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We consider two-dimensional metals of fermions coupled to quantum critical scalars, the latter
representing order parameters or emergent gauge fields. 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 ln(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/e2 in two dimensions)
which appears to be controlled by a dissipative ‘Planck-
ian’ relaxation time of order ~/(kBT ) (where T is the
absolute temperature) [1–8]. Moreover, this anomalous
resistivity is invariably accompanied by a logartihmic en-
hancement of the Sommerfeld metallic specific heat to
T ln(1/T ) [1].

A common approach towards describing such strange
metals in two spatial dimensions is the theory of a Fermi
surface coupled to a gapless scalar field [9]. We will
limit our considerations here to scalar fields near zero
crystal momentum, in which case the scalar field can
either represent order parameters breaking point group,
time reversal, or spin rotation symmetry, or represent the
transverse component of an emergent gauge field (how-
ever, similar considerations apply also to order param-
eters at non-zero crystal momentum). Fortunately, all
these cases are described by essentially the same low en-
ergy theory [10]. An important early result was that the
self energy of the fermion near the Fermi surface has the
frequency dependence Im Σ(ω) ∼ ω2/3 [11], and so there
are no quasiparticle excitations on the Fermi surface (al-
though the Fermi surface remains sharp in momentum
space). Conservation of momentum in the low energy
theory of a clean metal implies that the d.c. and opti-
cal conductivities are not affected by the anomalous self
energy [12–18]. In other words, the strong coupling be-
tween the Fermi surface and the scalar field places the
system in the limit of strong ‘scalar drag’, and this clean
theory cannot describe 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 [19].

Umklapp scattering can lead to non-zero resistance,
and its influence in quantum-critical metals has been
investigated in other works [16, 20]. Umklapp is sup-

pressed at low T , its predictions for transport are not
universal and depend upon specific Fermi surface details,
and there is no corresponding T ln(1/T ) specific heat.

This paper focuses on the effects of disorder in
quantum-critical metals, and finds a universal phe-
nomenology that matches several aspects of the observa-
tions, including the T -linear resistivity and the T ln(1/T )
specific heat. Earlier works [13, 16, 18, 21, 22] examined
random potential scattering of the fermions, a central in-
gredient in the theory of disordered, interacting metals
[23]. The propagator of the scalar field has a form similar
to those of diffusive density fluctuations, with dynamic
critical exponent z = 2 [21], but there are no singular
corrections to transport co-efficients from random po-
tential scattering [18]. Here, we examine spatially ran-
dom fluctuations in the ‘Yukawa coupling’ between the
fermions and the scalar, upon a background of a cou-
pling with non-zero spatial average. While the fermion
inelastic self energy corrections are dominated by the
spatially uniform coupling, we show that 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 [24–33] inspired by the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK)
model [34, 35], along with studies which found linear-in-
T resistivity with random interactions, but with vanish-
ing spatial average [31, 33, 36–38].

Spatially uniform quantum-critical metal. We recall
the SYK-inspired large N theory of the two-dimensional
quantum-critical metal [31, 33]. The imaginary time (τ)
action for the fermion field ψi and scalar field φi (with
i = 1 . . . N a flavor index) is [33]

Sg =

∫
dτ
∑

k

N∑

i=1

ψ†ik(τ) [∂τ + ε(k)]ψik(τ)

+
1

2

∫
dτ
∑

q

N∑

i=1

φiq(τ)
[
−∂2

τ +Kq2 +m2
b

]
φi,−q(τ)
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+
gijl
N

∫
dτd2r

N∑

i,j,l=1

ψ†i (r, τ)ψj(r, τ)φl(r, τ) , (1)

where the fermion dispersion ε(k) determines the Fermi
surface, the scalar mass mb has to be tuned to criticality
and is needed for infrared regularization but does not
appear in final results, and gijl is space independent but
random in flavor space with

gijl = 0 , g∗ijlgabc = g2 δiaδjbδlc , (2)

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 Sg
leads to a ‘G-Σ’ theory, whose large N saddle point of
(1) has singular fermion (Σ) and boson (Π) self energies
at T = 0 [33]

Π(iω, q) = −cb
|ω|
|q| , Σ(iω,k) = −icf sgn(ω)|ω|2/3

cb =
g2

2πκvF
, cf =

g2

2πvF
√

3

(
2πvFκ

K2g2

)1/3

. (3)

These results are obtained on a circular Fermi surface
with curvature κ = 1/m where m is the effective mass of
the fermions. The result is consistent with the theory of
two antipodal patches around ±k0 on the Fermi surface
to which q is tangent, with axes chosen so that q = (0, q)
and fermionic dispersion ε(±k0 + k) = ±vF kx + κk2

y/2.
The large N computation of the conductivity [18]

yields only the clean Drude result Re[σ(ω)]/N =
πN v2

F δ(ω)/2, where N = m/(2π) is the fermion den-
sity of states at the Fermi level. This is in contrast to
the claimed [11, 39] d.c. resistivity ∼ T 4/3 and optical
conductivity ∼ |ω|−2/3.
Potential disorder. We now add a spatially random

fermion potential

Sv =
1√
N

∫
d2rdτ vij(r)ψ†i (r, τ)ψj(r, τ)

vij(r) = 0 , v∗ij(r)vlm(r′) = v2 δ(r − r′)δilδjm (4)

and here the overline is now an average over both spa-
tial co-ordinates and flavor space. The large N limit of
the G-Σ theory [18] yields a saddle point which has sta-
tistical translational invariance, and is similar to earlier
studies [13, 16, 21]. The low frequency boson propagator
now has the diffusive form ∼ (q2 + cd|ω|)−1 with z = 2,

while the fermion self energy has an elastic scattering
term, along with a marginal Fermi liquid [40] inelastic
term at low frequencies

