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ABSTRACT: We investigate the physics of the spatially random coupling between a Fermi
surface and a vector bosonic field in the presence of the magnetic field. We evaluated the
propagators of the fermion and vector as well as the self energy and polarization and their
dependence on the magnetic field. We also evaluated the temperature dependence of the
Hall angle, no strange-metal behaviour is obtained, but the linear-T resistivity is preserved
under the magnetic field.
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1 Introduction

Strange metal, the normal state of high-temperature superconductivity, is one of the im-
portant subject whose solution is most tantalizing in modern physics [1-7]. Much effort has
been made to achieve a consistent theory of strange metal, but there has not been a single
model which produces its behavior until recently. A non-trivial step toward this goal has
been taken recently in Ref.[8] where a model giving linear-T resistivity at low temperatures
was constructed using a spatially random coupling between a Fermi surface and a critical
scalar field. The mechanism based on spatial randomness was claimed to be a ‘universal
theory of strange metal’ [8]. The essential idea of the model [8] is to consider a Yukawa
coupling between electrons 3 and critical scalar bosons ¢, gijl(r)zﬁ;r(T, )i (T, )i (T, T),
such that

(gijn(r)) =0, {gi;(m)girjrw (7)) = g*0(r — v')Siar jjraur-

Assigning each field a flavour where 4,7,0 = 1,..., N and taking large-N limit, this cou-
pling is an analogue of the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model [9, 10], so we can call it an
‘SYK-rised Yukawa model’. Eliminating all vertex corrections, such a SYK-rised scalar
interaction yielded the linear resistivity at low temperatures.



Inspired by this scalar model, we [11] built a vector version and found linearity in T
as well. In [11], a fermi surface is coupled to a vector field a,,, and the interaction reads

Ki(r)] (7, 1)V,ut(r,m)af (7, 7).
Strictly speaking, the scalar model and the vector model are supported by different mech-
anism, as the Feynman diagram for the polarisation bubble giving linear resistivity are
different. Despite this difference, the common origin of the starange metalicity seems to
be the spatially random coupling between electrons and boson.

Admittedly, the linear-T' resistivity is a hallmark of the strange metal. According
to Anderson, however, strange metal [12, 13| has another universal observable, the Hall
conductivity. Having achieved linear-T resistivity, it thus behooves us to compute the Hall
conductivity. Suppose we have a (2+ 1)-dimensional system in x — y plane and a magnetic
field in z direction, the Hall angle is defined as

tan(Qy) = 2. (1.1)
T
It has been observed that many strange metals have quadratic T-dependence, cot(Op) ~
A + BT? [14-16], where A = 0 in pure samples. A theory of strange metal may have
to explain anomalies such as T?-dependent Hall angle , inter alia in addition to linear
resistivity [12, 13]. Further scrutiny is thus needed to establish the SYK-rised electron-
boson coupling as a theory of strange metal.

This article continues to investigate the vector model [11] in a magnetic field. In spite
of the linear-T resistivity found in [8, 11|, the Hall angle will show no quadratic property,
so further improvement may be required in the future.

The paper is organised as follows. In section 2, we offer a quick review on SYK-rised
vector model and Landau basis. Section 3 illustrates how to solve the Schwinger-Dyson
equations numerically. After obtaining numerical solutions, we compute the conductivity
as well as Hall angle in section 4 and provide a discussion in section 5.

2 Set-up

2.1 Schwinger-Dyson equation

In this section, we give a brief introduction to spatially random vector model. For precise
details (and further discussion) of this vector model, we would refer to the original paper
[11].

Let’s begin with a (2 + 1)-dimensional Fermi surface coupled to a vector field a [11],

2
2 T v 2 2\ b
S = /de [g o) (r,T (8— —u)zﬁer 2K2§ gabal 87+q)a

.

) | Ril), o

o3 B et ks Y K anlul e
7]?l 1 i7j7s7t:1



where 1 represents electrons and a,b = {1,2} represent the spatial components. The
coupling parameters v;;, K;j;, and Rijst obey the Gauflian distribution with zero mean and
satisfy

(w5 (ryvay (') = V28 (r — ') 8851,
(K5 (r) Ky (r')) = K?6(r — /)83 855: 0,
<Kfjst(’l‘)Ki/]‘/S/tl(’l"l)> = K25(T — T’)(Sii/éjj/(sssl(stt/. (2.4)

We choose K = K2 for convenience.

Suppose the fermi surface lies on the z-y plane. Now we introduce a magnetic field
B along the z direction and we take the Landau gauge A = (—eBy,0,0) for the external
gauge field. In the presence of a magnetic field, the kinetic part of electron Hamiltonian
becomes (k+ A)%/(2m). In other words, fermion dispersion becomes ex; 4. Let m = k+ A
denotes the mechanical momentum, which satisfies [, 7] = —ihB.

