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In this work, we propose and study a double Kondo lattice model which hosts robust supercon-
ductivity. The system consists of two identical Kondo lattice model, each with Kondo coupling JK

within each layer, while the localized spin moments are coupled together via an inter-layer on-site
antiferromagnetic spin coupling J⊥. We consider the strong J⊥ limit, wherein the local moments
tend to form rung singlets and are thus gapped. However, the Kondo coupling JK transmits the
inter-layer entanglement between the local moments to the itinerant electrons. Consequently, the
itinerant electrons experience a strong inter-layer antiferromangetic spin coupling and form strong
inter-layer pairing, which is confirmed through numerical simulation in one dimensional system.
Experimentally, the JK → −∞ limits of the model describes the recently found bilayer nickelate
La3Ni2O7, while the JK > 0 side can be realized in tetralayer optical lattice of cold atoms. Two
extreme limits, JK → −∞ and JK → +∞ limit are shown to be simplified to a bilayer type II t-J
model and a bilayer one-orbital t-J model, respectively. Thus, our double Kondo lattice model offers
a unified framework for nickelate superconductor and tetralayer optical lattice quantum simulator
upon changing the sign of JK . We highlight both the qualitative similarity and the quantitative dif-
ference in the two sides of JK . Finally, we discuss the possibility of a symmetric Kondo breakdown
transition in the model with a symmetric pseudogap metal corresponding to the usual heavy Fermi
liquid.

Introduction: Kondo lattice model is one of the most
important strongly correlated models in condensed mat-
ter physics and describes a variety of interesting phenom-
ena in heavy fermion systems, including heavy Fermi liq-
uid, superconductivity and quantum criticality[1–8]. In
the conventional spin- 12 Kondo lattice model, itinerant
electron couples to localized spin-half moments with the
Kondo coupling JK . Depending on the competition be-
tween JK and the spin-spin interaction within the lo-
cal moments, the ground state is in a heavy Fermi liq-
uid or a Kondo breakdown phase. At intermediate JK
there may be a superconductor dome and a quantum
critical regime[9–11] with strange metal behavior. It
was proposed that the transition in the Kondo lattice
model may be associated with a jump in Fermi surface
volume resulting from Kondo breakdown, rather than
from symmetry-breaking orders as in the Herts-Millis
theory[12, 13]. Despite theoretical efforts using various
different methods[14–19], a well-established theory of the
Kondo breakdown transition is still elusive. One par-
ticular difficulty is that the local moments usually form
magnetic order in the Kondo breakdown phase. As a re-
sult, the transition needs to incorporate both the Kondo
breakdown and the onset of the magnetic ordering si-
multaneously. Actually the metal in the small JK side is
smoothly connected to a conventional symmetry breaking
Fermi liquid, thus it is not even clear that the transition
is necessarily beyond the Landau-Ginzburg framework.
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In this work, we introduce a new model dubbed as dou-
ble Kondo lattice model. The model consists of two layers
of the conventional spin-half Kondo lattice model with
Kondo coupling JK . Then we add an on-site inter-layer
antiferromagnetic spin-spin coupling J⊥ between the lo-
cal moments in the two layers. The J⊥ = 0 limit reduces
to two decoupled conventional Kondo lattice model. Here
we are interested in the regime of strong J⊥ > 0. With a
large J⊥, the localized spin moments tend to form rung
singlets and get gapped out. However, the Kondo cou-
pling JK transmits the inter-layer entanglement between
the local moments to the itinerant electrons. As a re-
sult, there is an effective anti-ferromagnetic spin coupling
J̃⊥ between the itinerant electrons even though the lo-
calized moments get gapped. One consequence is that
the ground state is an inter-layer paired superconductor
for both JK > 0 and JK < 0 sides. The strong pair-
ing persists in a wide range of |JK |, in contrast to the
conventional single layer Kondo lattice model where su-
perconductor dome is usually restricted to the critical
regime at intermediate JK . In addition to the robust
superconductor phase at low temperature, another at-
tractive feature of the model is that there are two differ-
ent symmetric Fermi liquids in the normal state above
the superconducting critical temperature (Tc). These
two Fermi liquids correspond to the Kondo breakdown
phase and the heavy Fermi liquid. In this new model,
the Kondo breakdown phase is just the usual Fermi liq-
uid (FL) phase decoupled with a trivial rung-singlet from
the local spin moments. On the other hand, the heavy
Fermi liquid(HFL) has a different Fermi surface volume.
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If we only look at the itinerant electrons given that the
localized spin moments are gapped, the heavy Fermi liq-
uid can be viewed as a symmetry pseudogap metal with
small Fermi surfaces, akin to certain candidates of the
pseudogap phase in underdoped cuprate[18]. Therefore
the normal states in small and large |JK | must be sepa-
rated by a phase transition, but without any symmetry
breaking, offering a clean model to study quantum criti-
cality beyond Landau-Ginzburg theory.

We also propose two potential experimental systems
to realize the double Kondo model with JK < 0 and
JK > 0 respectively. First, we suggest that the nega-
tive JK side of the double Kondo lattice model describes
the recently observed nickelate superconductor in the
bilayer La3Ni2O7 under high pressure with Tc = 80K
[20]. Following the experimental observation, extensive
studies, both theoretical[21–47] and experimental[48–53],
have been done to unravel the underlying physics of the
novel pairing mechanism in the bilayer nickelate. Espe-
cially, the Hund’s coupling between the dx2−y2 orbital
and the dz2 orbital has been shown to play a key role in
achieving the remarkably high Tc [54, 55]. As is proposed
by us previously[54, 56, 57], the dz2 orbital is Mott local-
ized and only provides a spin-1/2 moment per site. The
dx2−y2 orbital provides itinerant electrons which couple
to the localized moments through the on-site Hund’s cou-
pling JH . Then the physics is exactly captured by the
double Kondo lattice model with JK = −2JH < 0. On
the other hand, the JK > 0 side of the double Kondo
model can be realized in tetralayer optical lattice, with
each layer hosting a Fermi-Hubbard model[58]. By in-
troducing a potential bias ∆ < U between the inner and
outer layers, we can simulate the double Kondo lattice
model, where the conduction electrons are residing on
the outer two layers and the localized moments live on
the inner two layers, as illustrated in Fig 1. Notably,
the Kondo coupling JK is now from the super-exchange
and is always positive. JK can be conveniently tuned by
either inter-layer hopping or potential difference, provid-
ing a wonderful controllable platform to study the rich
physics in the model. In summary, the double Kondo
lattice model offers a unified framework for the bilayer
nickelate and the tetralayer optical lattice with different
signs of JK . We will see that the two sides share qualita-
tively similar physics, but the positive JK side achieves
significantly stronger pairing.

