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In strongly correlated metals, long-range magnetic order is sometimes found only upon introduction of a
minute amount of disordered non-magnetic impurities to the unordered clean samples. To explain such anti-
intuitive behavior, we propose a scenario of inducing electronic (magnetic, orbital, or charge) order via chemical
disorder in systems with coexisting local moments and itinerant carriers. By disrupting the damaging long-range
quantum fluctuation originating from the itinerant carriers, the electronic order preferred by the local moment
can be re-established. We demonstrate this mechanism using a realistic spin-fermion model and show that
the magnetic order can indeed be recovered as a result of enhanced disorder once the length scale of phase
coherence of the itinerant carriers becomes shorter than a critical value. The proposed simple idea has a general
applicability to strongly correlated metals, and it showcases the rich physics resulting from interplay between
mechanisms of multiple length scales.

PACS numbers:

Typically, random disorder is expected to suppress long-
range orders in materials, especially those with a character-
istic length scale such as antiferromagnetic order, antiferro-
orbital order, or charge density order. This is in part because
of the damage to quantum phase coherence resulting from the
inhomogeneity in density, in addition to the direct disruption
of the preferred spatial periodicity of the long-range order.
Indeed, in dirtier samples with more impurities, one usually
observes weaker magnetic [1–4], superconducting [5–7] and
charge [8–11] orders. Correspondingly, one often intuitively
seeks cleaner and more uniform samples for stronger long-
range orders.

However, some exceptional cases exist in which long-range
order, for example magnetic order, can emerge from the in-
troduction of disorders, such as non-magnetic impurities. A
well-known example is the emergence of antiferromagnetic
(AFM) order in Sr2RuO4 [12–15] when a minute amount (∼
3%) of Ru4+ are substituted by non-magnetic Ti4+ ions. Sim-
ilarly, iron-based superconductor LaFePO also develops anti-
ferromagnetism upon As substitution of P [16–18]. The indi-
cations that AFM order could emerge from unordered systems
also have been found in hole-doped cuprates via Zn substitu-
tion of Cu, as measured by muon spin resonance (µSR) [19]
and neutron scattering experiments [20–22]. Such an anti-
intuitive behavior appears to contradict the above fundamen-
tal consideration of quantum phase coherence, and thus poses
a great challenge to our generic basic understanding.

Theoretically, in a strongly correlated and highly polariz-
able environment, it is natural to expect the development of
local effective moments around even non-magnetic impuri-
ties [23–25]. Such an effective moment surely would have
a large impact on the local correlation, such as modifying its
temporal fluctuation or inducing a spatial standing-wave pat-
tern through reflection against impurities [26–29]. Nonethe-

less, since these effects are primarily local in nature and cen-
tered around random location of the impurities, it is unlikely
that they can provide positive contributions to the formation
of long-range order, especially those with a characteristic spa-
tial period, such as an antiferromagnetic order. Therefore, a
generally applicable mechanism for the observed seemingly
anti-intuitive behavior is desperately needed for such a long-
standing puzzle.

Here, we propose a generic scenario of inducing electronic
order via a small amount of chemical disorder in strongly cor-
related metals. Accepting that most of unordered correlated
metals only fail to order due to the influence of itinerant car-
riers [3, 4], we suggest that chemical impurities can suppress
the damaging carrier-induced long-range quantum fluctuation
and in turn allow the local moments to order. We demonstrate
this generic mechanism using a realistic spin-fermion model
derived from FeSe as a prototypical case with a failed antifer-
romagnetic (AFM) order [4]. Using the linear response as a
measure of the stability of the AFM ordered state, we find that
with a stronger disorder the long-range magnetic order indeed
establishes. Further analysis indicates that the main physical
effect of impurity scattering is equivalent to shortening the
length scale of carrier-induced quantum fluctuation, such that
the correlation of local moments is no longer overwhelmed
at long range [4]. Our study demonstrates a typical example
of the rich interplay between mechanisms of multiple length
scales present in most strongly correlated metals, to which our
proposed simple idea can be applied in general.