In order to obtain Dyson’s equations from the action (2.1) with B, one can work with
the G-X formalism [10]. The first step is to define two bi-local variables G(z1,z2) and
D(z1,x2) as follows

and they will take the values of fermionic and bosonic propagators respectively at the saddle
point. In addition, Lagrangian multipliers ¥(x1,x2) and II(z,z9) will be introduced to
find the self-energies of electrons and bosons separately. By integrating out ¢ as well as ¢
and using replica trick [17], the action (2.1) is recast into a G-X action

% = —1ndet((GT +egra —p)o(z—a) + E)

+% tn det(~ 9 (02 + ¢*)3(x — o) T,

K2
’U2 - 1 (71'1—}—71’2)“(71‘1—{—71’2)17 -
+Tr <2G-G6> + 53 Tr( 1 G(k1)Dgy - G(k:2)6>
T ! GD DG ) —Tr(Z - G 1T 1 p 2.7
+Tr ( 5-5GDa — Te(S- G) + 5 T (1" D) 2.7)

where § is the spatial delta function §(x; — 2) coming from the random average, and

Te(fi-fo) = fl f2= /da?1d962f1(372,Jrl)f2(l‘1,$€2), (2.8)



with transverse f7(x1,22) = f(2,21) the conventions used in [18, 19]. At the saddle point,
from
05

0:
N

one obtains the Dyson’s equations

G=G,=(-0; —epyat+p—2"", (2.10)
(1 + 72) (1 + 72)° <, 1 ab g
D=3, = = DG + 1 DayD*G3, (2.11)
Dap = Diop = KZ(igab(iaz + q2) - KQHab)_17 (212)
_ (m A me)a(m + m2) s 1 =
M,y = T, — — g G5 G — T GDayGH. (2.13)

We aim to solve self-consistent equations (2.10)-(2.13).

2.2 Landau-level basis

In a magnetic field, there will be an orbit quantization and it is more convenient to work
in Landau-level basis. This section only contains a summary of the conventions used in
this article and we refer readers interested in quantum field theories in a magnetic field to
an elaborate note [20] by Miransky and Shovkovy.

The building blocks of Landau levels are ladder operators defined as

1 1
0= (mp —imy), a 5ohE (1 +imy), (2.14)
satisfying [a, af] = 1. The Hamiltonian thus becomes
T 1
H = h(UB a'a + 5 5 (215)

where wp = eB/m is the cyclotron frequency. The Hilbert space is built with the ground
state |0) obeying a|0) = 0, and the rest states satisfying

atn)y =vn+1|n+1), aln)=vnln—1). (2.16)

A state |n) is characterised by its eigen-energy

E, = hwp <n + ;) . (2.17)

The energy levels are named Landau levels. A state |n) has degeneracy g;, = eBS/(2n),
with S the area of the sample.

Tr <5Z(G* [X] - G) +0G(Z4[G] - %) + %mab(pab — D,[IIY)) + 8 Dy (117 — Hffb[Dn])>,

(2.9)



Since the gauge field breaks translational symmetry in y direction, the electron wave-
function is a plane wave only in = direction with momentum k. The full electron wave-
function 1, (in coordinate basis) reads [20]

1 e—(y—ktp)?/203

(o) = o) = 5 (fB—keB) ke, (2.18)

where H,,(2) is the Hermite polynomial function. The magnetic length g = \/h/(eB) char-
acterise the scale governing quantum phenomena in a magnetic field. The normalisation
and completeness conditions are

/dm (n|x) <w’n/> = /dxdy@b;k(x,y)wn/k/(az,y) = OO (k — k:/), (2.19)
00 +00 & +o0o
S / ks uln) (nfu) = 3 / A (@) (@) = O(m — ). (2.20)
n=0" "> n=0" ">

Here |n) = |n; k), but we drop k for convenience.

It is helpful to introduce the velocity operator v = 7/m as follows [21]

_ t
v, — (k; — eBy) __ata , (2.21)
m V2mlp
k, i(— f
v, = fv_ilzata]) (2.22)
m V2mlp
Their matrix elements then reads
1
v, =0 K vy n, k) = — N1 + V'S i1 ) 270(k — k'),(2.23
B = (K 00, K) = = (VG 1) 2 (k= K),(2:23)

i
V2mlp

Having reviewed the Landau-level basis, let us continue to solve the Schwinger-Dyson’s

Vi ke = (0 K| vyn k) =

(\/ﬁsn/,n+1 - \/ﬁan,nfﬂ) ord(k — k). (2.24)

equation.

