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The crystallographic restriction theorem constrains two-dimensional nematicity to display either Ising (𝑍2)
or three-state-Potts (𝑍3) critical behaviors, both of which are dominated by amplitude fluctuations. Here,
we use group theory and microscopic modeling to show that this constraint is circumvented in a 30◦-twisted
hexagonal bilayer due to its emergent quasicrystalline symmetries. We find a critical phase dominated by
phase fluctuations of a 𝑍6 nematic order parameter and bounded by two Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT)
transitions, which displays only quasi-long-range nematic order. The electronic spectrum in the critical phase
displays a thermal pseudogap-like behavior, whose properties depend on the anomalous critical exponent. We
also show that an out-of-plane magnetic field induces nematic phase fluctuations that suppress the two BKT
transitions via a mechanism analogous to the Hall viscoelastic response of the lattice, giving rise to a putative
nematic quantum critical point with emergent continuous symmetry. Finally, we demonstrate that even in the
case of an untwisted bilayer, a critical phase emerges when the nematic order parameter changes sign between
the two layers, establishing an odd-parity nematic state.

The discovery of magic-angle twisted bilayer graphene [1–
5] heralded the field of twistronics, enabled by the remarkable
precision with which twist angles can be tuned [6–10]. By
imposing an underlying superlattice potential on the charge
carriers [11], twisting affects the electronic properties of 2D
systems in various ways. Besides the emergence of flat bands
from the band folding reconstruction at magic twist angles
[12], the superlattice, being an incommensurate array of regis-
tered sites, displays features with no counterpart on crystalline
lattices that significantly affect the electronic degrees of free-
dom. Indeed, for small twist angles, the elastic excitations of
the resulting moiré superlattice behave very differently from
standard acoustic phonons [13–17], thus influencing transport
properties [18, 19] and possibly superconductivity [20, 21].
Conversely, for certain large twist angles, the twisted super-
lattice acquires symmetries forbidden by the crystallographic
restriction theorem, which enables new electronically ordered
states [22, 23]. For instance, the superlattice formed by twist-
ing two tetragonal layers by 45◦ has an eight-fold improper
rotational symmetry [24]. In the presence of 𝑑-wave pairing
interactions, this symmetry enforces the superconducting state
to be the exotic 𝑑 + 𝑖𝑑 [25], as recently proposed to be realized
in twisted cuprates [25–33].

Besides superconductivity, another electronic state strongly
affected by the symmetries of the underlying lattice is the
electronic nematic [34], in which electron-electron interactions
lead to the spontaneous breaking of rotational symmetry [35,
36]. In 2D isotropic space, this is a continuous 𝑈 (1) (or XY)
symmetry that, when broken, triggers a nematic Goldstone
mode that couples directly to the electronic charge density –
unlike magnon or phonon Goldstone modes – and promotes
non-Fermi-liquid behavior at zero temperature [37, 38]. At
nonzero temperatures, only quasi-long-range nematic order is
allowed across a critical phase [Fig. 1(a)], whose impact on
the electronic spectrum remains unexplored. These appealing
features of the isotropic nematic, however, are not realized in
2D crystals, since the underlying lattice lowers the continuous
rotational symmetry to 𝑍2 (Ising, in tetragonal lattices) [35, 36]
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Figure 1. Schematic phase diagrams in 2D of (a) the isotropic nematic
model and (b) the 𝑍6-clock nematic model realized on hexagonal
layers twisted by 30◦. While both feature a BKT transition towards
a critical phase with quasi-long-range nematic order (purple), long-
range order (red) is established at nonzero temperatures in the 𝑍6 case
via another BKT transition and only at 𝑇 = 0 in the isotropic case. 𝐵𝑧

is an out-of-plane magnetic field.

or 𝑍3 (3-state Potts/clock, in hexagonal lattices) [39–41].
Here, we show that these crystallographic restrictions on

nematic phenomena are circumvented in hexagonal bilayers
twisted by 30◦, as the resulting twisted superlattice is a qua-
sicrystal with a non-crystallographic twelve-fold improper ro-
tation axis [42, 43]. Using group-theory and a microscopic
model, we find that the nematic order parameter has the 𝑍6
symmetry of a six-state clock model [44]. As a result, be-
fore the onset of long-range nematic order, the system dis-
plays a critical nematic phase with quasi-long-range order (like
the isotropic nematic) bounded by two Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-
Thouless (BKT) transitions, see Fig. 1(b).

Upon computing the electronic self-energy, we find that the
nematic phase fluctuations inside the critical phase suppress
the density of states (DOS) at the Fermi level and promote a
pronounced peak in the spectral function at a frequency set
by the anomalous exponent, a behavior reminiscent of a pseu-
dogap. We also demonstrate that an out-of-plane magnetic
field triggers fluctuations of the nematic phase via a mecha-
nism analogous to the viscoelastic Hall response of the lattice
[45–47]. Consequently, a magnetic field acts as an effective
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transverse nematic field, driving the two BKT transitions to-
wards a nematic quantum critical point (QCP) [Fig. 1(b)].
This QCP is expected to belong to the XY universality class
and to trigger a pseudo-Goldstone mode, which can promote
a non-Fermi-liquid to Fermi-liquid crossover at 𝑇 = 0 – sim-
ilarly to the recently studied valley-polarized 𝑇 = 0 nematic
state [48].

We start by considering two identical hexagonal lay-
ers, each with point group 𝐷6 and described by the non-
interacting Hamiltonian H0,𝜇 =

∑
𝒌 𝒄

†
𝒌 ,𝜇

(
𝜀𝒌 + 𝛿0 𝑓

𝐴1
𝒌

)
𝜎0𝒄

𝒌 ,𝜇
,

with electronic operators 𝒄𝒌 ,𝜇 ≡
(
𝑐k↑,𝜇, 𝑐k↓,𝜇

)
, momentum

𝒌 = |𝒌 | (cos𝜃, sin𝜃), spin-space Pauli matrices 𝜎𝑖 , and layer
index 𝜇 = 𝑡, 𝑏 for top and bottom layers, respectively. To
keep the analysis general, the electronic dispersion consists
of an isotropic term 𝜀𝒌 = 𝒌2

2𝑚 − 𝜇0 and a hexagonal warping
term with coefficient 𝛿0 and form factor 𝑓

𝐴1
𝒌

= cos (6𝜃). The
electronic nematic degrees of freedom are described by the
two-component collective field 𝝓𝜇 =

��𝝓𝜇

�� (cos𝛼𝜇, sin𝛼𝜇

)
that

couples to the 𝑑𝑥2−𝑦2 and 𝑑𝑥𝑦 quadrupolar charge densities of
each layer, Hnem,𝜇 =−𝑔∑

k 𝒄
†
𝒌 ,𝜇

(
𝝓𝜇 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)
𝜎0𝒄

𝒌 ,𝜇
, with form-

factor 𝒇 𝐸2
𝒌

= (cos2𝜃, −sin2𝜃) and coupling constant 𝑔 [40].
The nematic properties of an isolated layer can be obtained
from the Landau free-energy F

[
𝝓𝜇

]
, which we derive di-

rectly from the microscopic Hamiltonian H𝜇 ≡H0,𝜇 +Hnem,𝜇

(details in the Supplementary Material (SM)):

F [𝝓] = F0
[
|𝝓|2

]
+𝜆𝑞 |𝝓 |𝑞 cos (𝑞𝛼) , (1)

where F0 depends only on the amplitude and we omitted the
layer subscript 𝜇. In our case, 𝑞 = 3, i.e. the nematic transition
belongs to the 2D three-state Potts/clock universality class –
recall that the 𝑍𝑞-Potts and 𝑍𝑞-clock models are equivalent
for 𝑞 = 3, but not 𝑞 > 3 [49]. This is a well-established result
[39, 40, 50] that can also be derived from group-theory. Since
𝝓𝜇 transforms as the𝐸2 irreducible representation (irrep) of the
𝐷6 group, the free energy must have a cubic invariant because
the decomposition of the product 𝐸2 ⊗𝐸2 ⊗𝐸2 = 𝐴1 ⊕ 𝐴2 ⊕𝐸2
contains a term that transforms as the trivial irrep 𝐴1. More
broadly, for any of the ten 2D crystallographic point groups
that admit a non-trivial nematic order parameter, the nematic
free energy must have the form of Eq. (1) with 𝑞 = 2 (𝑍2
Ising) or 𝑞 = 3 (𝑍3 Potts/clock). In either case, the phase 𝛼𝜇 is
strongly constrained to discrete values and phase fluctuations
do not play an important role, unlike the isotropic nematic
case.

