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We propose a general mechanism to realize nematic superconductivity (SC) and reveal its exotic
vestigial phases in the quasi-crystal (QC). Starting from a Penrose Hubbard model, our microscopic
studies suggest that the Kohn-Luttinger mechanism driven SC in the QC is usually gapless due to
violation of Anderson’s theorem, rendering that both chiral and nematic SCs are common. The
nematic SC in the QC can support novel vestigial phases driven by pairing phase fluctuations above
its Tc. Our combined renormalization group and Monte-Carlo studies provide a phase diagram in
which, besides the conventional charge-4e SC, two critical vestigial phases emerge, i.e. the quasi-
nematic (Q-N) SC and Q-N metal. In the two Q-N phases, the discrete lattice rotation symmetry is
counter-intuitively “quasi-broken” with power-law decaying orientation correlations. They separate
the phase diagram into various phases connected via Brezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) transi-
tions. These remarkable critical vestigial phases, which resemble the intermediate BKT phase in the
q-state (q ≥ 5) clock model, are consequence of the five- (or higher-) fold anisotropy field brought
about by the unique QC symmetry, which are absent in conventional crystalline materials.

Introduction: The electron states in the quasicrys-
tal (QC) are attracting more and more attentions re-
cently [1–17]. Due to its special long-range order without
translation period, the QC can host such as five- or eight-
fold rotation symmetry forbidden in crystals. Various
correlated [18–29] and topological [30–44] electron states
have been revealed in the QC. Particularly, the discovery
of superconductivity (SC) in the Al-Zn-Mg QC [45] has
aroused many interests recently [46–59]. Theoretically,
the pairing symmetries in such QC as the 2D Penrose lat-
tice have been classified [3] according to the irreducible
representation (IRRP) of the D5 point group. Remark-
ably, the 2D IRRPs can lead to chiral SC hosting spon-
taneous bulk current, driven by repulsive interaction via
the Kohn-Luttinger (K-L) mechanism. Here we propose
that gapless nematic SC can also be a common pairing
phase in QCs. More interesting, partial melting of this
order can lead to two critical vestigial phases, i.e. the
quasi-nematic (Q-N) SC and Q-N metal, which are pro-
tected by the unique QC symmetry absent in crystals.

Generally in a pairing state belonging to the 2D IRRP
of the point group, the two basis gap functions can be
1 : i or 1 : r (r ∈ R) mixed. In crystals, the 1 : i mixing
is usually energetically favored as it generates a full pair-
ing gap [61]. However, the situation is distinct in QCs: It
has been shown that, the Anderson’s theorem [62], which
states that an electron state tends to pair with its time-
reversal partner, is violated in a K-L mechanism driven
pairing phase in a QC [3]. Here we show that the viola-
tion of this theorem usually leads to gapless SC, which
renders that both the chiral and nemtaic SCs are common
in QCs, and we further focus on the finite-temperature
vestigial phases [63–78] of the nematic SC.

The nematic SC [79–84] spontaneously breaks the
U(1)-gauge and lattice rotation symmetries. For the con-
tinuous U(1)-gauge symmetry, there exists a Brezinskii-

Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) transition temperature TBKT
below which the pairing correlation power-law decays.
For the discrete lattice-rotation symmetry, there usually
exists a second-order transition temperature Tnem be-
low which long-range nematic order developes. When
TBKT ̸= Tnem, two vestigial phases can emerge above Tc
of the nematic SC, i.e. the charge-4e SC or the nematic
metal [77, 78]. Here we demonstrate that for the nematic
SC on the Penrose lattice, there exists an intermediate-
temperature regime, wherein the discrete lattice-rotation
symmetry is counter-intuitively “quasi-broken”, leading
to extended critical vestigial phases with power-law de-
caying orientation correlations, dubbed as Q-N phases.

In this paper, we start from a Penrose Hubbard model.
Based on the K-L mechanism, our microscopic calcula-
tions suggest that the violation of Anderson’s theorem
usually leads to gapless SC with finite zero-energy density
of state (DOS). For the 2D IRRPs of D5, our combined
Ginzburg-Landau (G-L) analysis and microscopic energy
calculations can lead to either chiral or nematic SCs for
different parameters. We then study the vestigial phases
of the nematic SC driven by the phase fluctuations of the
two pairing components, via combined renormalization
group (RG) and Monte-Carlo (MC) approaches. In the
obtained phase diagram, besides the charge-4e SC, two
critical vestigial phases emerge, i.e. the Q-N SC and Q-N
metal (MT), which render that all phase transitions are
BKT like. The two remarkable critical phases, which re-
semble the intermediate BKT phase of the q-state (q ≥ 5)
clock model, are brought about by the five- (or higher-)
fold anisotropy field caused by the unique QC symmetry,
which are absent in crystals.

Model and Gapless Nematic SC: Let us consider
the following Hubbard model on the Penrose lattice,

H = −
∑

<i,j>σ

tc†iσcjσ + U
∑
i

ni↑ni↓ − µ
∑
i,σ

niσ, (1)

ar
X

iv
:2

40
1.

00
75

0v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  1

 J
an

 2
02

4



2

FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Schematic diagram of Penrose lat-
tice. The lattice sites at the center of the rhombuses are
marked by solid black circles. NN bonding is marked by solid
gray lines. (b) Contour plots of relative |∆mn|, for a singlet
px-wave pairing for δ = 0.49 and U/WD = 0.5. (c) Ground
state energy E as function of the global magnitude |∆| for
the pairing with 1 : r (bule, minimized for r) and 1 : i (red)
mixing of the two degenerate basis functions. The energy E
is in unit of t in (b-c). (d) STM dI/dV of a typical site for the
nematic SC (bule), chiral SC(red) and normal state(black).

where ciσ annihilates an electron at site i with spin σ,
niσ is the electron-number operator, and µ denotes the
chemical potential. Here the lattice sites are defined as
the centers of the rhombuses on the Penrose tiling, as
marked by the black solid circles in Fig. 1(a). We de-
fine two rhombuses sharing an edge as nearest neigh-
bor (NN) [85, 86], and only consider hoppings along the
NN bonds, as marked by the solid lines in Fig. 1(a).
The tight-binding part of Eq. (A1) is diagonalized as
HTB =

∑
mσ ϵ̃mc

†
mσcmσ, with cmσ =

∑
i ξi,mciσ. Here

m labels a single-particle eigen state with eigen-energy
ϵ̃m = ϵm − µ and eigenstate ξi,m. The total band width
is WD ≈ 8t. We adopt U = 0.5WD in our calculations.

