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Models for strongly interacting fermions in disordered clusters forming an array, with electron
hopping between sites, reproduce the linear dependence on temperature of the resistivity, typical
of the strange metal phase of High Temperature Superconducting materials (Extended Sachdev-
Ye-Kitaev (SYK) models). We identify the low energy collective excitations as neutral, energy
excitations, diffusing in the lattice of the thermalized, non Fermi liquid phase. However, the diffusion
is heavily hindered by coupling to the pseudo Goldstone modes of the conformal broken symmetry
SYK phase, which are local in space. The imaginary time evolution of the extended model in the
strong interaction and 1/N expansion limit is presented, in the incoherent non chaotic regime. On
the other hand, a Fermi electronic liquid at low energy becomes marginal when perturbed by the
SYK dots. A critical temperature for superconductivity is derived, which is not BCS-like, in case
the collective excitations are assumed to mediate an attractive Cooper-pairing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the physics of copper-oxide materi-
als, which undergo the superconducting transition at
higher temperature, is still an unsettled topic of Con-
densed Matter Physics. Recent work suggests the break-
down of the Fermi Liquid (FL) theory at intermedi-
ate temperatures in these metals, while FL is the con-
ventional starting point for low critical temperature
superconductivity’?. New approaches to study high-
temperature superconductivity are recently investigated,
in particular lattice fermionic models with a strong local
interaction®*.

Recently a (0 + 1)— dimensional model, the Sachdev-
Ye-Kitaev (SYK)® 7 model, describing random all-to-all
J —interaction between N Majorana fermions, has been
extensively studied. In the infrared (IR) limit, when N
is large and the temperature T is low, the model has an
emergent approximate conformal symmetry and has be-
come quite popular for its large-N "melons" diagrammat-
ics, which allows for a simple representation of the power-
law decay in time of the correlation functions and for the
analysis of the thermodynamic and chaotic properties”®,
providing a holographic dual for gravity theories®'°.

Generalized SYK models have been proposed with ex-
tension to higher space dimensions'!'® also having in
mind applications to High Critical Temperature (HT)
superconducting materials. Indeed, there seems to be
widespread consensus that inhomogeneity and strong
coupling could be distinguished factors for the cuprates
and their 2 — d CuO planes. Moreover, universal fea-
tures emerge in the high temperature "strange metal"
phase, which is recognized as a Non Fermi Liquid
(NFL) phase!?1922 The most striking of these is
the linear increase with temperature of the electrical
conductivity?32°.

The conformal symmetry of the SYK model is sponta-

neously broken down to the SL(2,R) group symmetry?2°
and Goldstone modes arise which are only approximately

gapless, when ultraviolet (UV) corrections are taken into
account. The nature and the role of these collective ex-
citations has not been satisfactorily investigated, to our
knowledge, up to now, in phenomenological approaches
for the description of the low temperature metal phases
of extended SYK models*!.

FIG. 1: A cartoon of the SYK model extended to include hop-
ping between 2 — d square lattice sites. The neutral fermions
are depicted as small blue circles, grouped on the lattice sites
(their number is N on each site). In the right upper part of
the picture, a magnification of four sites with just four Ma-
jorana particles at each site, to represent the all-to-all four
fermion interaction Jijx; [red arrows| and the residual inter-
action U. between quasiparticles (complex superposition of
intra-cluster pairs of majoranas) [dashed arrow| hopping be-
tween sites (with hopping matrix element o [full dark green
arrows|).

We consider a lattice of (04 1) — d SYK clusters (or



dots), each composed of strongly correlated N neutral
fermions, via the SYK interaction. A sketch of the lat-
tice, in two space dimensions, is depicted in Fig.1. The
first part of this work discusses the collective bosonic ex-
citations in the lattice, which arise from the intradot
SYK fermionic pseudo-Goldstone modes (pGm) in the
incoherent highly thermalized phase above some thresh-
old temperature Ty. We propose that these excitations,
nicknamed Q-excitations, could drive the transition to
superconductivity, when lowering T" below some temper-
ature T,,p, at which coherence is established in tunnelling
across the lattice, but not necessarily in the SYK dots.
To discuss the superconducting critical temperature T,
of the coherent phase, we adopt, in the second part of
this work, an hydrodynamical picture consisting of a two
component system: the two space dimensional lattice of
(0+1)-d SYK clusters and a fermionic low energy lig-
uid, weakly interacting with it. The electronic, one-band
fluid is turned into a Marginal Fermi Liquid (MFL) by
the perturbation. The SYK dots act as charge and mo-
mentum sinks. By contrast the Q-excitations conserve
momentum in the lattice, while the quasiparticles of the
MFL are badly defined. In driving the superconductive
instability, the Q-excitations could play the same role as
the magnons in the 3He superfluidity?”, though via an
unknown mechanism. As argued in the Conclusions of
Section VII, the validity of this hypothesis can be exper-
imentally tested because it could produce anomalous in-
tervortex interaction in presence of magnetic field. How-
ever, we are unable to describe the crossover between
the high temperature and the low temperature phase,
which should be further investigated, resorting to the
various extended SYK models which have appeared in
the literature'6-28,

Our approach to the high temperature phase is one of
the possible extensions of the SYK model'318, which as-
sumes the SYK properties of the local critical two-point
functions on the local scale, but introduces the U(1)
symmetry for the ("interdot") dynamics in the lattice.
It is not really a complex fermion version of the SYK
model'?2931 " Indeed, charge is conserved only at low
energies, while the ("intradot") excitations in the SYK
clusters are non conserving and neutral. In this respect,
we ignore the possibility of charging of the clusters at the
sites of the lattice as if their capacity were infinite.

Disorder is a distinct feature of the SYK model. Dis-
order averages make the SYK and its generalizations
solvable. We assume random hopping in the lattice
and we assume that self-averaging restores space transla-
tional invariance. In our description, the bilocal auxiliary
fields Gy (71, 72) and ¥,(71,72), in imaginary time!!3,
acquire a slowly varying phase ¢,(7). Here the sub-
script x denotes the space coordinate and the wavevector
p = ka (a is the lattice parameter) is used as a quan-
tum number in the continuum space limit. G, (71, 72) =
G, (T12,74+) acts as an order parameter which charac-
terizes the SYK-phase in the scaling to strong interac-
tion J — oo, N — oo with finite 5J/N ratio. Here

T12 is the relative time coordinate, which takes care of
the "intradot" dynamics, while 71 is the center of mass
coordinate of the "slow" interdot dynamics. The first
task (Section III) is to study the correlations of the
pGm’s, when minimal coupling to the compact dynam-
ical U(1) gauge boson ¢, (74) is established. Fig.3 dis-
plays a "dressed" correlator, (6G (712, 74 )dG% (34, 0)) =~
(060G, (0%, 74)0G%,(0,0)) compared with a zero order,
"naked" one, continued to real time and in the limit
ka << 1. The naked correlation can be derived with
a real time approach in appendix C. Both correlators
decay with real time, but the dressed one decays by
far faster. This confirms that the extended SYK model
at hand describes incoherent dynamics. However, Fig.3
proves that, as long as the gauge boson lacks its own dy-
namics, correlations cannot be said to be diffusive over
the lattice. Actually, diffusivity on a temperature depen-
dent (and scaling-dependent) space distance a¢(T"), much
larger than the lattice parameter, is expected. In fact, the
presence of impurities, low dimensionality, strong interac-
tion and disorder, usually makes the collective excitations
diffusive at low frequencies and small momentum?°.