Figure 1 illustrates our proposed scenario to resolve the
long-standing puzzle of electronic ordering upon the intro-
duction of chemical disorder in correlated metals. The key
theoretical question here is how disorder, a generic source of
incoherence, can induce a coherent long-range order. Our pro-
posal is based on a “failed order” scenario [4] in which the
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FIG. 1: Key question of the study: How can chemical disorder induce
electronic orders in materials? Our proposal: Charge disorder can
suppress the damaging long-range fluctuation of a failed order and in
turn allow the intrinsic electronic order to emerge.

long-range order preferred by the correlation between local
moments is disrupted by the long-range quantum fluctuation
induced by itinerant carriers [3]. Such quantum fluctuation
can be quite effective in general since in contrast to the ex-
ponential decay of the order-related correlation in three di-
mensions, the carrier-induced fluctuation has generic power-
law decay, due to the discontinuity at the Fermi surface of
the fermionic carriers [5–7]. We therefore propose that by re-
stricting the fluctuation to a short enough finite length scale,
the presence of disorder can play a positive role in promoting
the long-range order of the local moments.

Below we proceed to demonstrate this generic mechanism
using a realistic spin-fermion model. We first integrate out
the influence of the itinerant carriers to second order, which
associates their long-range fluctuation with the effective in-
teraction between the local moments. We then demonstrate
the system’s “failed order” nature using the linear response of
the ordered state as a measure of its instability. After that,
we simulate the disorder effect numerically and confirm the
establishment of long-range order. Finally, we analyze the
various emergent length scales in our result and provide an
intuitive microscopic picture for the leading physics.

As a generic example, consider a realistic spin-fermion
model consisting of coupled local moments affected by itiner-
ant carriers [2–4, 35, 37, 38]:

H = ∑
i6=i′

Jii′Si ·Si′

− JH ∑
imνν ′

Si · c†
imν

σνν ′cimν ′

+ ∑
j j′mm′ν

t jm j′m′c
†
jmν

c j′m′ν ,

(1)

where the local moments Si at site i and i′ couple via Jii′ such
that a magnetic stripe (π,0) order is preferred by the local
moments [4]. The non-trivial physics emerges when these lo-
cal moments couple ferromagnetically to the itinerant carriers
c†

imν
of orbital m and spin ν at the same site i via coupling

constant JH, where σνν ′ are the Pauli matrices. This is be-
cause the itinerant carriers can propagate between sites with
kinetic parameter t jn j′n′ and are thus able to mediate an effec-
tive long-range interaction [5–7] between the local moments
at longer time scale (or lower energy) relevant to the slower
spin dynamics. Note that we consider a general case in which
the fermion orbitals at sites j can reside at the same site i as
the local moments or those without (such as ligand sites).

This emergent interaction can be obtained by integrating
out the faster itinerant electron degrees of freedom. For
simplicity, we stick to the weak coupling regime where JH
can be considered a perturbation that renormalizes [2–4] the
linear spin-wave theory [39, 40] corresponding to the pre-
ferred long-range order. Represented in the second quantized
magnon creation operator a†

i associated with the Holstein-
Primakoff transformation [41], the resulting spin-wave Hamil-
tonian reads:

HSW = ∑
i

K̃ia
†
i ai

+
FM

∑
i6=i′

J̃ii′(a
†
i ai′ +aia

†
i′)+

AF

∑
i 6=i′′

J̃ii′′(a
†
i a†

i′′ +aiai′′),
(2)

where K̃i = 2∑
AF
i′′ J̃ii′′ − 2∑

FM
i′ J̃ii′ ensures the preservation of

the Goldstone mode of the ordered system. Here the sum-
mation is split into those between the parallel (FM) and anti-
parallel (AF) pairs of spins, with their coupling being renor-
malized by J̃ii′ = Jii′ +Aii′ and J̃ii′′ = Jii′′ +Bii′′ , respectively.
Represented in momentum q space,

A(q) =
J2

H
2S ∑

kll′

( fl(k)− fl′(k+q))(El(k)−El′(k+q))
(El(k)−El′(k+q))2 +δ 2

×
∣∣∣∣∑

m
U l′?

m↓(k+q)U l
m↑(k)