The Cooper pairing in this system can be driven by
the K-L mechanism [87, 88], generalized to the cases in
the QC [3]. In this mechanism, two electrons near the
Fermi level can gain effective attraction through exchang-
ing particle-hole excitations in several second-order per-
turbative processes. Then a BCS mean-field (MF) treat-
ment on the obtained effective Hamiltonian provides the
self-consistent gap equation, which after linearized near
Tc takes the form of an eigenvalue problem of the interac-
tion matrix. The Tc is given by the temperature at which
the largest eigenvalue of this matrix attains one, and the

pairing symmetry, classified according to the IRRPs of
D5, is determined by the corresponding eigenvector. See
the Supplementary Materials (SM) [89] for details.

In Fig. 1(b), we show distribution of the amplitude
|∆mn| (∆mn ∈ R ) of a typical singlet px-wave pairing
gap function between the statesm and n (labeled by their
energies) near the Fermi level, obtained at the filling δ =
0.49. That of the py- symmetry in the same 2D (px, py)
IRRP is given in the SM [89]. Fig. 1(b) displays that for
each m, there is no unique n rendering |∆mn| dominates
that of any other n, violating Anderson’s theorem. The
BCS-MF Hamiltonian for this pairing state reads

HBCS-MF =
∑
mσ

ϵ̃mc
†
mσcmσ

+
∑
m,n

(
c†m↑c

†
n↓ − c†m↓c

†
n↑

)
∆mn + h.c. (2)

If ∆mn = ∆mδmn, Eq. (2) is diagonalized to yield the
Bogoliubov quasi-particle dispersion Em =

√
ϵ̃2m +∆2

m,
under which the condition Em = 0 leads to two combined
equations: ϵ̃m = 0;∆m = 0. In 2D at thermal-dynamic
limit, the two equations lead to at most isolate solutions
form, corresponding to point gap nodes or full gap. How-
ever, due to violation of Anderson’s theorem here, Em no
longer takes this simple analytical form. Consequently,
Em = 0 only provides one equation, which in 2D usually
leads to an O(L) (L: lattice size) number of m, forming
a gapless SC carrying finite zero-energy DOS.

The mixing ratio between the two basis gap functions
of a 2D IRRP, e.g. (∆px

,∆py
), is analyzed via the G-L

theory given in the SM [89]. For convenience, we rotate
the bases as ∆± = ∆px

± i∆py
. The transformation of

∆± under the C1
5 rotation is P̂ 2π

5
∆±(r) = e±2iπ/5∆±(r).

Under the mirror reflection, ∆± mutually exchange. The
mixed gap function is ∆ = ψ+∆+ + ψ−∆−. Fixing ∆±,
the G-L free energy F = F (ψ+, ψ−) can only take the
following D5 ⊗ U(1)-gauge symmetry-allowed form [89]

F (ψ+, ψ−) = α(|ψ+|2 + |ψ−|2) + β(|ψ+|4 + |ψ−|4)
+γ|ψ+|2|ψ−|2 +O(ψ6

±) (3)

If γ > 2β, F is minimized at ψ+ = 0 or ψ− = 0, leading
to a chiral SC wherein ∆px and ∆py are 1 : i mixed; if
γ < 2β, F is minimized at |ψ+|/|ψ−| = 1, leading to a
nematic SC wherein ∆px

and ∆py
are 1 : r mixed (r ∈ R).

To determine the realized ground state, we calculate
the energy E as function of the global amplitude ∆ for
the 1 : r (minimized for r) and 1 : i mixing cases. As
shown in Fig. 1(c), the energy of the 1 : r mixing is lower,
suggesting a nematic SC ground state. This result seems
conflicting with the intuition that the chiral SC is usu-
ally energetically favored due to opening of a full pairing
gap [61]. This counter-intuitive result can be explained
by Fig. 1(d) which displays the local DOS detected by the
STM dI/dV curve for a typical site (that for more sites
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are given in the SM [89]). Fig. 1(d) shows that both the
chiral and nematic SCs are gapless. Therefore in QCs,
the chiral SC loses its advantage in energy, rendering that
the nematic SC is also common. Note that chiral SC is
also possible in this system, see the case at δ = 0.51 [89].
The gapless SC resembles the standard Fermi liquid in
nature of elementary excitations, reflected in such quanti-
ties as the linearly temperature-dependent specific heat
and saturate Knight-shift when T → 0. However, this
state carries nonzero superfluid density. See the SM [89].

Phase Diagram and Vestigial Phases: Above
the Tc of nematic SC, nontrivial vestigial phases can
be driven by the phase fluctuations of its two pairing
components [77, 78]. Under thermal fluctuations, the
global amplitudes ψ± appearing in Eq. (3) become func-
tions of the coarse-grained position r. Despite lack of
translation period, the QC is uniform in the long-wave
limit [40, 90]. Therefore, ψ±(r) is smooth function of
r. Focusing on low-energy phase fluctuations, we set
ψ±(r) = ψ0e

iθ±(r), with the constant ψ0 > 0 and pairing
phases θ±(r) ∈ (0, 2π). To include dependence on θ±(r),
the free energy functional F is expanded to O(ψ10

± ) as [89]

F (10) (ψ+, ψ−) = −A0

(
ψ5
+ψ

5∗
− + c.c.