3 Dyson’s Equations

3.1 Propagators and self-energies in Landau level basis

Electron propagator It is more convenient to solve Dyson’s equations in Landau-level
basis. Let us begin with the electron propagator, the simplest one among all quantities to
be found. In coordinate space, the fermionic propagator reads

G(z,2') = (=0r + pt — eppn — 2) Lz, 2)
= (z|(iw+p—H-%) "z (3.1)



in terms of Matsubara frequencies w, where x = (¢,2). This can be decomposed into
Landau-level basis

Gz, z';iw) = (x| (iw+p— H - %) |2')

= i /+OO dk (| (iw+p— H— )"V nk) <nk‘x'>
oo 2T
+0o0

_Z/ dk :L'|nk: (1w+u—w3(n+%

oo dk
= = Unk(x)n, (‘B/)Gn(iw)? (3.2)

y—x)7t (nk|x")

where
1

Gn(iw):iw—}—u—wB(n—i—%)—E' (3.3)

In (3.3), we assume that the self-energy ¥ = ¥(iw) does not depend on momentum and
it is diagonal in Landau-level basis. This is true only when particles near Fermi surface
contribute. The typical value of Landau level n; satisfies nwp ~ kz%/Qm, which gives
ne =~ (kpfp)?/2 [21]. Later we will show that it is diagonal in Landau-level basis. Using
the fact that [22]

/ dace_x2Hm(x + ) Hy(z + 2)de = 2" 2ml 2"~ L (—2y2), (3.4)

—00

where L7 is the Laguerre polynomial, and letting

i(y — o)+ (y +2)

klp —
B 20p

= klp, (3.5)

one finds
193(3333) |:1:—ac’|2 |m_m/|2
Gz, x';iw) = E Gp(iw) o 62 exp( o) )Ln < 2, ) , (3.6)

with 0p(z,z') = (y—2)(y' +2') /2¢%. We thus obtain the electron propagator in a magnetic
field.

Boson self-energy Having known the electron propagator, it is straightforward to find
the bosonic self-energy II(if2) according to (2.13). Due to spatial randomness, the boson
self-energy has no dependence on canonical momentum either. Here we only consider the
diagrams up to one loop, say G - G graph according to eqn.(2.13), and we find

—I(Q) = ) / dzdx'dkdk’ Y " e 1@ 5(z — o)

x (n'; K |x) (x| VPG (iw) n; k) (n; k|z") v¥ ('] Gli(w — Q) In'; k') .
(3.7)



Now let us first find IT**,

—I1%* (i) = Z / dzdz'dkdk' Y " e 1@ 5(x — af)

nn

x (0 ¥ |z) (2] v G (iw) In: k) (n: k|a') v* ('] G(i(w — Q) |n'; )
_ ml% Zw: / dadkdl! ; i (160) G (i(w — )

(VI 16501 @) () + Vi T80 o (@)1 ()
(Vi 1 @)oo (@) + VI + 15 (@) 1,0 () ) (3.8)
Using the formula [22]
/ ¢ Hy(2) Hyn(2)dx = 6 n2"nl\/7, (3.9)
we find
—H”(iQ) = —TI¥(iQ)

=5 62 Z Z (Zﬂ;;j 1w)G (i(w — Q) + ZZ;%Gn(iw)Gn,(i(w — Q)))

\ 2

o 52 47r2 52 ZZG iw) -Q), (3.10)

w n, n’
where we have substitute the typical Landau level n; into the summation. Similarly,
—H“y(iﬂ) = I1Y*(iQ2)

= 2m252 ZZ < 47T2£4 G (iw) G (i(w — Q) + ;;;;%Gn(iw)(}n, (i(w — Q)))

- 2m2€2 ZZ 254 G (i(w — ). (3.11)

Boson propagator Knowing boson self-energy, one immediately finds boson propagator.
According to eqn.(2.12), the boson propagator writes

Dy, = <(92 +¢°) - K" (i) ~ KT (i92) >_1 (3.12)

“ K21017Y (i) Q2 + ¢ — K211**(iQ) )’ ‘
and one finds

(Q2 + ¢%) — K21%2(iQ)
(Q2 + 2 — K2II22(iQ0))2 + K412y (iQ2)2
) 1
~K P T~ KA (3.13)
K2T1%Y (i)

(Q2 + 2 — K2II22(iQ0))2 + K412y (iQ2)2
5 K2T1%9(i€2)

(Q2 + q2 _ KQHII(iQ))Q.

The approximations in the last steps above are made as [T, | < [T,

Dyy = Dy, = K?

