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Determinant Quantum Monte Carlo (DQMC) is a powerful numerical technique to study many-
body fermionic systems. In recent years, several classes of sign-free (SF) models have been discovered,
where the notorious sign problem can be circumvented. However, it is not clear what are the inherent
physical characteristics and limitations of SF models. In particular, which zero-temperature quantum
phases of matter are accessible within such models, and which are fundamentally inaccessible? Here,
we show that a model belonging to any of the known SF classes within DQMC cannot have a stable
Fermi liquid ground state in spatial dimension d ≥ 2, unless the anti-unitary symmetry that prevents
the sign problem is spontaneously broken (for which there are currently no known examples in SF
models). For SF models belonging to one of the symmetry classes (where the absence of the sign
problem follows from a combination of non-unitary symmetries of the fermionic action), any putative
Fermi liquid fixed point generically includes an attractive Cooper-like interaction that destabilizes
it. In the recently discovered lower-symmetry classes of SF models, the Fermi surface is generically
unstable even at the level of the quadratic action. Our results suggest a fundamental link between
Fermi liquids and the fermion sign problem. Interestingly, our results do not rule out a non-Fermi
liquid ground state with a Fermi surface in a sign-free model.

Introduction.— The importance of reliable and practical
simulations of strongly correlated fermionic systems can-
not be overstated. In recent decades, substantial progress
was made thanks to the development of the Determi-
nant Quantum Monte Carlo (DQMC) technique [1–6].
However, this technique is often hindered by the sign
problem [7, 8], associated with negative or complex am-
plitudes in the quantum partition sum. The sign problem
results in inefficient simulations, generally scaling expo-
nentially with system size and inverse temperature [6, 9]
(although interesting exceptions exist [10, 11]).

Interestingly, certain classes of fermionic models do not
suffer from the sign problem [12–18], and hence can be
solved at polynomial cost. In these models, the absence
of the sign problem is guaranteed by a combination of
symmetries of the fermionic action. Sign free (SF) models
were used to simulate a plethora of interesting phenomena,
including fermionic quantum criticality [19–25] and uncon-
ventional superconductivity [26–29]. These developments
raise the question of the physical properties and intrinsic
limitations of sign problem free models [11, 30–33]. In
particular, which quantum phases of matter can be ac-
cessed within SF models, and which are fundamentally
inaccessible?
In this work, we show that all the currently known

classes of sign problem free models within DQMC cannot
support a stable Fermi liquid (FL) ground state. This is
shown by demonstrating that any putative Fermi surface
in a SF model is generically unstable in the presence
of interactions at zero temperature. Depending on the
model, the instability may be towards a fully gapped
superconducting or density wave state, or towards a Dirac
semi-metal [34, 35].
It is important to note that we cannot rule out a fine-

tuned SF model with a Fermi surface (e.g., a model of
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Table I. The known sign-free (SF) classes (see text for a
detailed description), and the origin of the Fermi surface in-
stability in each class. In the symmetry classes (Symm. SF),
there is an interaction-induced instability of the Fermi surface
that opens a gap through spontaneous symmetry breaking.
In the lower-symmetry classes (lower-symm. SF), the Fermi
surface is not protected (in general) by symmetry, and a gap
generically opens even at the single-particle level.

Kramers’ class
𝑇1
−, 𝑇2

− = 0
Majorana class
𝑇1
−, 𝑇2

+ = 0

Symm. SF 𝑈(1) breaking ℤ2 breaking

Lower-symm. SF Single-particle gap Single-particle gap

non-interacting electrons). Our argument shows that in
such cases, the Fermi surface is unstable, in the sense
that a generic, arbitrarily small perturbation can destroy
it [36]. In addition, a non-FL state with a Fermi surface
(of the type that arises, e.g., at certain quantum critical
points) is not ruled out.