Π(iω, q) = −N g
2|ω|
Γ

, Γ = 2πv2N , (5)

Σ(iω,k = kF k̂) = −iΓ
2

sgn(ω)− ig2ω

2π2Γ
ln

(
eΓ3

N g2v2
F |ω|

)
,

at T = 0. However, the marginal Fermi liquid self energy,
while leading to a T ln(1/T ) specific heat, does not [18]
lead to the claimed [40] 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(g2)
(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 Γ. The leading frequency dependence
of the optical conductivity at frequencies ω � Γ is just
a constant, and there is no linear in frequency correction
[18]. Correspondingly, in the DC limit, there is no lin-
ear in T correction, and a conventional T 2 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 Sv. However, such a renormalization
is not part of our large N limit, and so we account for
such interactions by adding an explicit term:

Sg′ =
1

N

∫
d2rdτ g′ijl(r)ψ†i (r, τ)ψj(r, τ)φl(r, τ) (6)

g′ijl(r) = 0 , g′∗ijl(r)g′abc(r′) = g′
2
δ(r − r′)δiaδjbδlc .

Note that v, g, and g′ are all independent flavor-random
variables. Earlier work has considered the limiting case
g = 0, v = 0, g′ 6= 0 [31, 33]. 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, g′ nonzero. The G-Σ
theory of Sg + Sv + Sg′ is described in the supplement.

As with Sg + Sv 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]

Π(iω, q) = −N g
2|ω|
Γ

− π

2
N 2g′

2|ω| ≡ −cd|ω|,

Σ(iω,k = kF k̂) = −iΓ
2

sgn(ω)− ig2ω

2π2Γ
ln

(
eΓ2

v2
F cd|ω|

)
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− iN g′2ω
4π

ln

(
eΛ2

d

cd|ω|

)
(T = 0), (7)

where Λd ∼ Γ/vF . This self-energy leads to a T ln(1/T )
specific heat, as for the large g′ case [33]. However, there
is now an important difference with respect to the previ-
ous case where g′ = 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 g′, then the conductivity at O(g2) and O(g′2)
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 g′ 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)

1

N
Re[σ(ω � T )] = σv + σΣ,g + σV,g + σΣ,g′ ;

σv(ω) =
N v2

F

2Γ
, σΣ,g(ω) = −N v

2
F g

2|ω|
8πΓ3

,

σV,g(ω) =
N v2

F g
2|ω|

8πΓ3
, σΣ,g′(ω) = −N

2v2
F g
′2|ω|

16Γ2
. (8)

Note that the g2 vertex and self-energy terms cancel, and
we have

NRe

[
1

σ(ω � T )

]
=

1

N v2
F

[
2Γ +

N g′2|ω|
4

]
. (9)

The g′2 term does not cancel, and leads to a linear in
frequency correction to the constant transport scatter-
ing rate Γ. In the opposite limit |ω| � 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 g′ limit [31, 33]. Re-
markably, the slope of this scattering rate with respect
to |ω| (and therefore T ) does not depend on Γ and hence
on the residual (ω = 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 6= 0
and g′ 6= 0. In this case we have (at T = 0) (Supplemen-
tary Information)

Π(iω, q) = −cb
|ω|
|q| −

π

2
N 2g′

2|ω|, (10)

Σ(iω,k) = −icf sgn(ω)|ω|2/3 − iN g′2ω
6π

ln

(
eΛ̃3

cb|ω|

)
,

where Λ̃ ∼ g2/(g′2vFN ) is a UV momentum cutoff. In-
terestingly, the disordered interactions induce a marginal
Fermi liquid term in Σ, which manifests as the first
higher order correction to the translationally invariant
result (3) [42].

It is sufficient in this v = 0 but g 6= 0 and g′ 6= 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 σΣ,g and σV,g cancel,
and (Supplementary Information)

1

N
σ(iω � T ) =

N v2
F

2ω
− N

2v2
F g
′2

24πω
ln

(
e3Λ̃6

c2bω
2

)

≈ N v2
F

2ω +
N g′2ω

6π
ln

(
e3Λ̃6

c2bω
2

) ; (11)

1

N

Re[σ(ω � T )]

N 2v2
F g
′2 =

[
6|ω|

[(
2 +
N g′2
6π

ln

(
e3Λ̃6

c2bω
2

))2

+
N 2g′4

36

]]−1

.

The transport scattering rate is therefore still linear in
|ω| (and hence T ), up to logarithms, and there is no
residual resistivity when v = 0 despite the presence of
disorder in g′. 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 Ec,1 ∼
Γ2/(v2

F cd), but smaller than Ec,2 ∼ g4/(g′6v2
FN 4)

(Ec,1 < Ec,2, because N g′2 < g2/Γ 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 iω ln(1/|ω|) to isgn(ω)|ω|2/3,
as in the theory with v = 0 described above (Supple-
mentary Information). However then, as shown above
for v = 0, the |ω| or T dependence of the transport scat-
tering rate continues to arise from g′ and remains linear
(up to logarithms), but with a slope that is a factor of
∼ 2/3 times the slope in the E < Ec,1 theory.