Dyy = —Dyo = K2

(3.14)



Electron self-energy For vector coupling, eqn.(2.11) describes the electron self-energy,
where X(z, 2') = v*0°G(x, ') Dop(x, ') = ¥ + X7, We may first assume that ¥ is not
diagonalised in Landau-level basis. The za component then reads

S e (@, )
= 2TZ/d dx ’gkz ZZG i(w 4 Q) Dae(g,iQ)e @252 — ')
<n";k”’m> (x| v” |n) (n ’az’>v‘” (' |n;k:’>
1 dk d*q .
:mzf?g%:/ . 2Tz:G (i(w + Q) D22 (q,i82)
(n¢*~-k~(w)¢n—1-k( )¢n m( )Pt () + (0 4 1)@ g (@) b1k (@) D1, (@) S ()

= m2£2 27T52 Z/ i(w + Q))Dyy (g, 1) (20 + 1)6 0 (K" — )

| Z

27Tm2f2 Z/ 47[.2 w + Q))Da:x(Q7 iQ)(sn”,n’é(k” - k/)‘ (315)

For xy components, one obtains
& /
S e (2, 2)

dk d2q i
B 2TZ/d da /2774772 ZG i(w+ Q) Day(g, 1)~ #5(x — a')

<n"'k”’m> (x| v” |n) (n ’az’>vy (o' ‘n;k’>
dk d> .
:m%ZTZ/d o 47T‘§ZG (i(w + Q) Day(q,i0)
(—n¢ k( )On—1k(x )¢n 1-k($)¢n’;k’( @) + (14 1)@ por () P 130 (2) by, 415 () s ()

= m2£2 27T€2 Z/ w + Q)) Zy(qaiQ)dn”,n/(s(k/, - k/) (316)

Hence both ¥, and ¥, is diagonal in Landau-level basis and it is proportional to the
identity matrix. We will thus drop the dependence on (n, k) indices. Moreover, one finds
|Xay| < [Xzz], so we will ignore ¥, in the following computation.

3.2 Numerical solutions

3.2.1 Auxiliary propagators

The equations above are too cumbersome to be solved analytically, so we will solve them
numerically using the strategy introduced in [23]. As is shown in section 3.1, the spatial
delta make all momentum to be integrated out individually. To simplify the computation,
we can define auxiliary Green’s functions G(iw) and D, (iQ2). Firstly, the auxiliary electron
propagator G(iw) is defined as

7 (iw) = ZGn(iw). (3.17)



In order to perform a numerical calculation, we put a cutoff on Landau levels n, such that
n_— <n <ny — 1. Following the strategy in [21], we choose —n_ = ny = W/(2wp), where
W is interpreted as the bandwidth. Therefore,

TL+*1

n=—n

_ 1 {@b (;_m_w—z(im) _¢<;+n+_w_z(iw)>](3.18)

wWB wp wWB

o 1
Glw) = Z+ w4+ p—wp(n+ 1) — S(iw)

Using (3.13) and (3.14), the auxiliary Boson Green’s functions D are
(i) = KQ/ d%q (02 + ¢?) — K211**(iQ2)
e (2m)2 (2 + ¢% — K21172(iQ2))? + K41I7v(iQ2)?

K? | Q% + A2 — K211 (iQ2)

T ar U\ Q2 Remee(i) )

Dy, (i) = K / o*q FCITE(i€)
zy = (2m)2 (02 + @2 — K2II1L(i0))2 + K4T112(iQ2)2

o 2 / d*q K22 (i)

= (2m)2 (02 + g2 — K211 ()2

_K? KPIM(i)

41 Q2 — K2T1%2(iQ)

(3.19)

(3.20)

where A, is a bosonic momentum cutoff. During the numerical calculation, we will neglect
Dwy since it is much smaller than D,,. After obtaining the solutions, we can input the data
to find 11, (3.11) and Dy, (3.14) (thus Dy, (3.20) as well). Moreover, we will subtract the
thermal fluctuations, so I1,;(€2) will be replaced by I144(€2) — I (0).

3.2.2 The solution

We follow the strategy introduced in [23] to perform a numerical calculation.!

1. We begin with the auxiliary electron propagator and do an analytical continuation
iw — w+in (n € RT and n < 1), so G reads
- 1 1 w+in — 3(w 1 w+in — X(w
PP FYC RS ) MY CENNES t O
2 WA 2 WR
(3.21)

Following [23], we consider half-filling case (1 = 0) and arbitrarily choose the initial
value of the electron propagator, Gj.

2. We Fourier transform (F(t) = [dwf(w)exp(—iwt)/2r) this initial value G;(w) to
G;(t) and compute the boson self-energies
S k2

ea(t) =T (6) = = gz Re{é*(t)é(t)}, (3.22)

LFull details can be found in Appendix.A.



where é(w) = —2np(w)Im{G(w)}. Transforming the result back to momentum
representation and getting I1,,(2), one obtains the auxiliary propagator

_ K2 (77 _ IQ)2 4 A2 — KQH:UJ:(Q)
Dy (9) = —1 4 2
=4 n( (7 —i0)? — K217 () (3:23)
3. Next one transforms D,;(f2) to Dy, (t), and the electron self-energy reads
k2 ~ _ =

where Z:)m(w) = —np(w)Im{Dyz(w)}. Fourier transforming ¥(¢) yields ¥(w).