The situation changes when the two layers are cou-
pled and twisted by an angle 𝜃tw, since the system can
acquire crystallographically-forbidden symmetries, thus en-
abling other 𝑞 values in Eq. (1). Instead of 𝝓𝑡 and 𝝓𝑏, we
consider their symmetric and antisymmetric rotated combi-
nations, 𝝓± = 1

2
[
R𝑧 (−𝜃tw) 𝝓𝑏 ±R𝑧 (𝜃tw) 𝝓𝑡

]
, where R𝑧 (𝜃) is

the rotation matrix with respect to the 𝑧-axis. This change of
basis is convenient because the nematic directors in the two
layers are rotated against each other by the horizontal mirror

reflection 𝜎ℎ (corresponding to switching the layer indices),
𝝓𝑏/𝑡

𝜎ℎ−→ R𝑧 (±2𝜃tw) 𝝓𝑡/𝑏, implying that the combinations 𝝓±

are eigenstates of 𝜎ℎ, 𝝓±
𝜎ℎ−→ ±𝝓±. Note that 𝜎ℎ does not

necessarily leave the twisted bilayer invariant.

Consider first the untwisted case, 𝜃tw = 0 [Fig. 2(e)]. In
this case, the reflection 𝜎ℎ is a symmetry of the bilayer, such
that its point group becomes 𝐷6ℎ = 𝐷6 × {𝐸, 𝜎ℎ} rather than
𝐷6 (here 𝐸 denotes the identity operator). With 𝝓± being
even/odd under 𝜎ℎ, they transform respectively as the irreps
𝐸2𝑔 and 𝐸2𝑢 of 𝐷6ℎ. Thus, 𝝓+ still behaves as a 𝑍3 nematic
order parameter with the free energy given by Eq. (1) with
𝑞 = 3. In contrast, the threefold rotational-symmetry-breaking
pattern due to 𝝓− changes sign between the two layers – hence
we dub 𝝓− an odd-parity nematic order. Importantly, because
𝝓− is odd under 𝜎ℎ, the cubic term in Eq. (1) is no longer
allowed, and the leading anisotropic term is the 𝑞 = 6 one.

We now twist the layers by 𝜃tw = 𝜋/6. The resulting twisted
lattice, shown in Fig. 2(b), is not invariant under 𝜎ℎ but it
is symmetric under an improper rotation 𝑆12 = 𝜎ℎ𝐶12𝑧 , i.e. a
twelve-fold rotation followed by a reflection, an operation that
is forbidden in periodic crystals. Thus, the 30◦-twisted bilayer
is actually an aperiodic quasicrystal described by the non-
crystallographic point group 𝐷6𝑑 = 𝐷6 × {𝐸, 𝑆12} [42, 43],
see also Fig. S1 in the SM. This construction, which was pre-
viously proposed to realize 𝑓 + 𝑖 𝑓 and 𝑔+ 𝑖𝑔 superconductivity
[22, 23], is analogous to the 45◦-twisted tetragonal bilayer,
characterized by a non-crystallographic 𝐷4𝑑 point group that
enables 𝑑 + 𝑖𝑑 superconductivity [25].

For the 30◦-twisted bilayer, 𝝓+, corresponding to pure ne-
matic order, transforms as the 𝐸2 irrep of 𝐷6𝑑 , whereas the
odd-parity nematic 𝝓− transforms as 𝐸4. Importantly, the
combinations 𝝓+, 𝝓− are odd/even under another symmetry
operation of the twisted bilayer: the four-fold improper rota-
tion 𝑆4 = 𝜎ℎ𝐶4𝑧 , 𝝓±

𝑆4−→ ∓𝝓±. Consequently, the cubic term
𝑞 = 3 in the free energy (1) is forbidden for 𝝓+, and the leading-
order anisotropy term is the 𝑞 = 6 one, which corresponds to
the 2D six-state (𝑍6) clock model [44]. The resulting phase
diagram, shown schematically in Fig. 1(b), displays two BKT
phase transitions [44, 50–52]. Below𝑇BKT,1, vortices and anti-
vortices associated with the nematic phase 𝛼+ bind into pairs,
like in the XY model. Below 𝑇BKT,2, the discrete nature of
𝛼+ becomes relevant and long-range nematic order emerges.
Thus, for 𝑇BKT,2 ≤ 𝑇 ≤ 𝑇BKT,1 the system displays a critical
phase with quasi-long-range nematic order. Remarkably, the
quasicrystalline symmetry of the 30◦-twisted bilayer enables
the system to display the same behavior as that of the isotropic
(XY) nematic phase over a wide temperature range.

We now show that the same results obtained using group-
theory follow from the microscopic model. Upon coupling the
two layers via a simple tunneling Hamiltonian [25], H𝑏−𝑡 =
𝑡
∑

𝒌 𝒄
†
𝒌 ,𝑡

𝜎0𝒄
𝒌 ,𝑏

+ h.c., and rotating the top/bottom layer by
±𝜃tw/2, respectively, we obtain Htot =H𝑏 +H𝑡 +H𝑏−𝑡 :
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Htot =
∑︁
𝒌

𝒄†
𝒌

{
𝜀𝒌𝜏

0 + 𝛿0 𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

cos (3𝜃tw) 𝜏0 + 𝛿0 𝑓
𝐴2
𝒌

sin (3𝜃tw) 𝜏𝑧

−𝑔

(
𝝓+ · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌
𝜏0 +𝝓− · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌
𝜏𝑧

)
+ 𝑡 𝜏𝑥

}
𝜎0𝒄

𝒌
, (2)

where 𝒄𝒌 =
(
𝒄𝒌 ,𝑏, 𝒄𝒌 ,𝑡

)
, 𝑓 𝐴2

𝒌
= sin (6𝜃), and 𝜏𝑖 are layer-space

Pauli matrices. The free energy of this model, F [𝝓+, 𝝓−], is
derived in the SM. Regardless of 𝜃tw, the “pure” nematic order
parameter 𝝓+ and 𝝓− decouple to quadratic order, although
𝜃tw affects their higher-order couplings (see SM). Most impor-
tantly, there is always a 𝑞 = 3 cubic term for both 𝝓+ and 𝝓− ,
except when 𝜃tw = 𝜋/6 (𝜃tw = 0), in which case the cubic term
vanishes for the pure nematic 𝝓+ (odd-parity nematic 𝝓−) and
the corresponding free energy becomes that of Eq. (1) with
𝑞 = 6.

We also diagonalize Htot to obtain the reconstructed Fermi
surfaces (FS). Figs. 2(a),(d) show the FS in the disordered
phase for the 30◦-twisted (𝜃tw = 𝜋/6) and untwisted (𝜃tw = 0)
cases. Despite the incommensurate nature of the twisted sys-
tem for arbitrary 𝜃tw, its FS can be represented in the untwisted
Brillouin zone provided the tunneling 𝑡 is small, in which case
the main effect of the aperiodic potential is to split the cross-
ings between the top- and bottom-layer FS [22], as highlighted
by the color coding in the figure. A similar approach is often
employed for incommensurate charge density-waves [53] and
magic-angle TBG, whose moiré superlattice is also incommen-
surate [10]. In Figs. 2(c),(f) we show the impact on the FS of
long-range nematic order 𝝓+ = 𝜙0 (1,0) in the twisted case and
odd-parity nematic order 𝝓− = 𝜙0 (1,0) in the untwisted case,
highlighting the threefold rotational-symmetry-breaking.

