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We theoretically study the two-dimensional metal that is coupled to critical magnons and features
van Hove singularities on the Fermi surface. When there is only translationally invariant SYK-
liked Yukawa interaction, van Hove points suppress the contribution from the part of the Fermi
surface away from them, dominating and exhibiting non-Fermi-liquid behavior. When introducing
disordered Yukawa coupling, it leads to a crossover from non-Fermi-liquid to marginal-Fermi-liquid,
and the marginal-Fermi-liquid region exhibits the T ln(1/T ) specific heat and temperature-linear
resistivity of strange metal. By solving the gap equation, we provide the critical temperature for
superconductor induced by van Hove singularities and point out the possible emergence of pair-
density-wave superconductor. Our theory may become a new mechanism for understanding non-
Fermi-liquid or marginal-Fermi-liquid phenomenons.

Many strongly correlated systems can exhibit phe-
nomenons deviating from the predictions of the Fermi-
liquid theory of metals, namely, non-Fermi-liquid (NFL)
or marginal-Fermi-liquid (MFL) behavior. The most
prominent examples include iron-based superconductors
[1, 2], heavy fermion materials [3, 4], and moiré system
[5–7], among others. A direct signature of NFL is the
frequency ω and temperature T dependent relationship
of self-energy imaginary part ImΣ(ω, T ) of electrons be-
haves for ω > T like ∼ |ω|α, where α < 1. When α = 1
[8, 9], it corresponds to MFL, whereas for ordinary Fermi-
liquid, α = 2. Because NFL/MFL is defined by deviat-
ing from the Fermi-liquid, this has led to a diverse family
of systems, and lacking universal experimental features
akin to the Fermi liquid. The microscopic origins of the
NFL/MFL phenomena have been a fascinating open is-
sue in condensed matter physics in recent years.

Using the critical Fermi surface [10] can characterize
the low-energy effective theory of NFL/MFL, where free
fermions couple with critical bosons. However, most of
the previous work has been based on Fermi surfaces away
from half-filling [11–14] or hot spots [15, 16], i.e., with-
out considering the influence of van Hove singularities
(VHS). Considering that the Fermi surfaces of many ma-
terials [7, 17–20] exhibiting NFL/MFL phenomena in ex-
periments include van Hove points (VHPs) and dopping
can modify the Fermi surface to introduce VHS, our work
investigated the impact of VHS on NFL/MFL behavior.

VHPs are points of divergent density of states. Due
to the singularities [21] of the electron-electron scatter-
ing close to VHPs, the Fermi-liquid picture is violated,
leading to the emergence of various phases such as su-
perconductors (SC) and density waves. The Fermi levels
of many materials [22–25] exhibit VHS, it has been the-
oretically employed to explain phenomena such as high-
temperature superconductivity [26, 27] and pair-density-
wave [28, 29]. VHS also alters the signatures of critical
bosons, modifying the low-energy and temperature prop-

erties, which can, in turn, lead to NFL/MFL behavior.
In this Letter, we study a system with electron-spin

exchange interactions, where the Fermi surface exhibits
VHS. We extending it to a SYK-liked [30–33] flavor-
random Yukawa interactions, it describes N flavors of
fermion couple with N ′ critical bosons. We show that
when the interaction is translationally invariant, the
system will exhibit NFL behavior, and VHS will sup-
press the behavior of the regular Fermi surface (i.e., the
Fermi surface away from VHS) and play a dominant role
in NFL behavior. When breaking translational invari-
ance, i.e., introducing impurities, the system will ex-
hibit MFL behavior. The temperature T -linear resis-
tivity and T ln(1/T ) electronic specific heat implies the
emergence of a strange metal [7, 11, 18, 34–36]. When
both types of interactions are considered, crossovers will
appear and depend on the energy scale or behavior of
N/N ′. For completeness, we numerically identify the
finite-temperature phase boundaries of the boson modes
by setting the effective tuning parameter to zero [37].
Using the gap equation, we identify the critical tempera-
ture for the SC. We observed completely different tuning
parameter ∆ dependent behaviors for the critical temper-
atures of the two interactions. For real systems, the co-
existence of disorder interaction and translational invari-
ant one, strange metal phase could also appear above the
SC phase. We argue that the pair-density-wave (PDW)
[28, 38–40] order will appear to compete with conven-
tional SC when the Fermi surface contains more than
one VHPs.
We consider a two-dimensional normal metal (NM)

couple to a ferromagnetic insulator (TMI). The system
is shown in Fig. 1(a) and the interface is described by
the Hamiltonian

H = −
∑
i,j,σ

tijc
†
i,σcj,σ +

∑
k

ωka
†
kak +Hint, (1)

where ci,σ describes annihilating an electron at lattice
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FIG. 1. (a) An illustration of the bilayer system. The itin-
erant electrons in the two-dimensional NM interact with the
spins (red arrows) in the FMI via exchange coupling (black
Feynman diagram). The NM at the interface is modeled by
lattice system (blue array). (b)-(d) The contributing con-
ductivity diagrams. Lines represent fermionic propagators,
wave lines represent current operators, dashed lines represent
magnon propagators after damped.

site i with spin σ, it constitutes the hopping term with
energy tij . It is worth noting that we do not constrain
the types of the lattice and the range of the hopping.
The TMI is modeled by a nearest-neighbor ferromag-
netic exchange interaction of strength J and a tunable
easy-axis anisotropy of strength K [41, 42] that can be
tuned by applied mechanical strain. The Hamiltonian
of TMI is HFI = −J̄

∑
<ij> S⃗iS⃗j − K

∑
i S

z2
i with lo-

cal spin operator Si. Performing the Holstein-Primakoff
transformation in term of the magnon operator ak, we
get the magnon spectrum ωk = SJ̄a2k2/2 + 2SK with
the lattice constant a of TMI and the spin S. For
convenience, we set the magnon energy spectrum to be
ωk = k2 + ∆ (by transformation ak →

√
2/SJ̄a2ak),

where ∆ ≡ k2z + 4K/J̄a2. Note that we are considering
a two-dimensional interface of a three-dimensional sys-
tem, so the remaining momentum kz in the z-direction
forms the tuning parameter ∆. We neglect high order
magnon-magnon interactions above and the subsequent
magnon-electron interactions as they do not play a cru-
cial role in our calculations.