4. Using this ¥(w) to obtain a new value of Gyey according to (3.21). If Gyey converges
to Gj, stop. Otherwise, set Gpew as the new G and repeat step 2-4 until convergence
happens. One thus gets the numerical solution.

5. Applying the solutions of G to obtain
is

Moy (1) = ~Thyalt) = = (s Re{é*(t)é(t)}, (3.25)

and thus

K? K211*Y(Q)

Day(Q) = A7 (n—iQ)2 — K2I1%2(Q)

(3.26)

One hitherto obtains the complete numerical solutions to Dyson’s equations.

The numerical solution obtained via the procedure mentioned above is illustrated by
Fig.1-6. The parameters are set as follows: W =4, wg = 0.1, kp =1, m =1, A, = 2,
K =1 and w € [—16, 16], the same with those in [21], and the result is also qualitatively
the same with the scalar case [21]. Below we list our results.

e Fig.1 illustrates the behaviour of —wp Im G /7, the electronic density of states [21] We
compute G with various wp and Fig.2 lists three examples where wp = 0.1,0.05, 0.02.
The solutions are featured by its oscillatory structure as a function of frequencies w.
According to Fig.1, no oscillation is observed when wp = 0 (the grey line). Letting
Aw be the average separation between each peak for a given wpg, one finds Aw is
a linear function of wp. The approximation that Aw ~ wp becomes increasingly
accurate as the magnetic field becomes stronger according to Fig.3. Therefore these
minima can be identified as Landau levels.

e These oscillations can be understood as an analogue of de Haas-van Alphen effect
[24, 25], though the electrons in our model also interact with bosons. The frequency w
directly corresponds to the orbit in k-space and thus Landau levels. Suppose the area
enclosed by the orbit is S in k-space, and for free electrons AS = 2weB/h gives the
difference between successive orbitals. When B is fixed, the peaks corresponds to the

~10 -



configurations where the intrinsic energy of the system takes an extreme value and
the period is given by AS. Since we have bosons coupled to electrons, whose effect
is encapsulated in X, the analysis for free electrons should be modified, and this can
be seen from quantitative investigation. The oscillation amplitude is a result from
competition between | Im{>}| and wp [21]. According to the solution shown by Fig.4,
within the bandwidth, | Im{¥}| increases with |w|. As aresult in Fig.2, the oscillations
become milder if wp is smaller or |w| is larger. To be more precise, let us take
wp = 0.1 for instance. According to the solution in Fig.4, |Im{3(w)}| > wp = 0.1
for |w| Z 1. Accordingly one finds in Fig.1 that the oscillations are almost diminished
when |w| 2 1 and the marginal-Fermi-liquid behaviour is more dominant in this
region.

As for electron self-energy, our result also roughly matches well with zero-field solution
(wp = 0) except small oscillations at low frequencies. Typically, within the bandwidth
(w € [-2,2] approximately here), the self-energy goes linearly (¥ ~ wln(w)) like
marginal fermi liquid when wp = 0 [8, 11]. Moreover, since ¥ is a very small number,
these oscillations for wp = 0.1 is suppressed if impurity scattering from potential
disorder is introduced later, as potential disorder brings a much larger contribution
to the total self-energy. Such an approximate linearity (inside the bandwidth) heralds
the possible linear resistivity p,, in this model, as will be shown in the next section.

The boson self-energy again roughly matches the zero-field solution [8, 11]. This
linearity is a consequence of fermion-boson spatially random coupling. It has been
argued that at low temperature (or at low frequencies), such a bosonic self-energy
makes the density of states ~ T" and the resistivity from bonson-electron scattering
linear in 7" [11]. Be along with what we have observed in electron self-energies ¥, it
is reasonable to expect a linear resistivity at low temperature in our model.

We only show II;, when wp = 0.1, because II;, does not exist when B = 0. Its
numerical value is much smaller than II,,, and this qualifies the approximations we
made in eqn.(3.13) and eqn.(3.14).

The solutions go to zero outside the band (Jw| 2 2 for W = 4), so only data of
w € [-W/2,W/2] are reliable for further computation of transport properties.