Our main findings are summarized in Table I. In the
symmetric SF classes [18] the SF property is guaranteed
by the combination of two anti-unitary time-reversal sym-
metries (TRSs) of the fermionic action matrix. A detailed
description of the different SF classes is given below. The
product of the two TRSs defines a unitary symmetry,
which is either a U(1) or a Z2 symmetry, depending on
the class. Interactions generically lead to spontaneous
breaking of the unitary symmetry, gapping out the Fermi
surface. There are many known examples of these phe-
nomena (see Suppl. Material [37]); our work shows that
these are general properties of SF models. There are
also lower-symmetry classes where the SF is due to less
strict conditions [15, 16]. We show that in these cases,
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generically, there is no FS even at the single-particle level,
since there is no symmetry to protect it. If a symmetry
that protects a FS is imposed, the FS is unstable in the
presence of interactions, as in the symmetric classes.
Sign-free DQMC.— DQMC is based on introducing a

bosonic field ϕ via a Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS) transfor-
mation, deriving an effective action for ϕ by integrating
out the fermions, and averaging stochastically over ϕ.
The field ϕ mediates the fermionic interaction [6]. Al-
ternatively, ϕ may represent a physical boson (such as a
phonon). A typical action has the form of S = SF+Sϕ+SInt

where SF is the non-interacting fermionic action, Sϕ is the
bosonic action, and SInt is a Yukawa-like interaction. We
assume that Sϕ ∈ R. Upon integrating out the fermions, an
effective bosonic action is obtained: S′ϕ = Sϕ + ln detMϕ,

whereMϕ is the (ϕ dependent) quadratic fermionic action
matrix, ψ̄Mϕψ = SInt + SF . The fermionic problem has
therefore been mapped to a classical statistical mechanical
problem in d + 1 dimensions for the field ϕ(r, τ).

However, it is not guaranteed that the statistical weights
in the partition sum can be treated as probabilities, since
they are not necessarily real and non-negative. This is
known as the sign problem. Models that satisfy S′ϕ ∈ R
(or equivalently detMϕ ≥ 0) for any configuration ϕ(r, τ)
are known as SF models.
A set of sufficient conditions is known to guarantee

the absence of the sign problem [18]. These conditions
are most conveniently stated using a Majorana repre-
sentation, writing the complex fermion field in terms
of two real (Majorana) fields: ψ = 1

2
(γ1 + iγ2). The

fermionic bilinear action takes the form γT M̃ϕγ where

γ = (γ1,1, ...γ1,N , ...γ2,N) (for N Dirac fermions) and M̃ϕ

is a 2N × 2N skew-symmetric matrix. In addition, a Ma-
jorana TRS, T , is defined as an anti-unitary operator that
satisfies [M̃ϕ, T ] = 0 for any ϕ(r, τ). In this framework,
one can distinguish between two fundamental SF classes:

• Kramers’ class: M̃ϕ has two mutually anti-
commuting TRSs, satisfying (T −1 )2 = (T −2 )2 = −1.
Since (iT1T2)2 = 1, models of this class have a

conserved U(1) charge, Q̂ = γT iT1T2γ. They can
therefore be represented by Dirac fermions with a
U(1) symmetry (γT M̃ϕγ → ψ̄Mϕψ). By Kramer’s
theorem, the eigenvalues of Mϕ come in complex
conjugate pairs.

• Majorana class: M̃ϕ has two mutually anti-
commuting TRSs, satisfying (T −1 )2 = −1, (T +2 )2 = 1.
Since U = T −1 T +2 is a Z2 unitary symmetry, M̃ϕ can
be brought to the block diagonal form

M̃ϕ = [
B 0
0 B∗

] (1)

in the eigenbasis of U . Integrating out the fermions
yields Pf(M̃ϕ) = Pf(B)Pf(B∗) ≥ 0 (where Pf(B)
is the Pfaffian of the skew-symmetric matrix B).
Models of this type may not have a U(1) symmetry,

but can still have a FS of the zero energy Bogoliubov-
like excitations, protected at the single-particle level
by the Z2 symmetry U .

