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The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model, has emerged as a powerful tool for exploring the quantum
nature of black holes, particularly their residual entropy at zero temperature. In this work, we
investigate the role of long-range interactions in a chain of SYK dots with power-law decaying
couplings and demonstrate how these interactions can lead to finite residual entropy in the strong
non-local case. Indeed, as a function of the interaction range, the black-hole phase, found in the
isolated SYK, melts into a long-range Fermi-liquid phase in the weak long-range regime and finally
reaches the non Fermi-liquid phase in the purely local case. Our results pave the way to the
understanding of the role of the interaction range in black hole thermodynamics and quantum
information.

One of the central challenges in modern physics is rec-
onciling quantum mechanics with gravitational physics,
classically governed by Einstein’s general theory of rela-
tivity. When these two theories intersect, such as when
describing the event horizons of black holes, paradoxes
arise [1]. One of the most promising approaches for ad-
dressing these contradictions is the holographic princi-
ple, which posits that quantum gravity in a (d + 1)-
dimensional spacetime “bulk” can be equivalently de-
scribed by a non-gravitational many-body system de-
fined on its d-dimensional boundary [2]. The study of
holographic quantum matter has revealed a deep and in-
triguing connection between the quantum properties of
black holes and more conventional, yet strongly interact-
ing, quantum many-body systems [3, 4]. This connec-
tion becomes evident when investigating their thermo-
dynamic properties, statistical mechanics [5], and phe-
nomena such as quantum chaos [6, 7]. Classically, black
holes are defined by the presence of an event horizon, a
surface beyond which no information escapes. However,
this defining feature of black holes necessitates revision
from a quantum mechanical perspective. The discov-
ery of Hawking radiation [8] transformed our grasp of
black hole thermodynamics. Hawking radiation is ther-
mal, akin to that of a black body, indicating that black
holes possess a temperature and exhibit behavior analo-
gous to thermodynamic systems [9, 10].

In this context the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK)
model [11–13] has recently gathered considerable at-
tention both from the high energy and the condensed
matter community. The SYK model is a quantum
mechanical system with a large number of fermions
(N ≫ 1) interacting via random all-to-all q-body
couplings. This model exhibits a range of fascinating
behaviors, including exotic Non-Fermi Liquid (NFL)
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states without quasiparticle excitations [14–19], a con-
nection to holographic dualities [20–22], and quantum
chaos [6, 23, 24]. Notably, through holographic duality,
the SYK model has revealed similarities to black holes,
providing a framework to probe the quantum nature
of these enigmatic objects. A particularly important
feature in this context is the black hole entropy, given
by the Bekenstein-Hawking formula. In the case of
charged black holes, particularly in near-horizon regions
like AdS2 spacetime, a nonzero entropy persists even
as the temperature approaches zero [25–30]. This
behavior mirrors the entropy in the SYK model and
reinforces the black hole analogy [20, 31, 32]. The goal
of this work is to explore how the residual entropy at
zero temperature, a key aspect of this black hole SYK
connection, originates from the long-range (LR) nature
of the model interactions.

In order to elucidate the mechanism underlying the
presence of finite entropy at zero temperature, we in-
troduce a hopping coupling between different SYK dots
that decays as a power law with their distance r, i.e.,
tr ∝ 1/rα. In the following we refer to this model as
the α-SYK model. The system’s behavior then strongly
depends on the value of the power-law exponent α > 0,
showing a reach phenomenology, as schematically sum-
marized in Fig. 1. When α > 3 the decay is rapid, effec-
tively reducing the system to a short-range regime where
the residual entropy vanishes at zero temperature, as it
was demonstrated in the seminal work [33] for random
local hopping amplitudes. Indeed, in the α > 3 limit,
the SYK interactions only influence the scaling of the

low-temperature entropy S(T → 0) ∼ T
4−q
1+2q without

generating any finite T = 0 contribution. This phase
goes beyond the description of standard Landau-Fermi
liquid theory and is equivalent to the NFL phase found
in the nearest-neighbor hopping (α → ∞) case in Refs.
[16, 18, 19]. For q + 1/2 < α < 3 the power law decay-
ing couplings begin to influence the system low-energy
behavior, resulting in a novel NFL phase where entropy
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic phase diagram illustrating the different regimes as a function of the interaction range parameter α for a
d = 1 chain of SYK dots with q = 2 body interactions. The black arrow indicates increasing values of α, which delineate the
Strong LR regime (0 < α < d = 1), the Weak LR regime (1 < α < 3) and the SR regime (α > 3). The insets depict the single-
particle energy spectrum εk = εα(k) as a function of the Fourier modes k. The behavior of εk near the zero mode (k ≈ 0) and at
the spectrum accumulation point n → ∞ is captured through expansions represented by dashed lines, highlighting the different
characteristics in the weak and strong LR regimes. The phases are color-coded, each representing a distinct zero-temperature
entropy scaling behavior. (b) Numerical zero-temperature Green’s function scaling exponent G(ω) ≈ Cω2∆−1 (black crosses),
plotted as a function of α and compared with the analytical predictions (solid lines). (c) The numerically obtained exponent ζ,
characterizing the low-temperature entropy scaling, S(T → 0) ≈ S0T

ζ (black dots), is plotted as a function of α and compared
with analytical predictions (solid lines).

displays an α-dependent scaling exponent with the tem-

perature going to zero S(T → 0) ∼ T
4q−10−2α(2q−3)
(1+2q(α−2))(α−1) . In

the regime 1 < α < q + 1/2, the system transitions to a
Fermi liquid phase, where interactions become irrelevant
at low energies, and the entropy scaling is tied to the
single-particle dispersion relation εα(k) ≈ |k|α−1, lead-

ing to S(T → 0) ∼ T 1− 1
α−1 . As α → 1, the entropy

exponent diverges, signaling a sharp change in behavior
when α crosses the value of the system spatial dimen-
sion d = 1. Finally, when α < 1, the system enters the
strong LR regime, characteristic of non-additive systems
dominated by LR couplings. Here, the residual entropy
of the α-SYK model remains finite, replicating the black
hole-like behavior seen in an isolated SYK grain. This
regime highlights the profound impact of LR interactions
on the system low-energy properties and establishes the
crucial connection between LR interactions and the ap-
pearance of finite residual entropy, a hallmark of black
hole physics. This can be explained by general consider-
ations on the peculiar properties of the spectrum of LR
Hamiltonians [34].