- 11 -
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Figure 1. Density of state of electrons. The peaks correspond to Landau levels.
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Figure 2. Numerical solutions with different cyclotron frequencies wp. The amplitude of oscillation
becomes smaller as magnetic field declines. The orange, red, and green lines stands for solutions
with wp = 0.1, 0.05, 0.02 respectively.
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Figure 4. The Green thick line illustrates the electron self-energy > (w) when wpg = 0.1. It takes
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linearity (except small oscillations) implies a linear resistivity at low temperatures.
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3.2.3 Potential disorder

In order to make comparisons with realistic materials, we now introduce a potential disorder
vij(r)wg(T, r);(7, ) which satisfies

(vij(r)) =0, and <vij(r)v;j,(r’)> =v%5(r — ) 6ir -
The total self-energy becomes
Y(w) =3y(w) + Xx (w), (3.27)

where Y is given by eqn.(2.11), and

3 1./
Yo(iw) = v2/ é:;:BG(iw,k:’)

D) / daxdkipny (z)1", ()
= v%gr > Gnliw). (3.28)
This quantity is proportional to G, and it becomes a constant when wp = 0, say

Yp(w) = —i (3.29)

2 )

2m is the disorder scattering rate [8, 11]. As is mentioned above, G has

where I' = v
oscillations and the oscillations exponentially vanish once Im{3(w)} > wp. In this sense,
we can approximately take

Y(w) ~ —ig + Yk (w), (3.30)

by choosing I' > wg. With the same parameters chosen in section 3.2.2 and taking I' = 0.2,
Fig.7 verifies the self-consistency of assumption (3.30). That ¥, is a constant means G|, 20
needs to take a similar form with G|,,—¢, since the oscillatory structure is diminished by
potential disorder. Fig.7 precisely shows the similarity between the solutions of wg = 1 and
wp = 0. Again, with a cutoff from bandwidth W, one finds only when w € [-W/2, /2]
can Eqn.(3.28) be approximately a constant, and ¥, drops to zero when the frequency goes
beyond the bandwidth.

4 Transport

In this section we numerically compute the transport properties of random vector model
(with potential disorder) in a magnetic filed. We will obtain conductivity, Hall angle, and
resistivity step by step. Letting o/ be the quantum part of the external field, one can
compute the conductivity o from its polarisation bubbles II*” via Kubo formula in real
frequencies

T (Q+i0T) — 11(0)

1 (Q)) —
() =% i0

(4.1)
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Figure 7. The solutions after potential disorder is introduced with I' = 0.2. The dotted lines
represent solutions of wg = 0.1, and the solid lines shows the solutions of wg = 0. Two sets of

solutions are almost the same, so we can assume potential disorder still contributes a constant
self-energy.

The Hall angle is defined as [16]

The resistivity will also be computed from the conductivity, and we will focus on pgy,

Pxx =

Ozzx

(Uzz)2 + (Uzy)T

(4.2)

(4.3)

Knowing 0, enables us to know other two quantities, so we can first compute po-
larisation bubbles of & and use the Kubo formula to find the conductivity. In principle,
there are three types of Feynman diagrams to be computed. First, a bare polarisation
bubble, the simplest diagram, given by Fig. 8, will yield a residual conductivity oo(2)

originating from potential disorder. The dotted wavy lines stand for propagators of the
external field, (&#(r,x)" (7', x'))

Since the off-diagonal term is too small compared
with diagonal term and our numerical solution is almost the same as zero-field solutions
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because of potential disorder, we can approximately take

0(2) ~ CREN 1 (1 0) . (4.4)

2m2 T'+iQ \01

This term becomes a constant after we take its real part, so the non-trivial 2-dependence
comes from higher-order graphs and we will consider the Feynman diagrams up to two loops.
The bare polarisation receives corrections from boson-fermion self-energy ¥ i (€2) and vertex
corrections named Maki-Thompson (MT) diagrams, as are shown in Fig.9. For the scalar
coupling [8], MT diagram is vanishing, so X (£2) accounts for the linear-T" resistivity. In
our vector model, however, MT graph is non-zero and it will cancel the contribution from
Yk (2). In addition, thanks to spatial delta introduced from spatial randomness K;j;;(r),
vertex correction named Aslamazov-Larkin graphs, shown in Fig.10, vanish. Consequently,
the non-trivial conductivity will be contributed by a bubble illustrated in Fig.11, and this
bubble is from the coupling 2/ “a#dﬁl/}. This polarisation reads

= S d? . . "
V4 (iQ) = 7WT2 > Z/Qw‘;an(m)an,(l(g +w+Q)D*"(Y, q). (4.5)
w,Y n,n’
iwp,
i(wn + Qm)

Figure 8. Bare current-current correlation. It yield a Drude-like contribution to the conductivity
~1/(iQ+T).

iwy, w
i(wn + Qu) w'
(a) Self-energy contribution (b) MT diagram

Figure 9. The MT diagram will precisely cancel the contribution from electron self-energy ¥ .

Figure 10. AL diagrams vanish due to spatial delta.

17 -



Figure 11. The polarisation bubble contributing to the conductivity. The wavy line represents
vector-field propagator and the dashed line means spatial contraction between two vertices.