∣∣∣∣2 , and

B(q) =
J2

H
2S ∑

kll′

( fl(k)− fl′(k+q))(El(k)−El′(k+q))
(El(k)−El′(k+q))2 +δ 2

×∑
mm′

U l′?
m↓(k+q)U l

m↑(k)U
l?
m′↓(k)U

l′
m′↑(k+q),

(3)

where El(k) denotes the eigenvalues with momentum k and
band index l (that absorbs the spin index as well) and U l

mν(k)
denotes the eigenvectors in the basis of orbital m with spin
ν =↑ or ↓. fl(k) = 1

1+eβ (El (k)−µ) is the standard Fermi-Dirac
distribution function for a given chemical potential µ , and S
the effective magnitude of the local moments. The typical nu-
merical broadening of δ = 0+ is not necessary here since we
are only interested in the zero-frequency limit of the renor-
malization.

We now seek a “failed order” state as the unordered state
prior to the introduction of chemical disorder. It was recently
suggested [4] that the semi-metallic FeSe is such a failed or-
dered system whose AFM order only appears under exter-
nal pressure greater than 1GP when the carrier density de-
creases. In essence, the reduction of carrier density weakens
the carrier-induced long-range fluctuation and in turn allows
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FIG. 2: Emergence of long-range magnetic order via the introduction
of disorder to a failed ordered metal with large magnetic moments.
Magnetic susceptibility is shown here as a measure of the stability
of the preferred ordered state. (a) In the clean system (Wmax = 0)
imaginary (shown as negative) frequency appears near (π ,0) as mag-
nified in the inset, indicating the (π ,0) AFM order is unstable due
to carrier-induced fluctuation at long range beyond 2π/∆q. (b) In-
troduction of disorder with Wmax = 20meV weakens the fluctuation
(corresponding to a smaller ∆q), allowing the correlation to extend
to a longer 2π/∆q range. (c) By Wmax = 30meV, all excitations en-
ergies become positive (∆q = 0), indicating the correlation is now
long-range and the preferred (π ,0) magnetic order is a stable phase.
That is, the electronic long-range order is induced by the introduction
of chemical disorder.

the long-range AFM order of the local moments to emerge.
The fact that the failed order state can be overcome by mere
1GPa of pressure implies that the long-range fluctuation is
close to being overcome by the ordering, making it an ideal
model system for our demonstration. We thus take the pa-
rameters of Eq.(1) from the previous density-function based
study [4], which incorporates t jm j′m′ of five d-orbitals and
three p-orbitals, JH = 0.8 eV, S = 1.7, and J=19meV and
12meV for the nearest and next nearest neighbors, respec-
tively. A discrete 500× 500 momentum mesh and a 10meV
thermal broadening are used to ensure a good convergence.

Let’s first verify the “failed order” state prior to the intro-
duction of chemical disorder, by examining the stability of the
ordered state via its linear response. Figure 2(a) and its inset
show that in the absence of disorder, the obtained spin wave
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FIG. 3: An example of disorder configurations containing 1664 sites
with W (x) randomly sampled from a uniform distribution within
[0,Wmax]. The orientation of the periodicity of the disorder config-
uration (denoted by the stilted square) is randomly chosen for each
configuration so that the associated artifacts can be suppressed in the
ensemble average.

energy-momentum dispersion displays no positive-energy ex-
citation in the vicinity of (π ,0). Such lack of positive-energy
excitation in the linear response is a direct indication that
the assumed AFM ordered state is unstable, in this case due
to the carrier-induced long-range fluctuation that overwhelms
the correlation at length scale longer than 2π/∆q. In other
words, we have verified that our starting point is indeed a
failed order state, in which the local moments are unable to
establish long-range order even at the zero temperature limit.

We now proceed to include the effect of chemical disorder-
induced scattering on the itinerant carriers and investigate its
effect on the long-range order. Specifically, we aim to cal-
culate the linear response of the long-range ordered state by
ensemble-averaging over a large number of chemically disor-
dered configurations. It is well-established [5–7] that the main
effect of disorder on the magnetic quantum fluctuation of itin-
erant carriers is to introduce incoherent phase shifts along its
propagation without affecting its power-law spatial decaying
profile. We therefore approximate the incoherent phase shifts
in the fluctuation within each configuration according to [6]