The pGm fermionic excitations of the SYK dots gen-
erate fluctuations of the chemical potential in the lattice
(0rp(14)07:¢,(0)), driven by quasiparticle hopping be-
tween lattice sites, parametrized by the matrix element
to and produce the bosonic Q-excitations.

Our aim is twofold. On the one hand we want to char-
acterize the quantum diffusion of the Q-excitations in the
lattice!*. On the other hand we want to study the re-
sponse D”(p, ), of these modes to interdot tunnelling,
a Jg — Jo response, where Jg is an energy flux den-
sity which is somehow canonical conjugate to 0r¢, (74 ).
The latter plays the role of a space dependent chemical
potential across the lattice32.

The probability of quantum diffusion, involving re-
tarded and advanced Green’s function in real time, G¥
and G4 respectively, is written in the form:

P(r,r’;Q)cx/dw GE(r,r;w)GA(r,mw —Q), (1)

where overline denotes disorder average. On the other
hand the retarded density response function leQ Jo in-
volves the retarded G¥ and the Keldysh GX Green’s
function. Our approach will be in imaginary time, but
correct time ordering is crucial to guarantee a correct an-
alytical continuation to real times. A relevant quantity
typical of the diffusion processes is its Fourier transform
in time, denoted as the heat kernel®3, which is defined
as the probability z(¢) to return to the origin, integrated
over the point of departure. In Section V we derive a
form of it, z(t) ~ eP2 !V’ after the Q-excitations have
been integrated out (Eq.(36)) and we determine how the
diffusion parameter bQ depends on the scaling to strong
interaction.

In dealing with the "bad" metal at finite tempera-
ture T, we concentrate on two temperature scales in-



volved in the extended SYK model, Ty and T,..,. At
T < Teon ~ t3/NJ, transport in the lattice is assumed
to acquire coherence. This crossover is out of reach in the
present work. We expect that the Q-excitations merge
into the particle hole (p-h) continuum of the low energy
MFL. A derivation of the Landau damped acoustic plas-
mon embedded in the p-h continuum, is reported in the
appendix E. At T' 2 T}, thermalization in the system is
very effective and diffusion is incoherent. pGm’s are the
intradot excitations which drive the incoherence. This
is a feature of the SYK model and is attained in the
present extended version of the model. The relaxation
time is ~ AB34. At later times the system evolves toward
the scrambled phase and the chaotic dynamics, as the
analysis of the out-of-time ordered correlator (OTOC)
shows. The fate of the chaotic single dot regime in the ex-
tended model deserves specific concern?!+2835:36 heyond
the present paper.

Usual hydrodynamical approaches to the response
function D do not involve the role of the pGm’s at
energies ~ kpTp. This is highly questionable, because
the diffusion constant, Dg, is strongly renormalized by
the inverse of four point function of the SYK dots, F~!.
Indeed the first UV correction plays the role of keeping
the pGm propagator F finite. A brief presentation of
this approximation to D, which does not go beyond the
conformal limit'® and uses the real time Keldysh con-
tour, is reported in the appendix C. By contrast, our
approach is quite simple and even naive, but it aims to
stress the parameter renormalization in the scaling pro-
cess. In fact, the separation in energy of Ty and Te.p
allows us to perform a kind of adiabatic factorization,
between the "fast" intradot pGm’s and the "slow" inter-
dot Q-fluctuations. We discuss the UV local space-time
correction and show how they influence the time correla-
tion of the Q-excitations.

Physically, we concentrate in distinguishing the two
regimes T' < Ty. The T 2 T, regime, being character-
ized by strong thermalization, is governed by the order
parameter of the SYK model which, in the UV corrected
form, is described by a complex field ¢ in Section IV. The
Q-excitations, arising from the minimal coupling with
the gauge mode, are interpreted as energy excitations in-
duced by the fluctuations of the chemical potential. En-
ergy density A and energy flux density N ~ Jg are the
physical dynamical variables!?. The corresponding pa-
rameters which rule the response are thermal capacitance
Cy and the thermal conductivity k.

The structure of the paper is as follows.

In Section II the extended SYK model is presented.
In the conformal symmetry limit of our approach, the
SYK clusters acquire an hopping dependent selfenergy
of the kind ~ t3G.G., where G.(11,72) is the fermionic
propagator of the SYK model'3. A term of this kind is
suggested by a simple derivation of the hopping between
two neighbouring SYK sites. The local correlations aris-
ing from the kinetic term are obtained by gaussian in-
tegration of the dg,, fluctuations in presence of a source

term, the chemical potential ¢, (7). They are derived
in Section III. In Section IV we clarify that the proper
dynamics of the chemical potential fluctuations should be
added to account for the UV corrections which, by giving
mass to the pGm’s, make the partition functional conver-
gent. This implies a renormalization of the correlations
provided by the pGm propagator F, in which the first UV
correction is included. To this end we introduce a com-
plex local order parameter ¢(x, ), which is promoted to
a bosonic coherent field in Section IV, by means of a more
conventional model for the Q-excitations. The inclusion
of the dynamics via the local action S3[0,¢(z,74+)] of
Eq.s(28,29) implies that the short range, exponentially
decaying dependence on real time ¢y of the correlators
turns into a diffusive dynamics for T' 2 Ty, the energy
window in which our approximations are justified (Sec-
tion V.A). Section V.B discusses qualitatively how the
transport parameters evolve with scaling in the inco-
herent and coherent energy ranges. They can be used
to qualify the diffusion parameter Dg by means of the
Einstein relation. In Section VI we show how a coher-
ent low energy FL, when perturbed by a higher energy
SYK-type environment, becomes marginal. A conven-
tional Eliashberg3”:3® approach to the gap equation is
presented in Section VI, where the Q-excitations consti-
tute a bosonic virtual pairing mechanism but with diffu-
sive dynamics. The self-consistent equation for the non
BCS critical temperature T, is derived. Additional re-
marks and a summary are reported in the Conclusions
(Section VII). The Appendices give details of the deriva-
tions.

II. THE EXTENDED SYK MODEL

Let the Hamiltonian for the extended model be Hg +
Hi. Ho is the sum of the neutral fermion Hamiltonians
of uncoupled 0+ 1-d SYK dots, H,, in a two-dimensional
lattice with intradot random interaction, labeled by the
lattice site a, and Hyx adds the kinetic energy of elec-
trons with interdot random hopping between neighbour-
ing dots. Hx (given by Eq.(6)) is derived in this Section.
The Hamiltonian Hg for the uncoupled 0+ 1-d SYK dots
is:

Ho = ZHQ = % Z Z jaklmnXa,an,lXa,mXa,nv (2)

a klmn

where x,,; are Majorana fermion operators on site a
(klmn € 1,..,N).

Electronic quasiparticles hop from site a to a neigh-
bouring site b. c;f, ¢;(j = a,b) are the complex fermionic
spinless operators for the electrons, which can be repre-
sented in terms of two flavours of the neutral fermions on
the same site:

1 . 1 .
cp = NG (xp1 + 17 xp2) C}: = E(Xbl —ixe2).  (3)



The kinetic term describing the hopping can be written
as hxg = to cha + h.c., where tg is a constant hopping
energy.
The time dependence of the operator CZ in the interac-
tion picture is:
O & _ r(H+H) [ 1 —7(Hy+Ha,) 4
—5, b =¢ [cb,Ho} e . (4)
The commutator with the Hamiltonian can be per-
formed by applying the commutation relations for neu-
tral fermions: Xa kXa, + Xa,Xak = O,k and Xa kX1 +
Xb,iXa,; = 0 for a # b, exploiting the antisymmetry of
Jpkimn in the permutation of the klmn indices. From
Eq.(4) we get:

1
ECb(T) =1 31 E JblZlmXb,l(T)Xb,m(T) CZ (7). (5)
Ilm

cl commutes with Hj so that it can be added afterwards.