For energy scales larger than Ec,2, there is an addi-
tional crossover to the theory with g = 0 considered in
Refs. [31, 33], which also has a linear |ω| or T depen-
dence (up to logarithms) of the transport scattering rate,
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(a) (b) (c)

(e)(d)

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 g′ 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).

but now with the same slope as in the E < Ec,1 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’ τ∗tr ap-
pearing in a Drude formula for the resistivity. In our
theory, we obtain

1

τ∗tr
= α

kBT

~
. (12)

The dimensionless number α has been computed previ-
ously [31, 33] in the limit g′ � g to be α ≈ (π/2)×(ratio
of logarithms of T ). For smaller g′ we find (at v 6= 0)
(Supplementary Information)

α ≈ π

2

g′2

g′2L1(T ) +
g2

ΓN L2(T )

, L1,2(T ) ∼ − lnT. (13)

Therefore, ‘Planckian behavior’ (α ∼ O(1) and depend-
ing only slowly on T and non-universal parameters)
only occurs in the regime of large g′ considered in Refs.
[31, 33]. Otherwise, α� 1 when g is the largest interac-
tion coupling. Our theory therefore provides a concrete

realization of the often conjectured “Planckian bound”
of α . 1 on the transport scattering times of quantum-
critical metals [1, 5, 8]. It is worth noting that quantum-
critical T -linear resistivity with α� 1 has been recently
observed in experiments on heavy fermion materials [7].
Finally, for v = 0 but g 6= 0, α � 1 and has a power-
law dependence on T ; therefore there is manifestly no
Planckian behavior in this case.

Scalar mass disorder. Finally, we propose a route to
accounting for disorder in the scalar ‘mass’ mb. 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 φ is a symmetry break-
ing order parameter.

Sw =

∫
dτ

1

2
√
N

∫
d2r

N∑

ij=1

wij(r)φi(r, τ)φj(r, τ) (14)

with

wij(r)wlm(r′) =
w2

2
δ(r − r′) (δilδjm + δimδjl) (15)

The large N analysis shows that Sw 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 Sw first, by transforming
to the bases of eigenmodes of φ which are eigenstates
of the harmonic terms for φ in a given disorder realiza-
tion. In this new basis, we will obtain a theory which
has the same form as Sg + Sv + Sg′ with additional spa-
tial disorder in the couplings, including in K. However,
it is not difficult to show that spatial disorder in K is
unimportant. So we conclude that Sw can be effectively
absorbed in a renormalization of the values of v and g′,
and we can continue to use our results for Sg +Sv +Sg′ .
In other words, microscopic w disorder transforms into
the crucial g′ spatial disorder in the Yukawa coupling in
the new basis.

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 Γ) and
the interaction disorder g′ (which determines the inelas-
tic self energy in the last term of (7)).
(ii) We obtain a marginal Fermi liquid electron self-
energy [40], as often observed in quantum-critical metals
[44].
(iii) 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.
(iv) 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
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to the perturbative disorder analysis of earlier memory
function treatments [14, 16].
(v) Unlike earlier approaches (see Ref. [2]) to construct-
ing controlled theories of strongly correlated metals with
low-temperature T -linear resistivity, there is no local
criticality in our new theory. The quantum-critical scalar
fluctuations live in two, and not zero spatial dimensions.
(vi) When the values of the interaction couplings and
T are large enough to make the fermion self energy Σ
comparable to the Fermi energy, we expect the theories
described here to cross over into a locally critical ‘bad
metal’ regime [45]; 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 g′. The Green’s functions
of the model with only g 6= 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 6= 0 and g 6= 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 6= 0, g 6= 0, and g′ 6= 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.
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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

L =
∑

i

ψ†i (∂τ + εk − µ)ψi +
1

2

∑

i

φi(−∂2
τ + ω2

q +m2
b)φi +

∑

ijl

gijl
N
ψ†iψjφl , (S1)

where gijl is spatially independent,

|gijl|2 = g2 . (S2)

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

To this we add a random potential coupling to the fermions

Sv =

∫
dτ

1√
N

∑

r

N∑

ij=1

vij(r)ψ†i (r, τ)ψj(r, τ), (S3)

where r labels lattice sites. The potential vij(r) is random both in position and flavor space

v∗ij(r)vlm(r′) = v2 δ(r− r′)δilδjm, (S4)

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

Sw =

∫
dτ

1

2
√
N

∑

r

N∑

ij=1

wij(r)φi(r, τ)φj(r, τ), (S5)

with

wij(r)wlm(r′) =
w2

2
δ(r− r′) (δilδjm + δimδjl) . (S6)

The large N saddle point equations for S + Sv + Sw are now

Σ(τ, r) = g2D(τ, r)G(τ, r) + v2G(τ, r = 0)δ2(r),

Π(τ, r) = −G(−τ,−r)G(τ, r) + w2D(τ, r = 0)δ2(r),

G(iω,k) =
1

iω − εk + µ− Σ(iω,k)
,

D(iΩ,q) =
1

Ω2 + ω2
q +m2

b −Π(iΩ,q)
. (S7)

We choose the conventional dispersions εk = |k|2/(2m) and ω2
q = |q|2 = q2, and tune the system to the quantum-

critical point with m2
b − Π(0, 0) = 0 at T = 0. The v2 term leads to an impurity scattering lifetime ∼ iv2sgn(ω)

in the fermion self energy. The w2 term leads to an impurity scattering term ∼ w2 ln(|ω|) 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 g′ term.