While below 𝑇BKT,2 the electronic spectrum is de-
termined by 𝝓± ≠ 0, as shown in Figs. 2(c),(f), the
spectrum inside the critical phase 𝑇BKT,2 ≤ 𝑇 ≤ 𝑇BKT,1 is
governed by phase fluctuations. To capture this effect,
we compute the one-loop electronic self-energy Σ (𝜔, 𝒌) =
𝑔2𝐴0𝑇

∑
𝑖 𝑗

∫
𝑞
𝜒
𝑖 𝑗
nem (Ω, 𝒒) 𝑓 𝐸2

𝒌− 𝒒
2 ,𝑖

𝑓
𝐸2
𝒌− 𝒒

2 , 𝑗
G (𝜔−Ω, 𝒌 − 𝒒),

where 𝜒
𝑖 𝑗
nem is the nematic susceptibility, 𝐴0 is the area, and G

is the non-interacting Green’s function. While for the specific
model considered above G can be read off from Eq. (2),
here we consider a generic linearized electronic dispersion.
This enables us to extend the results to other systems that
display a critical phase associated with a 𝑍6 nematic-like
order parameter, such as the odd-parity nematic order for
𝜃tw = 0 and the recently discussed spin-polarized [54–56] and
valley-polarized [48, 50] nematic orders.

Inside the critical phase, the nematic susceptibility
𝜒
𝑖 𝑗
nem (0, 𝒒) =

(
|𝒒 |

/
𝑘𝐹

) 𝜂−2
𝜒0𝛿𝑖 𝑗 is characterized by the

anomalous exponent 𝜂. Related to the phase-fluctuation stiff-
ness 𝜌𝑠 by 𝜂(𝑇) = 𝑇/(2𝜋𝜌𝑠), 𝜂 acquires the universal value
𝜂
(
𝑇BKT,1

)
= 1/4 at the upper BKT transition and decreases

continuously until 𝜂
(
𝑇BKT,2

)
= 1/9 is reached at the lower

BKT transition [44], where long-range nematic order onsets.
Note that, since the critical phase occurs at finite temperatures,
we set the frequency of the bosonic propagator to zero in our

Figure 2. 30◦-twisted [(a)-(c)] and untwisted [(d)-(f)] hexagonal
bilayer system. In each case we show the lattice structure [(b), (e)],
the FS without nematic order [(a), (d)], and the FS in the presence
of pure nematic (c) or odd-parity nematic order (f). The color code
denotes the spectral weight from the top and bottom layers.

calculation of the self-energy; such a quasistatic approximation
is commonly employed to describe the effects of fluctuating
order on the electronic spectrum at non-zero temperatures [57–
59]. Moreover, we also introduce a quasiparticle lifetime 𝜏−1

0
to model the thermal broadening of the spectral function aris-
ing from correlations not associated with nematicity, such that
G−1 =𝜔−𝒗𝐹 · 𝒒+ 𝑖𝜏−1

0 /2, with Fermi velocity 𝒗𝐹 . Computing
the one-loop self-energy at the Fermi momentum 𝑘𝐹 , we find
(see SM):

Σ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹) = 𝜅𝑇𝑐𝜂𝑒
−𝑖 𝜂𝜋

2

(
2𝜔𝜏0 + 𝑖
2𝐸𝐹𝜏0

) 𝜂−1
, (3)

where 𝑐𝜂 =
𝜋

3
2 Γ( 1

2 −
𝜂

2 )
2𝜂Γ(1− 𝜂

2 )
1

sin( 𝜂𝜋

2 ) , 𝐸𝐹 =
𝑣𝐹 𝑘𝐹

2 is the Fermi en-

ergy, and 𝜅 =
𝑔2𝑘2

𝐹
𝐴𝜒0

(2𝜋 )2𝐸𝐹
is a dimensionless parameter. Fig.

3(a) shows the corresponding electronic spectral function
𝐴 (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹) = −2Im

[
G̃ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹)

]
, with G̃−1 = G−1 −Σ, for the

values 𝜂 assumes inside the critical phase, 1/9 ≤ 𝜂 ≤ 1/4.
The spectral weight is strongly suppressed at the Fermi level
and transferred to peaks at higher energies ±𝜔peak, a behav-
ior reminiscent of a pseudogap. As shown in Fig. 3(b), the
pseudogap-like energy scale Δ = 2𝜔peak increases with de-
creasing 𝜂 and depends very weakly on the lifetime 𝜏0, being
well approximated by the 𝜏0 →∞ analytical expression:
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Figure 3. (a) The electronic spectral function 𝐴 (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹 ) in the critical
nematic phase for 𝜂 within the range 1/9 ≤ 𝜂 ≤ 1/4; here,𝑇 = 0.01𝐸𝐹

and 𝜏0 = 50𝐸−1
𝐹

. (b) The pseudogap-like energy scale Δ as a function
of 𝜂 for different lifetime values 𝜏0. The solid line is the analytical
result (4).

Δ ≈ 2𝐸𝐹


𝜅𝑇

𝐸𝐹

𝑎𝜂 (1−2𝜂)
𝜂+1

©­«
√︄

1+
3𝑐2

𝜂

(
1−𝜂2)

𝑎2
𝜂 (1−2𝜂)

−1ª®¬


1
2−𝜂

(4)

where 𝑎𝜂 ≡ 𝑐𝜂 cos
( 𝜂𝜋

2
)
. We emphasize that Δ ≪ 𝐸𝐹 within

our weak-coupling approach. Moreover, as expected within
a quasistatic approximation, Δ is a purely thermal effect that
would vanish as 𝑇 → 0, which is not reached here since long-
range nematic order onsets at 𝑇BKT,2. The pseudogap-like
behavior found here is qualitatively different from previously
studied mechanisms [57, 58, 60–63], as it arises entirely from
the nematic phase fluctuations in the critical phase. Never-
theless, it is interesting to note that finite-energy peaks in the
spectral function were also obtained in Ref. [64], which in-
cluded the anomalous exponent in their model of pairing phase
fluctuations.

The behaviors discussed so far occur at finite temperatures.
This motivates us to ask if a tuning parameter can suppress the
BKT transitions and promote quantum critical fluctuations.
Using group-theory, we find that an out-of-plane magnetic
field 𝐵𝑧 induces nematic phase fluctuations, via the following
coupling in the nematic action S [𝝓+] = F [𝝓+] /𝑇 :

S [𝝓+] = 𝜆𝐵𝑧

∫
𝑟

(
𝝓+𝑖𝜌

𝑦 ¤𝝓+
)
= 𝜆𝐵𝑧

∫
𝑟

|𝝓+ (𝑟) |2
𝑑𝛼+ (𝑟)

𝑑𝑡
(5)

where 𝑟 = (r, 𝑡), 𝜆 is a coupling constant, and 𝜌𝑖 are nematic-
space Pauli matrices. Thus, 𝐵𝑧 acts similarly to a transverse
field to the emergent XY nematic order parameter, which is
expected to suppress nematic order. This term is the nematic
analogue of the (non-dissipative) viscoelastic response of a
hexagonal lattice, by which external shear stress 𝜎𝑥𝑦 induces
a time-changing transverse strain 𝜖𝑥2−𝑦2 via 𝜎𝑥𝑦 = 𝜂𝐻

𝑑𝜖
𝑥2−𝑦2

𝑑𝑡

[65–67]. Therefore, 𝜆𝐵𝑧 plays a similar role as the Hall vis-
cosity coefficient 𝜂𝐻 . Interestingly, a term analogous to Eq.
(5) was shown to emerge in nematic quantum Hall states as a
result of the explicitly broken time-reversal symmetry [45–47].

