
ators are denoted by solid circles, and the wavy lines denote
boson propagators. Dashed lines denote random flavor av-
eraging of the interaction couplings. The fermion Green’s
functions (solid lines) include the effects of the disordered
potential (v), and the the quantum-critical boson propaga-
tors include the effects of damping due to interactions. Vertex
corrections ((c¢)-(e)) contain only g interactions, as the contri-
butions from ¢’ interactions vanish due to the decoupling of
the momentum integrals in the loops containing the external
current operators. The sum of the two “Aslamazov-Larkin”
diagrams ((d), (e)) vanishes exactly in the limit of large Fermi
energy, and the perturbative result (9) is therefore valid to
all orders in the interaction strength (Supplementary Infor-
mation).
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The transport scattering rate is therefore still linear in
|w| (and hence T), up to logarithms, and there is no
residual resistivity when v = 0 despite the presence of
disorder in ¢’. This also turns out to be valid to all
orders in perturbation theory in the large N limit (Sup-
plementary Information).

Crossovers. For energy (E) scales larger than E.q ~
I'2/(vZcq), but smaller than E.o ~ g¢*/(g'°v2N?)
(Een < Eg 2, because Ng? < g2/ as disorder is a cor-
rection to the clean system), the leading frequency de-
pendence of the inelastic part of the fermion self energy
induced by g changes from iwIn(1/|w|) to isgn(w)|w|?/3,
as in the theory with v = 0 described above (Supple-
mentary Information). However then, as shown above
for v = 0, the |w| or T dependence of the transport scat-
tering rate continues to arise from ¢’ and remains linear
(up to logarithms), but with a slope that is a factor of

~ 2/3 times the slope in the F < E.; theory.

For energy scales larger than FE., there is an addi-
tional crossover to the theory with ¢ = 0 considered in
Refs. [32, 34], which also has a linear |w| or T depen-
dence (up to logarithms) of the transport scattering rate,
but now with the same slope as in the E' < E.; theory
(Supplementary Information).

Planckian behavior. Experimental analyses [6, 7] have
compared the slope of the linear-T resistivity to the
renormalization of the effective mass in a proximate
Fermi liquid, and so deduced a ‘scattering time’ 7, ap-
pearing in a Drude formula for the resistivity. In our
theory, we obtain

1 kT
— —a= (12)
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The dimensionless number o has been computed previ-
ously [32, 34] in the limit ¢’ > g to be a = (7/2) % (ratio
of logarithms of T'). For smaller ¢’ we find (at v # 0)
(Supplementary Information)
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Therefore, ‘Planckian behavior’ (o ~ O(1) and depend-
ing only slowly on T and non-universal parameters)
only occurs in the regime of large ¢’ considered in Refs.
[32, 34]. Otherwise, v < 1 when g is the largest interac-
tion coupling. Our theory therefore provides a concrete
realization of the often conjectured “Planckian bound”
of @ < 1 on the transport scattering times of quantum-
critical metals [1, 5, 8]. It is worth noting that quantum-
critical T-linear resistivity with o < 1 has been recently
observed in experiments on heavy fermion materials [7].
Finally, for v = 0 but g # 0, @« < 1 and has a power-
law dependence on T'; therefore there is manifestly no
Planckian behavior in this case.

Scalar mass disorder. Finally, we consider spatial dis-
order in the scalar ‘mass’ my, and argue that it does not
modify our results over substantial intermediate scales.
Such a term is not allowed for emergent gauge fields,
but it can appear as a fluctuation in the position of the
quantum-critical point for the cases where ¢ is a sym-
metry breaking order parameter.
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The large N analysis shows that S, is strongly relevant,
and so w may well be the most significant source of spa-
tial disorder in experimental systems. Consequently, it



is appropriate to account for S,, first, by transforming
to the bases of eigenmodes of ¢ which are eigenstates of
the harmonic terms for ¢ in a given disorder realization.
In this new basis, we will obtain a theory which has the
same form as S; + S, + Sy with additional spatial dis-
order in the couplings, including in K. However, it is
not difficult to show that spatial disorder in K is unim-
portant. So S, can be absorbed in a renormalization
of the values of v and ¢’, and we can continue to use
our results for Sg + S, + Sy. A more thorough analysis
of disorder fluctuation effects is required to determine if
this transformation remains valid at the longest scales
near the quantum critical point.

Discussion. (i) A phenomenologically attractive fea-
ture of our theory is that the residual resistivity and the
slope of the linear-T resistivity are determined by differ-
ent types of disorder: respectively, the potential disorder
v (which determines the elastic scattering rate I') and
the interaction disorder ¢’ (which determines the inelas-
tic self energy in the last term of (7)).