I. THE LR SPECTRUM

We begin by reviewing key spectral properties of LR
Hamiltonians, which form the foundation for the distinct
behaviors observed at different values of α. A physical
system is classified as LR when its coupling matrix tij
decays as a power law of the distance r = |i − j| be-
tween its microscopic components tij ∝ r−α/Nα [35, 36].

The normalization factor Nα =
∑L

r=1 r
−α is introduced

to ensure that the system internal energy remains exten-
sive [37]. In a d-dimensional system, depending on the
value of the decay exponent α, three different regimes
can be identified:

• SR regime (α > α∗): The system’s behavior mim-
ics that of nearest-neighbor couplings.

• The weak LR regime (d < α < α∗): In this
regime, thermodynamics is well-defined, but LR in-
teractions significantly affect phase transitions and
the universal scaling near classical and quantum
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critical points. The threshold value α∗ depends on
the specific model and phenomenon considered [35].

• The strong LR regime (0 < α < d): The sys-
tem energy is non-additive, and standard thermo-
dynamics is not strictly valid [38].

As a minimal model of a LR quantum system, we con-
sider a generic system of particles hopping on a one-
dimensional (d = 1) lattice with LR, translationally
invariant hopping amplitudes and possibly interacting
among each other. The system is described by the Hamil-
tonian

Ĥ = −
L∑

i=1

L/2−1∑
r=1

tr

(
ĉ†i ĉi+r + h.c.

)
+ µ

L∑
i=1

ĉ†i ĉi + Ĥint.

(1)

where ĉ†i (ĉi) are the creation (annihilation) operators for
quantum particles at site i along the chain, and L is the
total number of lattice sites. The nature of the particles
(whether bosons or fermions) and the specific form of the

interaction Hamiltonian Ĥint are not crucial at this stage.
We begin by diagonalizing the non-interacting part

of the Hamiltonian. Under the assumption of periodic
boundary conditions, the spectrum of the non-interacting
Hamiltonian is given by εα(k) = µ− fα(k), where

fα(k) =
1

Nα

L/2−1∑
r=1

cos(kr)

rα
, (2)

is the Fourier transform of the LR hopping amplitudes
tr and we have the usual restriction on the momentum,
imposed by the periodic boundary conditions, k ≡ kn =
2πn/L with n ∈ Z and n = ⌊−L/2⌋, . . . ⌊L/2⌋ (the lattice
spacing has been set to 1).

As long as we are in the weak LR regime α > 1, the
normalization factorNα converges in the thermodynamic
limit Nα −→

L→∞
ζ(α) , where ζ(x) is the Reimann zeta

function. As a result, the calculation proceeds similarly
to the nearest-neighbor case, allowing us to replace the
discrete momentum values kn with a continuous variable
k ∈ [−π, π). While the specific lattice type may affect the
exact form of fα(k), the essential physics of LR interact-
ing systems is dominated by its asymptotic behavior at
low energy. Of particular interest are the low k modes of
the single particle spectrum, which determine the disper-
sion relation of the LR system. By expanding Eq. (20) at
leading order around k = 0, the α-dependent dispersion
relation, at the gapless point, becomes εα(k) ≈ |k|α−1,
as long as α < 3, while for α > 3, we recover the stan-
dard nearest-neighbor tight-binding dispersion relation
εα(k) ≈ |k|2. Once the dispersion relation is known, we
can compute the low-energy density of states as

g(ε) =

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
δ(ε− εα(k)) ≈

{
|ε|

1
α−1−1 1 < α < 3

|ε|−1/2 α > 3
,

(3)

tr ∼ 1/rα
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FIG. 2. Schematic representation of the α-SYK model: a
lattice of SYK dots connected through power law decaying
hopping amplitudes.

For the case under scrutiny, the threshold at which short-
range spectral properties are recovered corresponds to
α∗ = 3 [36].
In the strong LR regime, where α < 1, the situation

changes dramatically as the normalization factor Nα di-
verges with L. This divergence ensures that the system
energy remains extensive, but it also requires careful con-
sideration when taking the thermodynamic limit of the
Fourier transform fα(k). In particular, as detailed in the
Supplemental Material, the 1/L scaling of the momenta
implies that the summation in Eq. (20) depends only on
the variable r/L. Therefore, in the thermodynamic limit
(L → ∞), we can approximate the sum as an integral
over the continuous variable s = r/L, yielding

fα(n) = lim
L→∞

fα(k) =

∫ 1/2

0

ds
cos(2πns)

sα
. (4)

Despite its simplicity, this result has profound physical
implications: it shows that, in the strong LR regime, the
spectrum of a quantum system with LR harmonic cou-
plings remains discrete even as L → ∞. Indeed, the
energy eigenvalues εn = µ − fα(n) depend only on the
integer index n ∈ Z rather than on a continuous mo-
mentum variable k. Additionally, the energy eigenvalues
are not densely distributed. Each eigenvalue is isolated,
with the only accumulation point at the maximum energy
maxn εn = µ. This follows from the Riemann–Lebesgue
lemma [39], which implies limn→∞ fα(n) = 0. More pre-
cisely close to the spectrum accumulation point n → ∞
we have that fα(n) ≈ sαn

α−1.

II. THE α-SYK MODEL

With this understanding of the single-particle spec-
trum in LR systems, we are now ready to introduce inter-
actions into the model. Specifically, we focus on the case
of fermionic SYK interactions. As illustrated in Fig. 2,
we consider a one-dimensional (d = 1) lattice of length
L, where each site hosts an SYK dot. The system con-
sists of N flavors of complex fermions, each hopping be-
tween the lattice sites with power-law-decaying hopping
amplitudes tr = t r−α/Nα. Each SYK dot at site x has
intradot complex random all-to-all q-body interactions,
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with the couplings Ux
a1,...aq ;b1,...bq

drawn from a Gaus-

sian distribution with zero mean ⟨Ux
a1,...aq ;b1,...bq

⟩ = 0 and

with variance ⟨|Ux
a1,...aq ;b1,...bq

|2⟩ = U2/qN2q−1(q!)2. The

Hamiltonian of the α-SYK model then takes the general
form of Eq. (1), with the interaction term given by

Ĥint =

L∑
x=1

N∑
a1,...aq

b1,...bq

Ux
a1,...aq ;b1,...bq ĉ

†
a1,x...ĉ

†
aq,xĉb1,x...ĉbq,x,

(5)

where, the indices ai, bj = 1, . . . N label the N fermionic
flavors at each site, and x = 1, . . . , L runs over the lattice
sites.