)
+O

(
ψ12

)
. (4)

Let’s introduce the global and relative phase fields θ and
ϕ through θ± (r) = θ (r) ± ϕ (r). Physically, ordering of
the θ field breaks the U(1)-gauge symmetry and repre-
sents for SC, while ordering of the ϕ field breaks the ro-
tation symmetry and indicates the nematic order. When
dependence on ▽θ and ▽ϕ is included [77], the low-energy
classical Hamiltonian is given as,

H =

ˆ
d2r

(ρ
2
|▽θ|2 + κ

2
|▽ϕ|2 −A cos 10ϕ

)
. (5)

Here ρ/κ are stiffness parameters, and A = 2A0ψ
10
0 .

Eq. (5) shows that, while the Hamiltonian for the θ
field describes a continuous-space pure XY model, that
for the ϕ field describes a continuous-space XY model
subject to a q-fold (q = 5) anisotropy field, resem-
bling the q-state clock model in symmetry. Note that
(θ (r) , ϕ (r)+π) and (θ (r) , ϕ (r)) describe gauge equiva-
lent states as their corresponding physical (θ+ (r) , θ− (r))
configurations are only globally different by a constant
π [91]. Therefore, the seeming ten saddle points for the
ϕ field in Eq. (5) actually represent for five ones, causing
the five-fold anisotropy. In (5), the θ and ϕ fields are sub-
ject to the constraint that both fields should host integer
or half-integer vortices simultaneously [63–66].

We employ the RG approach to study the model (5),
and map it to a dual two-component Sine-Gordon model
described by the following action [77],

SSG =

ˆ
d2x

(
T

2ρ

∣∣∣▽θ̃∣∣∣2 + T

2κ

∣∣∣▽ϕ̃∣∣∣2 − g10 cos 10ϕ− g2,0

× cos 2πθ̃ − g0,2 cos 2πϕ̃− g1,1 cosπθ̃ cosπϕ̃
)
, (6)

TABLE I. Correspondence between RG fixed points and
phases. The new abbreviations denote: MT (normal metal),
4e-SC(charge-4e SC), N-SC (nematic SC).

g2,0 ∞ 0 ∞ 0 0

g0,2 ∞ ∞ 0 0 0

g1,1 ∞ 0 0 0 0

g10 0 0 0 0 ∞

phase MT 4e-SC Q-N MT Q-N SC N-SC

where θ̃/ϕ̃ are dual vortex fields of θ/ϕ. Here g2,0/g0,2
are fugacities for integer θ̃/ϕ̃ vortices while g1,1 is the
fugacity for half ϕ-half θ vortices, and g10 ∝ A is the
anisotropy parameter. While details of the RG approach
including the one-loop RG flow equation are provided in
the SM [89], the correspondence between the available
fixed points and the phases are illustrated in Tab. II.

The RG phase diagram is shown in Fig. 2(a), which is
topologically insensitive to the initial values of the cou-
pling parameters [89]. When T → 0, all fugacities are
irrelevant while g10 is relevant, forming the nematic SC
(N-SC). When T arises, the system first enters the Q-N
SC when g10 becomes irrelevant. When T further en-
hances, if κ << ρ, the Q-N SC turns into the charge-4e
SC (4e-SC) once g0,2 gets relevant rendering proliferation
of the ϕ vortices; if κ >> ρ, the Q-N SC turns into the
Q-N MT once g2,0 gets relevant rendering proliferation of
the θ vortices. When T is high enough, the normal MT is
achieved for whatever κ/ρ. If κ ≈ ρ, when T arises, the
Q-N SC directly turns into the MT once g1,1 gets relevant
rendering proliferation of the half ϕ-half θ vortices.

Quasi-Nematic Phases: Two new phases absent in
previous studies [77, 78] emerge in the phase diagram
Fig. 2(a) and Tab. II: the Q-N SC and Q-N MT. These
two Q-N phases are realized when the fugacity g0,2 is ir-
relevant so that no free ϕ-vortex is excited, but the 5-fold
anisotropy parameter g10 for the ϕ-field is irrelevant. To
further study the nature of the two new phases and their
phase transitions, we perform a MC study [89] on a dis-
cretized version of the continuous Hamiltonian (5). The
obtained specific heat, superfluid density, susceptibilities,
Binder cumulants and correlation functions [89] com-
binedly provide the phase diagram shown in Fig. 2(b),
which is topologically consistent with Fig. 2(a).

Taking three typical κ/ρ = 0.3, 1, 2.2 marked in
Fig. 2(b) , we display the temperature T/ρ dependence
of the specific heat Cv and the ϕ-field susceptibility χϕ

on different lattice sizes (L = 40, 60, 80) in Fig. 2(c-e)
and (f-h), respectively. The grey dashed lines in (c-h)
mark the phase transitions. For Cv (c-e), the phase tran-
sitions either showcase as broad humps or are featureless,
which are insensitive to L, implying that no singularity
will emerge upon L→ ∞, suggesting that all the transi-
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Phase diagrams provided by (a) the
RG- and (b) the MC- studies. The initial values of the cou-
pling parameters for obtaining (a) are g2,0 = g0,2 = 0.1,
g1,1 = 0.01, g10 = 0.001 and for (b) are A = 0.025ρ. The
white dashed lines in (b) represent κ/ρ = 0.3, 1, 2.2, respec-
tively. (c-e) Specific heat Cv and (f-h) the ϕ-field suscepti-
bility χϕ as function of temperature T/ρ on different lattice
sizes (L = 40, 60, 80) for κ/ρ = 0.3 in (c) and (f), κ/ρ = 1 in
(d) and (g), and κ/ρ = 2.2 in (e) and (h). The grey dashed
lines in (c)-(h) mark the phase transitions.

tions are BKT-like. While it’s known that the supercon-
ducting transition in 2D is BKT-like, here it’s remark-
able that the phase transitions related to the breaking of
the discrete lattice-rotation symmetry are also BKT-like.
This point is related to the T/ρ dependence of χϕ (f-h):
While it is finite and small in the low-T nematic phase
(N-SC) and high-T non-nematic phases (4e-SC and MT),
it strongly depends on L and diverges upon L → ∞ in
the intermediate-T Q-N phases (Q-N SC and Q-N MT)
resembling the divergence of χθ in the superconducting
phases [89], suggesting that the Q-N phases are BKT-
like extended critical phases for the ϕ-field. The transi-
tions from the Q-N phases to the nematic or non-nematic
phases are BKT-like.