(i) We obtain a marginal Fermi liquid electron self-
energy [18], as often observed in quantum-critical metals
[44].

(#ii) As the coupling ¢’ is spatially random, momentum
is not conserved at its Yukawa interaction vertex. The
physical properties therefore remain unchanged for order
parameters at nonzero momentum, and also for theories
with multiple Fermi surfaces.

(iv) We could have computed all diagrams directly at
N =1, and found the same crucial cancellations. The
large N mainly serves to systematically select a consis-
tent set of diagrams to resum from the saddle point of an
effective action. Furthermore, the large N /Eliashberg
theory agrees well with quantum Monte Carlo (QMC)
studies in the clean limit (carried out with the num-
ber of fermion/boson flavors of order one) [45-48], and
does not have a potentially destabilizing Schwarzian zero
mode [34]. A comparison with QMC for the disordered
case requires significantly more advanced computational
techniques, and is the subject of ongoing work [49].

(v) Our theory of the influence of spatial disorder in-
cludes some disorder terms to all orders, and this yields
the z = 2 diffusive scalar propagator. This is in contrast
to the perturbative disorder analysis of earlier memory
function treatments [16, 20].

(vi) Unlike earlier approaches (see Ref. [2]) to construct-
ing controlled theories of strongly correlated metals with
low-temperature 7T-linear resistivity, there is no local
criticality in our new theory. The quantum-critical scalar
fluctuations live in two, and not zero spatial dimensions.
(vii) When the values of the interaction couplings and
T are large enough to make the fermion self energy X
comparable to the Fermi energy, we expect the theories
described here to cross over into a ‘bad metal’ regime
[50]; it would be interesting to examine the transport
properties of such a regime.
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This supplement will consider the most general model, including the translationally invariant Yukawa coupling
g, the potential disorder v, and an additional spatial randomness in the Yukawa coupling ¢’. The Green’s functions
of the model with only g # 0 were described in Ref. [1], and the transport properties of this model were discussed
in Ref. [2]: this model has zero resistivity in the absence of umklapp, because of momentum conservation. The case
with v # 0 and g # 0 was described in Ref. [2]: this model has a marginal Fermi liquid self energy for the fermions,
but a Fermi liquid-like resistivity. Here we will describe a (mostly) self-contained description of the most general
case with v # 0, g # 0, and ¢’ # 0: we will show that this model has a marginal Fermi liquid self energy for the

fermions, along with a strange metal linear-T resistivity.



SI. ACTION

We recall the action for all terms, and describe the associated large N saddle point. We start with the Lagrangian

for the critical Fermi surface without disorder

£ =2 vl0r+ac- i+ Z@ (<02 + w2 +md)gi+ Y Thylyg, (S1)

a5l

where g;;; is spatially independent,
91112 = g°. (S2)

This was the model studied in Refs. [1, 2].

To this we add a random potential coupling to the fermions

SU:/dT 1 ZZ’UU (r,7)9;(r,7), (S3)

r ij=1

where r labels lattice sites. The potential v;;(r) is random both in position and flavor space
v (r)vim (r') = 02 5(r —v')0i105m, (S4)

This was studied in Ref. [2]. We can also add a similar random potential coupling to the bosons

/dTQ\/»ZZwU Vpi(r, 7)o, (r, T), (S5)

r ij=1

with

2

—— w
Wi (r)wlm(r’) = 7 5(1‘ — I‘/) (5i15jm + 6im5jl) . (SG)
The large N saddle point equations for S + S, + S, are now

Y(7,r) = ¢*D(1,v)G(1,v) + v2G(7,r = 0)§*(r),
I(r,r) = —G(—7, —1)G(7,r) + w?D(,r = 0)§*(r),
1
iw—ex + p— X(iw, k)’
1
Q% 4+ w2 +mi —T1(i2, q)

G(iw, k) =

D(i,q) = (S7)
We choose the conventional dispersions e = [k|?/(2m) and wg = |q|* = ¢*, and tune the system to the quantum-
critical point with m? — I1(0,0) = 0 at 7 = 0. The v? term leads to an impurity scattering lifetime ~ ivZsgn(w)
in the fermion self energy. The w? term leads to an impurity scattering term ~ w? In(|w|) in the boson self energy.
While this term is strongly relevant, we argue in the main text that we can neglect it following a rotation of the

boson basis, after which it only ends up generating the ¢’ term.