J̃ii′ −→ J̃ii′ cosφii′ , (4)

where

φii′ =
2

h̄vF

∫ xi

xi′
dsW (x), (5)

accumulates phase shift from scattering against spatially ran-
dom potential W (x) along a straight path from position xi′ of
site i′ to position xi of site i. (see Supplementary [40] for
detail on discretization of the disorder strength and its path
integration.) The strength of the disorder potential W (x) is
randomly sampled from a uniform distribution between 0 and
Wmax. We apply Eq.(4) to disorder configurations with large
systems (typically containing around 1600 sites) of various
shapes and orientations in the simulation [42–45]. (See Fig. 3
for an example.) For each configuration containing different
phase shifted J̃ii′ for each pair of i and i′ (Eq. 5), the magnon
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FIG. 4: Magnon energy-momentum dispersion upon restricting the
length scale of carrier propagation via different scattering rate η .
With larger scattering rate (shorter length scale of coherent propa-
gation), the region with imaginary frequency and the associated ∆q
reduces. Correspondingly, the momentum, qχ , at which the energy
turns imaginary increases, indicating a longer 2π/∆q correlation re-
sulting from a shorter length scale 2π/qχ of the carriers’ damaging
fluctuation. By η >5meV, the excitation energy becomes fully posi-
tive, indicating the stability of the (π ,0) AFM ordered state.

spectral function is then calculated via numerical bosonic Bo-
goliubov diagonalization [1, 40] of HSW followed by the un-
folding procedure [47] before being averaged over the ensem-
ble.

Figure 2(b) and (c) gives the resulting magnon energy-
momentum dispersion under increasing disorder strength.
Since the main effect of disorder is through the phase shift
of the carrier-induced long-range fluctuation, the physical
broadening [42–45] in energy and momentum due to the lack
of translational symmetry is not apparent. Interestingly, at
Wmax = 20meV [panel (b)] the momentum region without pos-
itive frequency reduces to a smaller one, indicating an increase
of the length scale in which the ordering persists. Most im-
portantly, at Wmax = 30meV [panel (c)] the magnon spectrum
shows well-defined positive frequency in the entire momen-
tum space, indicating that the proposed stripe (π ,0) AFM or-
der is a stable state of the system! This confirms our proposal
(cf. Fig. 1) that by disturbing enough the carrier-induced long-
range fluctuation via (chemical) disorder scattering, a strong
electronic order can emerge from the previous failed order
state.

Figure.2 also shows a clear trend about the emergence of
long-range order. As the disorder increases, ∆q systematically
decreases, reflecting the fact that the correlation is able to ex-
tend to a longer length scale ∼ 2π/∆q. Associated with it
is the systematical reduction of the strength of the “negative”
frequency (representing imaginary frequency) associated with
the unstable magnon mode, indicating that the damaging long-
range fluctuation systematically becomes weaker. At the point
when the strength is no longer able to negate the magnon fre-
quency, ∆q becomes zero and the correlation can extend to the
system size and establish the long-range order.

To gain further microscopic insight on how disorder scat-
tering produces this unusual effect, notice that according to
Eq.(4), the main effect of the scattering is to induce a phase
shift proportional to the path integral. Therefore, one would
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light green region denotes the emergence of a stable (π ,0) AFM or-
dered phase.

expect the coherence of the renormalization of J̃ii′ to suffer
systematically at longer range. Particularly, beyond a charac-
teristic length scale that emerges when the random fluctuation
of the phase reaches the order of 2π , the power-law tail of the
carrier-induced fluctuation should no longer be effective.

To verify this simple intuition and to make a better con-
nection with the underlying carrier dynamics, we investigate
the effects of finite length scale of the carrier propagation on
their quantum fluctuation (without the above disorder-induced
phase shift) and in turn the influence on the magnon disper-
sion. This is easily implemented by imposing a finite one-
body scattering rate η in Eq.(3) via δ = 2η . Figure 4 sum-
marizes the resulting magnon dispersion for η = 1meV to
7meV. Indeed, the strength of the imaginary frequency be-
comes weaker systematically as the scattering rate increases,
and eventually all magnon frequency becomes positive at
η > 5meV, when the long-range order becomes a stable phase.
Notice that the momentum region without positive frequency
and its associated ∆q scale reduces systematically, just like
in the above cases with disorder. As expected, in the aspect
of allowing the correlation to grow in range and finally reach
a long-range order, a reduction in the length scale of carrier
propagation leads to a suppression of the long-range fluctua-
tion similar to that caused by the disorder.