The nature of the two Q-N phases is reflected in the
correlation functions ηθ(∆r) ≡ 1

N

∑
r

〈
ei[θ(r)−θ(r+∆r)]

〉
and ηϕ defined similarly. Fig. 3(a) and (b) show ∆r
(≡ |∆r|)-dependence of ηϕ and ηθ for the typical point B
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The correlation function ηϕ/θ for (a)
and (b) for the point B (κ = 0.1ρ, T = 0.2ρ), for (c) and (d)
for the point C (κ = 2.2ρ, T = 0.5ρ) marked in Fig. 2(b).
Insets of (a-c) the log-log plot, and (d) only the y- axis is
logarithmic. The ηϕ/θ for A, D, E are given in the SM [89].

marked in Fig. 2(b). Obviously, both ηθ and ηϕ power-
law decay with ∆r, reflecting the Q-N SC. Fig. 3(c) and
(d) are for the typical point C marked in Fig. 2(b): While
ηθ decays exponentially with ∆r, ηϕ power-law decays
with ∆r, reflecting the Q-N MT. The common feature for
the two Q-N phases is power-law decaying of ηϕ ∼ ∆r,
indicating the quasi-long-range order of the ϕ field, sug-
gesting that the discrete lattice-rotation symmetry has
been remarkably “quasi-broken”.

Discussion and Conclusion: The counterintuitive
Q-N phases obtained here bear resemblance to the in-
termediate BKT phase in the 2D q-state clock model
for q ≥ 5 [92–98], which also exhibits power-law decay-
ing correlation and BKT transitions to adjacent phases.
Such intriguing phase fluctuation driven Q-N phases can
only emerge on QCs: As derived in the SM [89], for a D2n

(D2n+1) symmetric lattice, the anisotropy-field Hamilto-
nian for the ϕ field is −A cos (2nϕ) (−A cos [2(2n+ 1)ϕ]),
leading to the n (2n+ 1) fold anisotropy, resembling the
n (2n+1)-state clock model in symmetry. Consequently,
only the D5, D7 or Dn(n ≥ 9) lattices can host the Q-N
phases, which can only be realized on QCs.

In conclusion, the SC driven by K-L mechanism in the
QC violates Anderson’s theorem, allowing the ground
state to be either chiral or nematic SC. We have fur-
ther investigated the vestigial phases of this nematic SC
by combined RG and MC methods. Our results suggest
the emergence of the remarkable Q-N SC and Q-N MT
phases, supported by the unique QC symmetry.
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Appendix A: Microscopic Calculations Based on Kohn-Luttinger Mechanism

The microscopic calculations start from the standard repulsive Hubbard model on the Penrose lattice. The Cooper
pairing can be driven by the K-L mechanism [1, 2], generalized to the cases on the QC [3]. In K-L mechanism, two
electrons near the Fermi level can gain effective attraction through exchanging particle-hole excitations in several
second-order perturbative processes, from which we obtain the effective interaction Hamiltonian as

Heff = −
∑

<i,j>σ

tc†iσcjσ + U
∑
i

ni↑ni↓ − µ
∑
i,σ

niσ − (U2/2)
∑
ijσσ′

χijc
†
iσciσ′c†jσ′cjσ, (A1)

where ciσ annihilates an electron at site i with spin σ, niσ is the electron-number operator, and µ denotes the chemical
potential. χij is the susceptibility, defined as

χij =
∑
mn

ξi,mξj,mξi,nξj,n
nF (ϵ̃m)− nF (ϵ̃n)

ϵ̃n − ϵ̃m
(A2)

Here m labels a single-particle eigen state with eigen-energy ϵ̃m = ϵm − µ and eigenstate ξi,m, and nF is Fermi-Dirac
function. Then a BCS mean-field (MF) treatment on the obtained effective Hamiltonian provides the self-consistent
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gap equation, which after linearized near Tc becomes the following eigenvalue problem of the interaction matrix F (s/t),

∑
m′n′

F
(s/t)
mn,m′n′∆̃m′n′ = ∆̃mn (A3)

where m,n,m′, n′ are the state indices and s/t labels spin singlet/triplet state. See Ref[3] for the F (s/t) matrix. We
just consider the Cooper pairings ∆mn near the Fermi surface while m,n-states belong a narrow energy shell near
the Fermi level. The Tc is given by the temperature at which the largest eigenvalue of F matrix attains one, and the
pairing symmetry is determined by the corresponding eigenvector. The possible pairing symmetries can be classified
according to the IRRPs of the D5 point group, including 1D and 2D IRRPs. Note that the spin statistic and pairing
symmetry are independent, i.e. each IRRP can be either spin-singlet or spin-triplet pairing. See Ref[3] for more
details.

In the rest of this section, we present more calculation results. In subsection A, we present the distribution of the
py-wave and s-wave gap functions near the Fermi level in state space. In subsection B, we present the results of some
experiment quantities, including STM, specific heat, NMR Knight-shift and superfluid density, for the gapless SC
obtained in our work. In subsection C, we present the results that the ground state for another filling δ = 0.51 is
gapless chiral SC.

1. Typical Gap Functions

In Fig. 4, as supplement to the Fig.1(b) in main text, we show distribution of the amplitude |∆mn| (∆mn ∈ R ) of
a typical singlet py and s-wave pairing gap function between the states m and n (labeled by their energies) near the
Fermi level, obtained at the filling δ = 0.49. For each m, there is no unique n rendering |∆mn| dominates that of any
other n, violating Anderson’s theorem.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Contour plots of relative |∆mn|, for a singlet py-wave(a) and s-wave(b) state for δ = 0.49 and U/WD = 0.5.
The state m,n are labeled by their energies E in unit of t.
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2. Experiment Quantities

In order to investigate the superconducting properties in QCs, we express the B-dG (Bogoliubov-de Gennes) Hamil-
tonian matrix in the state space,

HBCS-MF =

Nc∑
m=1,σ

ε̃mc
†
mσcmσ +

Nc∑
mn=1

(
c†m↑c

†
n↓ − c†m↓c

†
n↑

)
∆mn + h.c.