The conditions above can be somewhat relaxed [15, 16].
In the so called lower-symmetry classes, we keep the
requirement [M̃ϕ, T

±
2 ] = 0, but the second condition be-

comes iK [T −1 , M̃ϕ] ≤ 0 (i.e, the left-hand side is a negative
semi-definite matrix), where K is complex conjugation.
As before {T1, T2} = 0. These requirements are sufficient
to guarantee detMϕ ≥ 0 [16]. The limiting case where

[M̃ϕ, T
−
1 ] = 0 corresponds to the symmetry classes dis-

cussed above. In case of a strict inequality, we have two
lower-symmetry SF classes: the Majorana class (T +2 ) and
the Kramers’ class (T −2 ).
Fermi surface instability.— We consider a general,

translationally invariant model in d ≥ 2 spatial dimension,
that belongs to one of the SF classes. The model includes
Majorana fermions interacting with a bosonic field via a
Yukawa coupling (note that any model of fermions with
a quartic interaction can be recast in this form via a
HS transformation). The lattice-scale, ultra-violet (UV)
action is given by

SUV =
ˆ

dk γα,k
(iωδα,α′ − hα,α′,k)

2
γα′,k + Sϕ + SInt, (2)

where α denotes a general fermionic flavor such as spin
or Majorana flavor (γ1,2), and summation over repeated
indices is assumed. We have defined γk ≡ γ−k, and used
the notation k = {iω,k}, where k is the spatial momentum.
Sϕ is a bosonic action, and SInt is given by

SInt =
ˆ

dkdk′
1

2
λνα,α′,k,k′ϕ

ν
k,k′γα,kγα,k′ . (3)

Here ν is the index of the auxiliary field and λ is the
coupling function (which depends on momenta, bosonic
index, and fermionic flavor). Note that the bosonic field
ϕν may also complex, but Sϕ ∈ R as the model is SF.
In addition, we assume that our action corresponds to a
physical Hamiltonian. I.e., Eq.(2) corresponds to a hermi-

tian Hamiltonian Ĥ(γ̂, ϕ̂, π̂), where ϕ̂, π̂ are canonically
conjugate operators.
We use proof by contradiction, assuming that the

ground state is a FL, and showing that the putative FL
phase is unstable. The proof proceeds in two steps: (1)
Obtaining the low-energy FL effective action, (2) Showing
that the SF requirement necessitates the existence of an
instability of the Fermi surface.
Step 1: We divide the fermionic modes into slow modes

residing within a thin shell of thickness 2Λ around the FS
(shaded region in Fig. 1), and fast modes residing outside
of the shell. The fast modes are integrated out, obtaining
the infra-red effective theory (SIR) close to the FS. Note
that SIR is still quadratic in the fermions at this stage, as
we do not integrate over ϕ at this stage [37].

The infra-red action is written as

SIR =
ˆ
∣ϵk,α∣<Λ

dk γα,k
(iω − hα,α′,k)

2
γα′,k + S′ϕ + S′Int (4)
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Figure 1. A schematic plot of the fast modes integration out for
a time-reversal symmetric model. The shaded region around
the Fermi surface (FS) represents the slow momenta while all
the rest of the Brillouin zone (fast modes) is integrated out.
In (a) it is shown for the simple case of circular FS, (b) is for
a generic case in which ϵk = ϵ−k.

with

S′Int =
ˆ

dkdk′ γα,kΣα,α′,k,k′(ϕ)γα′,k′ . (5)

Here, Σ(ϕ) is the fermionic self-energy obtained from
integrating out the fast modes, including all λ dependent
terms (we suppress the indices of ϕν for brevity). S′ϕ is
the renormalized bosonic action. More details concerning
the diagrammatic representation of Σ(ϕ) and S′ϕ can

be found in the SI [37]. Importantly, ϵk is the “true”
(renormalized) dispersion, given by the eigenvalues of
the matrix hα,α′,k + ⟨Σα,α′,k,k⟩S′

ϕ
(with ω = 0 within the

self-energy). Hence, the exact FS is given by ϵk = 0.
Next, we integrate out ϕ in order to obtain a purely

fermionic low-energy action. By our assumption, this ac-
tion has a FL form. We assume that we are not exactly at
a quantum critical point (QCP); at a QCP, singular inter-
actions between the low-energy fermions arise, violating
the FL assumption.