Double Kondo lattice model : We start with the Hub-
bard model on a four-layer optical lattice (See Fig. 1
(a)). We add a potential difference between the inner
two layers compared to the outer two layers so the den-
sity is n1 = n4 = 1 − x, n2 = n3 = 1 for the four layers
respectively. Due to the large Hubbard U , the electrons
in the inner two layers are Mott localized and only pro-
viding localized spin moments. We label the inner two
layers as S layers and the outer two layers as C layers.
We can then split the four layers to two groups labeled as

FIG. 1. Illustration of the tetralayer optical lattices
to realize the double Kondo lattice model on square
lattice and bilayer nickelate. (a) Tetralayer optical lattice
simulation of the double Kondo lattice model using the ultra-
cold atoms. The potential offset ∆ between 1 ↔ 2 (3 ↔ 4)
enforces the filling, n1 = n4 = 1 − x and n2 = n3 = 1. In
this case JK > 0 is from the super-exchange. (b) In the bi-
layer nickelate, the dx2−y2 offers itinerant electrons with an
intra-layer hopping t but no inter-layer hopping. Meanwhile,
the dz2 orbital is Mott localized and provides a spin 1/2 lo-
cal moment per site. Here we separate the dx2−y2 and dz2
orbitals to two layers just for illustration. In reality they
are in the same site and coupled together by the on-site cou-
pling JK = −2JH < 0. The double Kondo lattice model in
JK → +∞ reduces to the bilayer t− J − J⊥ model, while the
JK → −∞ limit reduces to the type-II t-J model. We em-
phasize that the JK → ±∞ limits are different with distinct
Hilbert spaces. The previous proposals of using the bilayer
t − J − J⊥ model (suitable for JK → +∞) to describe the
bilayer nickelate (with JK < 0) is not appropriate.

top and bottom. Each group consists of a C layer and a S
layer coupled together by a Kondo coupling JK . For the
S layer, we label the localized spin operator at layer 2 (3)
as S⃗i;t (S⃗i;b). Here, t(b) is an acronym of top (bottom)
layer, and i is a site index. Similarly, for the C layer, we
use ci;tσ (ci;bσ) to indicate electron operators at layer 1
(4) carrying a spin number σ =↑, ↓, respectively. Then,
the spin operator of the electron at the C layers defined
as s⃗c;i;a = 1

2

∑
σ,σ′ c

†
i;aσσ⃗σσ′ci;aσ′ .

Performing t/U expansion, we can reach the double
Kondo lattice model,

H =− t
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

Pc†i;a;σcj;a;σP + Jc
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

s⃗c;i;a · s⃗c;j;a

+ JK
∑
i

∑
a=t,b

s⃗c;i;a · S⃗i;a + Js
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

S⃗i;a · S⃗j;a

+ J⊥
∑
i

S⃗i;t · S⃗i;b (1)

where P is the projection operator to remove the dou-
ble occupancy at each site in the C layers. The first two
lines describe two decoupled Kondo lattice model [59] for
a = t, b respectively. Note that the itinerant electron is
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itself described by a t-J model. The J⊥ term couples
the localized spin moments of the two Kondo models to-
gether. In this work, our scope of interests is restricted
in the large and positive J⊥ regime. Both JK and J⊥
terms originate from the super-exchange and can be con-
veniently controlled by the inter-layer hopping or the po-
tential offset (see Supplemental Material (SM) Sec.I).

In addition, the same double Kondo lattice model can
also be realized in bilayer nickelate, as illustrated in
Fig.1(b). Actually the model was proposed by us to de-
scribe the recent observed 80 K high temperature super-
conductivity in the pressure La3Ni2O7 system [54, 56].
In bilayer nickelate, the dx2−y2 and dz2 orbitals of the
Ni atom play the role as the C layer and S layer in the
double kondo model. The Kondo coupling JK is now
from the on-site Hund’s coupling JH > 0 and we have
JK = −2JH < 0. But J⊥ is still positive and large due
to large inter-layer hopping of the dz2 orbital.

Type II t-J model in the JK → −∞ limit: In
the negative and large JK limit, we can first solve the
JK term at each site i for the a = t, b group, ignoring
the intersite hopping and the inter group coupling. The
original local Hilbert space at every site i and layer a is
3× 2 = 6 dimensional, which is from a tensor product of
the three states in the C layer and the two states in the
S layer. However, in JK → −∞ limit, only the 5 = 3+ 2
states are active in low energy because the spin-singlet is
forbidden by the large energy penalty −JK . The 5 states
can be grouped to two categories: two S = 1

2 singlon
states with ni;a = 0 and three S = 1 doublon states
with ni;a = 1. The two singlon states are written as
|0⟩C⊗|σ⟩S , where we define |0⟩C as the empty state of the
C layer and |σ⟩S as the localized spin state of the S layer
with σ =↑, ↓. The three doublon states are defined as
the spin-triplet state, |t⟩1 = |↑⟩C ⊗|↑⟩S , |t⟩0 = 1√

2
[|↑⟩C ⊗

|↓⟩S + |↓⟩C ⊗ |↑⟩S ], |t⟩−1 = |↓⟩C ⊗ |↓⟩S . By projecting
the original Hamiltonian in the restricted Hilbert space
with these five states, one can reach a bilayer type II t-J
model as discussed in Refs. [54, 56, 60],

H = −t
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

∑
σ

[
Pc†i;a;σcj;a;σP + h.c.

]
,

+
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

[
Jss
∥ S⃗i;a · S⃗j;a + Jdd

∥ T⃗i;a · T⃗j;a

]
+

∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

Jsd
∥

[
S⃗i;a · T⃗j;a + T⃗i;a · S⃗j;a

]
+
∑
i

[
Jss
⊥ S⃗i;t · S⃗i;b + Jdd

⊥ T⃗i;t · T⃗i;b

]
,

+
∑
i

Jsd
⊥

[
S⃗i;t · T⃗i;b + T⃗i;t · S⃗i;b

]
, (2)

with Jss
⊥ = 2Jsd

⊥ = 4Jdd
⊥ = J⊥, and Jss

∥ = Js,
Jsd
∥ = Js/2, Jdd

∥ = Jc/4 + Js/4. In the above
ci;aσ is the projected electron operator. S⃗i,a =

1
2

∑
σσ′=↑,↓ σ⃗σσ′ |σ⟩i,a ⟨σ′|i,a is the spin-1/2 operator, and

T⃗i,a =
∑

α,β=−1,0,1 T⃗αβ |t⟩i,a;α ⟨t|i,a;β is the spin-1 opera-
tor. The details on the bilayer type-II t-J model is pro-
vided in SM Sec.II).