The hermitian conjugate term clca gives the same result
with b — a, i — —i.
This allows to identify the hopping Hamiltonian term

J

in the interaction representation, from the evolution op-
erator in a single hopping process, dU(7,0), to lowest
order:

1
Hi(r) =1 31 > Tinatm X1 (T)Xg.m (7) + e (6)

Ilm,j

Here Jj12im is random interdot hopping for hopping onto
site j. Eq.(6) shows that, starting from the neutral
fermions of the SYK model, a symmetric description of
conserving and non-conserving charge processes is pro-
vided. This feature sets charge (and spin) dynamics free
with respect to energy dynamics, which is the premise
for NFL behavior.

The disorder average of the standard SYK model in-
cludes here the gaussian average of J;12;m. The next step
is the integration over the Majorana fields x; ;(7), with
the help of Hubbard-Stratonovich fields which become
complex due to an additional U(1) minimal coupling.
The final result is the action in terms of the complex
bilocal auxiliary fields G, (m1,72) and X, (71, 72), with a

phase ¢, introduced in the next Section!3:

Ie, _ / J? N4 N vk / t(% 1 /
N —Z [—lnDet[aT—Zx]—F/deT {— 1 |G (T, T+ 22 (7, 7)Go (7, T') — NwénGx(T,T)Gl./(T,T) . (N

xT

The last term of the action is the interdot kinetic term.
The expansion up to quadratic terms of this action in
0%y, 0G,, Orp, is discussed in Section III and in the
appendix A. The single dot 0 — 1-d SYK action can be
recovered by dropping d%,, the last term and the sum
over sites. The auxiliary fields are now real and the Det
has to be substituted with a Pfaffian. In this case the
IR limit corresponds to the dropping of 0, in the Pfaf-
fian. On the contrary, 0, plays an important role in the
extended model.

IIT. KINETIC CORRELATIONS OF THE
EXTENDED SYK MODEL

The single particle Green’s function of the SYK model,
in the conformal symmetry limit, is local in space (i.e.
wavevector independent) and, assuming particle-hole (p-
h) symmetry and low temperature, it is given by:

o) = i sign(wp)
GC( 7?) ﬁ\/m7

where w,, are fermionic frequencies.
Our aim is to include correlations between sites of the

(®)

(

lattice, here denoted by the subscript . The Green
function and the self-energy become complex fields,
G, (V1,02), Bz(91,92). They include space dependent
fluctuations of the modulus and of the phase, close to
the saddle point G.(912), Xc(912):

G2(91,92) = [Ge(V12) 4 6G(x,V12,94)] € #=(0+)
S (01,02) = [Se(V12) + 0% (2, 912,94)] =0+ (9)

where 913 = 91 — Y9 and 94 = (V1 + ¥2)/2 . We have
moved to the center of mass time coordinate 9 and the
relative time coordinate 115 of the incoming particles and
of the outgoing ones. Here ¢ = 277/0 is a dimensionless
time and the Green’s functions and selfenergy are also di-
mensionless, everywhere, except when explicitly stated.
Nevertheless we will most of the times denote the dimen-
sionless time as 7, unless differently specified. To spell
out the structure of the kinetic term, we calculate the
correlator of the dG fluctuations between neighbouring
sites and Fourier transform it with respect to space. Ig-
noring the relevant role of the pGm’s, we neglect, in the
IR limit, the local correction 0G (z, 7, — 72, 74) € #=(7+)
appearing in Eq.(9) and we consider just nearest neigh-



bour z,z’ terms in a lattice of spacing a. We get:

0G .0 (T12, 71 )0G 1 (T34, T} )
= [Gu(m1,72) G;/(7'3,7'4) —Go(m1 —12) Ge(T3 — T4)]
Ge(T12) (671‘&'%[%(@)7%(73’)] - 1) Ge(T34),
+c.c.

1
D)

where we have qualified the lowest order, originating from
the conformal Green’s functions, with the label c¢. Only
the quadratic terms of the exponential are included in the
expansion, to account for the additional complex conju-
gate contribution, giving

~ 7% Ge(T12) (& Vg [901(7'+) - 5003(7——/&—)})2 Ge(734)-(10)

We (A9)
(74 — 7}) 9-¢4(74+) and define

now approximate [cpz (t4) — ng(T_?_)] ~

RI'AR =
1

(@ Va)Golria)(rs — 7)2Gu(r32) (@ V).

. (11)

Owing to the self-averaging established for the SYK
model at large N, translational invariance allows space
Fourier transform:

1
—F
N
52
B 00- Pp (7'+ ) 00> ©p (7-/&-
(F'T, denotes Fourier Transform with respect to the space

coordinate of lattice spacing a, with p = ka). We now
express Eq.(12) in the frequency space. The matrix ele-

T, [(56’6@(712,T+)5GC,I/(T34,TJ/F)]

1 _ _
) N<87@P|Rc 1AC‘RC 1|8T(pp> (12)

J

ments of the kernel are labeled by m,m’, £ indices. m,m’
indices refer to the intradot fluctuations dg which are
fermionic in the origin, while ¢ labels bosonic frequencies
Qy, corresponding to the spectrum of the Q-fluctuations.
We get

1 t
NFT [5Gc,x(T12,T+)5GC,$/ (7'34,0)] ‘k;ﬁo B]vo k2 2

<33 e (RAR)

T W T LW, T ]
e m 126 m 34.( 3)
Z m,m’ ’m,

i

Restricting ourselves to the IR limit, we plot in Fig.2 the
time Fourier transform, keeping just the dependence on

the relative coordinate 712 — 734 mod. 27 (W = —Wim ),
FTy [6Ge (7, 74) 6Ge 2 (0,0)]

k2 ~2 "0 1QZT+ 1 T W, T 14

~ ; o2 Zm:w(2m+1)e » (14)

where Eq.(8) has been used. It is denoted as
(6G.(1,07)6G(0,0))) in Fig.2. This quantity, together
with the dressed correlator of Eq.(35) (blue curves), is
plotted for 7. — 0%. The prefactors k%a® gt2/(2n7)
have been dropped in the plots. The real part of the
continuation of Eq.(14) to real time ¢y, when 7 — 07,
Re(6G.(07,t4)dG.(0,0))k, is plotted in Fig.3. Note the
difference in the scale of decay between this correla-
tion derived from the naked kinetic term and the one
of Eq.(35), including UV corrections, which we are going
to discuss in detail in the next Section.