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

Sg′ =

∫
dτ

1

N

∑

r

N∑

ilj=1

g′ijl(r)ψ†i (r, τ)ψj(r, τ)φl(r, τ), (S8)
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where g′ijl(r) is spatially random,

g
′∗
ijl(r)g′abc(r

′) = g′
2
δ(r− r′)δiaδjbδlc. (S9)

For Sall = S + Sv + Sw + Sg′ , after averaging over disorder, we obtain the G-Σ-D-Π action which generalizes those
in Refs. [1, 2]:

Sall

N
= − ln det(∂τ + εk − µ+ Σ) +

1

2
ln det(−∂2

τ + ω2
q +m2

b −Π)

+

∫
dτd2r

∫
dτ ′d2r′

[
−Σ(τ ′, r′; τ, r)G(τ, r; τ ′, r′) +

1

2
Π(τ ′, r′; τ, r)D(τ, r; τ ′, r′)

+
g2

2
G(τ, r; τ ′, r′)G(τ ′, r′; τ, r)D(τ, r; τ ′, r′) +

v2

2
G(τ, r; τ ′, r′)G(τ ′, r′; τ, r)δ(r− r′)

− w2

2
D(τ, r; τ ′, r′)D(τ ′, r′; τ, r)δ(r− r′) +

g′2

2
G(τ, r; τ ′, r′)G(τ ′, r′; τ, r)D(τ, r; τ ′, r′)δ(r− r′)

]

(S10)

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 δ(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:

Σ(τ, r) = g2D(τ, r)G(τ, r) + v2G(τ, r = 0)δ2(r) + g′
2
G(τ, r = 0)D(τ, r = 0)δ2(r),

Π(τ, r) = −g2G(−τ,−r)G(τ, r) + w2D(τ, r = 0)δ2(r)− g′2G(−τ, r = 0)G(τ, r = 0)δ2(r),

G(iω,k) =
1

iω − εk + µ− Σ(iω,k)
,

D(iΩ,q) =
1

Ω2 + ω2
q +m2

b −Π(iΩ,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 iω term are both much smaller than the impurity scattering rate at low frequencies, we can approximate
G(iω,k) ' G0(iω,k) = 1/(iΓsgn(ω)/2 − vF k), where vF is the Fermi velocity, k = |k| − kF = |k| − √2mµ, and
Γ = v2kF /vF = 2πv2N is the impurity scattering rate. Then, we obtain, for the boson self energy at criticality:

Π(iΩ,q)−Π(0, 0) = Πg(iΩ,q) + Πg′(iΩ)

Πg(iΩ,q) = −g2kF

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω)− vF k

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω + Ω)− vF (k + q cos θ)

= − g2kF |Ω|
2πvF

√
Γ2 + v2

F q
2
' −g

2kF |Ω|
2πvFΓ

≡ −N g
2

Γ
|Ω|, (vF q � Γ)

Πg′(iΩ) = −g′2k2
F

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk′

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω)− vF k

(
1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω + Ω)− vF k′

− 1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω)− vF k′

)

= −g
′2k2

F |Ω|
8πv2

F

≡ −π
2
N 2g′

2|Ω|,
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Π(iΩ,q)−Π(0, 0) = −cd|Ω|. (S12)

Here, we have assumed that the Fermi surface is circular, kF is large so that k, q � kF and the Fermi energy is
essentially infinite. The limit of large Fermi energy is therefore translated into a limit of large kF , while keeping N
fixed. This is completely equivalent to taking the limit of large Fermi energy in other ways, such as by fixing kF
and making N small, which would be appropriate for a lattice. In such cases, one would have to adjust the values of
v and g′ so that Γ = 2πN v2 and N g′2 do not become arbitrarily large or arbitrarily small, which is not a problem.

At T 6= 0, we would expect a boson thermal mass m2
b(T ) = m2

b−Π(0, 0) ∼ T/ ln(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 Σ(iω,k), which we also split into clean and
momentum-independent disordered contributions Σ(iω,k) = Σg(iω,k) + Σg′(iω). The disordered contribution
Σg′(iω) is straightforward to compute:

Σg′(iω) = g′
2
kF

∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π

∫ ∞

0

qdq

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω + Ω)− vF k

1

q2 + cd|Ω|

' − ig
′2kFω

8π2vF
ln

(
eΛ2

d

cd|ω|

)
≡ − iN g

′2ω
4π

(
eΛ2

d

cd|ω|

)
, (S13)

where Λd ∼ Γ/vF is a UV cutoff on q. 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 Γ2/(v2

F cd) on the low energy theory.