=
(
c†m↑ cm↓

) ε̃ ∆

∆† −ε̃

 ĉm↑

ĉ†m↓


= X†HBdGX =

2Nc∑
l=1

Elγ
†
l γl. (A4)

where m,n-states belong a narrow energy shell near the Fermi level. Here the thickness of chosen energy shell is 0.06t
and it includes Nc(= 100) states. In subsequent text, m,n just represents states in the energy shell. The Bogoliubov
transformation is written as X = Ωγ. The amplitude of SC order parameter |∆mn| can be determined by the free
energy minimization approach at finite temperatures. The expression of the free energy is

F = E − TS. (A5)

where the ground energy E is the expectation value of the effective Hamiltonian, and entropy S = KB

∑
l ln(1 +

e−βEl) + βElnf (Es), where β = 1/KBT .
Fig.1(c) in main text shows the SC ground state energy as function of |∆|. It is evident that the ground state is

the nematic SC for δ = 0.49 and U/WD = 0.5. After determining the global amplitude |∆| of the SC order parameter
by the free energy minimization approach, we investigate some experimental quantities in the nematic SC state for
δ = 0.49 and U/WD = 0.5 , including the following

1) The scanning tunneling microscopy (STM) dI/dV spectrum at site j can be written as

D(ω) =

ˆ ∑
σ

〈
Tτ c

†
jσ(τ)cjσ(0)

〉
eiωτdτ (A6)

The STM dI/dV spectrum are site dependent, distinct from the periodic lattice. The STM dI/dV curve for a typical
site is shown in the Fig. 1(d) in main text. For generality, Fig. 5 shows the STM dI/dV curve on additional typical
sites for both nematic SC(bule line), chiral SC(red line) and normal state(black line), and all STM dI/dV curve in
main text and Fig. 5 indicate that both the nematic and chiral SC states in this model can be gapless.
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FIG. 5. (Color online) The STM dI/dV spectra of some typical sites for the nematic SC(bule line), chiral SC(red line) and
normal state(black line). V is in unit of t.

2) The specific heat Cv is given by

Cv = T
∂S

∂T
(A7)

Fig. 6(a) shows the specific heat for nematic SC as a function of temperature T . In the low-T region, except for a
tiny finite-size gap, the specific heat is proportional to temperature, similar to the behavior in Fermi liquid (FL).
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3) The Knight shift is given by

K =

ˆ 〈
TτS

+(τ)S−(0)
〉
eiωτdτ (A8)

where S+ =
∑

i c
†
i↑ci↓ and S− =

∑
i c

†
i↓ci↑. Fig. 6(b) exhibits that the NMR Knight-shift K for nematic SC saturates

to a finite value at low temperature region, similarly to the Pauli-susceptibility behavior for standard FL.
4) The superfluid density ρ is related to the current J given by

Jα(A) = −
∑

<ij>σ

1

2
tijRij,α(i−Rij,αA)

〈
c†iσcjσ

〉
+ c.c. (A9)

where A is the magnetic vector potential and α = (x, y) is the component of current. The superfluid density ρ = J/A
at the limit A → 0. Fig. 6(c) shows the current as a function of magnetic potential A at several temperatures.
The finite J-over-A ratio is consistent with the Meissner effect, confirming the SC state. Fig. 6(d) shows the finite
superfluid density ρ > 0 in the low-temperature region, and ρ = 0 at T > Tc.

In a summary, according to the above experimental quantities, it is evident that the ground state is the gapless
nematic SC for δ = 0.49 and U/WD = 0.5.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Experiment-relevant quantities for the gapless nematic SC obtained by our calculations. The temperature
KBT is in units of t. (a) The specific heat Cv as function of T . (b) The NMR Knight-shift K as function of T . (c) The current
J as function of the exerted vector potential A at several temperatures. (d) The superfluid density ρ as function of T .

3. The ground state for δ = 0.51 and U/WD = 0.35

We have confirmed that the ground state is nematic SC for δ = 0.49. For comparison, we have also calculated the
ground state properties for another typical filling δ = 0.51 and WD = 0.35. In Fig. 7(a), we show distribution of the
amplitude |∆mn| (∆mn ∈ R ) of a typical singlet dxy-wave pairing gap function between the states m and n (labeled
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by their energies) near the Fermi level, obtained at the filling δ = 0.51. Fig. 7(a) displays that for each m, there is no
unique n rendering |∆mn| dominates that of any other n, violating Anderson’s theorem. To determine the realized
ground state, we calculate the ground state energy E as function of the global amplitude ∆ for the 1 : r (minimized
for r) and 1 : i mixing cases. As shown in Fig. 7(b), the energy of the 1 : i mixing is lower, indicating that the ground
state is chiral SC. Fig. 7(c) shows the local DOS detected by the STM dI/dV curve for a typical site, indicating that
both the chiral SC and the nematic SC are gapless.
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Some quantities for δ = 0.51 and U/WD = 0.35. The energy E and V are in unit of t. (a) Contour plots
of relative |∆mn|, for a singlet dxy-wave state. (b) The SC ground state energy E is a function of the global magnitude |∆| of
the order parameter, and the mixture of the two degenerate form factors is 1 : r (bule line) and 1 : i (red line), where r is a
real number. (c) The STM of a typical site for the nematic SC(bule line), chiral SC(red line) and normal state(black line).