In the limit of large number of fermionic flavors N →
∞, the saddle-point approximation becomes exact and
the model can be treated analytically. To derive the
saddle-point equations, we first perform a disorder av-
erage over the random SYK couplings using the replica
method. This results in an effective action that can be
simplified within a replica-diagonal ansatz, expressed in
terms of a large-N collective field Gx(τ1, τ2) and its con-
jugate Σx(τ1, τ2), where τ1,2 are imaginary times. At the
saddle point, G is the on-site fermion Green’s function
and Σ is the self-energy. By extremizing the effective
action and assuming color symmetry and translational
invariance, we obtain the following self-consistent equa-
tions for G and Σ

Σ(τ) = (−1)q+1U2Gq(τ)Gq−1(−τ), (6)

G(iωn) =
1

L

∑
k

1

iωn − εk − Σ(iωn)
, (7)

where ωn = (2n+1)π/β are the fermionic Matsubara fre-
quencies implying time translation invariance G(τ1, τ2) =
G(τ1 − τ2). At zero temperature (T = 0), we can obtain
the low-energy solution to these equations analytically.
This requires distinguishing between two cases: the weak
LR regime (α > 1) and the strong LR regime (α < 1).

A. Weak LR

When α > d = 1, the single-particle spectrum be-
comes continuous in the thermodynamic limit, allowing
us to safely introduce the density of states as defined
in Eq. (3). Then, performing the analytic continuation
iωn → ω + i0+, we can express Eq. (82) as an integral
over the continuous energy spectrum (see the Methods
section for further details). In this regime, the saddle
point equations admit two possible low-energy solutions
[18]: an interaction-dominated solution for ω ≪ Σ(ω) as
ω → 0, and a hopping-dominated solution for Σ(ω) ≪ ω
as ω → 0. The latter corresponds to a Fermi liquid fixed
point where interactions become irrelevant as ω → 0,
while the former describes a non-trivial fixed point, lead-
ing to a NFL behavior.

Let us first consider the second case. Analogously
to the case of an isolated SYK grain, the solutions for
G(ω) and Σ(ω) can be sought using the power-law ansatz
G(ω) = Ceiθω2∆−1 and Σ(ω) = CΣe

iθΣω2∆Σ−1, and in-
serting them into the low-energy expansion of the Saddle
Point Equations (38) and (82). From this, we find that
∆Σ = (2q − 1)∆, and we can extract the α dependence
of the fermionic scaling dimension

∆ =

{
3

(2+4q) α > 3
2α−3

2[1+2q(α−2))] αc(q) < α < 3
(8)

In order to estimate the threshold value αc(q) the as-
sumption ω ≪ Σ(ω) as ω → 0 has to be self consis-
tently verified. This yields the condition for a NFL phase,
2∆Σ−1 ≤ 1, which translates into the following condition
for the power-law decay exponent

α ≤ αc(q) =
1

2
+ q (9)

We notice that since q > 1 then αc(q) > 3/2 and in
particular αc(q = 2) = 5/2.
Below the q-dependent critical value αc(q), the NFL

scaling solution no longer exists. This brings us to the
saddle-point solution for the perturbative fixed point,
which corresponds to the regime where ω ≫ Σ(ω). In
this case, it can be shown that the fermionic scaling di-
mension ∆ behaves as

∆ =

{
1

2(α−1)
3
2 < α ≤ αc(q)

1 1 < α ≤ 3
2

(10)

Where the changing in the scaling at the α = 3/2 point
is due to a change in the Green’s function low energy ex-
pansion (see the Methods section for additional details).
Figure 1(b) illustrates the Green’s function scaling ex-

ponent 2∆−1, for the α-SYK model at zero temperature,
as a function of α, demonstrating excellent agreement be-
tween the analytical results in Eqs. (51) and (10) and the
full numerical solutions of Eqs. (38) and (82).

B. Strong LR

In the strong LR regime, where 0 < α < 1, the single-
particle spectrum becomes discrete even in the thermo-
dynamic limit and it is better described by the discreted
index n: limL→∞ εk = εn. As a result, we cannot take
the continuum limit, and the density of states as defined
in Eq. (3) is no longer well-defined. Consequently, the
sum over Fourier modes in Eq. (82) transforms into a sum
over the discrete labels n.
The leading contribution to this sum arises from values

of n near the accumulation point, n → ∞, of the discrete
spectrum. Expanding the spectrum near this accumula-
tion point as εn ≈ sαn

α−1 in Eq. (82) and retaining only
the leading order contribution as n → ∞, we obtain

G(ω) ≈ 1

ω − Σ(ω)
+O(Lα−1). (11)
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FIG. 3. Entropy density for the α-SYK model as a function
of temperature T (in units of the bandwidth Λ) for various
values of α in the strong LR regime, α < 1 (scatter plots),
compared with entropy density of the zero dimensional SYK
model (dark red solid line). The black dashed line represents
the single SYK grain prediction for the residual entropy at
zero temperature, while the dark red dashed line indicates the
first linear correction at finite temperatures. The dot-dashed
line shows the infinite temperature entropy, ln(2), which the
system approaches as T → Λ.

This implies that the Green’s function of the α-SYK
model in the strong LR regime follows the same equation
as for a single SYK grain without any hopping contribu-
tion, apart from finite size corrections which are sublead-
ing in the L → ∞ limit.

III. THE RESIDUAL ENTROPY

To compute the system entropy, we first need to ex-
tend the results of the previous section to finite tem-
perature. Analytically, the isolated SYK grain can be
solved at finite temperature by exploiting the invariance
of the saddle point equations under any imaginary time
reparametrization, τ → σ(τ). This allows us to obtain
the finite temperature result, T = 1/β, by applying the
mapping τ = (β/π) tan(σπ/β) to the zero-temperature
solution. However, this conformal symmetry is broken
in the α-SYK model when the hopping term is intro-
duced. Nevertheless, as shown in Ref. [18], assuming ap-
proximate time reparametrization invariance still leads to
excellent quantitative agreement with numerical results
as long as α > αc(q). Crucially, this approximation al-
lows us to extract the entropy scaling exponent, ζ, in the
T → 0 limit of the α-SYK model. In the weak LR regime,
this approach connects the exponent ζ to the fermionic
scaling dimension ∆ in Eq. (51). Specifically, in the NFL
regime where α > αc(q), we find

ζ =
(2(2q − 1)∆− 1)

α− 1
. (12)

While, in the Fermi liquid phase, where 1 < α ≤ αc(q),
the entropy exponent is determined solely by the singu-
larity in the dispersion relation, leading to

ζ =
1

α− 1
. (13)

In contrast, as described in Section II B, the situation
changes entirely in the strong LR regime, where 0 < α <
1. In this case, the saddle point solutions of the α-SYK
model become equivalent to those of a single SYK grain,
with only subleading corrections vanishing as L → ∞.
Remarkably, this results in the finite residual entropy at
zero temperature