Electrons in the normal mental interact with spins
in the ferromagnetic insulator at the interface via ex-
change Hem = − J√

2S

∑
i,α,β c

†
iασ⃗

αβciβS⃗i, where σ⃗ is vec-

tor of Pauli matrices. Applying the Holstein-Primakoff
transformation and retained to the lowest order, yields
Hem = −J

∑
i(c

†
i↑ci↓ai + h.c.). This interaction can be

extended to the situation of quenched disorder after con-
sidering the influence of impurities, i.e. the coupling J
depends on the lattice site i. Experimentally, moving the
Fermi surface through doping directly introduces impuri-
ties. The identical energy spectrum for electrons with dif-
ferent spin σ [43] allows for an extension to the coupling
between large-N flavor of electrons. Similarly, we also
consider the large-N ′ flavor of magnons. We contemplate
the following two types of coupling between electrons and

magnons:

Hint =− 1√
NN ′

∑
mnl

Jmnl

∑
i

c†i,mci,nai,l

− 1√
NN ′

∑
mnl

∑
i

J ′
i,mnlc

†
i,mci,nai,l + h.c.,

(2)

which includes translationally invariant (i.e. space in-
dependent) flavor random SYK-liked Yukawa coupling
and spatially dependent one, respectively. Where the
space independent (dependent) random Yukawa cou-
plings are chosen from a Gaussian unitary ensemble with
zero average and variance JmnlJm′n′l′ = |J |2δmm′δnn′δll′

(J ′
i,mnlJ

′
i′,m′n′l′ = |J ′|2δii′δmm′δnn′δll′), and Jmnl =

J∗
nml (J

′
mnl = J ′∗

nml). We assume that each sample flows
toward a universal low-energy theory.
The electrons and spin couplings lead to the phase

transition from U(1) phase to Bose-Einstein condensa-
tion (BEC) phase. The critical point of the phase transi-
tion at zero temperature is D0(0, Q)−1 = Π(0, Q), where
D0(0, Q) is the bare propagator of magnons and Π(0, Q)
is the self-energy of magnons introduced by the interac-
tions. Different hopping terms and crystal lattices in Eq.
(1) can lead to rich band structures. We primarily con-
sider the influence of scattering near VHPs, where the
electron’s dispersion relation exhibits either a maximum
or a saddle-point on the Fermi surface, because VHS can
lead to anomalous low-energy behavior. It can be an-
ticipated that when filled around the Fermi surface with
VHS, the physical properties are primarily determined by
VHPs and are not significantly influenced by the overall
shape of the Fermi surface [44]. When Taylor expanding
the electron’s energy spectrum at the VHPs, the first-
order momentum term vanishes, and the second-order
term appears. The saddle-point nature tells us that it
can always be transformed into εk = k2x+ak

2
y with a < 0

through a coordinate transformation [45–47], Where kx
and ky are two orthogonal momentum directions after the
coordinate transformation and the coefficient in front of
k2x is set to 1 through a reparameterization of the opera-
tor ck. We only calculated the nematic order, which the
order parameter momentum condenses at Q = 0 and the
critical point is ∆c = Π(0, 0), and subsequently demon-
strate that our results also apply to density-wave orders
(i.e. Q ̸= 0). The divergence of the density of state at
the VHP allows us to focus only on a small patch near
it, the nematic order compels us to consider interactions
within the same patch only.
When considering only the translationally invariant

SYK-liked Yukawa interaction (i.e. J ′ = 0), we ob-
tain the self-energy of electrons (Σ) and magnons (Π)
at zero temperature and low-frequency limit (detailed
derivations are shown in Supplemental Material [48]):

Π(iΩm, q)−Π(0, 0) ∼ |J |2 N
N ′ f(qx, qy,−a)|Ωm|,

Σ(iωn, 0)− Σ(0, 0) ∼ −i|J |
√
N ′

N
sgn(ωn)|ωn|1/2,

(3)
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where f(qx, qy,−a) = (|1 −
√
−a qy

|qx| | − |1 +
√
−a qy

|qx| |)/8π
√
−a(q2x + aq2y). The quasiparticle decay

exhibits the scaling of NFL behavior. Compared to the
quasiparticle decay results ImΣ(iΩn, 0) ∼ sgn(ωn)|ωn|2/3
[11–13, 15, 16] obtained by considering scattering be-
tween patches around the hot spots in circular Fermi
surface, which are far from the VHPs and the electrons
dispersion is εk = ±vF k⊥ + κk2∥/2, scattering of patch
near the VHP suppresses it and takes a dominant role.
So, it is expected that when considering scattering over
the entire Fermi surface with VHS, the quasiparticle
decay rate will exhibits ∼ |ωn|1/2 NFL scaling.
When considering only the spatially dependent inter-

action (i.e. J = 0), we obtain the self-energy of electrons
and magnons at zero temperature and low-frequency
limit (detailed derivations are shown in Supplemental
Material [48]):

Π(iΩm)−Π(0) ∼ −|J ′|2 N
N ′ |Ωm|,

Σ(iωn)− Σ(0) ∼ −i|J ′|2ωn ln
N ′

N |ωn|
.

(4)

This quasiparticle decay exhibits MFL behavior and the
specific heat is ∼ T ln(1/T ) [49] with temperature T .
Then we use the Kubo formula to calculate the direct cur-
rent (dc) conductivity at O(|J ′|2). The related current-
current corrections are shown in Fig. 1(b)-(d). Retaining
up to the lowest order in frequency, the system resistivity
[48] (i.e., the reciprocal of dc conductivity) is

Re[
1

σ(Ω ≫ T )
] =

16π4(−a)|Ω|
|J ′|2NΛ2

U ln Λ
, (5)

where ΛU is the momentum UV cutoff and Λ is the ra-
tio of the momentum UV cutoff to the frequency. Only
self-energy correction in Fig. 1(c) contributes in this
case. We only considered forward scattering of the patch
near same VHP, which results in one-loop contribution
Fig. 1(b) being zero. Meanwhile, the dispersion relation
of electrons at the VHPs only contains the momentum
squared term, ensuring that the vertex correction in Fig.
1(d) is zero. At the limit of Ω ≪ T , this will result in a T -
linear resistivity in the dc limit, with no residual constant
term. The T (ln 1/T ) specific heat and T -linear resistivity
are consistent with the behavior of strange metals.