Finally, we add the crucial disorder to the interaction term:

5= [arg S el 7Y, e, ), (59)

r glj=1



where g;;(r) is spatially random,

T ) = o 5(e )b (89

For San = S + S, + Sw + Sy, after averaging over disorder, we obtain the G-X-D-II action which generalizes those
in Refs. [1, 2|:
Sall — lndet(d. 52 4 o2 2
ndet(0; +ex —p+ %) + lndet(—T—i—wq—&—mb—H)
1

/de2 /dT'd2 ! [ (7', s, 0)G(r, ;7 ') + 51’[(7",1"; 7,v)D(7,r; 7", 1")

- (10)
G(T ;7 v )G(r', ;) D(T, v 7 ) + EG(T,I‘;T/,I‘/)G(T/,I‘/;T, r)d(r —r')

12
D(r,v; 7', ¢ )D(7',v'; 7,7)5(r — ') + %G(T, r; 7 v )G(7 ;7 v)D(1,r; 7 v )0 (r — 1)

Sw\
[\

|

The path integral over G-X-D-II with the action in (S10) is our universal theory of strange metals. Note that the
Green’s functions and self energies in (S10) are bi-local in space and time, and the terms involving an average over
spatial disorder have a §(r — r’) in them because of the local nature of the disorder. At the large N saddle point,
the Green’s functions and self energies become functions only of time and spatial differences, because the disorder
average restores a statistical spatial translational symmetry, In this manner, we obtain the most general saddle

point equations:

S(r,r) = ¢2D(1,1)G(r, 1) + v2G(r,r = 0)8(r) + ¢ G(r,r = 0)D(7,r = 0)5(r),
(r,1) = —¢>G(—7,-1)G(7, 1) + w2 D(7,T = 0)§%(r) — ¢">G(—7,r = 0)G(7,r = 0)5(r),
1
iw—ex + p— B(iw, k)’
1
Q2 4+ w2 +mi —T1(iQ, q)

Giw, k) =

D(if2,q) = (S11)

SII. SELF ENERGIES

We take w = 0 and focus on the critical point. We then compute the self-consistent solutions for the fermion
and boson Green’s functions. We first consider the case of nonzero v, at low frequencies and T' = 0. For the
internal lines in the self-energy diagrams, because the interaction contribution to the fermion self energy and the
bare iw term are both much smaller than the impurity scattering rate at low frequencies, we can approximate
G(iw, k) ~ Go(iw, k) = 1/(iI'sgn(w)/2 — vrk), where vg is the Fermi velocity, k = |k| — kr = |k| — v/2mpu, and

I = v?kp/vp = 2mv2 N is the impurity scattering rate. Then, we obtain, for the boson self energy at criticality:

I1(i©2, q) — I1(0, 0) = I, (i€2, q) + I (i2)
1 1
S TET
o (i2.9) g 2 iL Lsgn(w) — vpk issgn(w + Q) — vp(k + gcos )
_ 9*kr|Q| ~ 9*kr|Q| _ _ Ng 0], (vpg < T)

2mvp/I? + vhq? © 27mupl

> d dk’ 1 1 1
Iy (1€2) = —9/2]912?/ 7&1/ / T ;T /
o 2T J_ 2m ;L Lsgn(w) —vpk \ issgn(w+ Q) —vpk’  ilsgn(w) —vpk




_ _J "FIT /2k2‘Q| 7/\/2 /2| |

8ﬂvF

(i, q) — I1(0,0) = —cq|Q]. (S12)

Here, we have assumed that the Fermi surface is circular, kg is large so that k,q < kr and the Fermi energy is
essentially infinite. The limit of large Fermi energy is therefore translated into a limit of large kx, while keeping A/
fixed. This is completely equivalent to taking the limit of large Fermi energy in other ways, such as by fixing kr
and making N small, which would be appropriate for a lattice. In such cases, one would have to adjust the values of

v and ¢’ so that I = 27N v? and NV g’2 do not become arbitrarily large or arbitrarily small, which is not a problem.

At T # 0, we would expect a boson thermal mass m?(T) = mZ —I1(0,0) ~ T/ In(1/T) due to the marginal scaling
dimension of the boson self interaction, since the dynamical critical exponent of the boson is z = 2 and its spatial
dimensionality is d = 2 [1, 3].

We now consider the fermion self energy due to interactions X(iw, k), which we also split into clean and
momentum-independent disordered contributions X (iw,k) = 3,(iw, k) + X4 (iw). The disordered contribution

Yy (iw) is straightforward to compute:

E/(iW)Zg/2kF/OC %/ qdq/ 1 1
g oo 27 J 2 L ssgn(w + Q) —vpk ¢% + cq|Q|

igPkpw 1n<eAfl) E72/\/g wln(eA?i > (513)

8m2vp calw| 47 calw|

where Ag ~ I'/vp is a UV cutoff on ¢. This part of the self energy corresponds to current and momentum relaxing
scattering induced by the spatially random interactions, and has a marginal Fermi liquid form. These expressions

also imply a frequency cutoff of I'?/(v2.cq4) on the low energy theory.