In the resulting fermionic action Seff(γ, γ), we are inter-
ested only in the quartic terms, as in a FL, higher order
terms are irrelevant in the renormalization group (RG)
sense [38, 39]. The quartic part of −Seff(γ, γ) is written
as

Γα,β,α′,β′

k1,k2,k′1,k
′

2
γα,k1

γβ,k2
γβ′,k′2γα′,k′1δ({k}), (6)

where δ({k}) = δk1+k2−k′1−k
′

2
, and we can neglect the de-

pendence of Γ on both frequency and the momentum
perpendicular to the FS, since both dependencies are ir-
relevant [38, 39]. Using the cumulant expansion, we can
express Γ as

Γα,β,α′,β′

k1,k2,k′1,k
′

2
= ⟨Σα,α′,k1,k′1

Σβ,β′,k2,k′2
⟩
S′
ϕ

(7)

− ⟨Σα,α′,k1,k′1
⟩
S′
ϕ

⟨Σβ,β′,k2,k′2
⟩
S′
ϕ

.

Note that, due to the SF property of the model, S′ϕ ∈
R(see [37]).
Step 2: We now perform a stability analysis of the

putative FL fixed point. The analysis follows closely the

standard RG procedure for interacting fermions [38]. In
the limit Λ→ 0, forward scattering processes are exactly
marginal. Since the model is SF, it has at least one TRS,
and hence ϵk = ϵ−k. Then, FS instabilities may arise in
the Cooper channel, corresponding to k1 = −k2, k′1 = −k′2.
To obtain a compact form of the RG equations, it is
convenient to define

Γ̃α,β,α′,β′

k,−k,k′,−k′ ≡
1

√
vkvk′

Γα,β,α′,β′

k,−k,k′,−k′ (8)

where vk = ∣∇kϵk∣. We treat Γ̃α,β,α′,β′

k,−k,k′,−k′ as a matrix Γ̃,

where the first (second) index corresponds to the set
{α,β, k} ({α′, β′, k′}), respectively. The hermiticity of

the effective FL Hamiltonian implies that the matrix Γ̃ is
hermitian.

The one-loop RG equations for Γ̃ take the simple form

dΓ̃

dl
= 1

4π
Γ̃2, (9)

where dl = −dΛ/Λ is the infinitesimal scaling factor. Diag-

onalizing Γ̃, we obtain a set of differential equations for
the eigenvalues (denoted by λi):

dλi
dl
= 1

4π
λ2i . (10)

A positive λi (corresponding to attraction in a certain
channel) grows under RG, destroying the FL. Thus, a
stable FL phase requires that λi < 0 for all i. Conversely,
if there is at least one positive eigenvalue, there is no FS
at T = 0. If λi ≤ 0 for all i, but there is at least one zero
eigenvalue, there can be a FS, but it is unstable to the
addition of an infinitesimal perturbation that makes one
of the eigenvalues positive. (The latter case corresponds,
e.g., to a non-interacting electron gas).
We now show that there exists a vector w⃗ for which

w⃗T Γ̃w⃗ ≥ 0, and hence Γ̃ has at least one non-negative
eigenvalue, and the FL phase cannot be stable. As men-
tioned above, the model has at least one TRS. We write
the corresponding TRS operator as T = OK, where O is
an orthogonal matrix (O is real since we are dealing with
Majorana fermions), and K denotes complex conjugation.
Under TRS, γα,k → Oαβγβ,−k. Setting wk,α,β = Oαβδk,k0

with an arbitrarily chosen k0, and using the identity

∑
α,α′

OαβΣ
α,α′

k0,k0
Oα′β′ = (Σβ,β′

−k0,−k0
)
∗

, (11)

which follows from the time-reversal invariance of the
fermionic action under T , we obtain

w⃗T Γ̃w⃗ = 1

vk0

∑
β,β′
[ ⟨∣Σβ,β′,−k0,−k0 ∣

2⟩
S′
ϕ

− ⟨Σβ,β′,−k0,−k0⟩S′
ϕ
⟨Σ∗β,β′,−k0,−k0

⟩
S′
ϕ

] ≥ 0. (12)

Thus, the putative FL phase is either intrinsically unstable,
or can be destabilized by adding an infinitesimal attractive
interaction. This is our main result.
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Figure 2. Schematic description of Cooper channel instability
in the sign-free classes. We demonstrate it for the simple case
of 2 flavors. (a) The time-reversal mapping between the two
bands. (b) The obtained nesting between the Fermi surfaces.