Sα−SYK
0 = SSYK

0 +O(Lα−1). (14)

where SSYK
0 is the residual entropy of the single grain

SYK model [12, 13, 20]. Therefore, in the strong LR
regime α < d, the system enters the black hole phase,
where the zero temperature entropy remains finite.
These predictions are numerically benchmarked by di-

rectly solving Eqs. (38) and (82) at finite temperature.
The system entropy density, S, is obtained using the re-
lation S = −∂F/∂T , where F represents the free energy
density evaluated at the saddle point. The numerical re-
sults in Fig. 1(c) are obtained by fitting the entropy den-
sity data as a function of temperature, T , with the power-
law dependence S(T → 0) = S0T

ζ . This fit shows excel-
lent agreement with our theoretical predictions clearly
showing a singular behavior of the exponent ζ as the
parameter α approaches the critical value α = d = 1.
Specifically, we observe limα→1+ ζ = +∞, while ζ = 0
for all α < 1 signaling the emergence of the black-hole
phase as the notion of locality is lost.

Furthermore, Fig. 3 shows the numerical results for the
entropy density blue of the α-SYK model as a function of
temperature (measured in units of the bandwidth Λ) for
different values of α < 1 confirming a strong agreement
with the behavior of a single SYK grain. As discussed in
Section II B, this is consistent with the argument that in
the strong LR regime, the system exhibits the same low
energy properties as the single SYK grain, up to sublead-
ing finite-size corrections. In particular, at sufficiently
low temperatures, the entropy converges to the residual
value SSYK

0 and the leading-order finite-temperature cor-
rections follow the expected linear dependence on T .

IV. DISCUSSION

Our results pioneers the examination of how non-
locality affects the scaling of thermodynamic quantities
in strongly correlated and AdS/CFT models and par-
ticularly the emergence of finite residual entropy at zero
temperature. The power-law decay of hopping couplings,
in the α-SYK model, introduces a rich phenomenology,
with distinct regimes characterized by different entropy
scaling laws. For rapid decay (α > 3) the system behaves
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like a SR model, where the residual entropy vanishes
as temperature approaches zero, though with non-trivial
NFL scaling corrections. As the interaction range in-
creases, novel NFL behavior emerges for q+1/2 < α < 3
driven by the long-range interactions. In this regime, the
entropy scaling becomes α-dependent, with the system
showing clear deviations from standard Fermi liquid the-
ory. In contrast, when 1 < α < q + 1/2, the system
transitions to a Fermi liquid phase, and the entropy scal-
ing is determined by the single-particle spectrum. Finally
in the strong LR regime (α < d = 1), the system enters
the black hole phase where the entropy at zero temper-
ature is finite. This demonstrates a profound connection
between the notion of locality and the thermodynamic
properties of black hole analogs. These findings under-
score the unique role of long-range interactions in shap-
ing low-energy quantum states and provide new avenues
for exploring quantum gravity through condensed matter
systems.

V. METHODS

A. Low energy expansion of the zero temperature
Green function

In the weak LR regime, where 1 < α < 3, the system
allows for the introduction of the density of states (3).
Performing the analytic continuation iωn → ω + i0+, we
can rewrite Eq. (82) as

G(ω) ≈ G(z) =

∫ Λ

−Λ

dε
g(ε)

z − ε
, (15)

where we have introduced the quantity z = ω−Σ(ω) and
Λ is the bandwidth. By applying the low-energy expan-
sion of the density of states, Eq. (3), and retaining only
the leading-order term as z → 0 we derive the following
expansion for the Green function

G(z) ∝


z−

1
2 α ≥ 3

z−1+ 1
α−1 3

2 < α < 3

z 1 < α ≤ 3
2

, (16)

where the change in the scaling behavior of the Green
function at α = 3/2 underpins the change in the
fermionic scaling dimension discussed in Eq. (10) (see
Supplemental Material for further details).

On the other hand, in the strong LR regime, where 0 <
α < 1, the expression for the green function of Eq. (82)
becomes

G(ω) ≈ 1

L

∑
n

1

z − εn
, (17)

where the spectrum is discrete and labeled by the integer
n. Expanding the spectrum near its accumulation point
and focusing on the leading-order contribution as n ≫ 1,
we obtain

G(ω) ≈ 1

z

[
1− sα

zL

∑
n

1

n1−α
+O(L−1)

]
, (18)

This result reduces to Eq.,(59) in the thermodynamic
limit, L → ∞, where the sum over n gives the sumleading
contribution 1

L

∑
n n

α−1 = O(Lα−1).

B. Finite temperature numerics

Finite temperature calculation were performed by solv-
ing Eq.(38) and Eq.(82) within the Matsubara finite tem-
perature formalism. The algorithm starts with the eval-
uation of the non-interacting Green’s function G0:

G0 (iωn) =

∫
g (ε) dε

iωn − ε
(19)

where we numerically compute the density of states g (ε)
for each value of the α parameter. To capture the long-
range behavior of the kinetic energy εα (k) we retain real-
space hopping up to the 105-th neighbor while sufficient
energy resolution was attained with 108 k-points. For
α > 1 finite-size effects in g (ε) become increasingly ev-
ident as we move deeper into the LR regime. This is
due to the growing scarcity of states in the lower bottom
of the single particle spectrum and further increasing the
number of k-points only marginally mitigates this numer-
ical artifact. In order to compensate for this effect, we
exploit the analytical low-energy formulations of Eq.(3)
to replace the portion of the density of states with finite-
size effects (ad-hoc constants were fitted to ensure C2

continuity with the g (ε) obtained numerically). Starting
from the initial G0 we self-consistently update Eq.(38)
and Eq.(82). Convergence is achieved when the Neumann
distance between self-energies is less than 10−6. Calcu-
lations have been performed considering U = t = µ = 1
and a Matsubara frequency cutoff of 1500t. We verified
that increasing this cutoff does not appreciably affect the
high-temperature results. Free energy was computed via
direct implementation of Eq. 46 of the SM.
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Supplementary information: The long-range origin of the black hole
entropy

VII. EXPANSIONS OF THE LONG-RANGE SPECTRUM

In this section we provide the details on the long-range single particle spectrum εα(k) = µ − fα(k) properties. In
particular we focus on the peculiar properties of the Fourier transform of the LR hopping coupling

fα(k) =
1

Nα

L/2−1∑
r=1

cos(kr)

rα
, (20)

in the different regimes identified by different values of α. As stated in the main text, such regimes can be identified
by noticing that the Kac normalization Nα scales differently with the system size N ≫ 1 depending on α:

Nα ≈


N1−α/cα if α < 1

lnN if α = 1

ζ(α) if α > 1

, (21)

where cα = (1 − α)21−α and ζ(x) is the Riemann zeta function and we are considering a long-range system in one
spacial dimension d = 1.
In the weak long-range regime α > 1, the Kac scaling is finite in the N → ∞ limit. The thermodynamic limit of

Eq. (20) can be taken safely, and the single particle spectrum becomes continuous with fα(k) reading [40]

fα(k) ≈
1

ζ(α)

[
Liα(e

ik) + Liα(e
−ik)

]
(22)

where Lix(z) =
∑∞

n=1 z
n/nx is the polylogarithm [41].