The computation of Σg(iω,k) is a little more involved, and unlike Σg′ , it has some momentum dependence. It is
given by

Σg(iω,k) = g2

∫
d2k′

(2π)2

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π
G0(iω′,k′)D(iω − iω′,k− k′). (S14)

For the computation of the scaling of the real part of the conductivity, the momentum dependence of Σc(iω,k) does
not matter, and one can use its value for k exactly on the Fermi surface, which is given by

Σg(iω,k = kF k̂) ' − ig
2ω

2π2Γ
ln

(
eΓ2

v2
F cd|ω|

)
. (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

Σg(iω,k) = g2kF

∫ ∞

−∞

dk′

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω′)− vF k′

(
(kF + k)2 + (kF + k′)2

− 2(kF + k)(kF + k′) cos θ + cd|ω − ω′|
)−1

' g2kF

∫ ∞

−∞

dk′

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω′)− vF k′

(
2k2
F + k2 + k′

2 − 2(k2
F + kk′) cos θ

)−1

' g2

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dk′

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω′)− vF k′

1√
(k − k′)2 + cd|ω − ω′|

. (S16)

In the above, we neglected non-singular (as k, ω → k′, ω′) terms in the angle-integrated boson propagator, which are
also additionally suppressed by additional powers of 1/kF . These will only contribute to Σg(iω,k) at higher orders in
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ω beyond the marginal Fermi liquid form and are therefore not of interest to us. We can split 1/(iΓsgn(ω′)/2−vF k′)
into real and imaginary parts. Then,

− vF g
2

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dk′

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π

k′

Γ4

4 + v2
F k
′2

1√
(k − k′)2 + cd|ω − ω′|

= −vF g
2

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dk′

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π

k′

Γ2

4 + v2
F k
′2

(
1√

(k − k′)2 + cd|ω − ω′|
− 1√

cd|ω − ω′|

)

= −vF g
2

πcd

∫ ∞

−∞

dk′

2π

k′|k − k′|
Γ2

4 + v2
F k
′2

'
g2k ln

(
1 +

4v2
F Λ2

d

Γ2

)

2π2vF cd
, Λd ∼

Γ

vF
. (S17)

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/kF )) renormalization of the Fermi velocity. Then we have

Σg(iω,k) ' − ig
2

4

∫ ∞

−∞

dk′

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π

Γsgn(ω′)
Γ2

4 + v2
F k
′2

1√
(k − k′)2 + cd|ω − ω′|

= − ig2

2πcd

∫ ∞

−∞

dk′

2π

Γsgn(ω)
Γ2

4 + v2
F k
′2

(√
(k − k′)2 + cd|ω| − |k − k′|

)

=
g2sgn(ω)

8π2cdv2
F

(
2iΓ ln

(
cdv

2
F |ω|

Γ2 + 4k2v2
F

)

+

√
cdv2

F |ω|+
(
kvF + i

Γ

2

)2
(

ln



√
cdv2

F |ω|+
(
kvF + i

Γ

2

)2

+ i
Γ

2
+ kvF




− ln



√
cdv2

F |ω|+
(
kvF + i

Γ

2

)2

− iΓ− kvF


+ 2 tanh−1


 kvF + iΓ

2√
cdv2

F |ω|+
(
kvF + iΓ

2

)2



)

+

√
cdv2

F |ω|+
(
kvF − i

Γ

2

)2
(

ln



√
cdv2

F |ω|+
(
kvF − i

Γ

2

)2

+ i
Γ

2
− kvF




− ln



√
cdv2

F |ω|+
(
kvF − i

Γ

2

)2

− iΓ
2

+ kvF


+ 2 tanh−1


 −kvF + iΓ

2√
cdv2

F |ω|+
(
kvF − iΓ

2

)2



)

+ 2kvF

(
ln

(
−kvF + i

Γ

2

)
− ln

(
kvF + i

Γ

2

)
+ 2i tan−1

(
2kvF

Γ

)))
. (S18)

The momentum dependent corrections to (S15) induced by expanding (S18) in k will not produce any dissipative
contributions to the conductivity as we shall show in the next section, and therefore may be ignored. Furthermore,
because |Σ(iω,k)| � Γ at small frequencies, the above fermion and boson self-energies lead to a self-consistent
solution of (S11) low frequencies.

When v = 0, Γ = 0, and therefore Πg(iΩ,q) = −cb|ω|/|q| from (S12) [1]. Πg′(iΩ), 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 Γ, due
to the fermion bandwidth being large. Since Πg′ � Πg then at small (ω,q), we can neglect Πg′ when computing
the leading contributions to Σg and Σg′ . We then have Σg(iω,k) ' −icf sgn(ω)|ω|2/3 [1], and

Σg′(iω) ' g′2kF
∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π

∫ ∞

0

qdq

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

2π

G(i(ω + Ω), k)

q2 + cb
|Ω|
q
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' −iπN g′2
∫ ∞

0

qdq

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

2π

sgn(ω + Ω)

q2 + cb
|Ω|
q

' − iN g
′2ω

6π
ln

(
eΛ̃3

cb|ω|

)
, (S19)

where Λ̃ is a UV cutoff on q. 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. The corrections coming from
Πg′ that we neglected here can be shown to be a non-dissipative O(iω) term to Σg and a O(isgn(ω)|ω|4/3) term to
Σg′ respectively, both of which can be neglected when compared to the above results for Σg and Σg′ . These results
are also self-consistent at low energies, since |Σg′ | � |Σg|, and Σg is essentially the same as its self-consistent value
in the theory with g′ = 0 [1].