This bubble can be computed numerically using the the solutions to Dyson’s equation,
whose process has been illustrated in section 3.2.2. Defining

we perform analytical continuation i{2 — © + in and find (4.5) becomes

% (G‘(t)@(—t)DW(—t) + G(t)G(~t) Dy (—t)

~G(-DG(1)Dyu(~t) + G(~1)G(t) Im Dy (1)), (4.9)

in real time representation ?. Substituting G(¢) and D, (t) into Eqn.(4.9) and doing Fourier

ﬁvu(t) =

transformation, we can obtain I1,, (). Applying the Kubo formula (4.1), one obtains the
conductivity oy,

Fig.12 shows the longitudinal conductivity 0,,(€2) and Hall conductivity o,,(€2) at
zero temperature. The parameters are the same with those in 3.2.2. The dependence on
) can be translated to the dependence on T' for DC conductivities [8]. Conductivities
with various I' are investigated, and one finds conductivity is larger when I' is smaller.
Moreover, the conductivities of the vector model in this article is qualitatively the same
with the scalar model studied in [21], so spatially random couplings between fermions and
bosons may generally share the transport properties regardless of the coupling type.

Having found the conductivity, one can directly move on to Hall angle defined by
Eqn.(4.2). Substituting the data in Fig.12 into cot(© ) = 04, /04y, one finds that cot(O)
has no T?-dependence. According to Fig.12, one finds in our model, the scattering rate
7 ~ T. In usual systems, one expects 0uy/0sy = Paa/Pay ~ 771 ~ 1/T, and Fig.13 shows
a 1/T scaling behaviour. There are thus no anomalies in the Hall angle in this article.
Indeed, the Hall angle is not ‘strange’ at all since it strictly obeys the analysis for a normal
system. Therefore, it seems that action (2.1) cannot account for the quadratic Hall angle
of strange metals observed so far [16].

Finally using eqn.(4.3), we can get the resistivity p., as is shown by Fig. 14. Linear-T
conductivity yields linear-T resistivity at low temperatures, and the linear resistivity also

2More details can be found in Appendix A.
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Figure 12. Conductivity 0,5(€2) and 04, () with various impurity scattering rate I'. The red, yel-
low, green, blue, and purple lines represents I' = 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5 respectively. The conductivity
declines as I' increases.

exists in the model without a magnetic field [8, 11]. Additionally, as temperature goes
higher, the linearity will disappear. This is because the conductivity 0., ~ A — BT and

pm:aim:A—lBTzil+f?T (4.10)
only when |BT| < |A] [8, 11]. Therefore, the linearity disappears when temperature is too
high. Suppose the resistivity is linear in 7" for 7" < T7. Though the numerical value cannot
be specified from Fig. 14, we find that the larger I' is, the higher is 77. This property is
what we can predict from Eqn.(4.10). Despite the failure in Hall angle, the linear resistivity
is reproduced, which matches well with experiments.
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Figure 13. Hall angle cot(Op) obtained from the data in Fig.12, and one finds coth(Op) is
approximately a linear function of 1/Q. This implies that 1/7 behaviour is found instead of T2.
The red, yellow, green, blue, and purple lines represents I' = 0.5,1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5 respectively, and

the slope is almost independent of T'.
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Figure 14. Resistivity p,,using data from Fig.12. The linear resistivity (at low temperatures) is

preserved in the presence of a magnetic field.

5 Discussion

Previous researches have shown that spatially random coupling between a fermi surface and
boson field yields linear-T" resistivity at low temperatures (in (24 1) dimensions) [8, 11]. In
order to check whether the spatial randomness accounts for other strange-metal anomalies,
one adds an external magnetic field and studies the transport properties in a vector model
introduced in [11]. After numerically solving Dyson’s equations, we find the longitudinal
conductivity o, and Hall conductivity o,,. The Hall angle turns out to have no T? de-

pendence, but linear p,, is preserved in this system.

The absent T2-dependent Hall angle implies that the spatially random coupling may
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not be the elixir of strange metal, but the preserved linear-T resistivity in a magnetic field
further verifies that such a spatial randomness can be the mechanism for least the linearity.
According to the analysis in [11], the longitudinal resistivity results from boson-electron
scattering. Because the Dyson’s equations keep qualitatively the same solutions, the same
argument applies in this article again. Here we briefly summerise the analysis, and the
full discussion can be found in [11]. As we find in Fig.7, the boson self-energy II,, ~ Q if
potential disorder is included in our system. As a result, Q ~ g? at low frequencies, and
the bosonic density of states reads

(d-2)/2
/ddqemll NTd/2/dxm (5.1)

et —1°7

by taking S = z. Eqn.(5.1) shows the scaling behaviour of the resistivity caused by
boson-electron scattering. Meanwhile, the spatial randomness relaxes the momentum con-
servation on electron-boson interaction vertices, so there will be no small-angle correction
(1 —cos(#)) ~ T, with 0 the scattering angle. Consequently according to eqn.(5.1), with-
out small-angle correction, the overall resistivity p;, will be linear in 7" when d = 2. The
linear-T" appears again in the presence of a magnetic field, indicating that the success of
spatially random coupling in previous research [8, 11] may not simply be a fluke.