Then the low energy contributions close to the zero mode, these are obtained by taking the Taylor expansion of
Eq. 22 around k = 0 leading to [40]

fα(k) = 1 + sin
(απ

2

) Γ(1− α)

ζ(α)
|k|α−1 +O(k2) if 1 < α < 3, (23)

fα(k) = 1 +
2 ln(k)− 3

4ζ(3)
k2 +O(k3) if α = 3, (24)

fα(k) = 1− ζ(α− 2)

2ζ(α)
k2 +O(kα−1) if α > 3. (25)

Then, at the gapless point µ = 1, we find the α dependent dispersion relation εα(k) ≈ |k|α−1, as long as α < 3, while
we retrieve the standard dispersion relation for a nearest neighbor tight binding model εα(k) ≈ |k|2 when α > 3.

The situation changes dramatically in the strong long-range regime α < 1. Indeed, as shown in Eq. (21), the Kac
normalization factor Nα diverges at large N ensuring energy extensivity. Accordingly, the thermodynamic limit of
Eq. (20) must be carefully considered. To this aim, it is convenient to write Eq. (20) explicitly for large N as

lim
N→∞

1

Nα

N/2−1∑
r=1

cos(kr)

rα
≈ cα

N

N/2∑
r=1

cos
(
2πn r

N

)
(r/N)α

. (26)

Due to the 1/N scaling of the discrete momenta on the lattice, the summation depends only on the variable r/N .
Therefore, for N → ∞, we can take the continuum limit by transforming the sum over r into an integral with respect
to s = r/N , leading to

fα(n) = lim
N→∞

fα(k) =

∫ 1/2

0

ds
cos(2πns)

sα
. (27)

For α = 0, we find that fα(n) → δn,0, leading to a fully degenerate discrete spectrum: εn = µ for n ̸= 0 and εn = µ−1
for n = 0. Moreover, the spectrum has only an accumulation point occurring at the maximum energy maxn εn = µ.
This follows from the Riemann–Lebesgue lemma [39], which implies

lim
n→∞

fα(n) = 0. (28)
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More precisely, we can expand fα(n) at leading order for n close to the accumulation point n → ∞, leading to

fα(n) = nα−1(2π)α−1Γ(1− α) sin(απ/2) +O(n−2) = sαn
α−1 +O(n−2). (29)

VIII. DERIVATION OF THE SADDLE-POINT EQUATIONS

The SYK model with LR hopping is exactly solvable at the level of saddle point in the limit N → ∞, i.e., when
there are a large number of SYK flavors. To derive the saddle-point equations we start from the Euclidean-time action
in terms of Grassmann variables (c̄, c)

S =

∫ β

0

dτ

L∑
x=1

N∑
a=1

[c̄x,a∂τ cx,a −H(c̄, c)] , (30)

where β = 1/T is the inverse temperature. Then, the disorder averaged action can then be written down using the
replica-trick as

S =

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ β

0

dτ2

∑
ν1

L∑
x=1

L/2−1∑
r=1

N∑
a=1

c̄x,a,ν1(τ1)[∂τ1δx,x+r + tr]δ(τ1 − τ2)cx+r,a,ν1(τ2)

−(−1)q
J2

2qN2q−1

∑
ν1,ν2

L∑
x=1

 N∑
a,b=1

c̄x,a,ν1
(τ1)cx,a,ν2

(τ2)c̄x,a,ν2
(τ2)cx,a,ν1

(τ1)

q , (31)

where ν1, ν2 are the replica indices. We introduce the large-N field Gx,ν1,ν2
(τ1, τ2) =

1
N

∑N
a=1 c̄axν2

(τ2)caxν1
(τ1) and

the Lagrange multiplier Σx,ν1,ν2
(τ1, τ2) to obtain

S =

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ β

0

dτ2

∑
ν1

L∑
x=1

L/2−1∑
r=1

N∑
a=1

c̄x,a,ν1(τ1)[∂τ1δx,x+r + tr]δ(τ1 − τ2)cx+r,a,ν1(τ2)

−N

L∑
x=1

∑
ν1,ν2

[
(−1)q

U2

2q
Gq

x,ν1,ν2
(τ1, τ2)G

q
x,ν2,ν1

(τ2, τ1)−Gx,ν1,ν2
(τ1, τ2)Σx,ν2,ν1

(τ2, τ1)

]]
. (32)

The kinetic part of the action can be diagonalized by passing to Fourier space defining ckaν1
= 1√

L

∑L
x=1 cxaν1

e−ikx.

Next, imposing lattice translational invariace, such that Gx = G,Σx = Σ, and using the replica-diagonal ansatz, we
obtain

S = N

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ β

0

dτ2

∑
k,a

c̄k,a(τ1) [(∂τ1 + εk)δ(τ1 − τ2) + Σ(τ1, τ2)] ck,a(τ2)

−(−1)q
U2

2q
Gq(τ1, τ2)G

q(τ2, τ1)− Σ(τ2, τ1)G(τ1, τ2)

]
, (33)

where εk = 1− tk is the dispersion relation. Tracing over the fermionic degrees of freedom we get

S
N

=

∫ β

0

dτ1

∫ β

0

dτ2

[
−
∑
k

Tr ln[(∂τ1 + εk)δ(τ1 − τ2) + Σ(τ1, τ2)]− (−1)q
U2

2q
Gq(τ1, τ2)G

q(τ2, τ1)− Σ(τ2, τ1)G(τ1, τ2)

]
.