We can also obtain the above results of quasiparticle
decay through the method of scaling analysis. After con-
sidering the VHS, the effect Lagrangian of our theory (1)
is

L = ψ†
m[∂τ − ∂2x − a∂2y ]ψ + (∂ϕl)

2 +Hint (6)

with Hint1 =
∑

mnl Jmnlψ
†
mψnϕl/

√
NN ′ and Hint2 =∑

mnl J
′
mnl(x⃗)ψ

†
mψnϕl/

√
NN ′. If we assume the scaling

dimension of space to be [x] = [y] = 1, and time to
be [τ ] = z, respectively. Then the scaling dimensions
for the Fermi and Bose fields are both [ψ] = [ϕ] = z/2.
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FIG. 2. (a) The coefficients of different scaling as a function
of the variance |J ′| of the disordered interaction. The black,
red, and blue solid lines represent the coefficients of scaling
of |ω|1/2, ω, and ln(|ω|), respectively. The green dashed line
represents the critical |J ′| of two analytical limits. (b) The
imaginary part of electron self-energy as a function of fre-
quency ωn when |J ′| = 0.2 and 1. The other parameters in
(a) and (b) are: a = −1, ΛU = 300, ωn = 21π, N = N ′

and |J | = 2. (c) A schematic diagram of SC order and PDW
order. The blue region represents the filled Fermi surface, red
dots denote VHPs, and the surrounding red areas indicate the
patches near them. The blue pairings represent conventional
SC pairs formed near the same VHP, while the yellow pairings
represent PDW pairs formed between different VHPs.

When we only consider the spatially independent inter-
action, we obtained the scaling dimension of the variance
J is 2−z/2. NFL/MFL behavior occurs near the critical
point, where we expect the interaction to be marginal, so
z = 4. This leads to the quasi-particle decay ∼ ω1/2 and
consists with the analytical results in Eq. (3). Similarly,
when considering only spatially dependent interaction,
the scaling dimension of J ′ is 1 − z/2, leading to z = 2
and resulting in quasi-particle damping ∼ ω. This differs
slightly from our analytical result ω ln(1/ω) in Eq. (4),
but since the dominant role is played by the preceding lin-
ear term, it is also considered consistent. Our analytical
calculations only considered scattering between the same
VHP (i.e. Ising order). If we consider density-wave order

with finite wave vector Q⃗, we need to account for scat-
tering between patches around different VHPs, introduc-
ing more fermion modes such as ψ†

m1[∂τ − ∂2x − a∂2y ]ψm1

and considering the interactions, ψ†
mψm1ϕle

iQ⃗x⃗, between
them. However, the scaling dimensions of the fields and
couplings remain unchanged, so the same dynamic crit-
ical exponent, i.e., the same quasi-particle decay, will
be obtained. This has already been verified [12, 16] in
the case considering only scattering at the Fermi surface
away from VHPs.

In the presence of both types of interactions (i.e.
J ̸= 0 ̸= J ′), the self-energy of magnons at zero tem-
perature and low-frequency is the sum of the self-energy
of magnons in (3) and (4). The self-energy of elec-
trons is shown in Supplemental Material [48], different
scalings are competing with each other. If we only
consider the behavior of large N(N ′) and ignore the
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differences in energy scales. When N ≫ N ′, it ex-

hibits quasiparticle decay rate − |J′|2 ln Λ

2π4
√
−a

[ArcTan(
√
−a)+

ArcTan( 1√
−a

)]ωn ln
eπ3(−a)N ′Λ2

U

N(ln Λ)2|J′|2|ωn| , and it is the scaling

of MFL, it will also lead to the T ln(1/T ) specific heat
and the T -linear resistivity in the direct current limit;
when N ≪ N ′, the scaling of NFL dominates and the
quasiparticle decay rate ∼ |ωn|1/2. When N ≈ N ′ and
considering only the difference in energy scales, the situ-
ation becomes extremely complicated due to the appear-
ance of logarithmic terms. As shown in Fig. S2(a) and
S2(b), when |J ′| ≪ |J |, it exhibits the scaling of NFL. As
|J ′| increases, there is a crossover to the scaling of MFL.
Despite the appearance of the scaling with ln |ω| in the
analytical expression (appears on the right side of the
green dashed line in Fig. S2(a)), it is always suppressed
by the scaling of MFL.

In experiments/numerical simulations [50, 51], the
fluctuations of the critical magnons couple with the Fermi
surface and result in the ground state of NFL/MFL,
dominating the properties of the system within a range
of temperature above the critical points. On the other
hand, in the low-temperature region near the critical
point, a SC phase is also generated. The two effects are of
comparable strength and it is not clear which dominates
in previous studies. However, in our model, large-N can
serve as an effective controllable parameter, and vertex
correlations are suppressed by 1/N [48]. The phase dia-
grams of our model (1) are shown in Fig. 3.

When only translationally invariant Yukawa interac-
tion is present as shown in Fig. 3(a), the critical tuning
parameter ∆c(T ) of the U(1) phase and the BEC phase
in TMI at finite temperature decreases as the increas-
ing of the temperature. A SC transition is established
by solving the linearized gap equation [48]. The crit-
ical temperature TC of SC increases with the increas-
ing variance |J | of the translationally invariant Yukawa
coupling and satisfies TC ∼ (|J |/

√
N)3 (see the Supple-

mental Material [48]). The schematic NFL region is also
given above the quantum critical point ∆c. When only
disordered Yukawa interaction is present as shown in Fig.
3(b), the critical tuning parameter ∆c(T ) ∼ T exhibits
nearly linear growth with increasing temperature, and
the mean-field exponents ν = 1/2 [52]. It confirms the
conclusion that the self-energy of magnons acquires ther-
mal tuning parameter, ∆(T ) ∼ T , when analyzing trans-
port properties [48]. This is significantly different from
considering only pervious Yukawa coupling. The criti-

cal temperature of SC, TC ∼ e−
√
N/|J′|, exponentially

increases with the increasing variance |J ′| of the disor-
dered SYK-liked Yukawa coupling (see the Supplemental
Material [48]). When considering both interactions, as
shown in Fig. 3(c), the critical temperature TBEC in the
low-temperature region is determined by the interaction
with spatial dependence, while in the high-temperature
region, it is determined by the quenched disorder com-
ponent. Therefore, the method of obtaining the tem-

perature dependence at finite temperatures (≫ ω) from
the frequency ω dependence at zero temperature (i.e.
T ≪ ω) is also applicable. In the case of |J | = 2 and
|J ′| = 0.2, the critical temperature TC of SC is dom-
inated by the behavior of |J |. Fluctuations associated
with the nematic phase, particularly near a quantum crit-
ical point, can enhance the superconducting transition
temperature TC [53, 54].