Figure.5 provides a more quantitative comparison between
several relevant length scales in our results. First, notice
that in this length-scaled controlled picture, our results dis-
play a well-defined qχ at which the magnon dispersion starts
to become “negative”. It turns out that its corresponding
length scale, λ χ = 2π/qχ , follows perfectly the length scale
of the mean-free path ∝ vF/η ≡ l̃MFP. A similar consis-
tency is also found in the length scale of the variation of
the emerged long-range coupling [40], λ ∆J̃ , defined through
∂ J̃(r,η)

∂η

∣∣∣∣
r=λ ∆J̃

= 0. In essence, the limitation of the coherent

length scale of the carrier-induced fluctuation, either through
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its phase-disordering or via scattering of carrier propagation
itself, leads to a similar suppression of its effectiveness at long
range, thereby allowing the correlation to extend to a longer
range and eventually establish a long-range order (in the green
region in Fig.5).

While the above example concerns only the magnetic or-
der, the underlying principles are generic to almost all sym-
metry breaking ordering since they mostly make use of only
the general behavior of various mechanisms at long length
scale. For example, typical long-range order are driven by
short-range many-body couplings that produce non-local cor-
relation with a exponential decay at long range. On the other
hand, due to the discontinuity associated with the Fermi sur-
face, the fermionic carrier-induced fluctuations usually have a
long power-law tail that trumps the exponential decay of the
above correlation. This makes our proposed failed order more
common than one might realize. Indeed, in strongly correlated
materials one often finds a rapid demise of finite-momentum
long-range order upon enhancing metallicity, even though the
correlations remain very strong at short range. As long as the
damaging carrier-induced fluctuation only marginally over-
whelms the ordering, our proposed mechanism would apply.
By suppressing via chemical disorder the carriers’ ability to
coherently interfere with the ordering at long range, the sys-
tem has a chance to reveal its preferred long-range electronic
order, in magnetic, orbital, charge, or other channels.

In short, to resolve the long-standing puzzle of the emer-
gence of electronic order via the introduction of chemical dis-
order widely observed in strongly correlated metals, we pro-
pose a “failed order” scenario and verify it through a realistic
spin-fermion model and a stability analysis based on linear re-
sponse of the ordered state. In essence, we propose that many
of these strongly correlated metals are in a failed order state,
in which the preferred order of the local moments is over-
whelmed by carrier-induced long-range fluctuation. The main
effect of the chemical disorder is to efficiently reduce the co-
herent length scale of the damaging fluctuation and thereby
allow the intrinsic long-range electronic order to emerge. Our
study demonstrates a typical example of the rich interplay be-
tween mechanisms of multiple length scales present in most
strongly correlated metals, to which our proposed simple idea
can be applied in general.
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Supplementary materials: Chemical disorder induced electronic orders in correlated metals

Jinning Hou, Yuting Tan, and Wei Ku

This supplementary provides additional detailed information about our calculation that is based on well-established methods
in the literature.

LINEAR SPIN WAVE THEORY

The spin Hamiltonian only contains collinear local moments

H loc = ∑
i6= j

Ji jSi ·S j, (S1)

where the local moments Si at site i and i′ couple via Jii′ ferromagneticlly (Jii′ < 0) or antiferromagneticlly (Jii′ > 0). It is
convenient to transform the collinear spin operators from local frame to lab frame via a spin rotation

Sx
i = S̃x

i , Sy
i = κiS̃

y
i , Sz

i = κiS̃z
i , (S2)

where κi = eiQ·ri =±1. The spin operators also can be expresses using raising operator S̃+i and lowering operator S̃−i

S̃+i = S̃x
i + iS̃y

i , S̃−i = S̃x
i − iS̃y

i . (S3)

In such rotated frame, all local moments point towards the “up” direction. Using the lowest-order Holstein-Primakoff (HP)
transformation (S is the magnitude of spin in the following discussion)