It is worth examining the key elements required for our
proof. In essence, the TRS (which all presently known
SF classes require) ensures that the FS has a Cooper-like
instability, with states at opposite momenta being degen-
erate (see Fig. 2). In addition, the SF property guarantees
that the effective interaction is attractive in some channel
(although it may be repulsive in other channels). There-
fore, the FS cannot be stable. It is natural to expect a
gapped, spontaneously broken ground state as a result.

We further stress that we cannot rule out the possibility
of a non-FL metal with a FS. We also do not rule out
a manifold of co-dimension d − 2 or lower of zero energy
excitations. SF models can have a stable Dirac semi-metal
ground state in d = 2 [35, 40–42], or a nodal line semimetal
in d ≥ 3.
Importantly, within our proof, we have implicitly as-

sumed that TRS is not broken spontaneously [43]. If such
spontaneous symmetry breaking had occurred, the FS
could be stable. Ref. [30] conjectured, and showed explic-
itly for some cases, that an anti-unitary symmetry cannot
be spontaneously broken in a bosonic SF model. We do
not know of cases where TRS is spontaneously broken
in a SF model containing fermions; whether such TRS
breaking is fundamentally possible remains to be seen.

The gapped phase.—While for all SF classes, the ground
state is not a stable FL, its exact nature is class and model-
dependent. However, in both symmetry classes, it is natu-
ral to expect that as a result of the FS instability, the uni-
tary T1T2 symmetry is spontaneously broken, and the FS
is gapped out. In Kramers’ class, this typically results in a
superconducting ground state, as γT iT1T2γ is the genera-
tor of a U(1) symmetry. The angular momentum of the or-
der parameter is model specific, and both s−wave [44–50]
and nodal or nodeless d−wave [26, 27, 29] superconductiv-
ity were found within SF DQMC. In the Majorana class,
T1T2 is a unitary Z2 symmetry. Its spontaneous breaking
results in a 2-fold degenerate ground state. In certain
physical realizations, the symmetry broken phase may cor-
respond to a charge ordered state [13, 15, 46, 49, 51, 52].
It is important to note that the spontaneous breaking

of T1T2 does not always occur; if the fermions form a band
insulator or a Dirac semi-metal, the symmetry unbroken
phase may extend down to T = 0. We provide detailed

examples of realizations in different symmetry SF classes
and their symmetry broken phases in [37].

In the lower-symmetry SF classes, as we only have a
single TRS and not a unitary symmetry, there is gener-
ically no FS already at the level of the quadratic (non-
interacting) part of the action. The single-particle Hamil-
tonian is analogous to a Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG)
Hamiltonian with TRS, where real off-diagonal pairing
terms are allowed. Consequently, the co-dimension of
the zero energy modes is at most d − 2 (see [37]). If we
add a symmetry (beyond those required by the SF prop-
erty) that protects the FS at the quadratic level (e.g., a
U(1) or Z2 symmetry), the FS is still generically unstable
in the presence of interactions, just as in the symmetry
classes. This is because our proof requires only a single
TRS, which is present in the lower-symmetry classes. We
summarize our conclusions for all currently known SF
classes in Table I.

Comment regarding the Kohn-Luttinger mechanism.–
We have shown that SF models cannot have a stable FL
ground state, due to TRS and the presence of attraction
in the Cooper channel. In this context, it is important to
address the question whether, conversely, non-SF models
with TRS can support a stable Fermi surface at T = 0. It
is well known that under a wide range of circumstances,
bare repulsive interactions can lead to superconductivity
at high angular momentum channel. This is the Kohn-
Luttinger (KL) mechanism [53].

In general, however, the KL mechanism relies on the
bare repulsion being short-ranged, i.e., exponentially de-
caying as a function of distance (see [37] for details). The
Fermi surface can be stabilized at T = 0 by adding a small
power-law repulsive interaction. In contrast, our proof
shows that in SF models, the Fermi surface is generically
unstable, even in the presence of arbitrary long-ranged
interactions.

Concluding remarks.– Our arguments apply to all SF
classes that are currently known within DQMC. How-
ever, these observations naturally lead to the stronger
conjecture that a stable FL phase cannot be realized in
any SF model. As new classes of SF models are found,
this conjecture will be put to the test. For example, there
are models [54] that do not have a known SF DQMC
formulation, but the sign problem can be solved in a
continuous time QMC [14, 55–57] (or the “fermion bag”
approach [58, 59]). None of these models have a FL
ground state, as far as we know; however, our proof does
not formally encompass these cases. In addition, we note
that it is possible to get stable metallic phases in “mixed
dimensioanlity” systems [60, 61], where the interaction
terms are sub-extensive. These lie beyond the scope of our
results since they are not fully translationally invariant.