Appendix B: G-L Theory Based analysis

The pairing symmetries on the Penrose lattice have be classified according to the irreducible representations (IRRPs)
of the D5 point group [3], which include the 1D A1 (s-wave), A2 (h-wave) and 2D E1 ((px, py)-wave), E2 ((dx2−y2 , dxy)-
wave) pairings. Here we consider the 2D E1 IRRP, which corresponds to the (px, py)-wave pairing. The two basis
functions of this pairing are denoted as (∆px ,∆py ). For convenience, we rotate the bases and define ∆± = ∆px ±i∆py .
The general pairing gap function for the p-wave is a mixing of ∆+ and ∆−, and should take the form of

∆ = ψ+∆+ + ψ−∆−. (B1)

Fixing the form factor ∆±, the free energy F is functional of the global amplitude ψ±.
The G-L free energy functional F (ψ+, ψ−) should be invariant under the rotation C1

5 , the U(1) gauge and the
mirror-reflection σ operations. Under these symmetry operations, the arguments ψ± are transformed as

(1) U(1)-gauge : ψ± → eiθψ±

(2) C1
5-rotation : ψ± → e±i2π/5ψ±

(3) σ − mirror : ψ± → ψ∓. (B2)

The functional F (ψ+, ψ−) should be invariant under the above transformation (B2) on its argument.
Up to O(ψ4

±), the above symmetry allowed form of F takes the following form,

F = F (2) + F (4)

F (2) = α(|ψ+|2 + |ψ−|2)
F (4) = β(|ψ+|4 + |ψ−|4) + γ|ψ+|2|ψ−|2 (B3)

Consequently, we have

F = α(|ψ+|2 + |ψ−|2) + β(|ψ+|4 + |ψ−|4) + γ|ψ+|2|ψ−|2 + o(ψ6)

= β(|ψ+|2 + |ψ−|2 + α/2β)2 + (γ − 2β)|ψ+|2|ψ−|2 +O(ψ6) (B4)
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If γ − 2β > 0, we get ψ+ = 0 or ψ− = 0 to minimize the free energy. In this case, the ground state is chiral SC, such
as p± ip-wave SC. In the contrary, |ψ+|/|ψ−| = 1 while γ − 2β < 0, and the ground state is nematic SC.

To study the effects of the thermal fluctuations around the nematic-SC saddle point, we set ψ+ = ei(θ+ϕ)ψ0 and
ψ− = ei(θ−ϕ)ψ0. Here we focus on the low-energy phase fluctuations, and thus have set the global amplitude ψ0 > 0
as a constant. The phase fields θ and ϕ are smooth functions of the coarse-grained position r. In order to derive the
free energy as an explicit function of θ and ϕ, we need to expand the free energy to higher order of the ψ± field.

Up to O(ψ6
±), the invariance of F (6) under the U(1)-gauge and the σ-mirror transformations in (B2) dictates

F (6) = A|ψ0|6 +B|ψ0|4ψ+ψ
∗
− + C|ψ0|2ψ2

+ψ
∗2
− +Dψ3

+ψ
∗3
− + c.c. (B5)

However, under the C1
5 rotation transformation, it is transformed as

F (6) → A|ψ0|6 +Be4πi/5|ψ0|4ψ+ψ
∗
− + Ce8πi/5|ψ0|2ψ2

+ψ
∗2
− +De12πi/5ψ3

+ψ
∗3
− + c.c. (B6)

The invariance of F (6) under this transformation dictates B = C = D = 0. Consequently, F (6) is still not explicit
functional of the θ and ϕ fields. The case for F (8) is similar. However, the situation is distinct for F (10), as it can
take the following symmetry allowed form,

F (10) = −A0(ψ
5
+ψ

∗5
− + ψ5

∗+ψ
5
−)

= −A cos(10ϕ) (B7)

where A = 2A0ψ
10
0 . Obviously, F (10) is invariant under all symmetry transformations in Eq.(B2), which contributes

to the anisotropy-field part of Hamiltonian in Eq.(5) in the main text.
We can generalize the above derivation to general cases. For the nematic SC on a D2n-symmetric lattice (n ∈ Z),

such as on the honeycomb lattice (n = 3), in order to derive the free energy as an explicit functional of the θ and ϕ
fields, we need to expand the free energy up to 2n-th order of its argument ψ±. The symmetry-allowed 2n-th order
term in free energy is

F (2n) = −A0(ψ
n
+ψ

∗n
− + ψ∗n

+ ψn
−) (B8)

This term contributes the anisotropy-field part F (2n) = −2A0ψ
2n
0 cos(2nϕ) in the low-energy classical Hamiltonian.

For the nematic SC on a D2n+1 symmetric lattice (n ∈ Z), such as the Penrose lattice(n = 2). In order to derive
the free energy as an explicit function of θ and ϕ, we need to expand the free energy up to 2(2n + 1)-th order of its
argument ψ±, leading to

F (2(2n+1)) = −A0(ψ
2n+1
+ ψ∗2n+1

− + ψ∗2n+1
+ ψ2n+1

− ) (B9)

This term contributes the anisotropy-field part F (2(2n+1)) = −2A0ψ
n
0 cos[2(2n+ 1)ϕ] in the low-energy Hamiltonian.

Appendix C: The RG Analysis and More Details

By the standard RG analysis, the flow equations at the one-loop level are given by:

dg2,0
d ln b

= (2− πρ
′
)g2,0

dg0,2
d ln b

= (2− πκ
′
)g0,2

dg1,1
d ln b

=
(
2− π

4
(ρ

′
+ κ

′
)
)
g1,1

dg10
d ln b

= (2− 25

πκ′ )g10

dρ
′

d ln b
= −16g22,0ρ

′3 −
g21,1
2
ρ

′2(ρ
′
+ κ

′
)

dκ
′

d ln b
=

10000g210
π4κ′ − 16g20,2κ

′3 −
g21,1
2
κ

′2(ρ
′
+ κ

′
). (C1)

Here b is the renormalization scale, g2,0, g0,2 and g1,1 represent the fugacities of the θ-vortices, ϕ-vortices, and half
θ-half ϕ vortices. ρ

′
= ρ/T and κ

′
= κ/T represent two kinds of stiffness parametes.
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TABLE II. Fixed points of the coupling parameters under RG, and the corresponding phases. The abbreviations denote: 4e-SC
is charge-4e SC; Q-N SC is quasi-nematic SC; Q-N MT is quasi-nematic metal; N-SC is nematic SC; MT is normal metal.

g2,0 g0,2 g10 g1,1 ρ
′

κ
′

phase

∞ ∞ 0 ∞ 0 0 MT

0 ∞ 0 0 finite 0 4e-SC

∞ 0 0 0 0 finite Q-N MT

0 0 0 0 finite finite Q-N SC

0 0 ∞ 0 finite ∞ N-SC
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FIG. 8. (Color online) The RG phase diagrams presented with different initial coupling parameters. The coupling parameter
values are set as g2,0 = g0,2 = 0.1, g1,1 = 0.01 and g10 = 0.001 in (a), g2,0 = g0,2 = 0.1, g1,1 = 0.01 and g10 = 0.1 in (b), and
g2,0 = g0,2 = 0.1, g1,1 = 0.1 and g10 = 0.001 in (c).