The (𝐵𝑧 , 𝑇) nematic phase diagram of the 30◦-twisted bi-
layer should then be similar to the phase diagram of the quan-

tum six-state clock model previously investigated in other con-
texts [50–52], as schematically shown in Fig. 1(b). Because
at 𝑇 = 0 the system is above the upper critical dimension
𝑑𝑢 ≲ 3 of the 𝑍6-clock model, the coefficient of the 𝑞 = 6
term in the free energy (1) is dangerously irrelevant, result-
ing in an XY nematic QCP and in a pseudo-Goldstone mode
inside the 𝑇 = 0 nematically ordered state [68, 69]. As dis-
cussed in Ref. [48], its coupling to the low-energy electronic
states results in a crossover from non-Fermi-liquid to Fermi-
liquid behavior. An interesting question is how the system
interpolates between the pseudogap-like behavior in the crit-
ical phase (𝑇BKT,2 ≤ 𝑇 ≤ 𝑇BKT,1) and the non-Fermi-liquid to
Fermi-liquid crossover at𝑇 = 0 as𝑇BKT,𝑖 → 0. Addressing this
question will require incorporating nematic temporal fluctua-
tions, which is beyond the scope of this work.

In summary, we established the nematic phase diagram of
the 30◦-twisted hexagonal bilayer. Its non-crystallographic
symmetries endow nematicity with an enhanced 𝑍6-clock sym-
metry that is forbidden in any 2D crystalline system, leading
to a critical phase displaying quasi-long-range nematic order
over an extended temperature range. Phase fluctuations in this
critical phase have a pronounced impact on the electronic spec-
trum, promoting a thermal pseudogap-like behavior. The two
BKT transitions bounding the critical phase can be suppressed
by a perpendicular magnetic field, which promotes quantum
nematic phase fluctuations via a mechanism analogous to the
Hall viscoelastic response of the lattice. An interesting di-
rection is whether superconductivity emerges at this putative
QCP. While it is well-established that Ising-nematic quantum
critical fluctuations lead to enhanced pairing [70, 71], the case
of an emergent XY nematic demands further investigations.

Experimentally, 30◦-twisted bilayer graphene has been re-
alized [43]. However, nematic order has not yet been observed
in graphene, although it is theoretically predicted to emerge at
the van Hove filling [72, 73]; furthermore, nematic order has
been experimentally reported in Bernal bilayer graphene [74].
Importantly, recent advances in twisting non van-der-Waals
materials [8] suggest the potential feasibility of 30◦-twisted
bilayers of materials beyond graphene. In this regard, nematic
order is observed in several compounds whose lattices have
threefold rotational symmetry, such as doped Bi2Se3 [75, 76],
bismuth [77], intercalated Fe1/3NbS2 [78, 79] and the tran-
sition metal phosphorous trichalcogenides 𝑀P𝑋3 which, by
virtue of their van der Waals bonding, can be grown in few-
layer form [80–83]. Besides crystals, 𝑍3-Potts nematicity has
been observed in optical lattices [84], which are also amenable
to twisting [85]. We emphasize that our analysis shows that
the critical 𝑍6 nematic phase emerges not only when the twist
angle of the hexagonal bilayer is 30◦, but even in the untwisted
case, provided that the nematic order parameter changes sign
between the two layers. Such an odd-parity nematic order
is the counterpart of the time-reversal-odd spin- and valley-
polarized nematic orders [48, 50, 54–56]. The latter, proposed
to emerge in threefold symmetric systems near van Hove fill-
ings, including twisted bilayer graphene, should also support
a critical nematic phase that displays pseudogap-like behavior.
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SI. FREE-ENERGY EXPANSION OF THE MODEL
HAMILTONIAN

Here we provide details of the free energy expansion of
the microscopic model introduced in the main text. We
are interested in both the free energy F

[
𝝓𝜇

]
of a single

layer, where 𝝓𝜇 =
(
𝜙𝜇,1, 𝜙𝜇,2

)
=

��𝝓𝜇

�� (cos𝛼𝜇, sin𝛼𝜇

)
is the

collective nematic field in layer 𝜇, as well as the free en-
ergy F [𝝓+, 𝝓−] of the twisted bilayer system, where 𝝓± =(
𝜙±,1, 𝜙±,2

)
= |𝝓± | (cos𝛼±, sin𝛼±). For convenience, we first

list the resulting free energy expansions and discuss their im-
plications before delving into the details of the derivation. For
the single layer, we find:

F
[
𝝓𝜇

]
= 𝑟

��𝝓𝜇

��2 +𝑢 ��𝝓𝜇

��4 +𝜆3
��𝝓𝜇

��3 cos
(
3𝛼𝜇

)
, (S1)

which is identical to the 𝑍3-Potts model. For the twisted bilayer
system with twist angle 𝜃tw, on the other hand, the free energy
is given by F [𝝓+, 𝝓−] = F+ [𝝓+] +F− [𝝓−] +Fm [𝝓±] with:

F+ [𝝓+] = F 0
+ [|𝝓+ |] +𝜆

(+)
6 |𝝓+ |6 cos (6𝛼+)

+ |𝝓+ |3
{
𝜆
(3c)
+ +𝑢 (5)

+ |𝝓+ |2
}

cos (3𝜃tw) cos (3𝛼+) ,
(S2)

F− [𝝓−] = F 0
− [|𝝓− |] +𝜆

(−)
6 |𝝓− |6 cos (6𝛼−)

+ |𝝓− |3
{
𝜆
(3s)
+ +𝑢 (5)

− |𝝓− |2
}

sin (3𝜃tw) sin (3𝛼−) ,
(S3)

Fm [𝝓±] = 3𝜆 (3c)
− cos (3𝜃tw) |𝝓+ | |𝝓− |2 cos (2𝛼− +𝛼+)

+3𝜆 (3s)
− sin (3𝜃tw) |𝝓+ |2 |𝝓− | sin (2𝛼+ +𝛼−)

+𝑢3 |𝝓+ |2 |𝝓− |2 {2+ cos (2𝛼+−2𝛼−)} . (S4)

Here, we defined the term that depends only on the magnitude
of the nematic order parameters as:

F 0
± [|𝝓 |] = 𝑟± |𝝓|2 +𝑢± |𝝓|4 +𝑢 (6)

± |𝝓|6 . (S5)

Importantly, in Eq. (S4), we note that there is no bilin-
ear coupling between the two order parameter combinations.
However, in cubic order, they have a linear-quadratic coupling
in which one field acts as an external field to the other. In partic-
ular, a non-zero |𝝓− | induces |𝝓+ | ∼ cos (3𝜃tw) |𝝓− |2 whereas
a non-zero |𝝓+ | induces |𝝓− | ∼ sin (3𝜃tw) |𝝓+ |2. Note that this
type of linear-biquadratic coupling involving nematic order pa-
rameters is well understood and also emerges in the contexts
of spin-polarized and valley-polarized nematics [48, 50, 56].
This means that, in the untwisted case (𝜃tw = 0), the conden-
sation of the odd-parity nematic order parameter |𝝓− | trig-
gers also standard nematic order. Note that, depending on

the sign of 𝜆 (−)
6 , 𝝓− also triggers either an electric polariza-

tion 𝑃𝑧 ∝ |𝝓− |3 sin (3𝛼−), which transforms as the 𝐴2𝑢 irrep
of D6h, or the 𝑙 = 7 electric multipole (octacosahectapole)
Υ7 ∝ |𝝓− |3 cos (3𝛼−), which transforms as 𝐴1𝑢. Conversely,
in the 30◦-twisted hexagonal bilayer (𝜃tw = 𝜋/6), condensation
of |𝝓+ | also induces |𝝓− | ∼ |𝝓+ |2. Moreover, analogously to
𝝓− in the untwisted case, 𝝓+ induces, depending on the sign
of 𝜆 (+)

6 , either the electric polarization 𝑃𝑧 ∝ |𝝓+ |3 sin (3𝛼+),
which transforms as 𝐵2 in D6d, or the 𝑙 = 6 electric multipole
(tetrahexacontapole) Υ6 ∝ |𝝓+ |3 cos (3𝛼+), which transforms
as 𝐵1.