One orbital t-J model in the JK → +∞ limit: In
the positive and large JK limit, the situation is different,
as the spin-singlet doublon state now has lower energy.
More specifically, we only have one S = 0 doublon state
(defined as ni;a = 1): |s⟩ = 1√

2
(|↑⟩C ⊗ |↓⟩S − |↓⟩C ⊗

|↑⟩S). There are still two S = 1
2 singlon states: |0⟩C ⊗

|σ⟩S . Therefore, the Hilbert space is reduced to b 3 =
1 + 2-dimensional for each group a = t, b. Then, the
singlet state |s⟩ can be treated as the new empty state in
the one-orbital t-J model. Adopting the same notation
of the conventional t-J model, we define new creation
operator c̃†i;aσ = |σ⟩i;a ⟨s|i;a, and density operator ñi;a =∑

σ |σ⟩i;a ⟨σ|i;a. In the end, we can derive a bilayer one-
orbital t-J model,

H =− t̃
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

∑
σ

P c̃†i;a;σ c̃j;a;σP + J⊥
∑
i

S⃗i;t · S⃗i;b

+ J∥
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

S⃗i;a · S⃗j;a, (3)

with t̃ = − 1
2 t, J∥ = Js.

Note that the original electron operator is ci;aσ =
1√
2
ϵσσ′ c̃†i;aσ′ with ϵσσ′ the 2 × 2 anti-symmetric tensor.

Hence the c̃† operator in the final t-J model should be
viewed as a hole creation operator in the original model.
Also the density operator ñi;a = 1− ni;a now has an ex-
pectation value ⟨ñi;a⟩ = x. We note that bilayer t−J−J⊥
model was also proposed to be experimentally relevant in
bilayer optical lattice out of equilibrium [61, 62].

Inter-layer paired superconductor : We focus on the
case with large positive J⊥, then the local moments in
the two layers (layer 2 and 3 in Fig. 1) tend to form on-
site spin-singlet. But because of the JK term, the entan-
glement is also shared to the top and bottom itinerant
electrons. This mechanism facilitates the formation of
interlayer Cooper pairs between electrons in the top and
bottom C-layers. In the limit J⊥, |JK | ≫ t, the inter-
layer pairing strength can be estimated by simply calcu-
lating the on-site binding energy. Ignoring the hopping
t and intralayer spin interactions Jc,Js, we can analyti-
cally solve the on-site local spin Hamiltonian defined at
each site. Then, the three states should be considered
for every site depending on the number of particles ni;a

in the C layers (see Fig.2(a)),

• |d⟩ : total spin S = 0 state with ni,t = ni,b = 0

• |faσ⟩: total spin S = 1
2 with ni,a = 1, nc,a = 0

• |b⟩: total spin S = 0 state with ni,t = ni,b = 1

Here, we used t = b(b = t). The corresponding energy
of the |d⟩ , |b⟩ , |f⟩ states and their JK/J⊥ dependence is
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FIG. 2. Illustration of |d⟩, |f⟩, |b⟩ states and the bind-
ing energy energy in t → 0 limit. (a) The three states
are obtained by analytically solving local spin Hamiltonian in
term of JK and J⊥ at each site in t → 0. For example, this
is the configuration in 0 < J⊥ ≪ JK . (b) JK/J⊥ dependence
of EB/2 with EB = 2ϵf − ϵd − ϵb. The exact function of
EB are provided in Eqs. (S6-S7) in the supplementary. As
shown here, the binding energy is always positive regardless
of JK/J⊥.

provided in SM Sec.III. Then, the binding energy is de-
fined as EB = 2ϵf − ϵd − ϵb. In Fig. 2(b), we plot the
JK/J⊥ dependence of the binding energy showing that
it is positive for both JK < 0 and JK > 0, though it is
larger in the JK > 0 side. Given the positive binding en-
ergy, there is an effective inter-layer attractive interaction
which leads to inter-layer s-wave superconductor[56].

We simulate the double Kondo lattice model in one di-
mension using the density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG). In Fig. 3, we present the finite DMRG results
for the model in Eq.(1) with fixed Lz = 2, Ly = 1, where
Lz = 2 correspond to the two coupled Kondo layer. We
set t = 1, Jc = Js = 0.1. We find a Luther-Emery liquid
with power law pairing correlations for the whole range
of |JK | > 0. In Fig. 3(a,b), the JK dependence of the
spin gap is shown for J⊥ = 1 and J⊥ = 5. The spin gap,
defined as ∆s = E(Sz = 1) − E(Sz = 0), characterizes
the pairing strength. Notably, the pairing in the positive
JK side is a few times larger than the negative JK side,
though the gap at the negative JK side is also sizable.
The JK dependence of the spin gap is qualitatively sim-
ilar to the binding energy in Fig. 2 (b). The pair-pair
correlation exhibits a power-law behavior with exponent
around 1, as depicted in Fig. 3(c). In SM Sec. IV, we
fit the central charge c to be c ≈ 1, consistent with a
Luther-Emery liquid phase. Although the binding en-
ergy is positive, we find that the |f⟩ states (see Fig. 2(a))
are still active in the low energy. In Fig. 3 (d), we show
that the percentage of the |f⟩ states is sizable even in the
large |JK | limit. Therefore the system is not in the BEC
limit although there is a net attractive interaction.