The computation of ¥, (iw, k) is a little more involved, and unlike ¥/, it has some momentum dependence. It is

given by

21/ /
Eg(iw,k)_g2/éﬂ_k)2/ C;%Go(iw’,k’)D(iwfz'w’,kfk’). (S14)

For the computation of the scaling of the real part of the conductivity, the momentum dependence of X.(iw, k) does

not matter, and one can use its value for k exactly on the Fermi surface, which is given by

;2 2
. A 19w el’
B, (iw, k = kpk) ~ ~5.7 In (U%de|> . (S15)

Note that this also has a marginal Fermi liquid form, but doesn’t correspond to current and momentum relaxing
scattering, and therefore will not contribute to transport, as we will show later. For completeness, we provide the

derivation of momentum dependent expression as well. Eq. (S14) may be expressed as

) dk’ 1
Eg(zw,k) — gzkp/_ / / 277 T sgn ) - ((k‘F + k‘)2 + (k‘F + k;’)Q

— 2kp + k) (kp + ) cosf + cd|w - w'|)

¢*kp / dr’ / / ! <2k2 FR2 4R 20k 4 kK cos 9)
2m L Lsgn(w’) — vpk/ F F

2 /
g dk 1
7/ / / N2 e (816)
2 J_ 2r L 5sgn(w )—vpk \/(k—k) + cglw —w

-1




In the above, we neglected non-singular (as k,w — k', w’) terms in the angle-integrated boson propagator, which are
also additionally suppressed by additional powers of 1/kp. These will only contribute to X, (iw, k) at higher orders in
w beyond the marginal Fermi liquid form and are therefore not of interest to us. We can split 1/(il'sgn(w’)/2 —vpk’)

into real and imaginary parts. Then,

_vpg/ dk'/ 1
2 ) WF4+qm£Vkawﬂ+wﬂw7wﬂ

__UFg2/ dk’/ 1 _ !
2 2 F2+v2k’2 Vk=E)? +caw —w']  Veaw — o]

Upg2/ dk' Kk — K|

- _ 272
TCd J_oo 27 %—}—v%k/
gk (1+ 25N r

Ag~ —.
2m2vpcey rod vp (517)

~

This term is frequency independent, and therefore cannot lead to any dissipation relevant for transport; we therefore

drop it as it is only a small (O(1/kr)) renormalization of the Fermi velocity. Then we have

5, (ico, k) / / dw’ Flr:sgn )2 1
2 + ik /(K — k)2 + cqlw — o]

L ig? /°° dk’ Tsgn(w )
2meq J_o 27 %2 —i—v%k’Q

_gsen(e) [y _enblul
8m2cqv 2 + 4k2v%
r\? T\*> T
+ \/cdv%|w| + <kvp + i2> (111 \/cdv%|w| + <kvp +i 2) + 15 + kvp
r\’ k
—1In \/Cdv%|w|+ <kvp+i2) — il — kvp | + 2tanh™? UF+22 - )
\/cdvF\w|+ kvp +i%)
r\’ T\’
+ 4 [ cavd|w] + (kvp — i2) (ln cavd|w| + (kvp — 2) + zf — kvp
ry> r —k L
—In cqvb|lw| + [ kvp —i= ) —i= +kvp | +2tanh™! vFt i3
2 2 Jeat? —
cqvd|w| + (kvp —it)

T
+ 2kvp <1n (—kvp + 12> —1In <kvp + ll;> + 2itan~? (21?)F>> ) (S18)

The momentum dependent corrections to (S15) induced by expanding (S18) in &k will not produce any dissipative

(VE=F)Z+ calo] - [k — K

contributions to the conductivity as we shall show in the next section, and therefore may be ignored. Furthermore,
because |X(iw, k)| < T at small frequencies, the above fermion and boson self-energies lead to a self-consistent
solution of (S11) low frequencies.

When v =0, I = 0, and therefore II,(i€2, q) = —cp|w|/|q| from (S12) [1]. II,(i©2), on the other hand, stays the
same as in (S12), as the value of the fermion Green’s function integrated over momentum does not depend on I, due

to the fermion bandwidth being large. Since II, < II, then at small (w,q), we can neglect II,, when computing



the leading contributions to ¥, and ,,. We then have X, (iw, k) o~ —icsgn(w)|w|?/3 [1], and

e [ dk [ qdg [* dQG(i(w+Q),k)
Yy (iw) ~ g kF[m%/O / 2—&—0‘9'

) 2 qdq degnw+Q
—itNg' / / 5 I ‘)
0 T g2 +ey

iNg w eA3
~ — 1 1
6r (cbw ’ (519)

where A is a UV cutoff on ¢. This part of the self energy corresponds to current and momentum relaxing scattering

1

induced by the spatially random interactions, and has a marginal Fermi liquid form. The corrections coming from
IT, that we neglected here can be shown to be a non-dissipative O(iw) term to ¥, and a O(isgn(w)|w|*/?) term to
Y4 respectively, both of which can be neglected when compared to the above results for ¥, and ¥,/. These results
are also self-consistent at low energies, since |X,/| < [3,], and 3, is essentially the same as its self-consistent value
in the theory with ¢’ =0 [1].