S̃z
i = S−a†

i ai, S̃+i =
√

2Sai, S̃−i =
√

2Sa†
i , (S4)

we can obtain the quadratic linear spin-wave Hamiltonian with bosonic creation operator a†
i and annihilation operator ai from

local moments

H loc = ∑
i

Kia
†
i ai +

FM

∑
i6=i′

Jii′(a
†
i ai′ +aia

†
i′)+

AF

∑
i 6=i′′

Jii′′(a
†
i a†

i′′ +aiai′′), (S5)

where Ki = 2∑
AF
i′′ Jii′′ − 2∑

FM
i′ Jii′ ensures preservation of the Goldstone mode of the ordered system. Here the summation is

split into those between the parallel (FM) and anti-parallel (AF) pairs of spins. The bosonic operators satisfy the commutation
relations

[ai,a
†
i′ ] = δii′ , [a†

i ,a
†
i ] = [ai,ai′ ] = 0. (S6)

A simple one-band spin wave Hamiltonian represented in momentum q space is

H loc = ∑
q

JA(q)(a†
qaq +a−qa†

−q)+ JB(q)(a†
qa†
−q +aqa−q), (S7)

where JA(q) is the coefficient after Fourier transformation of a†
i ai′ (i = i′ or i 6= i′) and JB(q) is the coefficient after Fourier

transformation of a†
i a†

i′′ . The spin-wave dispersion is

ω(q) =
√
(JA(q))2− (JB(q))2. (S8)

BOGOLIUBOV DIAGONALIZATION OF GENERAL QUADRATIC BOSONIC HAMILTONIAN

If the spin system does not have a simple translational symmetry and is difficult to diagonalize by hand, we can use a general
method [S1] to diagonalize the quadratic bosonic Hamiltonian. Considering a general quadratic bosonic Hamiltonian

H = ∑
i j

ti ja
†
i a j + τi ja

†
i a†

j + τ
?
i jaia j, (S9)
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where ti j is the hopping parameter for a boson from index j to i and τi j is the parameter for creating two bosons with index i and
j. If Hamiltonian H is Hermitian, tk j = t?i j. τi j = τ ji here. We aim to get the diagonal Hamiltonian

H = ∑
i

εib
†
i bi, (S10)

where εi is the eigenvalues of index i and bosonic operators bi,b
†
i satisfy the commutation relations Eq.(S6). The new operators

are the linear combination of the previous operators

b†
i = ∑

j
a†

jT
N
ji +∑

j
a jT A

ji , bi = ∑
j

a jT N?
ji +∑

j
a†

jT
A?
ji , (S11)

where T N
ji and T A

ji are the eigenvectors. We can define a redundant and over complete basis:

A†
I =

{
a†

i ; I ∈U
ai(i = I−# of i) ; I ∈ D

, B†
I = ∑

J
A†

JTJI , (S12)

where U and D means the upper and down channel respectively. TJI is the matrix of eigenvectors

TJI −→
(

T N
ji T A?

ji
T A

ji T N?
ji

)
. (S13)

Since the bosonic satisfy the commutation relations Eq.(S6), there is

[BI ,B
†
J ] = cIδIJ ; where cI =

{
1 ; I ∈U
−1 ; I ∈ D . (S14)

Substituting Eq.(S12) into Eq.(S14), we can obtain the rule of orthonormalizing eigenvectors

∑
I′J′

[AI′ ,A
†
J′ ]T

?
I′ITJ′J = ∑

K
cKT ?

KITKJ = cIδIJ . (S15)

Using the commutation relations Eq.(S6), the result that the Hamiltonian Eq.(S9) commute with B†
I is

[H,B†
I ] = cIεIB

†
I = ∑

J
A†

JTJIcIεI . (S16)

Eq.(S16) can be expressed using Eq.(S12) as

∑
K
[H,A†

K ]TKI = ∑
k∈U

(
∑

j
t jka†

j +∑
j
(τ?k j + τ

?
jk)a j

)
TKI− ∑

k∈D

(
∑

j
tk ja j +∑

j
(τk j + τ jk)a

†
j

)
TKI . (S17)

Combinding Eq.(S16) and Eq.(S17), we find

TJIcIεI = ∑
K

MJKTKI ; where MJK =

(
t jk −2τ jk

2τ?jk −tk j

)
. (S18)

The matrix M is the non-Hermition matrix that we diagonalize and we can get the eigenvalues εI and corresponding eigenvectors.