Symmetric pseudogap metal : We have shown that the
ground state of the double Kondo lattice model is a su-
perconductor for finite positive J⊥ and finite |JK |. Here
we also point out a potential transition in the normal
state above Tc. Especially, there is a symmetric pseudo-

FIG. 3. Finite DMRG results of the double Kondo
model, Eq.(1) in the 1D chain. Here, we use Lx = 60,
Ly = 1, and a bond dimension χ = 4000. We set t = 1, Jc =
Js = 0.1 and only tune JK and J⊥. (a-b) The JK dependence
of the spin gap, ∆S = E(Sz = 1) − E(Sz = 0), at J⊥ =
1 and J⊥ = 5, respectively. (c) The pair-pair correlation
function for x = 0.2 in the log-log scale, fitted with the power
law relation, ⟨∆†(x)∆(0)⟩ ∼ |x|−α. The inter-layer Cooper
pairing is defined as ∆(i) = ϵσ,σ′⟨ci;a,σci;a,σ′⟩, where a = t, b
(a = b, t) is the layer index, and ϵσ,σ′ is an antisymmetric
tensor. (d) The x dependence of the percentage of the |f⟩
state nf

2x
( nf

2(2−x)
) for x < 0.5 (x > 0.5). The percentage of

the singlon decreases with |JK |, but is always at order of 10%,
suggesting that the approach of using a purely bosonic model
is not appropriate.

gap metal without any symmetry breaking in the large
|JK | regime. To capture the potential metallic phase, we
perform the standard Abrikosov fermion mean-field the-
ory [63] for the Hamiltonian in Eq.(1) in the JK > 0 side
on square lattice. The mean-field Hamiltonian is,

HMF =− t
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

c†i;aσcj;aσ +Φ
∑
a,i

[
c†i;afi;a + h.c.

]
+∆

∑
i,σ,σ′

[ϵσσ′fi;tσfi;bσ′ + h.c.] , (4)

where ci;aσ is the free fermion with spin σ in layer a,
while ft/b is introduced for the local moments S⃗t/b =
1
2f

†
t/b,ασ⃗αβft/b,β , and Φ is the usual Kondo hybridization

between the iterate electron c and the f , while ∆ is the
pairing of ft and fb. Φ is decoupled from the JK term and
∆ is decoupled from the J⊥ term. The mean field theory
is not good at describing the superconductor phase, but
can capture the following two different symmetric metal-
lic phases: (I) ∆ ̸= 0, Φ = 0 describes a FL phase with
Fermi surface volume AFS = 1−x

2 in small JK , where the
local moments just form rung singlets. (II) ∆ = 0, Φ ̸= 0
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FIG. 4. The Mean-field phase diagram of double kondo
model and the illustrated Fermi-surface of the Fermi
Liquid(FL) and symmetric pseudogap (sPG). (a) The
Mean-field phase diagram for J⊥ = 1, x = 0.2 is shown as
a function of the two dimensionless parameters, JK/t, and
T/t. There appear three different phases: FL with localized
moment (∆ = Φ = 0), sPG (∆ = 0,Φ ̸= 0), and FL (∆ ̸=
0,Φ = 0), as varied by JK , T . (b) The Fermi surface of sPG
(black) and the FL (red) phases at zero temperature. For
illustrations, we choose JK/t = 4 for sPG (with mean-field
solution Φ ≈ 1.23,∆ ≈ 0) and JK/t = 0 limit for FL.

corresponds to a symmetric pseudogap metal (sPG) with
Fermi surface volume AFS = −x

2 . By tuning JK , we can
realize the transition from the FL to symmetric pseudo-
gap metal, shown in Fig. 4(a). In Fig. 4(b), we show
the Fermi surfaces of the FL and sPG respectively. The
sPG metal has a hole pocket centered around k = (π, π).
Here, the Fermi surface reconstruction is from the hy-
bridization of the itinerant electron and the f band from
the local moments. We do not find superconductor phase
because the mean field theory fails to capture the gener-
ation of the effective J̃⊥ coupling between itinerant elec-
trons. We believe both the FL and sPG phase are not
stable to superconductivity at low temperature, but they
are expected above Tc.

Discussion and Conclusion: In summary, we propose
a double Kondo lattice model which unifies the bilayer
nickelate and tetralayer optical lattice system for the
JK < 0 and JK > 0 sides respectively. We demonstrate
robust inter-layer superconductivity for both signs of JK .
A bilayer one orbital t−J−J⊥ model has been proposed
for the bilayer La3Ni2O7[55]. Our study here indicates
the bilayer t− J model is not appropriate for the bilayer
nickelate. Instead, one should use the double Kondo lat-
tice model with JK < 0 or the type II t − J model[54]
in the JK → −∞ limit. The bilayer t − J − J⊥ model
is justified in the large positive JK regime and may be
realized in the tetralayer optical lattice. Our analysis
suggests that the positive JK side hosts stronger pair-
ing, potentially leading to a high Tc superconductor in
realistic cold atom experiments.

In addition to the robust superconductivity, the dou-
ble Kondo lattice model has the advantage to allow two
distinct symmetric Fermi liquids with a Fermi surface

volume jump. Especially, a symmetric pseudogap metal
with small hole pocket is stabilized at large JK . This
offers an opportunity to study symmetric Kondo break-
down transition[64] without any symmetry breaking or-
ders. The simple mean field theory predicts a first order
transition, but we believe continuous transition is pos-
sible once quantum fluctuations are incorporated appro-
priately, which we hope to explore in the future. Besides,
in the double Kondo lattice model, the symmetric pseu-
dogap metal phase can be conveniently described by the
hybridization of the itinerant electron c and the f band
from the local moments. As we discussed, the model
can be reduced to a one-orbital bilayer t− J − J⊥ model
in the large positive JK limit. We conjecture the same
symmetric pseudogap metal phase survives in the bilayer
one-orbital model where there is no local moments. In
that case the f band should be interpreted as ancilla’
degree of freedom proposed by Ref. [18]. In the future
it is interesting apply the ancilla wavefunction[18] to the
bilayer t− J − J⊥ model directly to reveal the evolution
from a pseudogap metal in the single layer t-J model at
small J⊥ limit to the symmetric pseudogap metal at large
J⊥ regime.

Acknowledgement : YHZ thanks Immanuel Bloch,
Annabelle Bohrdt and Fabian Grusdt for insightful dis-
cussion. H.Oh thanks Kyungtae Kim for the helpful
discussion on the cold atom experiments. This work
was supported by the National Science Foundation under
Grant No. DMR-2237031.

[1] P. Coleman, C. Pépin, Q. Si, and R. Ramazashvili, Jour-
nal of Physics Condensed Matter 13, R723 (2001).

[2] P. Gegenwart, Q. Si, and F. Steglich, Nature Physics 4,
186 (2008).

[3] Q. Si and F. Steglich, Science 329, 1161 (2010).
[4] G. R. Stewart, Reviews of Modern Physics 73, 797

(2001).
[5] P. Coleman and A. J. Schofield, Nature (London) 433,

226 (2005).
[6] H. V. Löhneysen, A. Rosch, M. Vojta, and P. Wölfle,

Reviews of Modern Physics 79, 1015 (2007).
[7] T. Senthil, S. Sachdev, and M. Vojta, Physica B Con-

densed Matter 359, 9 (2005).
[8] S. Kirchner, S. Paschen, Q. Chen, S. Wirth, D. Feng,

J. D. Thompson, and Q. Si, Reviews of Modern Physics
92, 011002 (2020).

[9] S. Friedemann, T. Westerkamp, M. Brando, N. Oeschler,
S. Wirth, P. Gegenwart, C. Krellner, C. Geibel, and
F. Steglich, Nature Physics 5, 465 (2009).