Integrating out the 6% fluctuations (see (A10)), the
functional integral in terms of the fluctuations dg(m2, 74 )
is

2[879019(7'4-)} = / (H(Sg:unﬂr) (H5g7'12,7'+) %[(@\K 1—1\69)] R (-1 R0 esl00)}

Kc(ﬂlv 7-927 1933 194) -

The forks (...) in Eq.(15) include integration over 712 and
74. Here g(m1,72) = R, (71,7'2) G(m1,72) and R.(11,72) =
BT (¢ —1)|G.(11,72)| (with ¢ = 4 in the usual nota-

tlon

Integrating out dgr,,,-, ,097,, -, , the generating func-

R (19177-92)G (7-9177-93)G (7-947192)R (1937194)

= (BJ) (g — 1) |Ge(91,02)| =
RI'AR T =

XelX*UN p [< iRc_laTQ@p'AC‘*i R:lafapp)]’ (15)
e (191,193>Gc<z94,192) |Ge(93,94)] 7,
p [6Gc7w (7—125 T—‘r) 5G::(7:v’ (7—127 T+)] . (16)

tional of the d¢g fluctuations reads:

20.pplr)] = ¢ A

(f+ B2 RIARS )

—1 ar¢p>

(17)



AR N
I W W
el K % &
e T

[

Y5

Arg <6G(r,0") 5G(0,0)>
=)

1
3

-

Abs<5G, (10)6G(0,0)>¢

Abs <6G(1,0%) 6G(0,0)>;
[

00 02 04 0.6 0.8 1

T[2n

FIG. 2: The modulus and the phase of (6G(7,07)3G(0,0))
(blue curves), obtained in Eq.(35), by averaging with the
density matrix of Eq.(32), are plotted vs the dimensionless
intradot imaginary time 712 — 734 = T, in comparison with
the naked one from Eq.(14) (orange curves). The prefactor
k%a* Bt3/(2nJ), which contains the k dependence, has been
dropped in the plots.

where
]:(7—177—2a7—3a7—4) :Rc_1 KC [1_KC]_1 }%c_1 (18)

is the four point function of the 0+1—d SYK model. Inte-
gration over intermediate times is intended. Here3® F is

. . & 0 —1 —1
O(1), with the meaning of O ({ N] ) As RT'AR; «

G.G. is O(N/BJ), it appears from Eq.(17) that we can
define a physical parameter St2/NJ of O(1), to guaran-
tee that the hopping across the lattice is not irrelevant in

2
the scaling. It turns out however that both F and %07

become of O (%7) when the UV correction is included,

which is crucially important to give sense to the func-
tional integration of Eq.(15), as we explain here below.
Actually, the functional integral of Eq.(15) includes
a divergent contribution due to the Goldstone modes
dg. corresponding to eigenvalues of K. — 1, which has
to be regularized resorting to the first UV correction
(5g|K-' — 1|6g) ~ BJ. The Faddeev Popov regulariza-
tion provides an integration performed in the orthogonal
space with respect to the pGm, while the smallest eigen-
value of the kernel 1 — K is approximated with its UV
correction, given by 1—k.(h = 2,n) ~ g¥n|+... (ax ~ 3
is a constant)®. It follows that the large, but finite contri-
bution to F in Eq.(18) with this UV correction (i.e. for

T~ 1/J) is not O(1) as stated here above, but O (%7)

2
and the same has to occur for % We will discuss this

point in the next Section. The temperature threshold for
coherence defined here, T,.,;, = At,—g, is recurrent in the
next.

If we ignore this matter for the time being, the gen-
erating functional of Eq.(17) provides the correlator
+FT [6g.(T12, 74+ )8gar (T34, 0)] |k20 in imaginary time, in-
clusive of the hopping in the lattice:

62
80-0p(T4) 6070y (Tjr)

=Y 2@y ()]

1 12
x5 (1 + 2?Vph%clAczzclf1) F.  (19)
This result adds to the naked correlator F the contri-
bution coming from Eq.(13), so that the two dynamics
are just added together in this approximation. However,
one can envisage the present one as the lowest order of
a ladder resummation which will appear more clearly in
the next Section. The operator @]:' —1 appearing in
the Kernel of Eq.(19) is the inverse matrix of®

6o BT

T2a

Jn(T12) fn(T34), (20)

F{G.G.}' =

et M(y12—y34)

DDl

|n|>2,even

where y;; = (7, +7;)/2 in unit of 23/27. The basis func-
tions f,(712) are defined in appendix B, together with
the spectral representation of the kernel K1 [1 — K_], as
well as with their Fourier transform.

IV. DRESSED CORRELATOR OF pGm MODES

The derivation of the previous Section has assumed
that ¢, (71) is given as an external source. However,
continuation to real time requires that ¢, (74) acquires
a dynamics. Meanwhile, the symmetry breaking induced
by the UV perturbation source ~ 0., couples to Grg.
Gr is derived from a time reparametrization under the
diffeomorphism e’ — e?#=(Y) of the conformal Green’s
function (A = 1):

Grr(W1,92) = Ge (pa(01), 0o (92))@) (91) 20, (92)2,(21)

where ¥ = 277/ and ¢’ = dye.
The leading correction to the conformal action aris-
ing from this reparametrization (apart for a shift of the

ground state energy) is the Schwarzian®:

Ilocal o dy [1 (SQ//)2 — (SD/)Q
N [87'90] = 27 age /% |:2 — f (22)

Here ag is a constant® and € = 1/37. Hence, the full
action in place of the one appearing in Eq.(17) reads:



N )
I, = Z {Ilocal [0r0p] — 5 /dﬁz <—Z O0rop

p

Now the field 0;, has its own dynamics and could be
integrated out, possibly after adding a source term to get
a generating functional of (9pdy) correlators. However,
the action of Eq.(23) is essentially a "phase only" model
for hopping of 9, ¢, across the lattice. This is so, because
we have neglected §G(z, 112, 71 ) appearing in Eq.(9). So
as it stands, Ijocai[0r@p] ~ O(N/BJT), while the other
term is O(1). Hence, the local action Ijoeqr[0r¢p| is ir-
relevant in the 8J — oo limit and the phase lacks its
own dynamics. Writing down a partition function for
the order parameter given by Eq.(9),with inclusion of its
modulus, gives the chance of extracting correlation func-

J

B B
S=— /dm/d%/m % {—&ama@*axafm(qs* b — $O- ") —

(an expression for the velocity v appearing here, derived
from a Hamiltonian approach, is presented in Eq.(40) of
the next Section and in the appendix D). In fact, ex-
panding to quadratic order in 6 and dp, we get (we imply

J A dr12 in the notation in what follows)

B
f/d2z/ dT% [—pov*(0,0-0)

1
+2i0p -0 — 5 5p% . (26)

TQgE

Integrating out the fast field §p in the functional integral,

/D§p & [P dr [z 5p afefﬁsespﬂ
_ 6771‘&36](12% [Bar %(8.,.6)2’ (27)
we obtain
/d2 /dr[ (a 0,0 + mase Lo ]
(28)

J

S[o* ~rage ¢
/D(/b(l‘,Tlg,T+>*D¢(x’71277-+) e Slo".0] o 2mas Zp< P

(74

t2
]\(}pZRclACR01>‘ —i aT¢p>} ) (23)

tions with include the UV correction and can be extended
to real time. Let us denote the complex order parameter
in two space dimension ¢(x, 12, 74) = /po + op €'?, for
each degree of freedom. The functional integral, with 7
of the dimension time in the following, reads:

/ Do(x, 712, 74)* Dd(x, 712, 74 ) €S9, (24)

The action leading to the one of Eq.(23) can involve also
space derivatives:

gl (25)

27704 €

(

which can be identified with et[0, o] of Eq.(22) pro-
vided we also introduce space non locality there, by trad-
ing le)’U Oz, which appears in Eq.(28), for 9,. Identi-