In Table II, we present five fixed points of the RG flow Eq.(C1) and the corresponding phases, which appear in our
numerical results.

We present more results provided by RG method in Fig.(8) to compare the phase diagrams with different initial
values of the coupling parameters. As shown in Fig.(8), we find the regime of nematic SC and quasi-nematic metal
phase are slightly enlarged with larger anisotropic parameter g10. Furthermore, the transition line between quasi-
nematic-SC and normal metal phase is slightly enhanced while the regime of quasi-nematic metal phase is slightly
suppressed if we increase the fugacity for half ϕ-half θ vortices coupling parameter g1,1. On the whole, the topology
of the phase diagram is insensitive to the initial values of the coupling parameters.
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Appendix D: More Details and Results About the MC Study

To perform the MC study, we discretize the Hamiltonian Eq.(5) in the main text on a square lattice as

H = −α
∑
⟨ij⟩

cos[θ+(ri) + θ-(ri)− θ+(rj)− θ-(rj)]

− λ
∑
⟨ij⟩

cos[θ+(ri)− θ-(ri)− θ+(rj) + θ-(rj)]

− γ
∑
⟨ij⟩

cos[θ+(ri)− θ+(rj)] + cos[θ-(ri)− θ-(rj)]

+ A
∑
i

cos[2θ+(ri)− 2θ-(ri)]. (D1)

Here ⟨ij⟩ represents nearest-neighbor bonding, and the positive coefficients α, λ and γ satisfy,

α =
ρ− 2γ

4
, λ =

κ− 2γ

4
, (D2)

which ensures that the discretized Hamiltonian (D1) is consistent with the continuous Hamiltonian in thermodynamic
limit. Note that the γ-term energetically realizes the “kinematic constraint” of the θ and ϕ fields on the discrete
lattice, as explained in the following.

The θ(r) and ϕ(r) fields are related to the θ±(r) fields via the relation θ±(r) = θ(r) ± ϕ(r). In the continuous
space, the physical θ±(r) phase fields should host only integer vortices, which dictates that the θ and ϕ fields should
host integer or half-integer vortices simultaneously. This is the “kinematics constraint” between the θ and ϕ fields.
On the discrete lattice, the α(λ) term energetically allows for integer or half-integer θ(ϕ) vortices, otherwise the
energy diverges as O(L) which cannot be compensated by the entropy. For the same reason, the γ term only
energetically allows for integer θ+ or θ− vortices, which dictates that the θ and ϕ fields should host integer or half-
integer vortices simultaneously. Therefore, the γ-term energetically imposes the “kinematics constraint” between the θ
and ϕ fields, which ensures the correct low-energy “classical Hilbert space” in the continuum limit. For thermodynamic
limit, even an infinitesimal γ can energetically guarantee the “kinematic constraint”. In the MC calculations, we set
γ = 1

4ρκ/(ρ + κ), A = 0.025ρ, and slight adjustments to this parameter choice will not qualitatively change the
results, including the topology of the phase diagram.

We can determine the phase diagram based on the decaying behavior of the correlation functions ηϕ/θ for ϕ/θ. The
Table III provides the decaying behavior of the correlation functions ηϕ/θ for all possible phases. In the main text,
we present the ηϕ/θ for the representative B(Q-N SC) and C(Q-N MT) points marked in the MC phase diagram, and
their decaying behaviors are consistent with Table III. As supplements, Fig. 9(a) and (b) show ∆r-dependence of ηθ
and ηϕ for the representative point A marked in the MC phase diagram in the main text. Obviously, while ηϕ decays
exponentially with ∆r, ηθ decays in power law with ∆r, consistent with the 4e-SC phase. Fig. 9(c) and (d) show the
cases for the representative point D marked in the MC phase diagram in the main text: While ηθ decays in power law
with ∆r, ηϕ saturates to a nonzero value when ∆r → ∞, consistent with the N-SC phase. Fig. 9(e) and (f) show the
cases for the representative point E marked in the MC phase diagram in the main text. Both correlation functions
decay exponentially with ∆r, consistent with the MT phase.

TABLE III. The decaying behavior of the correlation functions ηϕ and ηθ for all possible phases. The abbreviations denote:
4e-SC is charge-4e SC; Q-N SC is quasi-nematic SC; Q-N MT is quasi-nematic metal; N-SC is nematic SC; MT is normal metal.

Phase ηϕ ηθ

4e-SC e−r/ξ r−σ

Q-N SC r−σ1 r−σ2

Q-N MT r−σ e−r/ξ

N-SC const r−σ

MT e−r/ξ1 e−r/ξ2
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FIG. 9. (Color online) The correlation function ηϕ/θ for (a) and (b) for A(κ = 0.2ρ, T = 0.2ρ, representing for the 4e-SC
phase), for (c) and (d) for D(κ = ρ, T = 0.1ρ, representing for the N-SC phase) and for (e) and (f) for E(κ = 1ρ, T = 0.35ρ,
representing for the MT phase) marked in Fig.2(b) of the main text. Insets of (b,d) the log-log plot, and (a,e-f) only the y-
axes are logarithmic.

In addition to the correlation functions, some physical quantities can effectively determine the phase diagram and
phase transition temperatures Tc. To establish the phase diagram, we calculate the following physical quantities:

1) The specific heat is given as

Cv =

〈
H2

〉
− ⟨H⟩2

NT 2
. (D3)

Broad bumps in the specific heat may indicate phase transitions. However, in some cases, the BKT transition is
featureless in the Cv curve.