Looking ahead, it should be straightforward to extend
our results to include quenched disorder. In this case,
we expect SF models to obey a version of Anderson’s
theorem [62], i.e., disorder that preserves the SF property
does not suppress the superconducting instability at the
mean-field level.
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Supplementary Information: Robust Fermi liquid instabilities in sign problem-free models

In this Supplementary Information, we provide a detailed explanation regarding some of the proof steps. In
addition, we provide examples for the different sign problem-free symmetry classes and elucidate more about the
lower-symmetry SF classes. Lastly, we discuss the value of our approach in the context of Kohn-Luttinger mechanism.

Appendix A: Examples for the symmetry sign-free classes

In this section, we briefly mention some familiar examples of SF models and their FL instability. We start with the
canonical example of Hubbard model as a representative model of Kramers’ class. Consider the Hamiltonian

Ĥ1 = −∑
i,j

∑
σ

(tijc†i,σcj,σ +H.c) +U∑
i∈Λ

c†i,↑c
†
i,↓ci,↓ci,↑. (A1)

The Hubbard model is known to be SF for attractive interaction (U < 0) at any chemical potential µ, and for repulsive
interaction (U > 0) if the lattice is bipartite and µ = 0. Performing HS transformation in the density channel for the

attractive case (see [12]) and using Majorna representation (c = γ1+iγ2

2
), we can easily find that T −1 = iσyτzK and

T −2 = iσyτxK are mutually anti-commuting TRSs. Here, σx,y,z act on the spin degree of freedom and τx,y,z acts in the
Majorana sector (γ1,2). The continuous U(1) global symmetry generated by T1T2 = τy is nothing but the conservation
of charge. As expected, the SF property (for µ ≠ 0) eventually leads to an emergent SC gap and breaking of the global
U(1) symmetry upon cooling.
In the repulsive case, decoupling again in the density channel, we find that T −1 = iσyηiK and T −2 = iσxτyηiK with

ηi = (−1)i such that i is even (odd) for sublattice A (sublattice B). In this case, the continuous global symmetry
T −1 T

−
2 = σzτy (which is the generator of spin rotations around ẑ) can be spontaneously broken in a Mott insulating

phase with antiferromagnetic order. Since the model has SU(2) symmetry, ground states that preserve this symmetry
also exist (recall that our proof does not imply that T1T2 must always be broken - but only that the FS is always
unstable).

We find a similar behavior also in the Majorana class. Let us consider the spinless t − V model:

Ĥ2 = −t ∑
⟨i,j⟩

(c†icj +H.c) + V ∑
⟨ij⟩

(n̂i −
1

2
)(n̂j −

1

2
) (A2)

on a bipartite lattice and with V > 0. Using the Majorana representation, we find that the TRSs are T −1 = iτyηiK and
T +2 = τxηiK, where τ acts on the Majorna sector and ηi is defined as before. Note that these symmetries are mutually
anti-commuting and that their product T1T2 = τz takes γ1 → γ1 and γ2 → −γ2. Physically, T1T2 interchanges particles
and holes. This particle-hole symmetry is spontaneously broken into a CDW phase that emerges at large V /t [13].

Appendix B: Technical details of the proof

Here we elaborate on various steps of the proof that require further explanation.

1. Integrating fast fermionic degrees of freedom

When integrating out the fast fermionic degrees of freedom γ> (whose momenta are outside the thin shell around
the FS), we need to consider two kinds of terms that are generated, corresponding to the diagrams shown in Fig. 3:

(a) The loop diagrams, which contribute to the effective bosonic action S′ϕ.

(b) The “comb” diagrams, which contribute to the self energy correction Σ(ϕ).