As discussed earlier in this section, the low energy solutions for v 6= 0 derived above are valid below a frequency
scale Ec,1 ∼ Γ2/(v2

F cd) and a corresponding momentum scale Λd ∼ Γ/vF . Above these scales, the v2
F q

2 term
in the denominator of the expression for Πg(iΩ,q) (S12) is no longer negligible compared to the Γ2 term, and
there is a crossover to z = 3 boson dynamics, with Πg(iΩ,q) = cb|ω|/|q|. Πg′(iΩ), 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 Σg(iω,k) ' −icf sgn(ω)|ω|2/3, and Σg′ is given by (S19), with the fermion Green’s function G(iω,k) '
1/(iΓsgn(ω)/2− vF k −Σg(iω,k)−Σg′(iω)). For frequency scales larger than Ec,2 ∼ g4/(g′6v2

FN 4) > Ec,1, we can
see that Σg′ dominates over Σg (and Πg′ also dominates over Πg, after applying the momentum scaling q3 ∼ cb|ω|),
which produces another crossover to an effective theory having v 6= 0, g = 0, and g′ 6= 0. Such a theory has Σ = Σg′

given by (S13) [1, 3]. The momentum scale Λ̃ (which serves as the momentum cutoff in (S19)) corresponding to
Ec,2 is therefore Λ̃ ∼ c1/3b E

1/3
c,2 ∼ g2/(g′2vFN ).

SIII. TRANSPORT PROPERTIES

We now proceed to compute the conductivity at T = 0 as a function of frequency ω for the models with disordered
interactions. We first focus on the case with v, g, 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 ω/T scaling in Im[ΣR(ω,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 6= 0.

To demonstrate the existence of const.+T -linear resistivity, or a const.+ω-linear scattering rate at T = 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 g′, 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 T = 0 conductivity is trivially given by computing the
current-current correlation function (Fig. 1a of the main text)

1

N
Re[σv(ω)] =

Im[(fv(iω)− fv(0))iω→ω+i0+ ]

ω
,

fv(iω) = −v2
F kF

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ cos2 θ

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω + ω′)− vF k

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω)− vF k

,
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1

N
Re[σv(ω)] =

N v2
F

2Γ
. (S20)

Here, we have noted that kF is large, and therefore approximated vk = vF k̂.

The perturbative contribution to the conductivity from the momentum-independent Σg′(iω) in Fig. 1b of the
main text is also straightforwardly computed at small frequencies:

1

N
Re[σΣ,g′(ω)] =

Im[(fΣ,g′(iω)− fΣ,g′(0))iω→ω+i0+ ]

ω

fΣ,g′(iω) = −2v2
F kF

∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ cos2 θ

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω + ω′)− vF k

1
(
iΓ

2 sgn(ω′)− vF k
)2 Σg′(iω)

=
N 2v2

F g
′2ω2 ln

(
e3Λ4

c2dω
2

)

16πΓ2
,

1

N
Re[σΣ,g′(ω)] = −N

2v2
F g
′2|ω|

16Γ2
. (S21)

The perturbative correction to the real part of the conductivity in Fig. 1b of the main text from Σg(iω,k) may be
computed using (S15). The computation then parallels (S21), and we obtain

1

N
Re[σΣ,g(ω)] = −N v

2
F g

2|ω|
8πΓ3

. (S22)

If we use the momentum dependent form of Σg(iω,k) instead, i.e., (S18) and then numerically perform the k, ω′

integrals in the Kubo formula, we only obtain an analytic ∝ ω2 correction to the current correlation function
fΣ,g(iω) − fΣ,g(0), over the result utilizing (S15) for the same. Therefore, Im[(fΣ,g(iω) − fΣ,g(0))iω→ω+i0+ ] is not
corrected, and the dissipative part of the conductivity correction remains the same as given by (S22).

We now proceed to compute the vertex corrections to the conductivity. For the vertex corrections to the con-
ductivity, we note that the g′ 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

N
Re[σV,g(ω)] =

Im[(fV,g(iω)− fV,g(0))iω→ω+i0+ ]

ω

fV,g(iω) = −g2v2
F k

2
F

∫ ∞

−∞

dω1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω2

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ1 cos θ1

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ2 cos θ2

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk2

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω1)− vF k1

× 1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω1 + ω)− vF k1

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω2)− vF k2

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω2 + ω)− vF k2

× 1

(kF + k1)2 + (kF + k2)2 + cd|ω1 − ω2| − 2(kF + k1)(kF + k2) cos(θ1 − θ2)
. (S23)

The angular integrals can be computed first
∫ π

−π

dθ1 cos θ1

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ2 cos θ2

2π

1

(kF + k1)2 + (kF + k2)2 + cd|ω1 − ω2| − 2(kF + k1)(kF + k2) cos(θ1 − θ2)

=
1

2

∫ π

−π

dθ1

2π

cos θ1

(kF + k1)2 + (kF + k2)2 + cd|ω1 − ω2| − 2(kF + k1)(kF + k2) cos θ1

' 1

4kF
√

(k1 − k2)2 + cd|ω1 − ω2|
+ ... , (S24)
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where the ... corresponds to terms that are not singular as k1, ω1 → k2, ω2, and are also O(1/k2
F ) and smaller.