As discussed earlier in this section, the low energy solutions for v # 0 derived above are valid below a frequency
scale E.1 ~ I'?/(v%cq) and a corresponding momentum scale Ay ~ I'/vp. Above these scales, the vZq? term
in the denominator of the expression for II,(i€2,q) (S12) is no longer negligible compared to the I'? term, and
there is a crossover to z = 3 boson dynamics, with II,(i©2,q) = cplw|/|q]. Iy (iQ2), on the other hand, stays
the same as given by (S12), as the value of the fermion Green’s function integrated over momentum does not
change under this crossover, due to the fermion bandwidth being large. Similar to the case of v = 0, we then
have ¥, (iw,k) ~ —icssgn(w)|w|??, and ¥, is given by (S19), with the fermion Green’s function G(iw,k) =~
1/(iT'sgn(w)/2 — vrpk — E4(iw, k) — Ly (iw)). For frequency scales larger than E. o ~ g4 /(g% 2N > E.1, we can
see that ¥, dominates over ¥, (and I, also dominates over Il;, after applying the momentum scaling ¢* ~ c;|w]),
which produces another crossover to an effective theory having v # 0, g = 0, and ¢’ # 0. Such a theory has ¥ = ¥/
given by (S13) [1, 3]. The momentum scale A (which serves as the momentum cutoff in (S19)) corresponding to
E, 5 is therefore A ~ 01/3 2/23 ~ g%/(g"*vpN).

SIII. TRANSPORT PROPERTIES

We now proceed to compute the conductivity at 7' = 0 as a function of frequency w for the models with disordered
interactions. We first focus on the case with v, g, ¢’ all nonzero. Because the thermal mass of the z = 2 bosons (that
is induced by boson self-interactions) scales as T' up to logarithms [1, 3, 4], this leads to w/T scaling in Im[X g(w, k)]
up to logarithms [1, 3], in turn leading to T-linear resistivity. The last fact was explicitly demonstrated earlier in

models with g = 0 [1, 3], and we will show that it continues to be valid here when g # 0.

To demonstrate the existence of const.+7-linear resistivity, or a const.+w-linear scattering rate at 7' = 0 in
the real part of the conductivity, it is sufficient to look at the computation of the conductivity perturbatively in
the interactions g and ¢’, while keeping diagrams that are order N. The full ladder computation performed in
Ref. [2] incorporates essentially the same principles and cancellations; for the sake of simplicity and to highlight
the essential features of the calculation, we will describe the generalization to the ladder summation after the

perturbative computation.

The non-interacting contribution to the real part of the 7' = 0 conductivity is trivially given by computing the



current-current correlation function (Fig. la of the main text)

%Re[av(w)] _ Im([(fy (iw) — fv( ))zw—>w+10+}
N9 df cos? dk 1 1
foliw) = UFkF/_ /_,r / 2 iL Csgn(w + w') — vpk itsgn(w) — vpk’
1 Nv2
NRe[UU(w)] = sz' (S20)

Here, we have noted that kg is large, and therefore approximated vy = vrk.

The perturbative contribution to the conductivity from the momentum-independent X4 (iw) in Fig. 1b of the

main text is also straightforwardly computed at small frequencies:

iRe[ch,g/ (w)] = Im[(fs,q (iw) = f5,9(0))iw—swrio+]

) < dw’ dfcos®8 [ dk 1 1 )
i) = —2ophe [~ 02 [T D [ R Iy 2y (i)
oo 2T J_ ™ —oo 2Migsgn(w +w') —vpk (isgn(w’) — vpk)
./\/211% 2111( ZA2)
B 1672 ’
N2 2 /2|w|
161—‘2 '

The perturbative correction to the real part of the conductivity in Fig. 1b of the main text from 3, (iw, k) may be

%Re[az,g/ @) = — (S21)

computed using (S15). The computation then parallels (S21), and we obtain

1 Nz g?|w|
NRQ[U’E’Q(W)] = —W (822)
If we use the momentum dependent form of ¥, (iw, k) instead, i.e., (S18) and then numerically perform the k,w’

2 correction to the current correlation function

integrals in the Kubo formula, we only obtain an analytic o< w
f5,4(iw) — fx,4(0), over the result utilizing (S15) for the same. Therefore, Im[(fs, 4(iw) — fx,4(0))iw_swiio+] is DOt
corrected, and the dissipative part of the conductivity correction remains the same as given by (522).