ﬁcatlon requlres that

7TOst
po = |¢o|” = Ge(ri2)|*, 0:0=0.0  (29)
(an extra factor N pops up from the number of flavours

in the first equality). Introducing R. = |G.(712)| and
1 [7”‘3‘55]71/2, the

a2

substituting —i 0,0, — e 90,¢,R.
functional integral becomes

R;la_;<f+ B2 RINRS )t

¢pR;1>’ (30)



where S is given by Eq.(25). It is useful to ridefine the
¢ = ¢ R;! in the functional integral. In the change of

the integration field, the action S [0*, ¢] — S [d;*, gz;] ac-

quires a factor (Ge(712))%, except for the |¢|* term which
acquires the fourth power. Note, however, that in the
UV domain is 719 ~ J !, so that, with® 62 = V477,

b2
el

(Gel(m12))® o). (31)

Hence, the last term of the full action from Eq.(30) is
O(BJ) in the large SJ limit, while the first contribu-
tion to the full action, given by S, is O(1). Actually the
|p|* term in S is also O(87), but we stick to zero order
in the anharmonic functional integration. The evolution
of Eq.(30) is characterized by an interplay between the
dynamics of the intradot fluctuations and the dynamics
of the interdot 0, fluctuations, which is mostly rep-
resented by the action S. If S is dropped alltogether,
because it becomes irrelevant in the scaling, the gaussian
integration of Eq.(30) can be easily performed, giving
rise to a density matrix psq4 of the intradot fluctuations
at each given time 7,. When Fourier transformed with
respect to the intradot times 712,734, stripping off the
unperturbed evolution F, the result of the functional
integration of Eq.(30), in the absence of S is (again,
y;; are center-of-mass times in unit of %5/2m and here
T = T4 = Y12 — Y34 in unit of AB/2m):

Psg (y12 - y345p)m,m’

1 tsp® 5 1 1] #-1 -
~ {1+ N?(?T([RC AR F o b | (32)
T4, m,m’
We define
. = — .
Bt = [0 ([RAR] 7)o
which will be used in the following.
The correlation function
(FT[0G(T12, 74)0G o (T34, 0)]) |50 corresponding

to Eq.(13), but including the ladder resummation, is
obtained by tracing on the density matrix of Eq.(32),
after the p = 0 term has been subtracted. To lowest
order, we get:

(FT [5Gag(0+, 71)0G o (0, 0)] ) |k7§o

~ Z Ge(wm) pog(T+3K) e Gelwmr).

mm/’

(34)

where G¢(wy,) is given by Eq.(8). When ka << 1, the
contribution of the ladder can be dropped and the un-

normalized correlator (6G (712, 74)0G(T34,0)) k0 reads:

(6G (712,74 )0G (734, 0)) k0
= FTy20([0G (12, 74 )0Go (734, 0)])

_ % ZL % RIE [G/@}

Only the dependence on the relative coordinate 715 —
T34 mod. 27 has been retained.

In Fig.2, the correlator (6G(7,07)dG(0,0))r from
Eq.(35) is plotted and compared with the naked
(0G0G,), correlator given by Eq.(14). The main panel
of Fig.2 displays the modulus while the phase appears
in the inset of Fig.2. The prefactor k%a% pt3/(2nJ) has
been dropped.

The correlator (§G(7,01)5G(0,0)); has been calcu-
lated as reported in appendix B, using the Fourier Trans-
form of Eq.20, with the inclusion of F~! in the evolution.
We had to truncate the sum over the (even) indices n
up to n = 12, and consequently the sum over internal
(odd) indices just includes up to m,m’ = 5. Its modulus
and phase, compared to those of the corresponding naked
(0G.0G,.)\, correlator, are plotted in Fig.2. The modulus
of the naked correlator is exponentially decaying at the
intradot time 7 ~ 0, mod[27], while the dressed one is
powerlaw, highlighting the criticality of the phase, when
the UV correction is included. The Fourier transform of
the sawtooth phase oscillations of (0GIG)j, (blue curves)
appearing in Fig.2 is not simply o« 1/i wy,, revealing the
"fast" intradot time scale induced by the UV correction,
with respect to the phase of the naked correlator. They
could have acquired further structure, if larger n, m val-
ues had been retained.

The real part of the analytic continuation to
real times of the center of mass coordinate ¢, in
(6G(01,74)8G(0,0)), is plotted in the main panel of
Fig.3 and compared to the corresponding naked corre-
lation of Eq.(14). The same correlators, but keeping the
dependence on the relative imaginary time coordinate
T12 — T34, mod[27] as in Eq.(35), are plotted for various
values of 7 = T3 — T34 in the inset panel. The depen-
dence on 7 is oscillating and we have chosen values for 7
within a single oscillation. The prefactor k%a%3t2/(277)
has been dropped again. The (§G (07, 7,)06G(0,0))x’s ap-
pearing in Fig.3 are scaled by x 10 with respect to the cor-
relators arising from the naked kinetic term of Eq.(14).
The t; dependence in the presence of UV corrections
appears very localized and highly variable with the in-
tradot time, as compared with the naked one. The UV
corrections squeeze the interdot correlations in time, in-
creasing their "local" nature. This drastic drop in time
of the correlations cannot guarantee quantum diffusion
on an extended spae scale, much larger than the lattice
spacing, and we have to resort to a better approxima-
tion which retains the dynamics entailed by the action
S, which was lost in this result.

ei wm(T12—7'34)' (35)

y,m,—m

Besides, the strong dependence of the dressed correla-
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FIG. 3: The real part of the analytic continuation to
real time of the correlator, Re(SG (0%, t4)5G(0,0)), given by
Eq.(34) (blue curves), compared with the the naked correla-
tor Re(0G(7,t4)0G:(0,0))) from Eq.(14)(orange curves), are
plotted vs the dimensionless interdot time ¢4. While the in-
tradot time 72 — 734 = 7 = 0T appears in the main panel, the
curves for 7 = 0.15,0.159,0.165, 0.2 are plotted in the inset in
an expanded scale. The oscillations of Re(6G(T,t4)5G(0,0))x
in 7 follow those appearing in Fig.2, while the naked corre-
lator (6Gc(T,t4+)0Gc(0,0)), has negligible dependence on 7.
The prefactor k*a® 5t3/(2rJ), which contains the k depen-
dence, has been dropped in the plots.

tions on the intradot imaginary time, with a relatively
stable interdot real time dependence, confirms that the
UV correction introduces a sizeable time scale separation
between the intradot and interdot correlations. This is
the basis of the factorization of the two dynamics, which
we use to approximate the quantum diffusion discussed
in the next Section.

V. QUANTUM DIFFUSION

In this Section, we attempt a better approximation for
evaluating the partition function of Eq.(30), to investi-
gate the quantum diffusion of the Q-excitations across
the lattice, induced by the intradot pGm’s. We want
to extract a diffusion coefficient Dg out of the scaling
flow, to be related to the thermal conductance k of the
"electronic" carriers and to the thermal "electronic" ca-
pacitance C' in the lattice. In turn, they are connected
to a relaxation time 7¢ and to the inverse lifetime of the
Q-excitations, T

A. Partition function of the Q-excitations

In Section IV we have shown that, to improve the
to-dependence of the correlator Re(d0G(7,t1)dG(0,0))
of Eq.(34), the UV local time corrections should be in-
cluded more carefully. In fact, the result of the pre-
vious Section is unsatisfactory, because, in the flowing
to the fixed point of the partition function of Eq.(30),
we had to drop the order parameter dynamics entailed
by the action S of Eq.(25). A semiclassical approach
to the diffusion process can be still envisaged, however,
in the results of the previous Section. When the trace
over the intradot frequencies is performed, the density
matrix of Eq.(32), appropriately continued to real time,
Psg (Y12 — Ysa: k)., .y — P(r,7',t4), takes the form of a
heat kernel z(t), typical of a diffusion process®3, defined
as the probability to return to the origin, integrated over
the point of departure. From Eq.(32), in the ka << 1
limit, we have :

() = 7 [ 1FPllrnts)
Y e

55|
where we have restored the free intradot evolution.