(34)

By extremizing the action, we obtain the saddle-point equations for G and Σ as

Σ(τ1, τ2) = (−1)q+1U2Gq(τ1, τ2)G
q−1(τ2, τ1), (35)

G(τ1, τ2) = ⟨c̄x(τ2)cx(τ1)⟩ =
1

L

∑
k

Gk(τ1, τ2), (36)
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where

Gk(τ1, τ2) = − 1

(∂τ1 + εk)δ(τ1 − τ2) + Σ(τ1, τ2)
. (37)

Finally, using time-translational invariance, G(τ1, τ2) = G(τ1 − τ2), we obtain the equations

Σ(τ) = (−1)q+1U2Gq(τ)Gq−1(−τ), (38)

G(iωn) =
1

L

∑
k

1

iωn − εk − Σ(iωn)
, (39)

where ωn = (2n+ 1)π/β are the fermionic Matsubara frequencies such that

f(τ) =
1

β

∑
n

f(iωn)e
−iωnτ , f(iωn) =

∫ β

0

dτf(τ)eiωnτ . (40)

In the weak long-range regime 1 < α < 3, we can introduce the density of states g(ε). It is then convenient to
employ this density of states to pass from the sum over Fourier modes in Eq. (82) to an integral over ε, resulting in

G(iωn) ≈
∫ Λ

−Λ

dε
g(ε)

iωn − ε− Σ(iωn)
, (41)

where we have introduced the band width Λ and the density of states g(ε).

IX. ZERO TEMPERATURE SOLUTIONS

In this section we provide the details of the calculation of the low energy solutions of the saddle point equations at
zero temperature in the different α regimes.

A. Weak long-range and short-range regimes

For α > 1, we can safely introduce the density of states, which at low energy can be approximated as

g(ε) ≈

 1
(α−1)

[
− ζ(α)

(sin(απ/2)Γ(1−α)

] 1
α−1 |ε|−1+ 1

α−1 |ε| ≤ Λ

0 |ε| > Λ
for 1 < α < 3, (42)

g(ε) ≈

{√
ζ(α)

2ζ(α−2) |ε|
− 1

2 |ε| ≤ Λ

0 |ε| > Λ
for α > 3. (43)

Accordingly, performing the analytic continuation iωn → ω + i0+, we can rewrite Eq. (41) as

G(ω) ≈
∫ Λ

−Λ

dε
gα|ε|−γα

ω − Σ(ω)− ε
, (44)

where

γα =


1− 1/(α− 1)

1/2

gα =


1

(α−1)

[
− ζ(α)

(sin(απ/2)Γ(1−α)

] 1
α−1

for 1 < α < 3

√
ζ(α)

2ζ(α−2) for α ≥ 3

(45)

Then, introducing the quantity z = ω − Σ(ω), and performing the change of variables y = ε/z we obtain

G(ω) ≈ gαz
−γα

∫ Λ/z

−Λ/z

dy
|y|−γα

1− y
= gαz

−γα

[∫ Λ/z

0

dy
y−γα

1− y
+

∫ Λ/z

0

dy
y−γα

1 + y

]
, (46)
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In the low energy regime |z| → 0, the integrals in the previous expression can be expanded as follows∫ Λ/z

0

dy
y−γα

1± y
= (±1)γα+1 π

sin(πγα)
± zγα

Λγαγα
+

z1+γα

Λ1+γα(1 + γα)
+O(z2). (47)

Inserting, this expansion into Eq.(46) and keeping only the leading order contributions we obtain

G(ω) ≈



πgα(1−eiπγα )
sin(πγα) z−γα γα > −1, α > 3/2

[
πgα(1−eiπγα )

sin(πγα) + 2gα
Λ1+γα (1+γα)

]
z γα = −1, α = 3/2

2gα
Λ1+γα (1+γα)z γα < −1, 1 < α < 3/2

. (48)

In this regime, the saddle point equations allow for two possible solutions [18]: an interaction-dominated solution for
ω ≪ Σ(ω) as ω → 0, and an hopping dominated solution for ω ≪ Σ(ω) as ω → 0. The latter corresponds to a Fermi
Liquid fixed point where the interaction becomes irrelevant for ω → 0. The former is instead a non-trivial fixed point
leading to a non-Fermi-liquid (NFL). Let us start from the second situation in which we set z ≈ −Σ(w) in Eq.(48).

• α > αc(q): In this regime the saddle point equations to be solved are

G(ω) = (−1)γα
πgα(1− eiπγα)

sin(πγα)
Σ(ω)−γα , Σ(τ) = (−1)q+1Gq(τ)Gq−1(−τ). (49)

As in the conventional SYK model, at T = 0, the solution is obtained by taking a power-law ansatz for G(ω),
leading to

G(ω) = Ceiθω2∆−1, Σ(ω) = U2C
2q−1

π2q−1

(Γ(2∆) sin θ)2q−1

Γ(2(2q − 1)∆) sin((2q − 1)∆π)
e−iπ(2q−1)∆ω2(2q−1)∆−1 (50)

Then, the self-consistency condition of Eq. (49) fixes the fermion scaling dimension ∆ and the prefactor C to be

∆ =
1 + γα

2(1− γα + 2γαq)
=


3

(2+4q) α > 3

2α−3
2[1+2q(α−2))] αc(q) < α ≤ 3

, (51)

C =

[
gαπ

2γα(q−1)+1

U2γα cos(γαπ/2)

(
Γ(2∆Σ) sin(π∆Σ)

(Γ(2∆) sin(π∆))2q−1

)γα
] 2∆

1+γα

, (52)

where ∆Σ = (2q − 1)∆. Moreover, as shown in Ref. [18] as long as γα < 1, which is always the case in our
setup since γα < 1/2, then the low energy saddle point equations and the constraint ImG(ω) < 0 completely fix
the phase θ = −π∆, without allowing any particle hole asymmetry. The expression for the scaling dimension
∆ then allow us to identified the critical value αc(q) below which the condition ω ≪ Σ(ω) as ω → 0 is no more
satisfied. This is achieved by imposing the condition

∆Σ = (2q − 1)∆ =
(2q − 1)(2αc(q)− 3)

2[1 + 2q(αc(q)− 2))]
= 1, (53)

which immediately leads to αc(q) = 1/2 + q. We notice that since q > 1 then αc(q) > 3/2 and in particular
αc(q = 2) = 5/2.

• 3/2 < α < αc(q): In this case the low energy limit of the saddle point equations still reads

G(z) ≈ πgα(1− eiπγα)

sin(πγα)
z−γα , Σ(τ) = (−1)q+1U2Gq(τ)Gq−1(−τ). (54)

But now we are in the Fermi liquid phase with z ≈ ω accordingly we find that

G(ω) ≈ ω−2∆−1 ≈ ω
1

α−1−1, (55)

leading to

∆ =
1

2(α− 1)
. (56)



11

• 1 < α < 3/2: In this regime the saddle point equations to be solved become

G(z) ≈ 2gα
Λ1+γα(1 + γα)

z, Σ(τ) = (−1)q+1U2Gq(τ)Gq−1(−τ) (57)

Moreover, also in this case we are in a Fermi Liquid regime so that at low energy z ≈ ω and we find that

G(ω) ≈ ω2∆−1 ≈ ω, (58)

leading to ∆ = 1.