We now proceed to compute the vertex corrections to the conductivity. For the vertex corrections to the con-
ductivity, we note that the ¢’ and v vertices never contribute in the large N limit due to the insertion of their
non-momentum conserving lines decoupling the momentum integrals in the two current vertices of the current cor-
relation function. This causes such diagrams to vanish as the velocity factors in the current vertices are odd under
inversion of k — —k whereas the fermion propagators are even under the same. Therefore, only the vertex correc-
tions that solely involve g vertices matter in the large N limit. At order g2, there is only one, the Maki-Thompson

diagram (Fig. 1c of the main text), given by
1 I i) — 0)). )
—Refoy,4(w)] = m((fv,g(iw) fV,g( ))iw—swtio+]

N
2 92 2/ dwl/ dLUQ/ d91c0s01/ d92C0802/ dkl/ dkg 1
—g vpkp
_ o or L sgn (w1) —vpky
1

igsgn(wy +w) — vpks zgsgn(wg) — vpks iGsgn(ws + w) — vpks
1
X .
(k‘F + k‘1)2 + (kF + k2)2 + cd\wl — w2| —2(kp + /ﬁ)(k‘p + ko) cos(0; — 92)

The angular integrals can be computed first

fvg(iw)

(S23)

/ df; cos 6 / df> cos 04 1
- 2 o 2 (kF+kI1)2+(kF+k2)2+Cd‘wl —w2| —2(kjF+k51)(kF +k‘2) COS(91 —92)



B 7/ % cos b4
) . 2T (kF + k1)2 + (kF + ]{12)2 + cd|w1 — wg‘ — 2(161:* + kl)(kF + kQ) cos 01
1

=~ +
4]617‘\/(/61 — k2)2 + cd|w1 — WQ|

o (S24)

where the ... corresponds to terms that are not singular as kj,w; — ka,ws, and are also O(1/k%) and smaller.
These terms may therefore be ignored just like they were in the computation of ¥4(iw, k). Since only the singular
(as k,w — 0) boson fluctuations contribute to the marginal Fermi liquid form of ¥, (iw, k), these higher order non-
singular corrections will not give rise to any w or T-linear transport scattering rates (instead contributing higher
powers of w,T), and are therefore of no interest to us. Because of the additional suppression of these non-singular
corrections by powers of 1/kp both here and in ¥, (iw, k), the conductivity corrections that they induce will also

not be extensive in the number of electrons in the system. Substituting (S24) into (S23), we can then write

fV (zw): %kp /oo dwl /oo dLUQ/ dkl /oo dk‘g 1
o 2r 4L sgn w1 + wa) — vp(ky + ka)

1 1
X )
igsgn(wl 4wy + w) —vp (ks + k2) zfsgn(wg) — vpko zisgn(wg +w) —vrka \/k? + cqlwi]

(S25)

We now integrate over ko: this results in a complicated function of w, wy, ws that switches discontinuously between
different values depending on the signs of various linear combinations of w, w1y, ws. Nevertheless, it is then possible

to proceed by an additional step and and also integrate over wo. This gives

/ d(UQ / dkg 1 1
- 2 L Tsgn(wi + wa) — v (ky + k2) igsgn(wi 4+ we 4+ w) — vp(ky + k)
1

igsgn(wQ) —vpky zgsgn(wQ +w) —vpks

ilsgn(w1)(2|wi| — |w|) + vrki |w|
2nvpl(vpky — isgn(wi)T)2(vrky + isgn(wq)T)’
(S26)

iTsgn(wy) (wi] — 2Jw) + vrkfol
2mupT(vpk) — isgn(wy)T)3

= O(Jwi| — |w]) + O(Jw| — [wi)

where O(...) is the Heaviside step function. The first (high frequency) term of the last line of (S26) is not interesting.
Inserting it into (S25), performing the k; integral, and then the w; integral with the physical UV frequency cutoff
of the z = 2 theory, wyy ~ I'?/(v4cq), yields a contribution

NgQCl
CdF

L Refovg(w)] = —

= (S27)

where ¢; ~ In(wyyvicq/T'?) is a positive O(1) number, whose precise value depends on the numerical constant of
proportionality between the physical UV frequency cutoff wyy and I'?/(v4cq). This contribution is not extensive
in the number of fermions in the system (i.e. not proportional to k% or v%), and is thus only a small (suppressed

by 1/k%) w and T-independent correction to the static transport scattering rate I'. We therefore ignore it.