Now that we know what the drawback is, we recon-
sider the UV correction to the action given by Eq.(22).
Its variation with respect to ¢’ gives a simple equation
of motion 9%2¢’ = —¢’. When derived from the action
of Eq.(28), this motion equation is rewritten in the form
of lattice space oscillations. In the following we quan-
tize these space extended excitations by means of a phe-
nomenological 2-d Lagrangian with canonical conjugate
variables, introduced in appendix B:

_ 1/2
g (2C) " JeTe gy (D
T [ xCT

4%

(36)

/2,
) ZVT. (37)

Here Jg is the thermal energy current density. The cor-
responding Lagrangian is

L[ ke (JeTo\' L R (R
ﬁ_z/dx T(kB toe (7V7)

= %/d% [Tg 6> +T(V9)2] . (38)

The terms in the square brackets have dimension & /¢?
(€ = energy, £ = length).

This Lagrangian is of course conserving, but we have
introduced the relaxation time 7¢, so that we can re-
produce a diffusive motion equation of the form Jg =
—x VT, if we approximate the time derivative of the en-
ergy current fluctuations Jg ~ Jo/To. Here k = C&gf
is the thermal conductivity in 2 — d, where ¢ and v azre
typical mean free path and velocity, respectively, while




az ~ DqTo is the area over which the thermal capaci-
tance C is defined and will be introduced here below.

We quantize the corresponding Hamiltonian, in terms
of the creation and destruction bosonic operators aL, ak:

— _;m1/2 I
m= i T e P/ﬂk|( ~a}),

1/ (200) /2

K CT]?
Qp =a kl=vlk 39
e U E
H(j)j = Z Q. a;fcak + cnst. (40)
k

Qy is the linear dispersion law of these modes with veloc-
ity v defined in Eq.(39). From the damped fluctuations
of these modes, the response function D?(w) is derived in

q (D12), within this Lagrangian approach. On the con-
trary, here in the following, we aim to deriving the quan-
tum diffusion probability, stressing the interplay between
intradot d¢g,, modes and the kinetics of the Q-fluctuations
in the lattice.

From Eq.(30), we recognize the coupling Hamiltonian

H > which, in the interaction representation of H éj , takes
the form:

Hp(r) = > o5 (1)

WasNE

> B(r )a2+p()ak(f)

k

H 5(74) of Eq.(41) represents an "effective interaction
Hamiltonian" for energies in the incoherent phase. We
remind that B(7), defined in Eq.(33), is ~ O (%)
and tglat the hat denotes the m x m’ matrix structure.
As % ~ O %7 , the additional factor (mrasNe)~! in
Eq.(41) makes®® Hp of O (%) and allows us to define
a scaled length ay ~ a (masNe)~/2 >> a, which is the
length scale for diffusion in the lattice.

The partition function of Eq.(30), represented in the
bosonic coherent field ¢ = ¢R_ 1, can be expressed as

Tr e—ﬁHgyx{t%(e—ﬁHfTT+ [6_ JE A5 (6" . 074) dT+D}
(42)

and the full quantum dynamics, is included (we drop the
tilde on ¢ henceforth). Here try denotes the trace of a
time ordered functional integral (T, is time ordering in
7+), while we keep the symbol Tr for the trace of the
m X m matrices. 7:[5((;5*, ¢, 74 ) is the matrix element de-
rived from Eq.(41), in the coherent basis representation.
In performing the trace, we assume ’Hﬁ(@ﬁ;, ¢p,T) to be
diagonal in the p label.
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FIG. 4: Plot of the approximate lowest M value which fulfills
the unitarity condition of the partition function in Eq.(46),
up to 107°, vs. Ty /T values, for ka = 1.

As we are dropping the |¢|* term appearing in the orig-
inal action S of Eq.(30), our toy model involves non in-
teracting bosonic fields only. The partition function can
be written down straightforwardly by slicing the trace
tr; into % time slices (M integer)4°

£r2a2 P g4 M
X H 1 —-—<{eM" magNe N M . (43)
k

In Eq.(43) the dynamics of the intradot fluctuations dg,,
and their interdot extension to the lattice are fully en-
tangled. In view of some simplification, we limit our-
selves to the regime in which the inverse timescale of
the Q-fluctuations in the lattice, 77! = —i 75 ! is much
smaller than the typical frequency scale of the intradot
evolution (which includes the dominant term of the UV

corrections). In this regime we factorize the (%)

of the intradot propagator generated by H3y ;- which
is F, while B includes the kernel G.G,F~! of the Q-
fluctuations. The factorization amounts to a kind of "non
interacting blip approximation"44? and can be justified
as long as the thermalization is very effective.

slices

With this approximation, the functional integration of
the partition function of Eq.(43) can be cast in the form:

—-1
B

lim ﬁiﬂmk—Q—M@%ﬂm>] , (44)

M — o0

where —kBTO fT( ) is a linearized m x m matrix, for

a small increment AZ of 7, arising from the correspon-
dence

az Bt (B B .
—k2 TF()tsNGWO B (M) — MkBTO f=(k). (45)




The subscript 7 is to remind that the factorization of the
traces is only justified in a limited temperature range in
which the separation of the time scales holds. We have
extracted a temperature scale T from the left hand side,

of O(%), and introduced the function fr of O (1).

As we are on a closed time contour®3, the partition
function should be unity. The intradot propagation

should be periodic in 7, as well: Tr {]:'(ﬁ)} =1. As

both F(3) and f= in Eq.(44) are mxm matrix of rank 7,,,
the limit of the trace is costly from the numerical point of
view. It can be done straightforwardly if we trade 1/7,,
for the stripping of .7:'(5) off the trace. Once done this,
we have checked what is the minimal M value, M, which
fulfills unitarity, at a given approximation order:

zy7 (k) = i’I‘r ! — » ~ 1. (46)

r A _am i\ M
m 1— 1 (eﬁTfa—)

Tm

In Fig.4, we plot an interpolated smoothed curve of the
(approximate) lowest M value, which satisfies Eq.(46),

to be compared with the correlators of Eq.(34) and
Eq.(35) ( here the term & = 0 has not been subtracted,

yet).
According to Eq.(36), our aim is to define a scalar dif-
fusion coeflicient Dg such that, when moving from eu-

. . _To ¢ —iD 2
clidean to real time, Tr [e Toff} — e~ tPe k7o To ac-

-
complish this, we have to check that Tr [e_ﬁf?] pro-

vides an exponential with a k2 factor in the exponent,
when the trace has been performed. In Fig.5, we plot ,
vs (kag)?, the logarithm of the last term of the propaga-
tor on the right hand side of Eq.(47) for y" —y* =1,

In (Tr e w7] 1) : (48)

for MT‘JT = 0.005, 0.01, 0.03 and we see that it is a linear
function of (kay)?, for (kae)? > 0.5. The linear depen-
dence confirms that, not only the single matrix element

contributions of Eq.(45), but also the logarithm of the
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vs. Ty/T, for k?a} = 1. Precision is up to > 107°. M
is practically constant, when % Z 1, but it increases
strongly when 7" takes values T" > Tj. The trend is only
meaningful for To /T ~ 1, because T values larger than T}
require n > 12 in the spectral representation of Eq.(20)
and matrices m x m of rank 7 > 3, i.e. higher than the
ones used here. Fig.4 is the numerical proof that Ty rep-
resents the temperature above which the thermalization
is more efficient and our factorization between evolutions
breaks down. The threshold temperature scale Tj in-
troduced in Eq.(45) and the space scale @y defined after

Eq.(41) are discussed in Subsection C.