If there are multiple VHPs on the Fermi surface of
materials, then the main contributions also include scat-
tering between patches around different VHPs. As indi-
cated by the previous scaling analysis, near the critical
point, the frequency-dependent behavior of quasiparti-
cle damping is consistent with the case when considering
the scattering within the same patch. However, scat-
tering between different patches could result in a con-
stant contribution to the dc conductivity [48]. For real
materials, symmetry is broken due to impurities or frus-
trations, the energy spectrum after the renormalization
of higher-order diagrams always satisfies ab2 ̸= −1 (the
meaning of the parameters is explained in the Supple-
mental Material [48]). Therefore, the constant dc con-
ductivity can always exist and we argue that this can
contribute to the constant components in resistivity. In
addition, we can also consider the superconducting pair-
ing term ∆ij(r)e

i(K1+K2)Rψ†
1i(x)ψ

†
2j(y) [R = (x + y)/2

the position of the center of mass, r = x − y the rela-
tive position, and i and j are flavor indices]. ψ†

1(k) and

ψ†
2(k) are electron creation operators from two patches

around different VHPs with momentum K1 and K2 (as
shown in Fig. S2(c)), respectively. This PDW order with
condensed momentum K1 +K2 (̸= the reciprocal lattice
vectors G) will compete with the normal SC, and is be-
lieved to exist in the heavy-fermion SC [55] and cuprate
SC [56].

The scalar field in theory (1) is considered as magnons,
which can also be viewed as order parameters or fraction-
alized particles in the two-dimensional materials. The
Yukawa interactions (2) can be obtained by perform-
ing a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation on the Hub-
bard term. And our method is also applicable to any
type of lattice and hopping range, as long as there are
VHS on the Fermi surface. The effective theory of these
two-dimensional materials can also be described by La-
grangian (6).

We have shown that in two-dimensional materi-
als/surface with Yukawa interactions, the VHS on the
quasi-particle Fermi surface suppress regions far from the
VHPs, making a significant contribution to NFL. Consid-
ering impurities can explain the T ln(1/T ) specific heat
and the linear temperature dependence of resistivity in
strange metals. Moreover, tuning the strength of two
types of interactions can lead to a crossover from NFL
to MFL. In addition, we present the SC phase induced
by VHS, revealing that the exponent of the SC critical
temperature depends on the disorder interaction, and the
power-law dependence relies on the translationally invari-
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FIG. 3. Finite-temperature phase diagram of model (1) for three different values of the SYK-liked Yukawa interactions. The
phase transition temperature Tc to SC is shown in blue. The transition temperature TBEC from the U(1) phase to the BEC
phase in TMI is indicated in red. Above the zero-temperature quantum critical point ∆c, a schematic depiction in purple
illustrates the NFL/MFL region induced by Yukawa coupling. The parameters are: a = −1, ΛU = 300 and (a) |J |/

√
N = 2,

|J ′|/
√
N = 0, (b) |J |/

√
N = 0, |J ′|/

√
N = 0.6 (c) |J |/

√
N = 2, |J ′|/

√
N = 0.2.

ant one.

Our theory provides a new mechanism to explain NFL
behavior and strange metal phenomena, and can be
probed using real material with VHS, which are com-
monly present in recent popular twisted bilayer materi-
als [57–60]. It is noteworthy that a recent work in Ref.
[16] proposed a new experimental scheme using cavity
quantum electrodynamics to detect NFL/MFL, and we
anticipate that our theory can also be probed using sim-
ilar methods. Future research will focus on determining
the boundaries of the NFL/MFL region and consider-
ing the effects of fluctuations brought about beyond the
Migdal-Eliashberg franework [61].
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SELF ENERGY

Translationally Invariant SYK-liked Yukawa Interaction

Firstly, we consider translationally invariant flavor-random Yukawa interaction:

Hint1 = −
∑
mnl

Jmnl√
NN ′

∑
i

c†i,mci,nai,l + h.c., (S1)

where i is lattice sites, m,n = 1...N are the flavors of fermion field and l = 1...N ′ is the flavors of the scalar field.
The space independent coupling Jmnl is random in the space of flavors with Gaussian distribution:

Jmnl = 0, JmnlJ∗
m′n′l′ = |J |2δmm′δnn′δll′ . (S2)

The boson self energy caused by scattering between patch near the van Hove point is:

ΠJ(iΩm, q⃗) = −|J |2 N
N ′T

∑
n

∫
d2k

(2π)2
1

iωn − k2x − ak2y

1

iωn + iΩm − (kx + qx)2 − a(ky + qy)2
. (S3)

The scattering between different patches near van Hove points are considered in the manuscript. Sum over Matsubara
frequency and takes T → 0, this gives:

|J |2 N
N ′

∫
d2k

(2π)2
2(q2x + aq2y − 2kxqx − 2akyqy)

(q2x + aq2y − 2kxqy − 2akyqy)2 +Ω2
m

, (S4)

The integral domain of d2k is −
√
−a|ky| < kx <

√
−a|ky|. We first integrate with respect to kx, and then integrate

over ky, get:

|J |2 N
N ′

1

4π2
[

|Ωm|
|qx||aqy −

√
−a|qx||

ArcTan(
q2x + aq2y
|Ωm|

)− |Ωm|
|qx||aqy +

√
−a|qx||

ArcTan(
q2x + aq2y
|Ωm|

)]. (S5)

In the integral above for ky, we only considered contributions near the Fermi surface and neglect contributions that
lead to logarithmic divergences ∼ lnΛU , where ΛU is the momentum cutoff. The contributions far from the Fermi
surface can be absorbed by Π(0, 0), while the remaining part is expressed as powers of |Ωm|2/(q2x + aq2y) (similar
methods can be found in Refs.[15, 16]). In the low-frequency limit |q2x + aq2y| ≫ |Ωm| and the high-frequency limit
|Ωm| ≫ |q2x + aq2y|, we have, respectively,

|J |2 N
N ′

1
8π

√
−a

|Ωm|
aq2y+q2x

(|1−
√
−a qy

|qx| | − |1 +
√
−a qy

|qx| |), when |q2x + aq2y| ≫ |Ωm|

|J |2 N
N ′

1
4π2

√
−a

sgn(q2x+aq2y)

|qx| (||qx| −
√
−aqy| − ||qx|+

√
−aqy|) when |q2x + aq2y| ≪ |Ωm|

. (S6)