The second term of the last line of (S26) is important. Inserting it into (S25) and performing the k1 and wy

integrals yields the contribution

, g2vpkp lw |dw o dk1 T2 (|w| — 2w;) + vEk?|w| 202w, 1
frgliw) = fvy(0) = — 2 2 2 7.2\2 )
27T (T2 4+ viki)? (T2 +vpki)? ) /K2 + cqlwi]
('UF\/CdIWII)
T

gvpkp‘ |/ |dw1

w212 VvEeglwi| — T2



Ng? 41?2 , 5 1 [ vr/calw|
:_W|W| I'ln cavB ] + 20y /T2 — cquip|w| sec —T

2 2 166274
:_J\fvpg 5 (66 )’ ] = 0:

8m2I3 v cAw?
1 NvZ g% |w]
NRQ[O'VM(](UJ)] = W (828)

This contribution exactly cancels (S22). This is expected since the singular low-momentum boson fluctuations just

lead to forward scattering that does not relax current.

Therefore, perturbatively, we have

1 1
Vit [aw} = i [ouw T az,g«w)]
1 1 oy, /(w)
= NRe ~ NRe [} NR [ . },
oy (w) (1+ Z22) (@) o2 (w)
w1 gy 97 (529)
N 4 |7

where we used o, (w) = Nv% /(2T — 2iw), and retained only the leading frequency-dependent corrections in the final
expression. This gives the much sought after linear-in-energy correction to the static impurity scattering rate I'.
When T > 0, the z = 2 boson gains a thermal mass m3(T) ~ ¢TI Inln(T?/(vicqT))/ In(I?/(vicqT)) [1, 3, 4],
with D(iw,q) = 1/(¢* + calw| + mZ(T)). Because mZ(T) is not > T ~ |w| ~ ¢*/cy at low T, the low-frequency
and low-momentum boson fluctuations do not become any less singular when 7" > 0. Thus, the singular boson
fluctuations continue to induce only forward scattering of the fermions, whose contributions to the conductivity
continue to cancel between oy, and oy, just like as demonstrated above. The finite temperature conductivity
and transport scattering rate are then also simply computed using ¥4/, which was also done in Refs. [1, 3]. This

gives a ~ N g’ TInIn(I'2/(v%cqT)) correction to the static impurity transport scattering rate I' [1, 3].

While the T-linear correction to the transport scattering rate arises only from X/, both 3, and X, contribute to
the effective mass renormalization of the fermions. Since these are both of marginal Fermi liquid form, the effective
mass renormalization is m*/m ~ (a19%/T + asNg'*) In(I'2/(vZcqT)), where the numbers a; 5 ~ O(1) [1]. Then,
following the steps in Sec. VIII D of Ref. [1], we obtain the result for the constant of proportionality « between
1/7 and kpT'/h given in the main text (Eq. (13)).

Considering diagrams with four interaction vertices, we find the two Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams (Fig. 1d,e of the
main text) in the large N limit (which are also encountered in the kernel of the full ladder resummation described
in Section IV of Ref. [2]). We will show below that the sum of these two diagrams does not correct the conductivity
when kp is large. The other diagrams are the two rung ¢ ladder, and additional insertions of the g and ¢’ self
energies and ladders. From the computation of Section IV of Ref. [2], it can be established that the resummation of
such non-Aslamazov-Larkin terms essentially just renormalizes the current-relaxing electron scattering rate, while
canceling the current-conserving forward scattering at all orders. In particular, since ¢’ does not generate new
vertex corrections [5]. Therefore, the renormalization of the transport scattering rate described by (S29) actually

holds to all orders in perturbation theory in the large N limit.

We now demonstrate the nullification of the sum of the two Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams in Fig. 1d,e of the main

text in the large Fermi energy or large kp limit. We can express the sum of the two order g* Aslamazov-Larkin
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diagrams in this limit as

f ( k‘ / dwl/ dWQ/ dOJ3/ d01c0591/ d@g/ d93COS(93 /OO %/OO k‘zdkg /OO dfkjg
ALg(iw) = g Uik . . _ﬂ o 2T J_ o 2 J_o 27

k3 + cd|w2 + ¢ k3 + cd|w2 — %lilsgn (wy + 5) —vpky i5sgn (wg — 5) —vpk

1 1 1

igsgn (ws + %) —vpks igsgn (o.)3 — %) —vpks igsgn(wl — wo) — vpky + vpks cos(f — 63)

X

1 1
X + . S30
<igsgn(w3 + wy) — vpks — vpkg cos(f3 — Os) igsgn(W3 —wy) — vpks + vpky cos(03 — 92)> (S30)