These terms may therefore be ignored just like they were in the computation of Σg(iω,k). Since only the singular
(as k, ω → 0) boson fluctuations contribute to the marginal Fermi liquid form of Σg(iω,k), these higher order non-
singular corrections will not give rise to any ω or T -linear transport scattering rates (instead contributing higher
powers of ω, T ), and are therefore of no interest to us. Because of the additional suppression of these non-singular
corrections by powers of 1/kF both here and in Σg(iω,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,g(iω) = −g
2v2
F kF
4

∫ ∞

−∞

dω1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω2

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk2

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω1 + ω2)− vF (k1 + k2)

× 1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω1 + ω2 + ω)− vF (k1 + k2)

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω2)− vF k2

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω2 + ω)− vF k2

1√
k2

1 + cd|ω1|
. (S25)

We now integrate over k2: this results in a complicated function of ω, ω1, ω2 that switches discontinuously between
different values depending on the signs of various linear combinations of ω, ω1, ω2. Nevertheless, it is then possible
to proceed by an additional step and and also integrate over ω2. This gives
∫ ∞

−∞

dω2

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk2

2π

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω1 + ω2)− vF (k1 + k2)

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω1 + ω2 + ω)− vF (k1 + k2)

× 1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω2)− vF k2

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω2 + ω)− vF k2

= Θ(|ω1| − |ω|)
iΓsgn(ω1)(|ω1| − 2|ω|) + vF k1|ω|

2πvFΓ(vF k1 − isgn(ω1)Γ)3
+ Θ(|ω| − |ω1|)

iΓsgn(ω1)(2|ω1| − |ω|) + vF k1|ω|
2πvFΓ(vF k1 − isgn(ω1)Γ)2(vF k1 + isgn(ω1)Γ)

,

(S26)

where Θ(...) 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 k1 integral, and then the ω1 integral with the physical UV frequency cutoff
of the z = 2 theory, ωUV ∼ Γ2/(v2

F cd), yields a contribution

1

N
Re[σV,g(ω)] = −N g

2c1
cdΓ

, (S27)

where c1 ∼ ln(ωUVv
2
F cd/Γ

2) is a positive O(1) number, whose precise value depends on the numerical constant of
proportionality between the physical UV frequency cutoff ωUV and Γ2/(v2

F cd). This contribution is not extensive
in the number of fermions in the system (i.e. not proportional to k2

F or v2
F ), and is thus only a small (suppressed

by 1/k2
F ) ω and T -independent correction to the static transport scattering rate Γ. We therefore ignore it.

The second term of the last line of (S26) is important. Inserting it into (S25) and performing the k1 and ω1

integrals yields the contribution

fV,g(iω)− fV,g(0) = −g
2vF kF
2πΓ

∫ |ω|

0

dω1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1

2π

(
Γ2(|ω| − 2ω1) + v2

F k
2
1|ω|

(Γ2 + v2
F k

2
1)2

+
2Γ2ω1

(Γ2 + v2
F k

2
1)2

)
1√

k2
1 + cd|ω1|

= −g
2vF kF
2π2Γ2

|ω|
∫ |ω|

0

dω1

2π

sec−1

(
vF
√
cd|ω1|
Γ

)

√
v2
F cd|ω1| − Γ2

= − N g2

2π2cdΓ2
|ω|
(

Γ ln

(
4Γ2

cdv2
F |ω|

)
+ 2i

√
Γ2 − cdv2

F |ω| sec−1

(
vF
√
cd|ω|

Γ

))

= −N v
2
F g

2

8π2Γ3
ω2 ln

(
16e2Γ4

v4
F c

2
dω

2

)
, |ω| → 0;
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1

N
Re[σV,g(ω)] =

N v2
F g

2|ω|
8πΓ3

. (S28)

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

NRe

[
1

σ(ω)

]
= NRe

[
1

σv(ω) + σΣ,g′(ω)

]

= NRe


 1

σv(ω)
(

1 +
σΣ,g′ (ω)

σv(ω)

)


 ' NRe

[
1

σv(ω)

]
−NRe

[
σΣ,g′(ω)

σ2
v(ω)

]
,

' 1

N v2
F

[
2Γ +

g′2|ω|
4

]
, (S29)

where we used σv(ω) = N v2
F /(2Γ−2iω), 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 Γ.

When T > 0, the z = 2 boson gains a thermal mass m2
b(T ) ∼ cdT ln ln(Γ2/(v2

F cdT ))/ ln(Γ2/(v2
F cdT )) [1, 3, 4],

with D(iω,q) = 1/(q2 + cd|ω| + m2
b(T )). Because m2

b(T ) is not � T ∼ |ω| ∼ q2/cd at low T , the low-frequency
and low-momentum boson fluctuations do not become any less singular when T > 0. Thus, the singular boson
fluctuations continue to induce only forward scattering of the fermions, whose contributions to the conductivity
continue to cancel between σΣ,g and σV,g, just like as demonstrated above. The finite temperature conductivity
and transport scattering rate are then also simply computed using Σg′ , which was also done in Refs. [1, 3]. This
gives a ∼ N g′2T ln ln(Γ2/(v2

F cdT )) correction to the static impurity transport scattering rate Γ [1, 3].