INTEGRATING OUT THE CARRIERS

Here, we derive the effective linear spin-wave Hamiltonian via integrating out the influence of itinerant carriers [S2–S4]. In
general, the spin-fermion Hamiltonian contains local moments and itinerant carriers

H = H loc +H it +HH, (S19)

where H loc is the spin Hamiltonian of local moments, H it is the Hamiltonian of itinerant carriers and HH describes the coupling
between local moments and itinerant carriers. For simplicity, we use one-band linear spin-wave Hamiltonian Eq.(S7) and treat
the Hund’s coupling JH between the itinerant and local degrees of freedom JH

2S as perturbation (in unit of S2)

HH =−JH

2S ∑
imνν ′

Sic
†
imν

σνν ′cimν , (S20)
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where σνν ′ are the Pauli matrices and c†
imν

represents creating an itinerant carrier at site i of orbital m with spin ν . Applying a
canonical transformation to the Hamiltonian Eq.(S19)

e∆He−∆ = H +[∆,H]+
1
2
[∆, [∆,H]]+ . . . (S21)

results in the renormalized linear spin-wave Hamiltonian from its quadratic components

HSW = H loc+< (HH)2 +
1
2
[∆,(HH)(1)]>e= ∑

q
[J̃A(q)(a†

qaq +a−qa†
−q)+ J̃B(q)(a†

qa†
−q +a−qaq)] (S22)

up to the second order in 1/S, where

J̃A(q) = JA(q)+A(q), J̃B(q) = JB(q)+B(q), (S23)

and

A(q) =
J2

H
2S ∑

kll′

fl(k)− fl′(k+q)
El(k)−El′(k+q)

×
∣∣∣∣∑

m
U l′?

m↓(k+q)U l
m↑(k)

∣∣∣∣2 , and

B(q) =
J2

H
2S ∑

kll′

fl(k)− fl′(k+q)
El(k)−El′(k+q)

×∑
mm′

U l′?
m↓(k+q)U l

m↑(k)U
l?
m′↓(k)U

l′
m′↑(k+q),

(S24)

where El(k) denotes the eigenvalues with momentum k and band index l (that absorbs the spin index as well) and U l
mν(k) denotes

the eigenvectors in the basis of orbital m with spin ν =↑ or ↓. fl(k) = 1
1+eβ (El (k)−µ) is the standard Fermi-Dirac distribution

function for a given chemical potential µ , and S the effective magnitude of the local moments. Note that JA(q) contains the a
constant correction term JH

2S ∑kl fl(k)∑mν ν |U l
mν(k)|2 that is from the Hund’s coupling.

We also can get similar result using a dynamic method. Using the perturbation theory with Green’s function to integrate out
the carrier channel, we can obtain the susceptibility in real part (see Eq.(3) in manuscript)

A(q) =
J2

H
2S ∑

kll′

( fl(k)− fl′(k+q))(El(k)−El′(k+q))
(El(k)−El′(k+q))2 +(2η)2 ×

∣∣∣∣∑
m

U l′?
m↓(k+q)U l

m↑(k)
∣∣∣∣2 , and

B(q) =
J2

H
2S ∑

kll′

( fl(k)− fl′(k+q))(El(k)−El′(k+q))
(El(k)−El′(k+q))2 +(2η)2 ×∑

mm′
U l′?

m↓(k+q)U l
m↑(k)U

l?
m′↓(k)U

l′
m′↑(k+q),

(S25)

where the scattering rate η of the carrier-induced fluctuation is dominated by the disorder effect, and is therefore set 0+ in the
absence of disorder for a clearer comparison. Diagonalization of the spin-wave Hamiltonian gives the spin-wave dispersion

ω(q) =
√
(J̃A(q))2− (J̃B(q))2. (S26)

Using the renormalized linear spin wave Hamiltonian, we can obtain the renormalized Hamiltonian in real space in terms of
Eq.(S5) via Fourier transformation.