We can then see that the quantity in brackets on the last line is odd under k3, ws — —k3, —ws, whereas all the other
terms multiplying it are even under the same, which renders the whole integrand odd under ks3,ws — —ks, —ws.
Therefore the integral over ks,ws (and hence far, 4(iw)) vanishes identically. In fact, this continues to occur when
the self-energies ¥, ¥, and the bare iw term are included in the fermion propagators, as these are all odd in the
Matsubara frequency. The cancellation of the Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams is therefore completely self-consistent in
the large kg limit. The only non-zero contributions to the sum of the Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams comes from going
away from the large kp limit, by including corrections to the fermion current vertex factors and fermion dispersions.
The resulting corrections to the conductivity are therefore not extensive in the number of fermions in the system,
and are therefore not important to us. A computation of these non-extensive contributions is nevertheless carried
out in Section IV.C.3 of Ref. [2], where it is demonstrated that they indeed lead to a small correction to the transport
scattering rate that is O(Ng*'w?/(T'%k%)).

Finally, we consider the case of v = 0 but g, ¢’ # 0. In this case, the non-interacting conductivity (Fig. la of the
main text) is trivially given by

I Nv,

Noo(zw)z R

(S31)

The contributions of the momentum-independent %, (iw, k) ~ —icssgn(w)|w|?? and ¥, (iw) (S19) to the conduc-
tivity within perturbation theory (i.e. Fig. 1b of the main text) are also straighforwardly computed as in (S21),

1 ./\/211%9'2 e3A6
— (17 = — 1
N7=9 (i) M cdw? |’

(i) 3Nvicp 3Nvpg?
o ~ — =— .
= Swlw|!/3 1077\/30;/3w|w|1/3

and are given by

N

As before, only vertex corrections with g vertices contribute in the large N limit. The contributions to ov,g4(iw)
from the most singular boson fluctuations can be computed using the theory of antipodal patches described in Ref.
[1]. We then have

1 . o U%QQ dw1 dwg dk‘1l > dk2¢ > dlﬁy /OO dk‘2y |k‘1y —k2y|
Novel) = =5 2/_ / / /_oo 27 /_m 21 Joso 2 [k1y — oy + cplwn —wo

1 1 1

X

k2 k2, k2, k2
zw1 — svpkiy — k5% i(wW1 + w) — svpkiy — k5% iwy — sUpkay — k5% i(Wg + w) — sUpka, — K—5*

dw1 / dwz sgn(wy +w) — sgn(w) sgn(ws + w) — sgn(wa) /°° dky /°° dkay
B 2w 2w oo 2T J_o 2T
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K1y — kay|
[k1y — K2y |3 + cplwr — wo

2g%A, /OO @/Oo dws (sgn(w1 +w) —sgn(w1)> (sgn(wg + w) —sgn(w2)> /°° dk1y |k1y]
w —00 —o00

2 2 2w 2w oo 27 |k1y|? + cplwr — wol
_ 3Ay92 _ 3NUF92 _ /oo dk‘gy _ 7TN’UF (832)
5v3r2e Pwlw(1/3 10V3rey Pw|w|1/3 Y s (2m) 2

where we shifted k1, — k1, + K2y, and fixed the cutoff on the patch size A, so that the correct non-interacting
conductivity (S31) is obtained from the theory of antipodal patches when v = g = ¢’ = 0. Therefore, we find that
the most singular contribution in oy,4(iw) cancels with oy 4(iw). Additionally, it can also be shown that within
the theory of antipodal patches, where oy 4(iw) is restricted to its most singular contribution, the sum of the two
Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams vanishes due to an odd/even cancellation of integrands like in (S30). Therefore, we

obtain the results in Eq. (11) of the main text.

The above conclusions are however even stronger, because the Prange-Kadanoff reduction of Section IIL.LE.1 of
Ref. [2] is still valid when v = 0,9 # 0,¢" # 0. It then follows from the analysis in Section IIL.LE.1 of Ref. [2] that
the less singular contributions in oy 4(iw) arising from going beyond the theory of antipodal patches cancel with
the Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams exactly like they did when v = 0,9 # 0,¢’ = 0 in Section IIL.E.1 of Ref. [2] [6].
Therefore, the antipodal patch theory essentially reproduces the results from the full theory going beyond antipodal
patches for the low-frequency behavior of the optical conductivity in the v = 0 case, even though it doesn’t capture
all the physics of the system correctly. As was the case for v # 0,9 # 0,¢’ # 0, the perturbative results for the
conductivity here are also valid to all orders in perturbation theory in the large N limit, for the same reasons as

before.
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