These limits are all achievable. For example, in the low-frequency limit, although q2x + aq2y can be zero due to the
presence of zero points, as long as the frequency convergence to zero is faster than the momentum approaching zero
point, |Ωm|/|q2x + aq2y| ≪ 1 and holds true.
We only take the low-frequency limit in our calculations. The boson self energy can be expressed in a simpler form

based on the division of different regions in the qx − qy plane:

ΠJ(iΩm, q⃗) =


−|J |2 N

N ′
1

4π
√
−a

|Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

(−
√
−aqy < qx <

√
−aqy & qy > 0) ≡ A

|J |2 N
N ′

1
4π

√
−a

|Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

(
√
−aqy < qx < −

√
−aqy & qy < 0) ≡ B

−|J |2 N
N ′

qy
4π|qx|

|Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

(− |qx|√
−a

< qy <
|qx|√
−a

) ≡ C
, (S7)

where we label the three different regions as A, B and C, respectively. We argue that non-Fermi-liquid of marginal-
Fermi-liquid occur above the critical point of bosons, so fermions couple with critical bosons, i.e., satisfy ∆ = Π(0, 0)
(only consider the Ising order). We define J̃2 ≡ |J |2 N

N ′
1

4π
√
−a

as simplify.

The fermion self energy can be written as:

ΣJ(iωn, 0) =|J |2T
∑
m

[

∫
A

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 + J̃2 |Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y
+

∫
B

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 − J̃2 |Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y

+

∫
C

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 + J̃2
√
−aqy
|qx|

|Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y
].

(S8)
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We will provide the steps for integrating over regions A and C, and the integration over region B, which is similar
to region A, will be omitted:

∫
A

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 + J̃2 |Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y
≈ 1

2π2

∫ ∞

0

dqy
1

q2y − J̃2 |Ωm|
−aq2y

ArcTanh(
√
−aqy√

iωn+iΩm−aq2y
)√

iωn + iΩm − aq2y

, (S9)

where we neglect the qx component of the damped boson propagator in region A, because the main contribution of
the integral is concentrated near the positive qy-axis. When the integration region approaches the boundary of the
A, the denominator of the boson propagator diverges. In low-frequency limit |ωn + Ωm| ≪ −aq2y, we need to define

a branch cut on the negative x-axis to calculate the square root,
√
iωn + iΩm − aq2y ≈

√
−aqyeisgn(ωn+Ωm) η

2 with

η ≡ |ωn + Ωm|/(−a)q2y → 0+, and logarithmic function. The exponential function eisgn(ωn+Ωm) η
2 is essential because

the integral from 0 to ∞ concerning 1/(q3y − 1/qy) diverges, but transformation
√
−a →

√
−aeisgn(ωn+Ωm) η

2 can be
performed to avoid divergence, resulting in:

− 1

32|J̃ ||Ωm| 12
[1 + isgn(ωn +Ωm) lnΛ]. (S10)

The lnΛ ≈ ln 4(−a)Λ2
U/|ωn+Ωm| at the low-frequency limit, where ΛU is the UV cut off of the momentum. Similarly,

the integral over the domain B yields:

− 1

32|J̃ ||Ωm| 12
[sgn(ωn +Ωm)i− ln Λ]. (S11)

The integral over the domain C (a better approximation is the boson propagator with q2y ≪ q2x in domain C):∫
C

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 + J̃2
√
−aqy
|qx|

|Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y

≈ 1

π2
√
−a

∫ ∞

0

dqx

1√
iωn+iΩm−q2x

ArcTan( qx√
iωn+iΩm−q2x

) + J̃2|Ωm|
q5x

ArcTanh( J̃
2|Ωm|
q4x

)

q2x + J̃4|Ωm|2
q8x

(iωn + iΩm − q2x)

≈ 1

32
√
−a|J̃ ||Ωm| 12

[−1 + isgn(ωn +Ωm) lnΛ]− 1

32
√
−a|J̃ ||Ωm| 12

[sgn(ωn +Ωm)i+ lnΛ]− 1

2π2
√
−aΛI

,

(S12)

where we use the approximation J̃ |Ωm|1/2 ≪ q2x when dealing with ArcTanh(J̃2|Ωm|/q4x), which leads to an infrared
divergence. We choose an infrared cutoff ΛI ≫ J̃ |Ωm|1/2 and it makes no contribution to the imaginary part final result
after the frequency integration and, under the minimal subtraction renormalization scheme, has no contribution to the
real part either. Another way to avoid the infrared divergence is J̃ |Ωm|1/2 ≫ q2x, which, after frequency integration,
yields the same imaginary part of the fermion self-energy.

At zero temperature, the integral over frequencies yields:

ΣJ(iωn, 0)−ΣJ(0, 0) ≈ −i |J | ln Λ
8
√
π

√
N ′

N
[(−a)1/4−(−a)−1/4]sgn(ωn)|ωn|1/2−i

|J |
8
√
π

√
N ′

N
[(−a)1/4+(−a)−1/4]sgn(ωn)|ωn|1/2,

(S13)
where we use the minimal subtraction renormalization scheme to eliminate the divergence in the real part. When
a = −1, Eq. (S13) becomes

ΣJ(iωn, 0)− ΣJ(0, 0) ≈ −i |J |
8
√
π

√
N ′

N
sgn(ωn)|ωn|1/2, (S14)

the divergence lnΛ has been offset.
Anyway, we obtained ImΣ(iωn, 0) ∼ |ωn|1/2, just as in the scaling analysis.