2) The stiffness of the θ-field can be obtained through the approach introduced in Ref.[4]. The stiffness S charac-
terizes the superfluid density. Non-zero S indicates the presence of SC.

3) The susceptibility χ and Binder cumulant U of θ and ϕ are defined as[5]

χ =
N(

〈
m2

〉
− ⟨m⟩2)

KBT
, U = 1−

〈
m4

〉
3 ⟨m2⟩2

, (D4)

where m = 1
N

∑
i e

iθ for the θ-field or m = 1
N

∑
i e

iϕ for the ϕ-field, and N is the lattice-site number. Divergence
of χθ/ϕ implies θ/ϕ is quasi-long-range order, while finite χθ/ϕ indicates θ/ϕ is either long-range order or disorder.
The Binder cumulant Uθ/ϕ characterizes the order degree of θ/ϕ. When the θ/ϕ-field is disordered, the quantity
3Uθ/ϕ − 1 = 0; when the θ/ϕ-field is long-range ordered or quasi-long-range ordered, the quantity 3Uθ/ϕ − 1 = 1.

In Fig. 10, we show the above quantities as functions of temperature for different lattice sizes at κ/ρ = 0.3, 1 and
2.2. More detailedly, Fig. 10(a1-a3) shows the specific heat Cv, Fig. 10(b1-b3) shows the stiffness Sθ, Fig. 10(c1-c3)
and (e1-e3) shows the susceptibility χθ and χϕ, respectively, and Fig. 10(d1-d3) and (f1-f3) shows the Binder cumulant
3Uθ − 1 and 3Uϕ − 1, respectively.

For κ/ρ = 0.3, the results are shown in Fig. 10(a1,b1,...,f1). When the temperature T/ρ rises to about 0.05,
the specific heat exhibits a finite broad bump, and the susceptibility χϕ transitions from finite to divergence, which
suggests that the ϕ-field experiences a BKT phase transition from long-range order to quasi-long-range order at
T/ρ ≈ 0.05. The system enters the Q-N SC phase upon this BKT transition. Next, when T/ρ rises to about 0.15,
the specific heat exhibits a finite broad bump, the susceptibility χϕ transitions from divergence to finite, and the
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cumulant 3Uϕ−1 rapidly drops to zero, which suggesting that ϕ-field experiences another BKT phase transition from
quasi-long-range order to disorder at T/ρ ≈ 0.15. The system enters the 4e-SC phase upon this BKT transition.
Finally, when T/ρ rises to about 0.24, the specific heat exhibits a finite broad bump, the stiffness Sθ rapidly drops
to zero, the susceptibility χθ transitions from divergence to finite, and the cumulant 3Uθ − 1 rapidly drops to zero.
These features suggest that the θ-field experiences a BKT phase transition from quasi-long-range order to disorder at
T/ρ ≈ 0.24. The system enters the normal MT phase upon this BKT transition.

For κ/ρ = 1, the results are shown in Fig. 10(a2,b2,...,f2). When the temperature T/ρ rises to about 0.143, the
specific heat is very smooth, and the susceptibility χϕ transitions from finite to divergence, which suggests that the
ϕ-field experiences a BKT phase transition from long-range order to quasi-long-range order at T/ρ ≈ 0.143. The
system enters the Q-N SC phase upon this BKT transition. Next, when T/ρ rises to about 0.32, the specific heat
exhibits a finite broad bump, the stiffness Sθ rapidly drops to zero, the susceptibility χθ and χϕ transitions from
divergence to finite, and the Binder cumulant 3Uθ − 1 and 3Uϕ − 1 rapidly drop to zero, which suggests that the ϕ-
and θ- fields simultaneously experience a BKT phase transition from quasi-long-range order to disorder at T/ρ ≈ 0.32.
The system enters the normal MT phase upon this BKT transition.

For κ/ρ = 2.2, the results are shown in Fig. 10(a3,b3,...,f3). When temperature T/ρ rises to about 0.31, the specific
heat is very smooth, and the susceptibility χϕ transitions from finite to divergence, which suggests that the ϕ-field
experiences a BKT phase transition from long-range order to quasi-long-range order at T/ρ ≈ 0.31. The system enters
the Q-N SC phase upon this BKT transition. Next, when T/ρ rises to about 0.44, the specific heat exhibits a finite
broad bump, the stiffness Sθ rapidly drops to zero, the susceptibility χθ transitions from divergence to finite, and
the Binder cumulant 3Uθ − 1 rapidly drops to zero. These results suggest that the θ-field experiences a BKT phase
transition from quasi-long-range order to disorder at T/ρ ≈ 0.44. The system enters the Q-N MT phase upon this
BKT transition. Finally, when T/ρ rises to about 0.53, the specific heat exhibits a shoulder, the susceptibility χϕ

transitions from divergence to finite, and the Binder cumulant 3Uϕ − 1 rapidly drops to 0, which suggests that the
ϕ-field experiences a BKT phase transition from quasi-long-range order to disorder at T/ρ ≈ 0.53. The system enters
the normal MT phase upon this BKT transition.
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FIG. 10. (Color online)Various T -dependent quantities for κ/ρ = 0.3 (a1,b1,...,f1), κ/ρ = 1 (a2,b2,...,f2) and κ/ρ = 2.2
(a3,b3,...,f3). The scaling in all figures is L = 40(black line), 60(bule line), and 80(red line). (a1-a3) The specific heat Cv.
(b1-b3) The stiffness Sθ of θ. (c1-c3) The susceptibilities χθ of θ. (d1-d3) 3Uθ − 1, where Uθ is the Binder cumulant of the
θ-field. (e1-e3) The susceptibilities χϕ of ϕ. (f1-f3) 3Uϕ − 1, where Uϕ is the Binder cumulant of the ϕ-field.


	Nematic Superconductivity and Its Critical Vestigial Phases in the Quasi-crystal
	Abstract
	References
	Microscopic Calculations Based on Kohn-Luttinger Mechanism
	Typical Gap Functions
	Experiment Quantities
	The ground state for = 0.51 and U/WD = 0.35

	G-L Theory Based analysis
	The RG Analysis and More Details
	More Details and Results About the MC Study
	References