B. (6GEsG4) diffusion probability

The generating functional to obtain the correlator
of the field ¢,(7) at different times y" — y® (y" =
2mr/M; r,s integers) can be derived from Eq.(42) by
adding a source term. Its r, s matrix element can be de-

L q-1
notedasTr({aT+”H,D} > :

trace appearing in Eq.(48) has the linear dependence on
(kag)?. This linear dependence on (kay)? is the signature
of the diffusivity of the Q-excitation modes which sets in
at larger values of (kay)?. The scale ka, > 1 characterizes
the virtual Q-fluctuations, which we are investigating, by
including the UV corrections.

To sum up, the steps of the logical inference starting
from Eq.(45) are

— %kBTO fT(k; ]\ﬂ/[>

B9
_To f ™ To — ~ TQ
— In | Tr I — —— f- — Do k*> == (49
< Sl ) arr T Pek g 49)

OB g
masNe N

T+=B/M

As the left hand side is O (%), the product DQTQ is
@) (%), as well. In fact we will put DQTQ =al =

a*Ty/T. The diffusion coefficient [)Q and the relaxation
time scale of the diffusion process i 7o = T are discussed
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FIG. 5: Plot of the logarithm of the propagator appearing in

T 211
Eq.(48) for y" —y* =1 (ie.. M =1),1n (’I‘r {e—%f?} )7

To _

vs (kag)*, for = 0.005, 0.01, 0.03, displaying an approxi-
(kae)?, playing an app

mately linear behav10r as a function of (ka)?, for (ka@)? > 0.5.

in Subsection C.

_Our simplified approach to the diffusive constant
Do provides an analytical approximate expression for
(6G(0T,7,)6G(0,0))1. From the left hand side of the
second line of Eq.(47) we write:

e_fk Y

+
(6G(0%,9)3G(0,0))], o —

(50)

- 7
e—2m fy

with fk/ = ﬂDQk2/2 7. By Fourier transforming to Mat-
subara Bose frequencies (n stands here for 39, /2 7) we
obtain:

2m -7/ —or f, +2nin
/ dy%emyzl—eﬂfﬁ 1 _
0 1—e 27 fr fr —in 1—e 27 Jx
so that:
27T 1
SG(0T 1)0G(0,0)) — (51

This result highlights the diffusive pole in the Fourier
transform of the Q-fluctuation correlator!!
Identifications of the threshold temperature, Tp, and
of the space parameters, a;, Dg7g, introduced as scales
in the previous derivation, require a modelization of the
damped dynamics of the Q-excitations, which we derive
in the next Subsection C. While these parameters, in
the course of the derivation, have been recognized as
marginal in a renormalization group sense, as they are

O (%) (in the limit J,N — oo, J/N — cnst), they
should rest on phenomenological fundamental quantities,
like the thermal capacitance C' per unit mass and the

thermal conductivity x. These quantities will be related
to two parameters, i.e. the damping of the neutral Q-
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excitations, I', and their propagation velocity v, given
by Eq.(39) in our model. The velocity v, appears in the
linear spectrum of the Q- excitations given by Eq.(40),
while T" is introduced as a broadening of their spectral
peak. Subsection C is devoted to the presentation and
discussion of these relations.

C. Thermalized and coherent energy processes

In the previous Sections we have shown how the pGm
within each SYK dot, dg,,, generate energy modes dif-
fusing in the lattice of the extended SYK model. The
validity of our approach, involving the partial factoriza-
tion that we have adopted in our traces, rests on different
temporal dependence scales of the center of mass times
3" —y® on one side and of the intradot fluctuations on the
other. The "interdot" dynamical time scale is discussed
phenomenologically in this Subsection.

The "interdot" time scale is the thermalization time
7o, introduced in Eq.(49). 7q, the threshold tempera-
ture scale for thermalization Ty, and the space scale ay,
are connected with the velocity v, given by Eq.(39), and
with the phenomenological damping I', which is the in-
verse lifetime of the Q-excitations. In turn, these quan-
tities depend on the thermal capacitance C' per unit
mass and the thermal conductivity x, which are the phe-
nomenological, experimentally measurable quantities.

When adopting our rough approximations, we cannot
ignore that these parameters depend on temperature. In
particular, the two sets of scales should be considered,
(Teon, Tq) related to particle transport in the coherent

phase and (To ) ﬁ) for a thermalized system in

the incoherent phase, when T' 2 Ty > T,on. The param-
eters Teon, 7o, Ty and EL? are O (%
the two regimes in this Subsection. At finite 7" the small
gap of the Q)—excitations can be disregarded. We assume
that both regimes have gapless and chargeless bosonic ex-
citation modes of energy Q) = hv|k|, given by Eq.(39).
Indeed, we exclude charging effects in transport. In the
incoherent regime the gaussian action of Eq.(28) involves
energy density N o< 0,0 fluctuations and energy flux den-
sity N o< Jg fluctuations'?, the Q-excitations. In the
coherent phase, bosonic excitations are particle-hole ex-
citations with fluctuations of the particle number N, and
first sound excitations. In the appendix E we show that
the sound mode survives when the interaction with the
SYK dots is turned on perturbatively, embedded in the
p-h continuum. We attribute an inverse lifetime I' o« T’
to these excitations.

We proceed with the incoherent regime first, at T' =~ Tj.
The thermal conductivity, in presence of a damping I', is
derived in Eq. (D14) from the Jg — Jg response:

AT 1/2
I{—kBF<CT> .

We will discuss

(52)



From one of the Einstein relations, the diffusivity D is
related to the thermal capacitance C' and to the density
po, according to (p-h symmetry is assumed)

~ K

R 53
Q= G (53)

As the chemical potential p is assumed to vanish, the 2-
d particle density pg involved in these excitations, given
by Eq.(29), is not well phenomenologically defined. We
will estimate it as pg = I'?/v?, a choice that will turn
out to be consistent with our results of this Subsection.
We proceed now by deriving an estimate of Tj. In this
case, energy diffusion is mainly due to heat transport in
a highly thermalizable environment and we use the first
temperature dependent correction to the energy of the
SYK model®: §E = ¢/(28%) = CT in Eq.(52), where
c=4n%agN/J. From Eq.(52), we get:

‘ 7\ /2
K =kp I* (h3)"/? <W§SN> : (54)
which, inserted in Eq.(53), with pg = I'? /v? gives:
= BT\ -
Do=T (mS ~ a’, (55)

where Eq.(39) has been used. On the other hand, the last
inference in Eq.(49), together with Eq.(45), suggests that
f7 o< k?a?, with a2 ~ @*T,/T. We conclude from Eq.(55)
that DQ o FEL? and, as DQ’TQ = 5%7 the relaxation time3*
To ~ I'™' ~ hB. Thermalization is better handled in
euclidean time. Putting 7o — 28 in &2% ~ BQ’TQ and
using Eq.(55), we conclude that

BI
kgTy ~ 2w hT . 56
e (56)
This equation qualifies kT as a threshold energy for ef-

ficient thermalization and confirms that T} is (9( Ni ch ),

if just the zero order for I' is retained. As we have as-
sumed that I" oc T', both Dg of Eq.(55) and Tj of Eq.(56)
are temperature independent.