While the T -linear correction to the transport scattering rate arises only from Σg′ , both Σg and Σg′ 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 ∼ (a1g

2/Γ + a2N g′2) ln(Γ2/(v2
F cdT )), where the numbers a1,2 ∼ O(1) [1]. Then,

following the steps in Sec. VIII D of Ref. [1], we obtain the result for the constant of proportionality α between
1/τ∗tr and kBT/~ 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 kF is large. The other diagrams are the two rung g ladder, and additional insertions of the g and g′ 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 g′ 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 kF limit. We can express the sum of the two order g4 Aslamazov-Larkin
diagrams in this limit as

fAL,g(iω) = g4v2
F k

2
F

∫ ∞

−∞

dω1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω2

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω3

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ1 cos θ1

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ2

2π

∫ π

−π

dθ3 cos θ3

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

k2dk2

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk3

2π

1

k2
2 + cd|ω2 + ω

2 |
1

k2
2 + cd|ω2 − ω

2 |
1

iΓ
2 sgn

(
ω1 + ω

2

)
− vF k1

1

iΓ
2 sgn

(
ω1 − ω

2

)
− vF k1



10

× 1

iΓ
2 sgn

(
ω3 + ω

2

)
− vF k3

1

iΓ
2 sgn

(
ω3 − ω

2

)
− vF k3

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω1 − ω2)− vF k1 + vF k2 cos(θ1 − θ2)

×
(

1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω3 + ω2)− vF k3 − vF k2 cos(θ3 − θ2)

+
1

iΓ
2 sgn(ω3 − ω2)− vF k3 + vF k2 cos(θ3 − θ2)

)
. (S30)

We can then see that the quantity in brackets on the last line is odd under k3, ω3 → −k3,−ω3, whereas all the other
terms multiplying it are even under the same, which renders the whole integrand odd under k3, ω3 → −k3,−ω3.
Therefore the integral over k3, ω3 (and hence fAL,g(iω)) vanishes identically. In fact, this continues to occur when
the self-energies Σg,Σg′ and the bare iω 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 kF limit. The only non-zero contributions to the sum of the Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams comes from going
away from the large kF 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(N g4ω2/(Γ2k2

F )).

Finally, we consider the case of v = 0 but g, g′ 6= 0. In this case, the non-interacting conductivity (Fig. 1a of the
main text) is trivially given by

1

N
σ0(iω) =

N v2
F

2ω
. (S31)

The contributions of the momentum-independent Σg(iω,k) ' −icf sgn(ω)|ω|2/3 and Σg′(iω) (S19) to the conduc-
tivity within perturbation theory (i.e. Fig. 1b of the main text) are also straighforwardly computed as in (S21),
and are given by

1

N
σΣ,g′(iω) = −N

2v2
F g
′2

24πω
ln

(
e3Λ̃6

c2bω
2

)
,

1

N
σΣ,g(iω) ' −3N v2

F cF
5ω|ω|1/3 = − 3N vF g2

10π
√

3c
1/3
b ω|ω|1/3

.

As before, only vertex corrections with g vertices contribute in the large N limit. The contributions to σV,g(iω)

from the most singular boson fluctuations can be computed using the theory of antipodal patches described in Ref.
[1]. We then have

1

N
σV,g(iω) =

v2
F g

2

ω

∑

s=±

∫ ∞

−∞

dω1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω2

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1x

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk2x

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1y

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk2y

2π

|k1y − k2y|
|k1y − k2y|3 + cb|ω1 − ω2|

× 1

iω1 − svF k1x − κk
2
1y

2

1

i(ω1 + ω)− svF k1x − κk
2
1y

2

1

iω2 − svF k2x − κk
2
2y

2

1

i(ω2 + ω)− svF k2x − κk
2
2y

2

=
2g2

ω

∫ ∞

−∞

dω1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω2

2π

(
sgn(ω1 + ω)− sgn(ω1)

2ω

)(
sgn(ω2 + ω)− sgn(ω2)

2ω

)∫ ∞

−∞

dk1y

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk2y

2π

× |k1y − k2y|
|k1y − k2y|3 + cb|ω1 − ω2|

=
2g2Λy
ω

∫ ∞

−∞

dω1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dω2

2π

(
sgn(ω1 + ω)− sgn(ω1)

2ω

)(
sgn(ω2 + ω)− sgn(ω2)

2ω

)∫ ∞

−∞

dk1y

2π

|k1y|
|k1y|3 + cb|ω1 − ω2|

=
3Λyg

2

5
√

3π2c
1/3
b ω|ω|1/3

=
3N vF g2

10
√

3πc
1/3
b ω|ω|1/3

, Λy =

∫ ∞

−∞

dk2y

(2π)
=
πN vF

2
, (S32)



11

where we shifted k1y → k1y + k2y, and fixed the cutoff on the patch size Λy so that the correct non-interacting
conductivity (S31) is obtained from the theory of antipodal patches when v = g = g′ = 0. Therefore, we find that
the most singular contribution in σV,g(iω) cancels with σΣ,g(iω). Additionally, it can also be shown that within
the theory of antipodal patches, where σV,g(iω) 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 III.E.1 of
Ref. [2] is still valid when v = 0, g 6= 0, g′ 6= 0. It then follows from the analysis in Section III.E.1 of Ref. [2] that
the less singular contributions in σV,g(iω) arising from going beyond the theory of antipodal patches cancel with
the Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams exactly like they did when v = 0, g 6= 0, g′ = 0 in Section III.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 6= 0, g 6= 0, g′ 6= 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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