From Eqs. (S2) and (S3), we conclude that unless the
twist angle 𝜃tw = 𝑛 𝜋

6 , with 𝑛 ∈ N0, the universality class of
the nematic transition is 𝑍3-Potts. Only for 𝜃tw = 𝑛 𝜋

6 either 𝝓+
(when 𝑛 is odd) or 𝝓− (when 𝑛 is even) acquires the more exotic
𝑍6-clock universality. Note that the linear-quadratic couplings
only renormalize the quartic coefficient of the leading channel
upon integrating out the fluctuations of the uncondensed order
parameter. For the two specific twist angles studied in the
main text, the above Landau expansions simplify to

𝜃tw = 0 : F+ [𝝓+] = F 0
+ [|𝝓+ |] +𝜆

(3c)
+ |𝝓+ |3 cos (3𝛼+) , (S6)

F− [𝝓−] = F 0
− [|𝝓− |] +𝜆

(−)
6 |𝝓− |6 cos (6𝛼−) ,

(S7)

and

𝜃tw =
𝜋

6
: F+ [𝝓+] = F 0

+ [|𝝓+ |] +𝜆
(+)
6 |𝝓+ |6 cos (6𝛼+) , (S8)

F− [𝝓−] = F 0
− [|𝝓− |] +𝜆

(3s)
+ |𝝓− |3 sin (3𝛼−) .

(S9)

To emphasize that the 30◦-twisted hexagonal bilayer system
forms a quasi-crystalline pattern with no periodicity, we plot
the corresponding arrangement of the sites of the top and
bottom layers in Fig. S1.

To derive the Landau coefficients occurring in Eqs. (S1)-
(S5), we start from the microscopic model Hamiltonian. Using
the layer index 𝜇 ∈ {𝑏, 𝑡} for bottom and top layers, the single-
layer nematic Hamiltonian is given by

H𝜇 =
∑︁
𝒌

𝒄†
𝒌 ,𝜇

{(
𝜀𝒌 + 𝛿0 𝑓

𝐴1
𝒌

)
−𝑔

(
𝝓𝜇 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)}
𝜎0𝒄

𝒌 ,𝜇
, (S10)

with the electronic operator 𝒄𝒌 ,𝜇 ≡
(
𝑐k↑,𝜇, 𝑐k↓,𝜇

)
, the bare

dispersion 𝜀𝒌 = 𝒌2

2𝑚 − 𝜇0 with momentum 𝒌 =
(
𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦

)
=

|𝒌 | (cos𝜃, sin𝜃) and chemical potential 𝜇0. The two-
component nematic order parameter in the

(
𝑑𝑥2−𝑦2 , 𝑑𝑥𝑦

)
-

symmetry channel is given by 𝝓𝜇 =
(
𝜙𝜇,1, 𝜙𝜇,2

)𝑇
=

��𝝓𝜇

�� 𝒃𝛼𝜇
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where

𝒃𝛼 = (cos𝛼, sin𝛼)𝑇 , (S11)

and 𝑔 is the nematic coupling constant. The form factors
are represented with respect to their transformation properties
within the D6 point group, i.e. with respect to the correspond-
ing irreducible representation (irrep). We define

𝑓
𝐵1
𝒌

= 𝑘̂3
𝑥 −3𝑘̂𝑥 𝑘̂2

𝑦 = cos (3𝜃) , (S12)

𝑓
𝐵2
𝒌

= 𝑘̂3
𝑦 −3𝑘̂𝑦 𝑘̂2

𝑥 = −sin (3𝜃) , (S13)

𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

=
(
𝑓
𝐵1
𝒌

)2 −
(
𝑓
𝐵2
𝒌

)2
= cos (6𝜃) , (S14)

𝑓
𝐴2
𝒌

= −2 𝑓 𝐵1
𝒌

𝑓
𝐵2
𝒌

= sin (6𝜃) , (S15)

𝒇 𝐸2
𝒌

=

(
𝑘̂2
𝑥 − 𝑘̂2

𝑦

−2𝑘̂𝑥 𝑘̂𝑦

)
=

(
cos (2𝜃)
−sin (2𝜃)

)
, (S16)

where 𝒌̂ = 𝒌/|𝒌 |. Note that the symmetry elements of the D6
point group,

D6 =
{
𝐸,𝐶±1

6𝑧 ,𝐶
±1
3𝑧 ,𝐶2𝑧

}
⊗ {𝐸,𝐶2𝑥} , (S17)

are all preserved in the bilayer system regardless of the actual
twist angle 𝜃tw, cf. Fig. 2(b) of the main text. Correspond-
ingly, any momentum summation where the argument does not
transform trivially (𝐴1) has to vanish for symmetry reasons,
for example

∑
𝒌 𝑔

𝐴1
𝒌

𝑓
𝐴2
𝒌

= 0 where 𝑔𝐴1
𝒌

is an arbitrary function
transforming as 𝐴1.

As we couple the two layers (S10) by a tunneling Hamilto-
nian

H𝑏−𝑡 = 𝑡
∑︁
𝒌

𝒄†
𝒌 ,𝑡

𝜎0𝒄
𝒌 ,𝑏

+h.c., (S18)

with tunneling amplitude 𝑡, we also rotate the bottom (top)
layer by an angle −𝜃tw/2 (+𝜃tw/2). This rotation affects the
form factors according to:

𝒇 𝐸2
R𝑧 (±𝜃tw/2) 𝒌 = R𝑧 (∓𝜃tw) 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌
, (S19)

𝑓
𝐴1
R𝑧 (±𝜃tw/2) 𝒌 = 𝑓

𝐴1
𝒌

cos (3𝜃tw) ∓ 𝑓
𝐴2
𝒌

sin (3𝜃tw) , (S20)

with the rotation matrix

R𝑧 (𝛾) =
(

cos𝛾 − sin𝛾
sin𝛾 cos𝛾

)
. (S21)

As a result, the total Hamiltonian Htot = H𝑏 +H𝑡 +H𝑏−𝑡
becomes

Htot =
∑︁
𝒌

𝒄†
𝒌

{ [
𝜀𝒌 + 𝛿0 𝑓

𝐴1
𝒌

cos (3𝜃tw)
]
𝜏0 + 𝛿0 𝑓

𝐴2
𝒌

sin (3𝜃tw) 𝜏𝑧

−𝑔

(
𝝓+ · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌
𝜏0 +𝝓− · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌
𝜏𝑧

)
+ 𝑡 𝜏𝑥

}
𝜎0𝒄𝒌 , (S22)

where 𝒄𝒌 =
(
𝒄𝒌 ,𝑏, 𝒄𝒌 ,𝑡

)
denotes the four-component fermionic

basis and 𝜏𝑖 are Pauli matrices acting on the layer subspace.
Here, we introduced the symmetrized and anti-symmetrized
combinations of the nematic order parameters

𝝓± =
1
2

(
R𝑇

𝑧 (𝜃tw) 𝝓𝑏 ±R𝑧 (𝜃tw) 𝝓𝑡

)
. (S23)

As explained in the main text, only these combinations have
a well-defined transformation behavior under the reflection
symmetry operation 𝜎ℎ, i.e. 𝝓±

𝜎ℎ−→±𝝓± due to the individual
transformation 𝝓𝑏/𝑡

𝜎ℎ−→ R𝑧 (±2𝜃tw) 𝝓𝑡/𝑏.
For later use, we will need the symmetry-decomposition

of powers of
(
𝝓̂𝜇 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

) 𝑙 where 𝝓̂𝜇 = 𝝓𝜇/
��𝝓𝜇

��. To do this,
we introduce the higher-order form factors in the 𝐸2-channel
given by