[10] O. Trovarelli, C. Geibel, S. Mederle, C. Langhammer,
F. M. Grosche, P. Gegenwart, M. Lang, G. Sparn, and
F. Steglich, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 626 (2000).

[11] A. Schröder, G. Aeppli, R. Coldea, M. Adams, O. Stock-
ert, H. v. Löhneysen, E. Bucher, R. Ramazashvili, and
P. Coleman, Nature (London) 407, 351 (2000).

[12] J. A. Hertz, Phys. Rev. B 14, 1165 (1976).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/13/35/202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/13/35/202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1191195
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.73.797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.73.797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature03279
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature03279
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.1015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physb.2004.12.041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physb.2004.12.041
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.92.011002
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.92.011002
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nphys1299
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.626
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/35030039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.14.1165


6

[13] A. J. Millis, Phys. Rev. B 48, 7183 (1993).
[14] Q. Si, S. Rabello, K. Ingersent, and J. L. Smith, Nature

(London) 413, 804 (2001).
[15] T. Senthil, M. Vojta, and S. Sachdev, Phys. Rev. B 69,

035111 (2004).
[16] T. Senthil, S. Sachdev, and M. Vojta, Physical review

letters 90, 216403 (2003).
[17] I. Paul, C. Pépin, and M. R. Norman, Phys. Rev. Lett.

98, 026402 (2007).
[18] Y.-H. Zhang and S. Sachdev, Physical Review Research

2, 023172 (2020).
[19] Y.-H. Zhang and S. Sachdev, Phys. Rev. B 102, 155124

(2020).
[20] H. Sun, M. Huo, X. Hu, J. Li, Z. Liu, Y. Han, L. Tang,

Z. Mao, P. Yang, B. Wang, et al., Nature , 1 (2023).
[21] Z. Luo, X. Hu, M. Wang, W. Wu, and D.-X. Yao, arXiv

preprint arXiv:2305.15564 (2023).
[22] Y. Zhang, L.-F. Lin, A. Moreo, and E. Dagotto, arXiv

preprint arXiv:2306.03231 (2023).
[23] Q.-G. Yang, H.-Y. Liu, D. Wang, and Q.-H. Wang, arXiv

preprint arXiv:2306.03706 (2023).
[24] H. Sakakibara, N. Kitamine, M. Ochi, and K. Kuroki,

arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.06039 (2023).
[25] Y. Gu, C. Le, Z. Yang, X. Wu, and J. Hu, arXiv preprint

arXiv:2306.07275 (2023).
[26] Y. Shen, M. Qin, and G.-M. Zhang, arXiv preprint

arXiv:2306.07837 (2023).
[27] W. Wú, Z. Luo, D.-X. Yao, and M. Wang, arXiv preprint

arXiv:2307.05662 (2023).
[28] V. Christiansson, F. Petocchi, and P. Werner, arXiv

preprint arXiv:2306.07931 (2023).
[29] Y.-B. Liu, J.-W. Mei, F. Ye, W.-Q. Chen, and F. Yang,

arXiv preprint arXiv:2307.10144 (2023).
[30] Y. Cao and Y.-f. Yang, arXiv preprint arXiv:2307.06806

(2023).
[31] X.-Z. Qu, D.-W. Qu, J. Chen, C. Wu, F. Yang, W. Li,

and G. Su, arXiv preprint arXiv:2307.16873 (2023).
[32] D.-C. Lu, M. Li, Z.-Y. Zeng, W. Hou, J. Wang, F. Yang,

and Y.-Z. You, arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.11195 (2023).
[33] R. Jiang, J. Hou, Z. Fan, Z.-J. Lang, and W. Ku, arXiv

preprint arXiv:2308.11614 (2023).
[34] Y.-H. Tian, Y. Chen, J.-M. Wang, R.-Q. He, and Z.-Y.

Lu, arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.09698 (2023).
[35] J.-X. Zhang, H.-K. Zhang, Y.-Z. You, and Z.-Y. Weng,

arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.05726 (2023).
[36] Q. Qin and Y.-f. Yang, arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.09044

(2023).
[37] J. Huang, Z. Wang, and T. Zhou, arXiv preprint

arXiv:2308.07651 (2023).
[38] Y. Zhang, L.-F. Lin, A. Moreo, T. A. Maier, and

E. Dagotto, arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.07386 (2023).
[39] K. Jiang, Z. Wang, and F.-C. Zhang, arXiv preprint

arXiv:2308.06771 (2023).
[40] Y.-f. Yang, G.-M. Zhang, and F.-C. Zhang, arXiv

preprint arXiv:2308.01176 (2023).
[41] Q. Qin and Y.-f. Yang, arXiv e-prints , arXiv:2308.09044

(2023), arXiv:2308.09044 [cond-mat.supr-con].
[42] Y. Zhang, L.-F. Lin, A. Moreo, T. A. Maier, and

E. Dagotto, arXiv e-prints , arXiv:2308.07386 (2023),
arXiv:2308.07386 [cond-mat.supr-con].

[43] N. Kitamine, M. Ochi, and K. Kuroki, arXiv
e-prints , arXiv:2308.12750 (2023), arXiv:2308.12750
[cond-mat.supr-con].

[44] R. Jiang, J. Hou, Z. Fan, Z.-J. Lang, and W. Ku, arXiv
e-prints , arXiv:2308.11614 (2023), arXiv:2308.11614
[cond-mat.supr-con].

[45] Y. Chen, Y.-H. Tian, J.-M. Wang, R.-Q. He, and Z.-Y.
Lu, arXiv preprint arXiv:2407.13737 (2024).

[46] M. Kakoi, T. Kaneko, H. Sakakibara, M. Ochi, and
K. Kuroki, Phys. Rev. B 109, L201124 (2024).

[47] J. Zhan, Y. Gu, X. Wu, and J. Hu, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2404.03638 (2024).

[48] Z. Liu, M. Huo, J. Li, Q. Li, Y. Liu, Y. Dai,
X. Zhou, J. Hao, Y. Lu, M. Wang, et al., arXiv preprint
arXiv:2307.02950 (2023).