WEAK DISORDER ON THE EMERGED LONG-RANGE COUPLINGS

Our goal is to investigate the effect of weak charge disorder on the spin channel. It is well-known [S5–S7] that the main effect
of disorder-induced scattering on the magnetic quantum fluctuation of itinerant carriers is to introduce incoherent phase shifts
along its propagation without affecting its power-law spatial decaying profile. When the Fermi wavevector kF is well-defined,
the oscillations with weak non-magnetic disorders can be expressed as [S6] J(r)cos(2kF r+φr), where J(r) is the magnitude
with power-law decaying, r is the distance from site i to site i′ in real space. In discrete lattice, Eq.(S22) can be transformed
into Eq.(S5) via Fourier transformation, Jii′ cos(2kF(xi−xi′)). In realistic systems, however, the Fermi surface is typically not
perfectly nested and thus the oscillation in Jii′ is not with a fixed 2kF period, but instead it displays a rather complicated pattern.
We therefore approximate the disorder-induced phase shift via

J̃ii′ −→ J̃ii′ cosφii′ , (S27)
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FIG. S1: An example path integral of the disorder-dependent phase factor in a discrete 8×8 lattice from light yellow site (1,2) to dark yellow
site (4,4). Along the straight path, it would pass a set of squares with different depths of blue color which represent the strength of potential
energy W (xi).

where J̃ii′ contains the power-law decaying term and oscillating term. The disorder-dependent phase is

φii′ =
2

h̄vF

∫ x′i

xi

dsW (x), (S28)

where W (x) denotes the strength of the spatial disorder randomly sampled from a uniform distribution between 0 and Wmax and
the integration is along a straight path from position xi of site i to position x′i of site i′. Here vF is the Fermi velocity and h̄ is 1
in the atomic unit. Then we discretize the disorder-dependent phase factor from a continuum space to a discrete lattice.

An example of discretizing the phase factor is shown as Fig.S1. Every site at the lattice have different random potential energy
from zero to a maximum potential energy Wmax. We treat the potential energy Wxi dominating a square range around the site
xi. The total phase factor is the summation of Wxi × ds from xi to xi′ . ds is the length in the square range around the disorder
site. We generate random potential Wxi in lattice with different sizes and orientations in the range of (0,Wmax). Three kinds of
disorder configurations as examples as shown in Fig.S2. The Fermi velocity is estimated via the derivation of the Hamiltonian
along y direction around Fermi energy.

LENGTH SCALE OF VARIATION OF THE EMERGED LONG-RANGE COUPLING

We get the renormalized spin wave Hamiltonian by integrating out the itinerant carriers with different scattering rate η :

HSW = ∑
q

J̃A(q)(a†
qaq +a−qa†

−q)+ J̃B(q)(a†
qa†
−q +a−qaq). (S29)

The Hamiltonian in momentum space can be transformed into real space Eq.(S5) with long-range couplings. Since our system is
mainly unstable along qy−direction, we summate the contributions of J̃i j along x−direction and obtain the fluctuating decaying
couplings along y−direction at long distance.

Figure. S3 shows the renormalized spin-spin interaction J̃ at long distance with different η = 1meV and η = 7meV as example.
The coupling is suppressed at long range and enhanced at short range with increasing damping energy. Since lines with different

η would cross with each other, we define a distance λ ∆J̃ defined as ∂ J̃(r,η)
∂η

∣∣∣∣
r=λ ∆J̃

= 0 and estimate the range.
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FIG. S2: Examples of disorder configurations with the maximum value Wmax = 20meV in a 80×80 lattice. The black dotted squares show
disordered patterns which have different sizes and orientations.

        
 

 

10 20 30 40 50 60 70

0.4

0.0

ሚ 𝐽(
m

eV
)

1

7

𝜂(meV)

𝑟(𝑎0)

0.2

FIG. S3: Renormalized spin-spin interaction J̃ along y direction at the range from 10a0 to 70a0 with scattering rate 1meV and 7meV. J̃ is
oscillating decaying. The two different lines across at this range that shows the long-range coupling is suppressed when disorder is stronger.

∗ corresponding email: weiku@sjtu.edu.cn
[S1] C. Tsallis, Diagonalization methods for the general bilinear hamiltonian of an assembly of bosons, Journal of Mathematical Physics 19,

277 (1978).
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