Disordered SYK-liked Yukawa Interaction

The disordered flavor-random Yukawa interaction is

Hint2 = − 1√
NN ′

∑
mnl

∑
i

J ′
i,mnlc

†
i,mci,nai,l + h.c., (S15)
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where i is lattice sites, m,n = 1...N are the flavors of fermion field and l = 1...N ′ is the flavors of the scalar field.
The space dependent coupling J ′

i,mnl is random in the space of flavors with Gaussian distribution:

J ′
i,mnl = 0, J ′

i,mnlJ
′
i′,m′n′l′ = |J ′|2δii′δmm′δnn′δll′ . (S16)

The boson self energy caused by scattering between patch near the van Hove point is:

ΠJ′(iΩm)−ΠJ′(0) = −|J ′|2 N
N ′T

∑
n

∫
d2q

(2π)2
1

iωn − q2x − aq2y

∫
d2k

(2π)2
[

1

iωn + iΩm − k2x − ak2y
− 1

iωn − k2x − ak2y
]

≈ −|J ′|2(lnΛ)2N
(−a)π3N ′ |Ωm|,

(S17)
where we have used an approach lnΛ ≈ ln 4(−a)Λ2

U/|ωn| as a constant with the momentum UV cutoff ΛU at the
low-frequency limit. The numerical calculation yields lnΛ ≈ ln 8(−a)Λ2

U/|Ωm|, and at the linear order level, we take
it as a truncation constant. The critical fluctuations of bosonic degrees of freedom are used to eliminate electronic
quasiparticles, so non-Fermi-liquid/marginal-Fermi-liquid behavior occurs near the phase transition critical point
ΠJ′(0) = ∆ at zero temperature. We define J̃ ′2 ≡ |J ′|2N(lnΛ)2/(−a)π3N ′ as simplify.
The fermion self energy can be written as:

ΣJ′(iωn)− ΣJ′(0) = |J ′|2T
∑
m

∫
d2k

(2π)2
1

k2 + J̃ ′2|Ωm|

∫
d2q

(2π)2
[

1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y
− 1

iΩm − q2x − aq2y
], (S18)

where we use the minimal subtraction renormalization scheme to eliminate the frequency divergence in the real part
and only obtain the imaginary part of the Fermi self-energy:

ΣJ′(iωn)− ΣJ′(0) = −i |J
′|2 ln Λ

4π3
√
−a

ωn ln(
eΛ2

U

J̃ ′2|ωn|
), (S19)

where ΛU is the momentum UV cutoff for the first integral in Eq. (S18).

Both translationally invariant and disordered SYK-liked Yukawa coupling

If we consider both translationally invariant and disordered flavor-random Yukawa coupling (S1) and (S15). The
boson self energy can be obtained from previous results:

Π(iΩm, q⃗)−Π(0, 0) = |J |2 N
N ′

1

8π
√
−a

|Ωm|
aq2y + q2x

(|1−
√
−a qy

|qx|
| − |1 +

√
−a qy

|qx|
|)− J̃ ′2|Ωm|. (S20)

Then the fermion self energy can be written as Σ(iωn, 0) = Σ1(iωn, 0) + Σ2(iωn) with

Σ1(iωn, 0) =|J |2T
∑
m

[

∫
A

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 + J̃2 |Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|
1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y

+

∫
B

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 − J̃2 |Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|
1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y

+

∫
C

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 + J̃2
√
−aqy
|qx|

|Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|
1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y
],

(S21)

and

Σ2(iωn, 0) =|J ′|2T
∑
m

[

∫
A

d2k

(2π)2
1

k2 + J̃2 |Ωm|
k2
x+ak2

y
+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|

+

∫
B

d2k

(2π)2
1

k2 − J̃2 |Ωm|
k2
x+ak2

y
+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|

+

∫
C

d2k

(2π)2
1

k2 + J̃2
√
−aky

|kx|
|Ωm|

k2
x+ak2

y
+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|

]

∫
d2q

(2π)2
1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y
.

(S22)
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Similar to the treatment in the section 1.1, we can obtain the integrals for each region:∫
A

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 + J̃2 |Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|
1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y
+

∫
B

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 − J̃2 |Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|
1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y

≈ 1

π2

∫ ∞

0

dqy
1

q2y + J̃ ′2|Ωm| − J̃4|Ωm|2
a2q4y(q

2
y+J̃′2|Ωm|)

ArcTanh(
√
−aqy√

iωn+iΩm−aq2y
)√

iωn + iΩm − aq2y

≈


1

32|J̃||Ωm|
1
2
[−1− isgn(ωn +Ωm)][1 + isgn(ωn +Ωm) lnΛ] J̃2 ≫ (−aJ̃ ′4|Ωm|)

1
16

√
−aJ̃′2|Ωm| [−1− i 2sgn(ωn+Ωm)

π ln J̃2

(−a)J̃′4|Ωm| ][1 + isgn(ωn +Ωm) lnΛ] J̃2 ≪ (−aJ̃ ′4|Ωm|).
(S23)

The same low-frequency condition has been applied above and the integral over the domain C is∫
C

d2q

(2π)2
1

q2 + J̃2
√
−aqy
|qx|

|Ωm|
q2x+aq2y

+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|
1

iωn + iΩm − q2x − aq2y

≈ 1

π2
√
−a

∫ ∞

0

dqx

1√
iωn+iΩm−q2x

ArcTan( qx√
iωn+iΩm−q2x

) + J̃2|Ωm|
q3x(q

2
x+J̃′2|Ωm|)ArcTanh( J̃2|Ωm|

q2x(q
2
x+J̃′2|Ωm|) )

q2x + J̃ ′2|Ωm|+ J̃4|Ωm|2
q6x(q

2
x+J̃′2|Ωm|) (iωn + iΩm − q2x)

≈


1

32
√
−a|J̃||Ωm|

1
2
[−1− isgn(ωn +Ωm)][1− isgn(ωn +Ωm) lnΛ] J̃2 ≫ J̃ ′4|Ωm|

1
16

√
−aJ̃′2|Ωm| [−1− i 2sgn(ωn+Ωm)

π ln J̃2

J̃′4|Ωm| ][1− isgn(ωn +Ωm) lnΛ] J̃2 ≪ J̃ ′4|Ωm|.

(S24)

Eqs. (S23) and (S24) have almost the same form with the exception of the sign in front of the lnΛ and it can be
exact cancellation when a = −1. Integrals over the domain A and B in Eq. (S22) is

∫
A

d2k

(2π)2
1

k2 + J̃2 |Ωm|
k2
x+ak2

y
+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|

+

∫
B

d2k

(2π)2
1

k2 − J̃2 |Ωm|
k2
x+ak2

y
+ J̃ ′2|Ωm|

≈ 1

π2

∫ ∞

0

dky

ArcTan[
√
−aky

k2
y+J̃′2|Ωm|− J̃4|Ωm|2

a2k4
y(k2

y+J̃′2|Ωm|)

]√
k2y + J̃ ′2|Ωm| − J̃4|Ωm|2

a2k4
y(k

2
y+J̃′2|Ωm|)

≈


ArcTan(

√
−a)

2π2 ln
Λ2

U

J̃|Ωm|1/2 J̃2 ≫ (−aJ̃ ′4|Ωm|)
ArcTan(

√
−a)

π2 ln ΛU

J̃′|Ωm|1/2 J̃2 ≪ (−aJ̃ ′4|Ωm|).