[49] J. Hou, P. Yang, Z. Liu, J. Li, P. Shan, L. Ma,
G. Wang, N. Wang, H. Guo, J. Sun, et al., arXiv preprint
arXiv:2307.09865 (2023).

[50] Y. Zhang, D. Su, Y. Huang, H. Sun, M. Huo, Z. Shan,
K. Ye, Z. Yang, R. Li, M. Smidman, et al., arXiv preprint
arXiv:2307.14819 (2023).

[51] J. Yang, H. Sun, X. Hu, Y. Xie, T. Miao, H. Luo,
H. Chen, B. Liang, W. Zhu, G. Qu, et al., arXiv preprint
arXiv:2309.01148 (2023).

[52] M. Zhang, C. Pei, Q. Wang, Y. Zhao, C. Li,
W. Cao, S. Zhu, J. Wu, and Y. Qi, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2309.01651 (2023).

[53] Z. Dong, M. Huo, J. Li, J. Li, P. Li, H. Sun, L. Gu,
Y. Lu, M. Wang, Y. Wang, and Z. Chen, Nature 630,
847 (2024).

[54] H. Oh and Y.-H. Zhang, arXiv preprint arXiv:2307.15706
(2023).

[55] C. Lu, Z. Pan, F. Yang, and C. Wu, “Interlayer
coupling driven high-temperature superconductivity in
la3ni2o7 under pressure,” (2023), arXiv:2307.14965
[cond-mat.supr-con].

[56] H. Yang, H. Oh, and Y.-H. Zhang, “Strong pairing from
small fermi surface beyond weak coupling: Application
to la3ni2o7,” (2023), arXiv:2309.15095 [cond-mat.str-el].

[57] H. Oh, B. Zhou, and Y.-H. Zhang, , arXiv:2405.00092
(2024).

[58] I. Bloch, J. Dalibard, and W. Zwerger, Rev. Mod. Phys.
80, 885 (2008).

[59] Y.-H. Zhang and A. Vishwanath, Phys. Rev. B 106,
045103 (2022).

[60] Y.-H. Zhang and A. Vishwanath, Physical Review Re-
search 2, 023112 (2020).

[61] A. Bohrdt, L. Homeier, I. Bloch, E. Demler, and
F. Grusdt, Nature Physics 18, 651 (2022).

[62] S. Hirthe, T. Chalopin, D. Bourgund, P. Bojović,
A. Bohrdt, E. Demler, F. Grusdt, I. Bloch, and T. A.
Hilker, Nature 613, 463 (2023).

[63] P. Coleman, Introduction to Many-Body Physics (Cam-
bridge University Press, 2015).

[64] X. Wu, H. Yang, and Y.-H. Zhang, “Deconfined fermi
liquid to fermi liquid transition and superconducting in-
stability,” (2024), arXiv:2401.08753 [cond-mat.str-el].

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.48.7183
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35101507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35101507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.69.035111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.69.035111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.026402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.026402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.155124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.155124
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2308.09044
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2308.09044
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.09044
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.48550/arXiv.2308.07386
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.07386
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2308.12750
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2308.12750
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.12750
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.12750
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.48550/arXiv.2308.11614
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.48550/arXiv.2308.11614
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.11614
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.11614
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.109.L201124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-024-07482-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-024-07482-1
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.14965
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.14965
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.15095
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2405.00092
http://dx.doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2405.00092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.885
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.885
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.045103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.045103
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.08753


1

Supplemental Material for
“Strong pairing and symmetric pseudogap metal in double Kondo lattice model: from

nickelate superconductor to tetralayer optical lattice”
Hui Yang ∗, Hanbit Oh ∗ and Ya-Hui Zhang †

William H. Miller III Department of Physics and Astronomy,
Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, Maryland, 21218, USA

CONTENTS

References 5

I. Realization of Kondo model in the tetra layer optical lattice 1

II. Double Kondo lattice model in bilayer nickelate 2

III. Details on |d⟩ , |f⟩ , |b⟩ states and the binding energy in t → 0 limit 2

IV. DMRG details and detailed DMRG results for the double Kondo model 3

V. Mean-field solution of the double-Kondo model 3

I. REALIZATION OF KONDO MODEL IN THE TETRA LAYER OPTICAL LATTICE

In this section, we derive the double Kondo lattice model starting from the Hubbard model of the tetra-layer optical
lattice. We start from the optical lattice Fermi-Hubbard model,

Hopt =
∑
l=t,b

Hl − t̃⊥
∑
σ

c†i;2;lci;3;l + h.c., (S1)

Ht = −t
∑
a=1,2

∑
⟨i,j⟩;σ

(c†i;a;σcj;a;σ + h.c.)− t⊥
∑
i;σ

(c†i;1;σci;2;σ + h.c.)

+∆
∑
i

ni;1 +
U

2

∑
a;i

ni;a(ni;a − 1)− µ
∑
a;i

na;i,

Hb = [1 ↔ 4, 2 ↔ 3] ,

where i, a, σ is the site, layer, spin index, respectively. Here, ni;a = ni;a;↑ + ni;a;↓ is the density at site i and layer a.
∆ is the potential difference between layers 1 and 2 (or 3 and 4), and we here restrict to 0 < ∆ < U . We then fill the
layer 2 and 3 first so that ni;2 = ni;3 = 1. After that, the additional particles prefer to enter layer 1 and 4 to reduce
the Hubbard U . In another word, layer 2 and 3 are Mott localized with just spin 1/2 moment per site. Layer 1 and
4 provide itinerant electrons with average density n1 = n4 = 1− x.