As for Hall conductivity, however, the mechanism may be more complex (though the
quadratic behaviour can be reproduced from the holographic method [26-28]). A promising
resolution is to include spins. For example, Anderson suggests that the spinon-spinon
interaction could be responsible for the scaling behaviour of o4, [12]. Furthermore, The
Curie-Weiss law requires a magnetic susceptibility x ~ 1/77, with « the critical exponent.
In [29], the magnetic susceptibility will modify the Hall conductivity such that og, ~
X - 72, making it possible to obtain cot(©p) ~ T2. In contrast, only spinless particles
are considered so far in both scalar model [8] and vector model [11]. Therefore, more
interaction types may need to be considered to build a full theory of strange metal on a
firm ground.

A Matsubara summation

This section illustrates how to apply the standard contour integral technique to compute
a Matsubara summation [30], whose result is used in numerical computation in section 3.2.2.

A common way to do a fermionic Matsubara summation of fermions is to evaluate a
integral [17]

I = lim %np(z)f(z), (A.1)

R—o0 27

where

F(2) = €)x(= +i9). (A2)
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The function f(z) has branch cuts along Im{z} = 0 and Im{z} = —Q. Here Q = 2nnT is
a Boson Matsubara frequency. Functions ¢ and x are Green’s functions in this paper. The
fermi function ng brings poles at z = i(2m + 1)7T with n € Z. We need to deform the
contour integral in order to avoid the cuts [23, 30]. As is illustrated in Fig.15, the contour
is divided by four horizontal lines.

/ Sz = —i0 \7 Branch cuts of the Green’s function

— —>

Rz

Figure 15. Branch cuts and poles.

The integrand vanishes at infinity, so only integrals along four horizontal lines con-
tribute. Applying residue theorem yields

_TZ f(lwm)
+oo g,
= / % (nF(Z)f(z +in)x(z +1Q) — nr(2)E(z — in)x(z +iQ)

Fnp(2)8(z = 1Qx(z + i) = np(2)(z — iQ)x(z — in))

+00 >
=2 / & (nr(2) Iz + 1) }x(z +10) + np(2)e(= — 1) Im{x(z + i)} ) (A.3)

oo 2m

Here we use the fact that both x and & satisfy xr(w)/ér(w) = x%(w)/&%(w) after an
analytical continuation iw — w 410", where R and A refer to ‘retarded’ and ‘advanced’
respectively.

Using the Fourier transform F(t) = [ dwf(w)exp(—iwt)/27 and the convolution the-
orem, one finds the result in real-time representation,

F(t) = =& )x(@) + x)E(-1), (A.4)

where
§(w) = —2np(w) Im{g(w)}, (A.5)
X(w) = —2nF(w) Im{x(w)}. 6
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The summation of bosonic Matsubara frequency can be evaluated in the same way by
computing

I = lim d—z_nB(z)g(z), (A.7)

R—oo | 27

where the function
9(2) = E(2)x(z + iw) (A.8)

also has branch cuts along Im{z} = 0 and Im{z} = —Q, with w = 2n7T a fermion
frequency. The same contour integral in Fig.15 can be used to avoid the cuts. Now one
finds poles at z = i(2m)xT, and

Ty f(im)

= /OO % (nB(Z)E(Z +in")x(z +iw) — np(2)Z(z — in')x(z + iw)

+np(z —iw)=(z —iw)x(z +in) — np(z — iw)=(z — iw)x(z — in’))
—np(2)8(z — w)x(z + i) + nr(2)E( — W) (z — i)

—9 /Oo dz (nB(Z) I {=(z + in') bx(z + iw) — np(z) Im{x(z + i) }2(z — iw)) (A.9)

oo 2m

This convolution structure gives the Fourier transform of g(z),

G(t) = —E*(t)x(t) — X(H)E(-), (A.10)

where
E(w) = —2np(w) Im{E(w)}, (A.11)
X(w) = —2np(w) Im{x(w)}. (A12)

In many cases, it is formidable to evaluate equations such as (A.3) and (A.9) directly.
It is more convenient to work in time representation first and move back to frequency
representation via fast Fourier transform. Therefore, Eqn.(A.4) and eqn.(A.10) will be

useful when one tries finding numerical solutions.
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