(S25)

The superficial degree of divergence of Eq. (S25) is lnΛU . In order to avoid introducing higher-order divergences, we
have omitted the kx component of the second term in the denominator of the first line of the integral expression and
retained only the logarithmic divergence part in the handling of the second expression (where ΛU is the UV cutoff).
The comparison between the analytical and numerical results can be seen in Fig. (S1), and it can be observed that
they agree well under the conditions of J̃ ′2|Ωm|1/2 < 5J̃ or J̃ ′2|Ωm|1/2 > 0.5J̃ when a = −1. A similar process applies
to the integration over the domain C in Eq. (S22), and yields

ArcTan(1/
√
−a)

2π2 ln
Λ2

U

J̃|Ωm|1/2 J̃2 ≫ J̃ ′4|Ωm|
ArcTan(1/

√
−a)

π2 ln ΛU

J̃′|Ωm|1/2 J̃2 ≪ J̃ ′4|Ωm|
(S26)

After summing over Matsubara frequency, the fermion self-energy Σ(iωn, 0)−Σ(0, 0) at zero temperature is found
to be

− i
|J | ln Λ
8
√
π

√
N ′

N
[(−a)1/4 − (−a)−1/4]sgn(ωn)|ωn|1/2 − i

|J |
8
√
π

√
N ′

N
[(−a)1/4 + (−a)−1/4]sgn(ωn)|ωn|1/2

− i
|J ′|2 ln Λ
4π4

√
−a

[ArcTan(
√
−a) + ArcTan(

1√
−a

)]ωn ln
4eπ

√
−aN ′Λ4

U

N |J |2|ωn|

(S27)

when J̃2 ≫ max{J̃ ′4|Ωm|, (−a)J̃ ′4|Ωm|}, and

− i

√
−aπN ′sgn(ωn)

8(lnΛ)2N |J ′|2
[ln(−a) ln π5(

√
−a)3N ′|J |2

4(lnΛ)4N |J ′|4|ωn|
− (ln

π5(
√
−a)3N ′|J |2

4(lnΛ)4N |J ′|4|ωn|
)2]

− i
|J ′|2 ln Λ
2π4

√
−a

[ArcTan(
√
−a) + ArcTan(

1√
−a

)]ωn ln
eπ3(−a)N ′Λ2

U

N(lnΛ)2|J ′|2|ωn|

(S28)
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FIG. S1. Comparison between the approximate analytical results and numerical results of the integrals for different limits in
Eq. (S25). The top two graphs are the results for J̃ ′2|Ωm|1/2 ≫ J̃ , with parameters set to a = −1, ΛU/J̃

1/2|Ωm|1/4 = 104.

The graph on the top right tells us that the analytical approximation fails at J̃ ′2|Ωm|1/2 < 5J̃ . The bottom two graphs are the

results for J̃ ′2|Ωm|1/2 ≪ J̃ , with parameters set to a = −1, ΛU/J̃
′|Ωm|1/2 = 104. The graph on the top right tells us that the

analytical approximation fails at J̃ ′2|Ωm|1/2 > 0.5J̃ . (When J̃ ′2|Ωm|1/2 ≪ J̃ , the singularity is in the large momentum region,
and the instability of the integral at the singularity results in poor accuracy in the two graphs below.)

when J̃2 ≪ min{J̃ ′4|Ωm|, (−a)J̃ ′4|Ωm|}. Eq. (S21) involves an IR divergence in the frequency integration when J̃2 ≪
min{J̃ ′4|Ωm|, (−a)J̃ ′4|Ωm|}, naturally introducing an infrared cutoff max{J̃2/J̃ ′4, J̃2/(−a)J̃ ′4}. But this treatment is
not crucial, as analyzed in the manuscript, because the scaling of lnω is concealed by the scaling of marginal-Fermi-
liquid.

TRANSPORT PROPERTIES

We will calculate the conductivity and frequency dependence at zero temperature and extend these results to finite
temperature. At finite temperature, the bosonic modes with a dynamic critical exponent z = 2 (i.e. ω ∼ ∆), where the
magnons’ self-energy correction (S17) is following a quadratic dispersion relation, acquire a thermal tuning parameter
∆̃(T ) ∼ T (it can be verified by the temperature T -dependent phase boundaries between the U(1) phase and the BEC
phase, as illustrated in Fig. 3(b) and 3(c) of the main text). This lead to ω/T scaling in universal function [11, 12],
the frequency dependence ∼ ωα at the limit T ≪ |ω|, will transition to a dependence on the temperature ∼ Tα at
limit T ≫ |ω|.

We need to calculate the current-current correlation function to compute the electrical resistivity. By gauging the
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global U(1) symmetry to introduce gauge field, we assume that the gauge potential Ak exists only at the midpoint of
the lattice links. Taylor expansion up to the linear order in Ak, we obtain the current:

j⃗k = 2
∑
p,m

sin((p⃗+
k⃗

2
) · e⃗)c†p+k,mcp,me⃗, (S29)

where e⃗ is the lattice vector. We assume the low-momentum scenario and consider the gauge potential’s direction to
be in the x-direction, then we get jk =

∑
p,m(2px + kx)c

†
p+k,mcp,m. We can also obtain this electromagnetic current

from an effective theory (6) of the main text with minimal coupling method. Similarly, it requires fixing the gauge
to Ay = 0. All subsequent calculations involve only the interaction term Hint2 (i.e. J = 0) and are at low-frequency
limit.