Assuming t ≪ ∆ < U , we can reach the double Kondo model through the standard second-order perturbation
theory,

H = −t
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩;σ

(Pc†i;a;σcj;a;σP + h.c.) + Jc
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

s⃗c,i;a · s⃗c,j;a + J⊥
∑
i

S⃗i;t · S⃗i;b

+Js
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩

S⃗i;a · S⃗j;a + JK
∑
a=t,b

∑
i

s⃗c,i;a · S⃗i;a, (S2)

with

Jc =
4t2

U
, Js =

4t2

U
, JK =

2t2⊥
U −∆

+
2t2⊥

U +∆
, J⊥ =

4t̃2⊥
U

,

where ci;t/b;σ (correspond to ci;1/4;σ in the optical lattice Hamiltonian) serves as a conduction electron, while S⃗i;t/b

(corresponds to S⃗i;2/3 in the optical lattice Hamiltonian) is localized moment. We have n1 = n4 = 1 − x and
n2 = n3 = 1.
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II. DOUBLE KONDO LATTICE MODEL IN BILAYER NICKELATE

The bilayer nickelate La3Ni2O7 is described by a two-orbital Hubbard model on a bilayer square lattice model.
Based on the DFT analysis, it has been shown that two d orbitals, dx2−y2 and dz2 are relevant to the systems. Since
the dz2 orbitals are almost half-filling thus be localized, only providing spin-half moments, while the dx2−y2 orbitals
are mobile electrons. The Hamiltonian of the bilayer nickelate is written as,

Hnic = −t
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩;σ

(Pc†i;a;σcj;a;σP + h.c.) + Jc
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨ij⟩

s⃗i;a;1 · s⃗j;a;1 + Js
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨ij⟩

s⃗i;a;2 · s⃗j;a;2 + J⊥
∑
i

s⃗i;t;2 · s⃗i;b;2

−2JH
∑
a=t,b

∑
i

[
s⃗i;a;1 · s⃗i;a;2 +

1

4
ni;a

]
, (S3)

where ci,a,σ is an itinerant electron operator of dx2−y2 orbitals with site i, layer a = t, b, and spin σ =↑, ↓ indices. Here,
the spin operator, s⃗i;a;1 = 1

2c
†
i,a,σσ⃗σ,σ′ci,a,σ, and the density operator ni;a =

∑
σ c

†
i,a,σci,a,σ of dx2−y2 are introduced.

Meanwhile, s⃗i;a;2 is the localized spin operator of dz2 orbital. Comparing two Hamiltonians, Eqs.(S2,S3), we can view
the two orbital dx2−y2 and dz2 defined on the bilayer nickelates as the itinerant electron and the localized moment
in the double Kondo model. The main difference of the two systems is that the effective Kondo coupling derived
from the optical lattice is antiferromagnetic with JK > 0, while in nickelate it is ferromagnetic Hund’s coupling
JK = −2JH < 0.

As explained in the main-text, if we take JK → −∞ limit, Eq.(S3) can be mapped onto the type-II t-J model. This
is because large ferromagnetic Hund coupling always enforces the doublon state as the spin-triplet state, described by
the spin-1 operators. Hence, the the Hilbert space at each site is restricted as a combination of these spin-1 moments
of the doublon state and the spin-1/2 moment from the singlon state. The spin operator of the singlon state are
S⃗i;a = 1

2

∑
σσ′ |σ⟩i,a σ⃗σσ′ ⟨σ′|i,a with a = t, b and σ⃗ as the Pauli matrices. The spin operators for doublon states are

written as T⃗i,a =
∑

α,β=−1,0,1 T⃗αβ |t⟩α,i,a ⟨t|β,i,a. Here, we have

Tx =
1√
2

0 1 0
1 0 1
0 1 0

 , Ty =
1√
2

0 −i 0
i 0 −i
0 i 0

 , Tz =

1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 −1

 ,

in the |t⟩1 , |t⟩0 , |t⟩−1 basis. The doublon states defined at the a = t, b layer are given as |t⟩1,i,a = d†i,a,1,↑d
†
i,a,2,↑ |G⟩,

|t⟩0,i,a = 1√
2
(d†i,a,1,↑d

†
i,a,2,↓ + d†i,a,1,↓d

†
i,a,2,↑) |G⟩ and |t⟩−1,i,a = d†i,a,1,↓d

†
i,a,2,↓ |G⟩. Note that d†i,a,1,σ = c†i,a,σ is an

electron operator of the dx2−y2 orbital, and d†i,a,2,σ is that of dz2 orbital. |G⟩ is the vacuum. Finally, the resultant
Hamiltonian is given as the type-II t-J Hamiltonian,

H = −t
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨i,j⟩;σ

(Pc†i;a;σcj;a;σP + h.c.), (S4)

+
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨ij⟩

[
Jss
∥ S⃗i;a · S⃗j;a + Jsd

∥ (S⃗i;a · T⃗j;a + T⃗i;a · S⃗j;a) + Jdd
∥ T⃗i;a · T⃗j;a

]
+
∑
i

[
Jss
⊥ S⃗i;t · S⃗i;b + Jsd

⊥ (S⃗i;t · T⃗i;b + T⃗i;t · S⃗i;b) + Jdd
⊥ T⃗i;t · T⃗i;b

]
,

with Jss
⊥ = 2Jsd

⊥ = 4Jdd
⊥ = J⊥, and Jss

∥ = Js, Jsd
∥ = Js/2, Jdd

∥ = Jc/4 + Js/4.

III. DETAILS ON |d⟩ , |f⟩ , |b⟩ STATES AND THE BINDING ENERGY IN t → 0 LIMIT

Starting from the double Kondo model, we take the limit of t → 0. In this limit, we can ignore the hopping and
intra-layer spin exchange interaction, thus it is enough to solve the local spin interaction defined at every site i,

H =JK
∑
a=t,b

s⃗c;a · S⃗a + J⊥S⃗t · S⃗b, (S5)
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where we omit the site index i here. Depending on the particle number of C-layer,nC =
∑

a,σ c
†
a;σca;σ at each site,

the three states can describe the low energy physics. The wave function is given as

nC = 0 : |d⟩ =
1√
2
[| ↑↓⟩ − | ↓↑⟩]2,3 ,

nC = 1 : |ft,σ⟩ ∼
[
|σσσ⟩ −

(
J̃K + α(J̃K)

)
|σσσ⟩+

(
J̃K + α(J̃K)− 1

)
|σσσ⟩

]
1,2,3

|fb,σ⟩ ∼
[
|σσσ⟩ −

(
J̃K + α(J̃K)

)
|σσσ⟩+

(
J̃K + α(J̃K)− 1

)
|σσσ⟩

]
4,3,2

nC = 2 : |b⟩ ∼
[
| ↑↑↓↓⟩+ | ↓↓↑↑⟩ − (2J̃K + β(J̃K))(| ↑↓↑↓⟩+ | ↓↑↓↑⟩) + (2r + β(J̃K)− 1)(| ↑↓↓↑⟩+ | ↓↑↑↓⟩)

]
1,2,3,4

.