𝒇 2,𝐸2
𝒌

=

( (
𝑓
𝐸2
𝒌 ,1

)2 −
(
𝑓
𝐸2
𝒌 ,2

)2

−2 𝑓 𝐸2
𝒌 ,1 𝑓

𝐸2
𝒌 ,2

)
=

(
cos (4𝜃)
sin (4𝜃)

)
, (S24)

𝒇 4,𝐸2
𝒌

=

( (
𝑓

2,𝐸2
𝒌 ,1

)2 −
(
𝑓

2,𝐸2
𝒌 ,2

)2

−2 𝑓 2,𝐸2
𝒌 ,1 𝑓

2,𝐸2
𝒌 ,2

)
=

(
cos (8𝜃)
−sin (8𝜃)

)
, (S25)

which allows us to compute the symmetry decompositions up
to fourth order:

ℎ
(2)
𝜇𝜈,𝒌

≡
(
𝝓̂𝜇 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

) (
𝝓̂𝜈 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)
(S26)

=
1
2

cos
(
𝛼𝜇 −𝛼𝜈

)
+ 1

2
𝒃−𝛼𝜇−𝛼𝜈

· 𝒇 2,𝐸2
𝒌

,

ℎ
(3)
𝜇𝜈𝜅,𝒌

≡
(
𝝓̂𝜇 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

) (
𝝓̂𝜈 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

) (
𝝓̂𝜅 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)
(S27)

=
1
4

(
𝒃−𝛼𝜇+𝛼𝜈+𝛼𝜅

+ 𝒃𝛼𝜇−𝛼𝜈+𝛼𝜅
+ 𝒃𝛼𝜇+𝛼𝜈−𝛼𝜅

)
· 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

+ 1
4

cos
(
𝛼𝜇 +𝛼𝜈 +𝛼𝜅

)
𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

− 1
4

sin
(
𝛼𝜇 +𝛼𝜈 +𝛼𝜅

)
𝑓
𝐴2
𝒌

,

ℎ
(4)
𝜇𝜈𝜅𝜆,𝒌

≡
(
𝝓̂𝜇 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

) (
𝝓̂𝜈 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

) (
𝝓̂𝜅 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

) (
𝝓̂𝜆 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)
(S28)

=
1
8
𝒃𝛼𝜇+𝛼𝜈+𝛼𝜅+𝛼𝜆

· 𝒇 4,𝐸2
𝒌

+ 1
8

[
cos

(
𝛼𝜇 +𝛼𝜈 −𝛼𝜅 −𝛼𝜆

)
+ cos

(
𝛼𝜇 −𝛼𝜈 +𝛼𝜅 −𝛼𝜆

)
+ cos

(
𝛼𝜇 −𝛼𝜈 −𝛼𝜅 +𝛼𝜆

) ]
+ 1

8

(
𝒃−𝛼𝜇−𝛼𝜈−𝛼𝜅+𝛼𝜆

+ 𝒃−𝛼𝜇−𝛼𝜈+𝛼𝜅−𝛼𝜆

+ 𝒃−𝛼𝜇+𝛼𝜈−𝛼𝜅−𝛼𝜆
+ 𝒃𝛼𝜇−𝛼𝜈−𝛼𝜅−𝛼𝜆

)
· 𝒇 2,𝐸2

𝒌
.

To the fifth and sixth orders, we will only need the diagonal

parts ℎ (𝑙)
𝜇,𝒌

=

(
𝝓̂𝜇 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

) 𝑙
, given by

ℎ
(5)
𝜇,𝒌

=
9
16

(
𝒃𝛼𝜇

· 𝒇 𝐸2
𝒌

)
+ ℎtri

𝒌

[
5

16
+ 1

8

(
𝒃−2𝛼𝜇

· 𝒇 2,𝐸2
𝒌

)]
, (S29)

ℎ
(6)
𝜇,𝒌

=
9
32

+ 3
8

(
𝒃𝛼𝜇

· 𝒇 𝐸2
𝒌

)
ℎtri
𝒌 + 9

32
𝒃−2𝛼𝜇

· 𝒇 2,𝐸2
𝒌

+

(
ℎtri
𝒌

)2

16
,

(S30)

where we defined ℎtri
𝒌
= cos

(
3𝛼𝜇

)
𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

− sin
(
3𝛼𝜇

)
𝑓
𝐴2
𝒌

.

A. Single layer

We start by deriving the free energy expansion for a single
layer 𝜇 described by the Hamiltonian (S10). The correspond-
ing electronic Green’s function is given by:

Ĝ−1 = Ĝ−1
0 −V̂, (S31)
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Figure S1. Quasi-crystalline pattern in real space of the 30◦-twisted
bilayer system. Top-layer sites (purple) and bottom-layer sites (green)
can come arbitrarily close to each other, but they are only perfectly
aligned at the origin.

where

Ĝ−1
0,𝑘 =

(
𝑖𝜔𝑛 − 𝜀𝒌 − 𝛿0 𝑓

𝐴1
𝒌

)
𝜎0, V̂𝒌 = 𝑔

(
𝝓𝜇 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)
𝜎0,

(S32)

denote the bare Green’s function and the nematic contribution,
respectively. Performing a fermionic Gaussian integration of
the corresponding partition function with respect to the elec-
tronic degrees of freedom, we obtain the effective bosonic
action

𝑆eff
[
𝝓𝜇

]
= −Tr ln

(
−𝛽Ĝ−1

)
+

𝝓2
𝜇

2𝑈nem
, (S33)

where the last term arises from the Hubbard-Stratonovich de-
coupling of the fermionic interaction term, with𝑈nem denoting
the interaction projected onto the nematic channel. Expanding
the effective action (S33) in terms of the (uniform) order pa-
rameter 𝝓𝜇 leads to the Landau expansion of the free energy,
which is given by F = 𝑆eff𝑇 with 𝑆eff evaluated at the saddle
point. It is convenient to use the relation

−Tr ln
(
−𝛽Ĝ−1

)
= −Tr ln

(
−𝛽Ĝ−1

0

)
+

∞∑︁
𝑙=1

S (𝑙) , (S34)

where

S (𝑙) =
1
𝑙

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

tr𝜎
(
Ĝ0,𝑘V̂𝒌

) 𝑙
=

2
𝑙

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

𝑔𝑙

d𝑙
𝑘

(
𝝓𝜇 · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

) 𝑙
, (S35)

and

d𝑘 = 𝑖𝜔𝑛 − 𝜀𝒌 − 𝛿0 𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

. (S36)

As explained above, the 𝒌 integral only evaluates to a non-
zero value for 𝐴1-contributions in the decompositions (S26)-
(S28). We then obtain the free-energy expansion

F
[
𝝓𝜇

]
= 𝑟

��𝝓𝜇

��2 +𝑢 ��𝝓𝜇

��4 +𝜆3
��𝝓𝜇

��3 cos
(
3𝛼𝜇

)
, (S37)

with the coefficients

𝑟 =
1

2𝑈nem
+ 𝑔2𝑇

2

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

1
d2
𝑘

, 𝑢 =
3𝑔4𝑇

16

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

1
d4
𝑘

,

𝜆3 =
𝑔3𝑇

6

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

d3
𝑘

. (S38)

B. Twisted bilayer

We now proceed to compute the Landau coefficients of the
twisted hexagonal bilayer system given by the total Hamil-
tonian (S22) for an arbitrary twist angle 𝜃tw. The fermionic
Green’s function Ĝ−1 = Ĝ−1

0 −V̂ is given by

Ĝ−1
0,𝑘 =

(
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

𝜏0 −𝐹
𝐴2
𝒌

𝜏𝑧 − 𝑡 𝜏𝑥
)
𝜎0, (S39)