B. Strong long-range regime

In the strong long-range regime 0 < α < 1, the single particle is descrete also in the thermodynamic limit, and
labelled by the integer number l, i.e., limL→∞ εk = ε. As a consequence we cannot perform a continuum limit and the
density of states g(ε) is no more well defined. After the analytic continuation The expression for the green function
of Eq. (82) then becomes

G(ω) ≈ 1

L

∑
l

1

ω − Σ(ω)− εl
=

1

zL

∑
l

1

1− εl/z
, (59)

where, as in the previuos, section we have introduced the quantity z = ω − Σ(ω) in the last identity.
As detailed in Section ?? spectrum can be well approximated by Eq. (??). Accordingly, substituting the expansion

in Eq. (??) in the expression for the green function in Eq. (59) we obtain

G(ω) ≈ 1

zL

∑
l

1

1 + sα
z lα−1

(60)

Then, keeping only the leading order contribution close to the accumulation point l ≫ 1, we find

G(ω) ≈ 1

z

[
1− sα

zL

∑
l

1

l1−α
+O(L−1)

]
≈ 1

z
+O(Lα−1). (61)

It follows that, due to the peculiar properties of the single particle spectrum in the strong long-range regime, the
green function satisfies the same equation as in the zero dimensional SYK model without any hopping contribution,
apart from finite size corrections which are subleading in the L → ∞ limit.

X. THERMODYNAMICS

The thermodynamics of the system is derived by first computing its free energy. In the N,L → ∞ limit, limit, this
is obtained by evaluating the action in Eq.,(33) at the saddle point solutions for finite temperatures. The free energy
then takes the form

F = − 1

βL

∑
n

∑
k

ln (−iωn + εk +Σ(iωn)))−
U2

2q

∫ β

0

dτ [Gq(β − τ)Gq(τ) + Σ(τ)G(β − τ)] , (62)

or equivalently,

F = − 1

L

∑
k

∫ β

0

dτ ln[(∂τ + εk)δ(τ) + Σ(τ)]− U2

2q

∫ β

0

dτ [Gq(β − τ)Gq(τ) + Σ(τ)G(β − τ)] . (63)

Using Eq.,(38) and switching from the integral over τ in the second term of the above expression to a sum over
Matsubara frequencies, the free energy simplifies to

F = − 1

βL

∑
n

∑
k

ln (−iωn + εk +Σ(iωn)))−
(
2q − 1

2q

)
1

β

∑
n

Σ(iωn)G(iωn). (64)
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A. Weak long-range and short-range regimes

When α > 1, the sum over the Fourier modes k can be replaced by an integral over the energy ε using the density
of states g(ε), leading to

F = − 1

β

∑
n

∫
dεg(ε) ln (−iωn + ε+Σ(iωn)))−

(
2q − 1

2q

)
1

β

∑
n

Σ(iωn)G(iωn). (65)

In the NFL regime α > αc(q) = q + 1/2, following the prescription introduced in Ref. [18], we assume the reparame-
terization symmetry to approximately hold. Then we find the finite temperature solutions for G and Σ by mapping
τ = f(σ) such that the bilocal fields transform as

Q(τ1, τ2) → Q̃(τ1, τ2) = [f ′(τ1)f
′(τ2)]

∆Q Q(f(τ1), f(τ2)), (66)

where Q = G,Σ and ∆Q = ∆,∆Σ. Specifically, the infinite line −∞ < τ < +∞ at T = 0 is mapped to 0 < τ < β by
the reparametrization τ → (β/π) tan(πτ/β). Applying this transformation to the zero-temperature solutions yields
the finite temperature scaling forms for G and Σ, and of their spectral densities.

Inserting these into Eq. (64), along with the low-energy behavior of the density of states g(ε) ≈ gα|ε|−γα , and
keeping only the leading order term in the low-temperature limit T → 0 (β → ∞), we find

F (T ) ≈ T (2∆Σ−1)(1−γα)+1 = T (2(2q−1)∆−1)(1−γα)+1. (67)

Using the α-dependent values of ∆ and γα from Eqs. (51) and (45), we obtain F (T ) ≈ T ζ+1 where

ζ =
(2(2q − 1)∆− 1)

α− 1
=


4−q
1+2q α > 3

4q−10−2α(2q−3)
[1+2q(α−2)](α−1) αc(q) < α < 3

. (68)

Thus, the low-temperature entropy scaling is S(T ) = −∂F/∂T ≈ T ζ .
In the FL regime 1 < α < αc(q), the self energy contribution in Eq. (65) can be neglected, leading to

F ≈ − 1

β

∑
n

∫
dεg(ε) ln (−iωn + ε) (69)

Performing the Matsubara sum and using the low-energy expansion of the density of states, we find

F ≈ − 1

β

∫
dεgα|ε|

1
α−1−1 ln

(
1 + eβε

)
. (70)

Then, changing variables to y = βε in the integral and keeping only the leading term in the low-temperature limit

T → 0 (β → ∞), we get F ≈ T 1+ 1
α−1 , leading to an entropy exponent ζ = (α− 1)−1.

B. Strong long-range regime

In the strong long-range case 0 ≤ α < 1 we start from the expression for the free energy in Eq. (64), however in
this case we can not pass from a sum over the Fourier modes to a continuum integral as the spectrum is discrete also
in the thermodynamic limit. Instead we insert the expression for the discrete spectrum limL→∞ εk = εl in the first
term of Eq. (64) and we keep the sum over the integer label l leading to

1

βL

∑
n

∑
k

ln(−iωn + εk +Σ(iωn)) ≈
1

β

∑
n

ln(−iωn +Σ(iωn)) +
1

βL

∑
n

∑
l

ln

(
1 +

εl
Σ(iωn)− iωn

)
. (71)

Since the spectrum accumulates at l → ∞, it follows that the leading contribution to the sum over l will come from
that the values of εl close to the accumulation point. Accordingly we substitute the εl in Eq.(71) with it expansion
at large l, i.e., εl ≈ sαl

α−1, leading to

1

βL

∑
n

∑
k

ln(−iωn + εk +Σ(iωn)) ≈
1

β

∑
n

ln(−iωn +Σ(iωn)) +
1

βL

∑
n

∑
l

ln

(
1 +

sα
(Σ(iωn)− iωn)l1−α

)
. (72)
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FIG. 4. (a) Comparison between the numerically obtained dispersion relation exponent γα (squares) and the analytical pre-
diction from Eq. (78) (solid line), plotted as a function of the interaction range parameter. The vertical dashed line marks the
transition between the weak LR and SR regimes at α = 3. (b) Numerically computed density of states g(ε) (scatter plots) as
a function of energy ε, compared with the low-energy power-law fits (solid curves) for different values of α. The blue curves
correspond to the weak long-range (LR) regime, while the red curves correspond to the short-range (SR) regime.