Note that Σ(ϕ) has only “comb” diagrams, since we do not integrate over the bosonic degrees of freedom. For the
same reason, no quartic fermionic terms are generated at this step.
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(𝑎) (𝑏)
Σ 𝜙 =S′𝜙=

𝛾> 𝛾> 𝛾>

𝛾>

𝛾>
𝛾>

𝛾>
𝛾>

𝛾>

𝛾< 𝛾<

= 𝜙

= 𝛾

Figure 3. An exemplar diagram for each kind of the terms that we generate when tracing out the fast modes in our UV model.
(a) The type of diagrams that contribute to the effective bosonic action S′ϕ (b) The correction for the self-energy Σ(ϕ). We
cannot generate higher-order fermionic terms, since we do not trace over bosons (no internal bosonic lines).

2. The Sign-free property in the low energy model

Let us consider the Majorana fermionic action matrix M̃ϕ in momentum space:

M̃ϕ = [
M< Mi

−MT
i M>

] , (B1)

where the blocks of M< and M> act on the slow and fast degrees of freedom, respectively (in general, these blocks do
not have the same size), and Mi (which originates from the interaction with the bosons) couples off-diagonal blocks.

Note that in the off-diagonal blocks, we have used the skew-symmetric property of M̃ϕ. When completing to square,
We find that

γ<M<γ< + γ>M>γ> + 2γ<Miγ> = (γ> + γ<MiM
−1
> )M>(γ> −M−1

> MT
i γ<) + γ<MiM

−1
> MT

i γ< + γ<M<γ<, (B2)

where, for simplicity, we do not display the momentum labels. After tracing out the fast modes, the effective bosonic
action is given by S′ϕ = Sϕ+ln detM>, and the remaining fermionic action is S′γ = γ>Meffγ>, whereMeff ≡M<+MiM

−1
> MT

i .

We now show that M> belongs to the same SF class as M̃ϕ (hence detM> ≥ 0 and S′ϕ ∈ R).

For all SF classes, there is one TRS (T −2 for Kramers classes, T +2 for Majorana classes) which satisfies [T ±2 , M̃(ϕ)] = 0,
and a second TRS, T −1 ( where {T −1 , T +2 } = 0), which satisfies iK [T −1 , M̃(ϕ)] ≤ 0. Denoting T −1 = OK, where O is the
orthogonal matrix O = diag(O<,O>), we find that

iK [T −, M̃(ϕ)] = i [O<M< −M
∗
<O< O<Mi −M∗

i O>
M †

i O< −O>MT
i O>M> −M∗

>O>
] ≤ 0 . (B3)

Note that the above inequality holds in particular for each of the diagonal blocks (this can easily be shown by using the
negative semi-definite property for an arbitrary vector whose non-zero entries are only in the fast or slow modes). Hence,

iK [O>K,M̃>] ≤ 0 and therefore M> is SF. In addition, since det M̃ϕ = detM> detMeff , it follows that detMeff ≥ 0 and
the remaining action is also SF, as expected. It is also important to note that T ±2 is a symmetry of the effective action,
as it does not mix slow and fast momenta.

Appendix C: Absence of Fermi surface in the lower-symmetry classes

In this section, we briefly explain why in the lower-symmetry SF classes, there is generically no Fermi surface (unless
additional symmetries, not related to the ones necessary for the SF property, are imposed). Intuitively, the low-energy
quadratic effective Hamiltonian resembles a Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamiltonian of a mean-field superconductor, in
which pairing terms are allowed. Time reversal symmetry guarantees that the gap function can be chosen to be real.
In this case, the Fermi surface is generically gapped, with the exception of possible nodal points in two dimensions (or
nodal lines in three dimensions).
To show this, we start by considering the Majorana lower-symmetry class. In this case there is only one TRS, T +2 ,

such that [T +2 , M̃ϕ] = 0. An additional anti-unitary operator T −1 anti-commutes with T +2 and fulfils the inequality

condition iK [T −1 , M̃ϕ] ≤ 0. We can construct a basis for M̃ϕ labelled by the eigenvalues ±1 of the parity operator,
T +1 T

−
2 . We choose S ≡ T +T − = σz. In this basis, the two TRS operators can be represented as T −1 = iσyK,T +2 = σxK.
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We now assume that there is a Fermi surface and study its stability. Following the steps leading to Eq. (4) in the
main text, we consider the quadratic part of the low-energy effective Hamiltonian, hk. This effective Hamiltonian must
anti-commute with T +2K = σx. Hence, each zero-energy eigenstate must be at least two-fold degenerate. Near such
a degeneracy point, hk ≈ akσy + bkσz, where ak and bk are real functions. Generically, the co-dimension of the zero
energy manifold is d − 2, since a degeneracy point requires ak = bk = 0. Hence, the Fermi surface is generically unstable.
Only Dirac point nodes in d = 2 (or line nodes in d = 3) are generically allowed.