V̂𝒌 = 𝑔

[(
𝝓+ · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)
𝜏0 +

(
𝝓− · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)
𝜏𝑧

]
𝜎0, (S40)

where, for brevity, we defined

𝐹
𝐴1
𝑘

= 𝑖𝜔𝑛 − 𝜀𝒌 − 𝛿0 𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

cos (3𝜃tw) , 𝐹
𝐴2
𝒌

= 𝛿0 𝑓
𝐴2
𝒌

sin (3𝜃tw) .
(S41)

The nematic order parameter combinations are parameter-
ized by 𝝓± = |𝝓± | (cos𝛼±, sin𝛼±) . Analogous to the previous
case, the Gaussian integration generates the effective free en-
ergy

Feff = −𝑇 Tr ln
(
−𝛽Ĝ−1

)
+ 𝝓2

+
2𝑈+

+ 𝝓2
−

2𝑈−
, (S42)

where, to keep the approach general, we introduced different
effective interactions 𝑈± in each channel, which is allowed by
the symmetry of the problem. To expand the trace-log in terms
of 𝝓+ and 𝝓− we employ Eq. (S34) and evaluate

F (𝑙) =
𝑇

𝑙

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

tr𝜎,𝜏

(
Ĝ0,𝑘V̂𝒌

) 𝑙
. (S43)

Using the symmetry decompositions (S26)-(S30), and the
same logic as above, i.e. that only 𝐴1 terms contribute to
a non-zero sum, we compute F (𝑙) order by order. While
the linear term F (1) = 0 vanishes, the quadratic contribution
F̃ (2) ≡ 1

2

(
𝝓2
+

𝑈+
+ 𝝓2

−
𝑈−

)
+F (2) becomes

F̃ (2) =
𝝓2
+

2𝑈+
+ 𝝓2

−
2𝑈−

+2𝑔2𝑇
∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

{
𝐼
(2)
𝑘,+

(
𝝓+ · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)2

+ 𝐼 (2)
𝑘,−

(
𝝓− · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)2 +4d−2
𝑘 𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

𝐹
𝐴2
𝒌

(
𝝓+ · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

) (
𝝓− · 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌

)}
= 𝑟+ |𝝓+ |2 + 𝑟− |𝝓− |2 , (S44)
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where we defined the quadratic Landau parameter

𝑟± =
1

2𝑈±
+𝑔2𝑇

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

𝐼
(2)
𝑘,±, (S45)

with

𝐼
(2)
𝑘,± =

[ (
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)2 +
(
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)2 ± 𝑡2
] /

d2
𝑘 , (S46)

d𝑘 =
(
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)2 −
(
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)2 − 𝑡2. (S47)

The reason why the two nematic channels 𝝓± are decoupled on
the quadratic level is because the last term in the curly bracket
in (S44) vanishes, since the decompositions (S26) have no 𝐴2
contribution.

For the cubic contribution to the free energy, we obtain

F (3) = 𝜆
(3c)
+ c3𝜃tw |𝝓+ |3 c3𝛼+ +3𝜆 (3c)

− c3𝜃tw |𝝓− |2 |𝝓+ | c𝛼++2𝛼−

+𝜆 (3s)
+ s3𝜃tw s3𝛼− |𝝓− |3 +𝜆 (3s)

− 3s3𝜃tw |𝝓+ |2 |𝝓− | s2𝛼++𝛼− ,

(S48)

where we defined c𝛾 ≡ cos(𝛾) and s𝛾 ≡ sin(𝛾), as well as the
Landau parameters

𝜆
(3c)
± =

𝑔3𝑇

3

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

(
(𝑖𝜔𝑛 − 𝜀𝒌 ) 𝑓 𝐴1

𝒌

cos (3𝜃tw)
− 𝛿0

(
𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

)2
)
𝐼
(3𝐴)
𝑘,± , (S49)

𝜆
(3s)
± = −𝑔3𝑇

3

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

𝛿0

(
𝑓
𝐴2
𝒌

)2
𝐼
(3𝐵)
𝑘,± , (S50)

and the integrands

𝐼
(3𝐴)
𝑘,± =

[ (
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)2 +3
(
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)2 + (1±2) 𝑡2
] /

d3
𝑘 , (S51)

𝐼
(3𝐵)
𝑘,± =

[
3
(
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)2 +
(
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)2 − (1±2) 𝑡2
] /

d3
𝑘 . (S52)

At first sight, it might appear that 𝜆 (3c)
± in Eq. (S49) is singular

at 𝜃tw = 𝜋/6. However, this is not the case. To see this, we
symmetrize the first term in (S49) using a𝐶12𝑧 operation upon
which 𝑓

𝐴1 ,𝐴2
R𝑧 ( 2𝜋

12 )𝒌
= − 𝑓

𝐴1 ,𝐴2
𝒌

. Then, we find the result

(𝑖𝜔𝑛 − 𝜀𝒌 ) 𝑓 𝐴1
𝒌

cos (3𝜃tw)

[
𝐼
(3𝐴)
𝑘,± − 𝐼

(3𝐴)
(𝜔𝑛 ,R𝑧 ( 𝜋

6 )𝒌) ,±

]
= 𝛿0 (𝑖𝜔𝑛 − 𝜀𝒌 )2

(
𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

)2
𝐼
(3𝐴)
𝑘,± . (S53)

Since 𝐼
(3𝐴)
𝑘,± depends on cos (3𝜃tw) only in a trivial (analyt-

ical) way, this justifies the overall prefactor cos (3𝜃tw) in Eq.
(S48).

For the quartic contribution, we find

F (4) = 𝑢+ |𝝓+ |4 +𝑢− |𝝓− |4 +𝑢3
[
𝝓2
+𝝓

2
− +2 (𝝓+ ·𝝓−)2] ,

(S54)

where the Landau parameters are

𝑢± =
3𝑇
8
𝑔4

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

𝐼
(4𝐴)
𝑘,± , 𝑢3 =

3𝑇
4
𝑔4

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

𝐼
(4𝐵)
𝑘

, (S55)

and the integrands are defined as

𝐼
(4𝐴)
𝑘,± =

1
d4
𝑘

{
d2
𝑘 +8

(
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)2 (
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)2 +4𝑡2 (1±1)
(
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)2

+4𝑡2 (−1±1)
(
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)2
}
, (S56)

𝐼
(4𝐵)
𝑘

=

(
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)4 +
(
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)4 +6
(
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)2 (
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)2 − 𝑡4 − 2𝑡2

3 d𝑘

d4
𝑘

.

(S57)

Since the two order parameters are already coupled at the
quartic level (S54), for the fifth- and sixth-order terms we
only derive the contributions that depend on one of the order
parameters. The fifth-order terms becomes

F (5) = 𝑢
(5)
+ c3𝜃tw |𝝓+ |5 c3𝛼+ +𝑢 (5)

− s3𝜃tw |𝝓− |5 s3𝛼− , (S58)

where we used again the notation c𝛾 ≡ cos(𝛾) and s𝛾 ≡ sin(𝛾),
and defined the Landau parameters

𝑢
(5)
+ =

𝑇

2
𝑔5

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

(
(𝑖𝜔𝑛 − 𝜀𝒌 ) 𝑓 𝐴1

𝒌

cos (3𝜃tw)
− 𝛿0

(
𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

)2
)
𝐼
(5)
𝑘,+, (S59)

𝑢 (5)
− = −𝑇

2
𝑔5𝛿0

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

(
𝑓
𝐴2
𝒌

)2
𝐼
(5)
𝑘,− . (S60)

The integrand is given by:

𝐼
(5)
𝑘,± =

1
d5
𝑘

{5
2

[ (
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)2 +
(
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)2 ± 𝑡2
]2
− (1±1)

(
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)4

− (1∓1)
(
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)4
}
. (S61)

The cos (3𝜃tw) in the denominator in Eq. (S59) cancels for the
same reasons as in relation (S53).