The subscript 1, 2, 3, 4 denotes the layer index defined in Fig.1. We have defined α(r) =
√
1− r + r2, β(r) =√

1− 2r + 4r2 with J̃K = JK/J⊥. The corresponding energies of |d⟩ , |f⟩ , |b⟩ states are given by

ϵd = −3

4
J⊥,

ϵf =
J⊥
4

[
−J̃K − 1− 2α(J̃K)

]
, (S6)

ϵb =
J⊥
4

[
−2J̃K − 1− 2β(J̃K)

]
thus the binding energy EB = 2ϵf − ϵd − ϵb becomes,

EB =
J⊥
2
[1 + β(J̃K)− 2α(J̃K)]. (S7)

IV. DMRG DETAILS AND DETAILED DMRG RESULTS FOR THE DOUBLE KONDO MODEL

In our DMRG simulation, we split the double Kondo model site to two sites, corresponding to the top and bottom
layer separately. Each site has 3 × 2 = 6 states. In this notation the 1D double Kondo lattice model is the same as
the conventional Kondo lattice model on a two-leg ladder, but with an inter-layer J⊥ coupling. The total particle
number (in fact the particle in each layer is conserved) and the total Sz are conserved in this model. Here we provide
more detailed DMRG results of the double Kondo model. The spin gaps for different Lx are shown in Fig. S1(a), and
we can see the result is convergent for different system size. In Fig. S1(b), we can see the spin gap is convergent with
bond dimension. Bond dimension χ = 4000 should be enough.

In Fig. S2, we show the central charge (a) and (d), the correlation length (b) and (e), the pair-pair correlation
function (c) and (f), for both positive and negative JK . In Fig. S2 (a) and (d), we fit the central charge from the
entanglement entropy S and the correlation length ξ by the relation S = c

6 log ξ, where c is the central charge, and
we can find the central charge is c = 1 within error. From the correlation length in Fig. S2 (b) and (e), we can
see the spin degree of freedom is gapped, while the charge degree freedom remains gapless, which is consistent with
the Luther-Emery liquid. In Fig. S2(c) and (f), we fit the pair-pair correlation function by the power-law relation
|⟨∆†(x)∆(0)⟩| = A

xα , where ∆(x) = ϵσσ′c†tσ(x)c
†
bσ′(x), and we find the pair-pair correlation function shows a power-law

behavior, which is another property in the Luther-Emery liquid.

V. MEAN-FIELD SOLUTION OF THE DOUBLE-KONDO MODEL

Here we consider the double Kondo model with no intralayer spin interaction,

H = −t
∑
a=t,b

∑
⟨ij⟩

c†i;aσci;aσ + J⊥
∑
i

S⃗i;t · S⃗i;b + JK
∑
i

(s⃗e;i;t · S⃗i;t + s⃗e,i;b · S⃗i;b), (S8)

We can write spin moments in terms of the spinons, S⃗i;a = 1
2f

†
i;aσ⃗fi;a. Introducing the following two mean-field

parameters, Φ and ∆, where Φ is the hybridization between the itinerant electron and the spinon, while ∆ is the
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(a) (b)

FIG. S1. (a) the spin gap ∆S for different Lx with Js = Jc = 0.1, J⊥ = 1, x = 0.8. (b) the spin gap ∆S for different bond
dimension χ = 1000, 2000, 3000, 4000 with Js = Jc = 0.1, J⊥ = 1, x = 0.8.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

FIG. S2. (a) and (d) the central charge of JK = 1 and JK = −1, respectively. We fit the central charge by the relation
S = c

6
log ξ, where S is the entanglement entropy, ξ is the correlation length and c is the central charge. (b) and (e) the inverse

correlation length of JK = 1 and JK = −1, respectively. In our DMRG calculation, there are two quantum numbers, total N
and total Sz. We can get the correlation length of different operators from the transfer matrix technique in different symmetry
sectors (δN, δS), with N , S, ∆, c† corresponding to (0, 0), (0, 1), (2, 0), (1, 1

2
). (c) and (f) the pair-pair correlation function of

JK = 1 and JK = −1, respectively. We fit the pair-pair correlation function by the power-law relation |⟨∆†(x)∆(0)⟩| = A
xα ,

with ∆(x) = ϵσσ′c†tσ(x)c
†
bσ′(x).

interlayer pairing of of the spinons in the top and bottom layer. In terms of the mean-field parameters, we arrive at
the following mean-field Hamiltonian,

HMF = −t
∑
a=1,2

∑
⟨ij⟩

c†i;aσci;aσ +Φ
∑
i,l

c†i;l;σfi;l;σ + h.c.+∆
∑
i

(ϵσσ′fi;tσfi;bσ′ + h.c.), (S9)

where the mean-field ansatz are

Φ = −3

8
JK

1

2

∑
l,σ

⟨c†i;lσfi;lσ⟩, (S10)

∆ =
3

8
J⊥ϵσσ′⟨f†

i;tσf
†
i;bσ′⟩, (S11)
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as well as two constraint

1− x =
1

N

∑
i

1

2

∑
l,σ

⟨c†i;lσci;lσ⟩, (S12)

1 =
1

N

∑
i

1

2

∑
l,σ

⟨f†
i;lσfi;lσ⟩ (S13)

Solving the mean-field equation self-consistently, we can get the following phases. (I) the spinons are paired and there
is no hybridization, corresponding to the Fermi liquid phase with ∆ ̸= 0 and Φ = 0. (II) the spinons are not paired
but the hybridization is non-zero, corresponding to the symmetric pseudogap phase with ∆ = 0 and Φ ̸= 0. (III)
the spinons are not paired and the hybridization is 0, corresponding to the phase with the coexistence of itinerant
electrons and fluctuating local moments at high temperature. The full phase diagram is shown in in Fig. 4(a) in the
main text. In Fig. S3, we show some line cuts of the phase diagram.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. S3. The mean-field solutions for t = 1, J⊥ = 1, (a) x = 0.2, T = 0, (b) x = 0.2, T = 0.2t, (c) x = 0.5, T = 0.

The dispersion of the symmetric pseudogap metal is shown in Fig. S4 from the mean-field solution with J⊥ =
1, JK = 4, x = 0.2,Φ ≈ 1.23,∆ ≈ 0. Fig. S4(a) and (b) correspond to the dispersion along ky = 0 and ky = π,
respectively. The red line in Fig. S4 is the Fermi energy. From Fig. S4(b), we can see the Fermi pocket centered
around k = (π, π).

(a) (b)

FIG. S4. The dispersion from the mean-field solution with J⊥ = 1, JK = 4, x = 0.2,Φ ≈ 1.23,∆ ≈ 0. (a) the dispersion along
ky = 0 and (b) the dispersion along ky = π of the sPG. In the plot the red line corresponds to the Fermi energy.
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