The argument is similar for the Krammers’ lower-symmetry class. In this case, it can be shown that pairing terms
are allowed when there is only one TRS, T −2 (see [63] for more details) and we also get a Bogoliubov de-Gennes
Hamiltonian which is typically gapped.

Appendix D: Beyond Kohn-Luttinger superconductivity

The well-known work of Kohn and Luttinger (KL) [53] showed that even systems with bare repulsive interactions
can become superconducting at sufficiently low temperatures. Here, we recapitulate the KL mechanism, using a simple
model as an illustration. We show that the KL mechanism is not necessarily applicable when long-range interactions
are present, and in general, a stable Fermi surface may exist, even when time reversal symmetry is present. In contrast,
SF models cannot have stable Fermi surfaces either for short or long-range interactions.

We consider the following model in two spatial dimensions:

Ĥ = ∑
k,σ

ϵkc
†
k,σck,σ + ∑

k,k′,q

Uk,k′,qc
†
k′−q,↑c

†
k+q,↓ck,↓ck′,↑ (D1)

where the interaction is assumed to be short-ranged in real space, and therefore Uk,k′,q is a smooth function of its
arguments. For simplicity, we assume that the problem is rotationally symmetric. We correspond the interaction in the
Cooper channel, setting k = −k′. Because of rotational symmetry, Uk,−k,q depends only on the momentum transfer q
in the low energy limit, where we set ∣k∣ = ∣k′∣ = kF . We can therefore parameterize Uq by the relative angle θ between

k and k + q, such that ∣q∣ = 2kF sin θ
2
. The interaction is diagonal in the angular momentum basis. We denote the mth

Fourier component of the interaction by Ũm. Up to second order in the original interaction, the two-particle vertex in
the Cooper channel is given by

Ũeff,m = Ũm −
∣C ∣ν0Ũ2

π

m2
. (D2)

Here, ν0 is the density of states at the Fermi level, and C a number of order unity. The first term in the right-hand-side,
Ũm, decays exponentially with m if the original interaction is repulsive and short-ranged. On the other hand, the
second term is negative (attractive) in sign, and decays as 1/m2. This behavior originates from the Linhard function
of the Fermi gas at θ = π ( i.e, when q = 2kF sin θ

2
= 2kF ). A detailed derivation of this result appears in Ref. [64].

In particular, the coefficient C vanishes if the dispersion ϵk is parabolic, but is generically non-zero for a general
dispersion. It is thus clear that for large enough m, the power law term is dominant over the exponentially small term,
and the net interaction is attractive, leading to an instability towards superconductivity. This is the idea behind the
KL mechanism.

However, the above argument may fail if the bare interaction is long-ranged. Consider, for example, a Thomas-Fermi

screened Coulomb potential in d = 2. In this case, the potential takes the form of U(q) = 2πe2

∣q∣+2πe2ν0
, where e is the

electron charge. The singularity of U(q) at q = 0 leads to a power law decay Ũm ∼m−2 at large m. This is the same
power law as that of the second term in Eq. (D2); hence, in this case, there is no reason to assume that the attractive
becomes dominant, even at arbitrarily large m. Therefore, in this case, the KL mechanism does not necessarily lead
to superconductivity. In contrast, in a SF model, the effective interaction is always attractive in a certain channel,
irrespective of whether it is short or long ranged in space.

We note that the renormalization group (RG) treatment is not applicable in the case of long-range bare interaction.
In addition, Eq. (D2) cannot be rigorously derived from RG (since the 1/m2 dependence of the second term comes
from fermions that are arbitrarily close to the Fermi surface, and hence cannot be obtained by integrating out fermions
away from the Fermi surface). Nevertheless, we believe that our argument that adding a weak long-range interaction
can prevent the KL instability and stabilize the Fermi surface in a non-SF model is highly suggestive (though not
strictly rigorous).