Finally, for the sixth-order we find

F (6) = 𝑢
(6)
+ |𝝓+ |6 +𝑢 (6)

− |𝝓− |6 +𝜆
(+)
6 |𝝓+ |6 c6𝛼+ +𝜆

(−)
6 |𝝓− |6 c6𝛼− ,

(S62)

with

𝑢
(6)
± =

5𝑔6𝑇

12

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

𝐼
(6)
𝑘,±, (S63)

𝜆
(±)
6 =

𝑔6𝑇

24

∑︁
𝑛,𝒌

[ (
𝑓
𝐴1
𝒌

)2 −
(
𝑓
𝐴2
𝒌

)2
]
𝐼
(6)
𝑘,±, (S64)

as well as

𝐼
(6)
𝑘,± =

1
2d3

𝑘

+
(
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)2 + 1±1
2 𝑡2

d6
𝑘

[
3
(
𝐹

𝐴1
𝑘

)2 +
(
𝐹

𝐴2
𝒌

)2 − (1∓2) 𝑡2
]2
.

(S65)

SII. SPECTRAL FUNCTION AND PSEUDOGAP-LIKE
BEHAVIOR IN THE CRITICAL PHASE

Here we present details of the evaluation of the one-loop
fermionic self-energy. As shown in the main text, in the critical
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region where the fermions couple to the nematic fluctuations,
it is given by

Σ (𝜔, 𝒌) = 𝑔2𝐴0𝑇 (S66)∑︁
𝑖 𝑗

∫
𝑞

𝜒
𝑖 𝑗
nem (Ω, 𝒒) 𝑓 𝐸2

𝒌− 𝒒
2 ,𝑖

𝑓
𝐸2
𝒌− 𝒒

2 , 𝑗
G (𝜔−Ω, 𝒌 − 𝒒)

Throughout this section, we set both Planck and Boltz-
mann’s constants to be ℏ = 𝑘𝐵 = 1. We focus on the con-
tributions of the fermions at the Fermi level, with momenta
𝒌𝐹 ≡ |𝒌𝐹 (𝜃) | (cos𝜃, sin𝜃), and for simplicity, we assume a
spherical Fermi surface where |𝒌𝐹 (𝜃) | = 𝑘𝐹 = const. To keep
the discussion general, for the non-interacting fermionic prop-
agator we use a linearized dispersion and a finite lifetime 𝜏0:

G−1 (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹 − 𝒒) = 𝜔− 𝒗𝐹 · 𝒒 + 𝑖

2𝜏0
, (S67)

where 𝒗𝐹 = 𝒌𝐹/𝑚 is the Fermi velocity. We also neglect the
𝒒 dependence of the vertex function, which becomes 𝒇 𝐸2

𝒌− 𝒒
2
≈

𝒇 𝐸2
𝒌

= (cos2𝜃, −sin2𝜃). Moreover, since we are interested in
the thermal transition, we set the bosonic Matsubara frequency
to zero and write the bosonic propagator as

𝜒
𝑖 𝑗
nem (0, 𝒒) =

(
|𝒒 |

/
𝑘𝐹

) 𝜂−2
𝛿𝑖 𝑗 𝜒0, (S68)

where 𝜂 is the anomalous exponent characterizing the critical
phase, and the prefactor 𝜒0 has dimensions of (energy)−1.

Using all of the above ingredients, the self-energy is given
by:

Σ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹) =
∫

𝑑𝒒

(2𝜋)2
𝑔2𝜒0𝐴0𝑇(

|𝒒 |
𝑘𝐹

)2−𝜂 (
𝜔− 𝒗𝐹 · 𝒒 + 𝑖

2𝜏0

) . (S69)

We perform a change of variables to dimensionless Carte-
sian coordinates (𝑥, 𝑦) where 𝑥 is the momentum 𝒒 in units of
𝑘𝐹 along the direction transverse to the Fermi surface, and 𝑦 is
the momentum 𝒒 in units of 𝑘𝐹 along the direction longitudinal
to the Fermi surface. We obtain

Σ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹) =
∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞

𝜅𝑇 𝑑𝑥 𝑑𝑦(
𝑥2 + 𝑦2)1− 𝜂

2
(

𝜔
𝐸𝐹

−2𝑥 + 𝑖
2𝐸𝐹 𝜏0

) ,

(S70)
where 𝐸𝐹 = 𝑘2

𝐹
/2𝑚 is the Fermi energy and 𝜅 is a dimension-

less parameter given by 𝜅 =
𝑔2𝑘2

𝐹
𝐴0𝜒0

(2𝜋 )2𝐸𝐹
. Evaluating the integral,

we obtain the analytical expression:

Σ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹) = 𝜅𝑇𝑐𝜂𝑒
−𝑖 𝜂𝜋

2

(
2𝜔𝜏0 + 𝑖
2𝐸𝐹𝜏0

) 𝜂−1
, (S71)

where we defined 𝑐𝜂 as

𝑐𝜂 =

𝜋
3
2 Γ

(
1
2 −

𝜂

2

)
2𝜂Γ

(
1− 𝜂

2
) 1

sin
( 𝜂𝜋

2
) , (S72)

and Γ(𝑥) is the Gamma function. The coefficient 𝑐𝜂 varies
smoothly in the range [26.6,57.2] for the allowed values of
𝜂 ∈ [1/9,1/4]. The real and imaginary parts of the spectral
function are given by

ReΣ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹) = sgn (𝜔) Σ0 cos (𝛾) , ImΣ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹) = Σ0 sin (𝛾) ,
(S73)

with magnitude and phase

Σ0 = 𝜅𝑇𝑐𝜂

(
4𝜔2𝜏2

0 +1
4𝐸2

𝐹
𝜏2

0

) 𝜂−1
2

, (S74)

𝛾 = (𝜂−1) arctan
(

1
2 |𝜔 | 𝜏0

)
− 𝜂𝜋

2
. (S75)

We can now compute the spectral function 𝐴 (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹) =
−2Im

[
G̃ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹)

]
, where G̃−1 = G−1 −Σ is the renormalized

Green’s function. The resulting function,

𝐴 (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹) =
−2ImΣ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹)

[𝜔−ReΣ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹)]2 + [ImΣ (𝜔, 𝒌𝐹)]2 , (S76)

is plotted in Fig. 3 of the main text for𝑇 = 0.01𝐸𝐹 , 𝜏0 = 50𝐸−1
𝐹

,
𝜅 = 0.02 and 𝜂 ∈ [0.1,0.25]. The pseudogap-like energy scale
set by the distance between the peaks of the spectral function
can be obtained analytically in the limit 𝜏0 →∞:

Σ0 = 𝜅𝑇𝑐𝜂

(
|𝜔|
𝐸𝐹

) 𝜂−1
, 𝛾 = −𝜂𝜋

2
. (S77)

Inserting the above expressions into the definition of the
spectral function in Eq. (S76) and taking the derivative with
respect to 𝜔, we find the following condition for the maximum
at positive 𝜔,

𝑋2 −2𝜅𝑎𝜂

2𝜂−1
𝜂+1

𝑇

𝐸𝐹

𝑋 +3𝜅2𝑐2
𝜂

𝜂−1
𝜂+1

𝑇2

𝐸2
𝐹

= 0 (S78)

where we have defined 𝑋 ≡ (𝜔/𝐸𝐹)2−𝜂 and 𝑎𝜂 ≡ 𝑐𝜂 cos
( 𝜂𝜋

2
)
.

The positive root of this polynomial gives the position of the
maximum, 𝜔max. The value of Δ = 2𝜔max is then given by:

Δ ≈ 2𝐸𝐹


𝜅𝑇

𝐸𝐹

𝑎𝜂 (1−2𝜂)
𝜂+1

©­«
√︄

1+
3𝑐2

𝜂

(
1−𝜂2)

𝑎2
𝜂 (1−2𝜂)

−1ª®¬


1
2−𝜂

.

(S79)

The pseudogap-like energy scale Δ is plotted in Fig. 3(b)
of the main text for different values of the lifetime 𝜏0. Clearly,
the dependence on 𝜏0 is very weak.