Then keeping only the leading order contribution as l → ∞ we find

1

βL

∑
n

∑
k

ln(−iωn + εk +Σ(iωn)) ≈
1

β

∑
n

ln(−iωn +Σ(iωn)) +
1

β

∑
n

1

(Σ(iωn)− iωn)

1

L

∑
l

sα
l1−α

(73)

Noticing that in the thermodynamic limit L → ∞ we have that 1
L

∑
l

sα
l1−α = O(Lα−1), we obtain the following result

for the system free energy

F = FSYK +O(Lα−1), (74)

where

FSYK =
1

β

∑
n

ln(−iωn +Σ(iωn))−
(
2q − 1

2q

)
1

β

∑
n

Σ(iωn)G(iωn), (75)

is the free energy of the standard zero-dimensional SYK model. Finally the entropy is obtained by differentiating
with respect to the temperature leading to

S = −∂F

∂T
= SSYK +O(Lα−1). (76)

This tells us that, in the strong long-range regime, the system dysplays the same free energy and therefore the same
entropy as the standard SYK model up to subleading finite size corrections which vanish in the thermodynamic limit
as O(Lα−1).

XI. ADDITIONAL DETAILS ON THE NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Density of states

To numerically solve the saddle point equations for the system’s Green function and self-energy, the first step is to
compute the density of states, g(ε), corresponding to the long-range single-particle spectrum εα(k) = µ− fα(k). This
is defined as

g(ε) =

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
δ(ε− εα(k)). (77)
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For accurate analysis, particularly to capture the correct fermionic scaling dimension, it is essential that the density
of states exhibits the appropriate low-energy behavior. To this end, we numerically computed g(ε) based on the
long-range single-particle spectrum, carefully examining its low-energy characteristics. We then imposed the correct
asymptotic behavior, which is expressed as

g(ε) ≈

{
ε

1
α−1−1 1 < α < 3

ε−1/2 α > 3
(78)

Figure 4(a) compares the numerically obtained dispersion relation exponent γα determined by fitting the computed
density of states to the power-law form g(ε) = gαε

−γα , with the analytical predictions from Eq. (78), plotted as a
function of α. This comparison serves to benchmark the agreement between the numerical results and theoretical
expectations.

In Figure 4(b), we show the numerically computed density of states (scatter plots) as a function of energy ε, along
with the corresponding low-energy power-law fits for different values of α. The blue curves represent the results in
the weak LR (1 < α < 3) regime, while the red curves correspond to the SR regime (α > 3).

B. Solving the saddle point equations

To numerically solve the saddle-point equations [Eqs. (6) and (7), main text], we begin by initializing the Green’s
function G(iωn) with a reasonable guess. In our case, we use the non-interacting Green’s function G0(iωn) = 1/(iωn+
µ). as the starting point. We then compute its Fourier transform G(τ) in the immaginary time domain through the
Matsubara summation

G(τ) =
1

β

∑
n

[
G(iωn)−

1

iωn

]
e−iωnτ − 1

2
, (79)

where the non-interacting contribution has been subtracted and added back. This procedure reduces Gibb’s oscillations
near the endpoints of the Fourier transform, making the numerical computation more stable and controlled. This is
then used to compute the self-energy Σ(τ) as

Σ(τ) = (−1)q+1U2Gq(τ)Gq−1(−τ). (80)

Finally, we transform Σ(τ) to Σ(iωn) via the inverse Fourier transform

Σ(iωn) =

∫ β

0

dτΣ(τ)eiωnτ (81)

and we compute the new G(iωn) as

Gnew(iωn) = aGold(iωn) + (1− a)

∫ Λ

−Λ

dε
g(ε)

iωn − ε− Σ(iωn)
, , (82)

where we fed back a part of the old G along with the usual expression in order to speed up the iteration convergence.
This closes the iterative loop. We iterate this process till the difference between the new G(iωn) and the old one has
become desirably small.

Figure 5 shows the immaginary part of the Green function ρ(ω) = − ImG(ω)/π as a function of ω, for the smallest
temperature we considered in the FL regime α < q+1/2 = 2/5 (panel (a)) and in the NFL regime α > q+1/2 = 2/5
(panel (b)). The numerical results (scatter plots) are compared with the power law fit ρ(ω) ∝ ω2∆−1 at low ω we
used to extract the fermionic scaling dimension ∆ for different values of α (dashed lines). The results show excellent
agreement with analytical expectations.

C. Free energy and entropy

In order to ensure the numerical convergence of Eq.(62) it is convenient to introduce a small chemical potential
µ ≈ 0 and to add and subtract the free Fermi gas contribution reading

Ffree = − 1

β

∑
n

ln(−(iωn + µ)) = − 1

β
ln
(
1 + eβµ

)
. (83)
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FIG. 5. Immaginary part of the Green function ρ(ω) = −ImG(ω)/π as a function of the Matsubara frequency ω for different
values of α in the NFL regime 1 < α < αc(q = 2) = 5/2 (panel (a)) and in the FL regime α > αc(q = 2) = 5/2 (panel (b)).
The numerical data (dots) are compared with the low-energy power law fits (dashed lines).

Then we obtain

F = − 1

βL

∑
n

∑
k

ln

(
iωn + µ− εk − Σ(iωn))

iωn + µ

)
− U2

2q

∫ β

0

dτ [Gq(β − τ)Gq(τ) + Σ(τ)G(β − τ)]− 1

β
ln
(
1 + eβµ

)
.

(84)

Which can be rewritten using the density of states g(ε) as

F = − 1

β

∑
n

∫
dεg(ε) ln

(
iωn + µ− ε− Σ(iωn))

iωn + µ

)
− U2

2q

∫ β

0

dτ [Gq(β − τ)Gq(τ) + Σ(τ)G(β − τ)]− 1

β
ln
(
1 + eβµ

)
.

(85)

Finally, the entropy S = −∂F/∂T is evaluated by computing numerical derivative of F (T ).
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