For scattering between the same patch near one van Hove point, the one-loop diagram as shown in Fig1. (b) is
automatically zero, as it involves only forward scattering processes and lacks Umklapp scattering processes:

Ξb(iΩm, 0) = −NT
∑
n

∫
d2k

(2π)2
4k2x

iωn + iΩm − k2x − ak2y

1

iωn − k2x − ak2y
= 0. (S30)

The current-current correction functions in Fig1. (c) and (d) at zero temperature are

ΞcJ′(iΩm, 0) =−NT
∑
n

∫
dk2

(2π)2
4k2x

iωn + iΩm − k2x − ak2y

1

(iωn − k2x − ak2y)
2
ΣJ′(iωn)

=
2N

π2
√
−a

T
∑
n

∫
dky

√
iωn + iΩm + k2yArcTanh( ΛUV√

iωn+iΩm+k2
y

)− iωn+iΩm+k2
y√

iωn+k2
y

ArcTanh( ΛUV√
iωn+k2

y

)

Ω2
m

ΣJ′(iωn)

≈− J ′2NΛ2
U ln Λ

8π5(−a)

∫
dω

ω

Ω2
m

ln(
eΛ2

U

J̃ ′2|ω|
)[sgn(ω +Ωm)− sgn(ω)]

=
J ′2NΛ2

U ln Λ

16π5(−a)
ln

e3Λ4
U

J̃ ′4Ω2
m

,

(S31)
and

ΞdJ′(iΩm, 0) =|J ′|2N ′
∫
dω1

2π

dω2

2π

∫
d2k1
(2π)2

d2k2
(2π)2

d2k3
(2π)2

4k1xk2x
iω1 + iΩm − k21x − ak21y

1

iω1 − k21x − ak21y

1

iω2 + iΩm − k22x − ak22y
1

iω2 − k22x − ak22y

1

k23 + J̃ ′2|ω2 − ω1|
= 0,

(S32)
respectively. So the main contribution up to two-loop to electrical conductivity comes from Fig1. (c), that is

Re[σ(Ω ≫ T )] =
Im[Ξ(iΩm, 0)− Ξ(0, 0)]iΩm→Ω+i0+

Ω
=

|J ′|2NΛ2
U ln Λ

16π4(−a)
1

|Ω|
. (S33)

When Ω ≪ T , this leads to temperature-linear resistivity, but without a residual constant term.
If consider the current-current correlation function arising from scattering between different patches near the van

Hove points, here we make a simple assumption that the dispersion relations of these two van Hove points are
denoted as k2x + ak2y (a < 0) and bk2x + kxky. We also take the Fermi self-energy from Eq. (S19) for simplyfy (just
as demonstrated in scale analysis, the frequency dependence of the imaginary part of the Fermi self-energy due to
scattering between different patch near the van Hove points remains unchanged, and only the coefficient has changed.).
The relevant flow-flow correlation functions are

Ξ′
b(iΩm, 0)− Ξ′

a(0) =−NT
∑
n

∫
d2k

(2π)2
(

1

iωn + iΩm − k2x − ak2y
− 1

iωn − k2x − ak2y
)

4k2x
iωn − bk2x − kxky

≈iπNT
∑
n

∫
d2k

(2π)2
[sgn(ω +Ωm)− sgn(ω)]δ(k2x + ak2y)

4k2x
iωn − bk2x − kxky

=
iΩm

√
−a

4π2
[

1

ab−
√
−a

ln
e2(ab−

√
−a)2Λ4

U

−Ω2
m

+
1

ab+
√
−a

ln
e2(ab+

√
−a)2Λ4

U

−Ω2
m

],

(S34)
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Ξ′
cJ′(iΩm, 0)− Ξ′

bJ′(0, 0) =−NT
∑
n

∫
dk2

(2π)2
(

1

iωn + iΩm − k2x − ak2y
− 1

iωn − k2x − ak2y
)

4k2x
(iωn − bk2x − kxky)2

ΣJ′(iωn)

≈iπNT
∑
n

∫
d2k

(2π)2
[sgn(ω +Ωm)− sgn(ω)]δ(k2x + ak2y)

4k2x
(iωn − bk2x − kxky)2

ΣJ′(iωn)

=− i
|J ′|2b ln Λ

8π5(ab2 + 1)
Ωm ln

e4Λ4
U

J̃ ′4Ω2
m

.

(S35)

Let k⃗ → −k⃗, and you will also find Ξ′
dJ′(iΩm, 0) = 0. Results in Eq. (S34) and (S35) are only valid in ab2 + 1 ̸= 0.

The result dc conductivity is Re[σ(Ω ≫ T )] = −|J ′|2b ln(Λ)/8π4(ab2 + 1) and do not depend on the frequency Ω.

PHASE DIAGRAMS

Assuming the system exhibits superconductivity, we introduce a superconductor pairing term
g∆ij(R, r)ψ

†
i (x)ψ

†
j (y) + h.c. [R = (x + y)/2 the position of the center of mass, r = x − y the relative posi-

tion, and i and j are flavor indices] into the Hamiltonian. If the fermi modes Ψi after the Fourier-transformation
primarily come from the same patch near a van Hove point, then ∆ij(R, r) ≡ ∆ij(r)e

i2K1R with momentum K1 at
this van Hove point. Interaction (S1) renormalize the superconductor pair up to O(|J |2/N). At the critical point
of the superconductor-normal phase transition, the renormalized superconductor gap is required to be zero. In the
large-N limit, the linearized gap equation [28] is obtained as

∆ij(p) =
|J |2

N
T
∑
n

∫
d2k

(2π)2
G(iωn, k)G(−iωn,−k)∆ji(k)D(k − p) (S36)

with fermi propagator G(iωn, k) and boson propagator D(k). Similarly, this also applies to the case of interaction
(S15), or the joint action of (S1) and (S15). In the numerical computation part, we simply replace the boson propagator
with D(p) = 1/(p2 +∆(T )) to represent the renormalized boson propagator. Where ∆(T ) ≡ ∆+ ∆̃(T ) is the square
of the effective tuning parameter at finite temperature with renormalized contributions ∆̃(T ).
In the main text, we only considered the simplest case of van Hove singularties at half-filling on a square lattice. Two

van Hove points are located at (±π, 0) and (0,±π). When electrons involved in the superconducting pairing come from
the same van Hove point, the center-of-mass momentum is the reciprocal lattice vectors, and corresponds to normal
superconductor. However, when electrons come from two different van Hove points, the center-of-mass momentum
is (±π,±π), introducing spatial modulation and leading to a density wave order. But in bilayer twisted materials,
situations can arise where 2K1 is not a reciprocal lattice vector, leading to the appearance of the pair-density-wave
order as well.

Fig. S2, as a supplement to Fig. 3 in the main text, provides the relationship of the critical temperature TC of
superconductor with the variance of random interactions. The left graph shows a linear fit with slope 2.93, indicating

TC ∼ (|J |/
√
N)3, while the right graph indicates TC ∼ e−

√
N/|J′|.
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FIG. S2. Relationship of the critical temperature TC of SC with the variance of random interactions. The left diagram only
consider the interaction (S1) and the right one only consider interaction (S15). The parameter values are: a = −1, ΛU = 300,
and ∆(T ) = 0.5.
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