Our approximations, which involve some kind of adi-
abatic factorization, do not allow us to discuss the co-
herent carrier transport regime, 7' < Q,, < Teon < To,
except for a very qualitative bird’s eye. Indeed, the con-
vergence of the 'normalization’ of Eq.(46) in Fig.4 is mis-
leading, as one should keep in mind that just the dom-
inant UV contribution of F has been retained and all
the regular contributions (belonging to the fluctuation
domain orthogonal to the pGm’s) have been neglected.
These include low energy contributions and their evo-
lution cannot be factorized. Anyhow, back to Eq.(53)
for this case, an approximated expression for the specific
heat arising from the gapless modes of the model given
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by Eq.s(39,40) is given by Eq (D15):

2
ov=tng- (") octl 67)

where ([n] is the Riemann function. When the velocity
v is inserted in this expression, we get an equation for
1/C%, which can be related to Eq.(52) to give:

s\ 1 1 2t R & 55
(ar) 02 = G2~ oy G G0

Inserting this result in Eq.(53), with v given by Eq.(39)
and pg = I'2/v?we obtain:

2 212 1/3
g Lo MIT 1 (1 a2 (59)
T2 hkg h kT \6C[3]

Assuming again I' ~ T, Eq.(59) shows that the dif-
fusion constant is in this case o< T as in the Einstein
-Smoluchowski formula. At least formally, it can be put
in the form of a bound on the diffusion rate, which has
been conjectured for strongly interacting systems at zero
chemical potential3444:

B F2~2
Dg 2 h—2

RheT (60)

In this case the velocity which arises here is not vg but
¥ ~ al'. Eq.(60) is non universal.

Now we proceed just by analogy with the previous case
and we assume that, just by replacing Ty with T,,p, we
can put here

a2 ~ DoTg = @*Toon/T. (61)
From Eq.(59) it follows that:

T R’r? 1 1 13

~2 4 coh ~2 coh

~ T 2
“TT h kBT<6<[3]> a1q”,  (62)

what implies:

173 kTeon

Téoh ~ (6¢[3]) 2

(63)
Given T,op x t3/NJ ~ J/N , is TQCOh x T2 as in the
Fermi liquid case.

VI. SUPERCONDUCTIVE COUPLING AT
LOW TEMPERATURE

In this Section we present an Eliashberg approach to
the superconducting instability of a quantum electron lig-
uid that contains the Q-excitations in its energy spec-
trum. As explained in the Introduction, we consider a
model with two components: a lattice of local 0 +1 — d
SYK dots and an underlying FL which interacts with the



dot lattice perturbatively. Higher dimensional complex
SYK models with non-random intersite hopping have
been constructed with fascinating NFL properties®3°.
We use a perturbative approach!® in Subsection A and
derive the selfenergy of the coherent phase of the quan-
tum liquid, which turns out to be a MFL with short lived
and ill defined quasiparticles. In Subsection B we assume
an attractive pairing among the quasiparticles, mediated
by the virtual Q-excitations, and we derive the critical
temperature T,, which is non BCS-like.

A. Marginal Fermi liquid

The quasiparticles of a low energy 2 — d FL have
a quasiparticle residue Z and a single particle energy
€; = vrk in the continuum limit, with a renormalized
physical velocity vy, = Z9F and a residual local interac-
tion of strength U,., which is dealt with perturbatively.
The isotropic self-energy arising from the interaction, for
k on the Fermi surface, is:

s , . .
= UCZ/gG(GEFJF(?—GEF,ZLU—FZQ)H(Q,ZQ)

dQ 1
~ o T(q,i Q). (64
UC%:/ o iZ-(w + Q) — dpqcosd (¢, 92). (64)

In Eq.(64), 6 is the angle between ¢ and k = kp and,
for |g| << kg, we have approximated Fpd ™ T
Upqcosf.

II(g, §2) is the polarization function

I(q,i Q) = ZZG(EP, iwn,) G(€ptqstwn +1 Q).

P Wn

In the range of frequencies 2 < Q* = W?2/U,, where
W is the bandwidth, there are two contributions to the
polarization, one (labeled by ¢ = 1) coming from the
residual FL interaction and a second one (i = 2) coming
from hybridization with the incoherent disordered SYK
clusters of 0+1—d neutral fermions, interacting at energy
J, one at each lattice site (see Fig.1). While II'(q,i Q)
uses the Green’s function which appears in Eq.(64) with
a simple pole, IT? (i) is evaluated from the single particle
Green’s of the SYK model, in the conformally symmetric
limit, which is local in space (i.e. ¢— independent) and
reported in Eq.(8). Approximately, is'®:

Q sign(Q)
02 + (Zip q)°

1%(i Q) =~ —% In (W) — —% In (V‘[7/> (66)

Here vy = kp/(2whvr) is the density of states at the

' (q,i Q) ~ Zvy |1—

,(65)
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Fermi surface and Zvg ~ U;!. In performing the in-
tegral over momenta p, we have assumed that, at low
temperatures T << QF | the difference in occupation

numbers np (Z€E+ci) —np (Zeg) = =6 (eg) tpgcost.
Moving to real frequencies we get:

Zorpkr .
—— sign(w)
|l

. €F J .
marer |w| In (W) sign(w). (67)

For T > Q* = W?/U. we should put 2 In(J/W) —
In(J/T) in Eq.(67). X(kp,w) changes sign at w = 0 when
the quasi-particle becomes a quasi-hole. The first term
is the real part, while the second term is the imaginary
part, o< w? x log |w|, from the well known instability of the
FL in 2 — d. The third term arises from the coupling to
the high energy modes and is beyond the Landau Fermi
Liquid theory. Indeed, the quasiparticle relaxation rate
is:

Y(kp,w) = —wZ ! —iav|w? In

1
=~ =Z3mE(kp,w)
pu
2 Zirpk
= {|w|;iln (WJ/)+§V0|;;U| In 1‘}; Bl sign(w)
(68)

(v is a parameter of order one), which shows that to the
lowest approximation, the perturbed FL is a Marginal
Fermi Liquid. The interaction of the electronic quantum
liquid (qL) delocalized over the 2 — d lattice with the
SYK clusters, makes the quasiparticles not well defined,
but still with a well defined Fermi surface. In the ap-
pendix E, we derive the lowest lying collective excitations
in the present perturbative frame. The hydrodynamic
collective excitation, the would-be acoustic plasmon, is
also rather well defined. At strong coupling, in the limit
U. — J, its dispersion tends to the boundary of the
p-h continuum and the imaginary part, which blurs the
mode, vanishes. The acoustic plasmon is on the verge to
emerge as a bound state at low energies, splitted off the
p-h continuum.

B. Superconductive critical Temperature

We outline here the derivation of the superconduct-
ing critical temperature 7., of a 2 — d qL in interaction
with the SYK lattice, using the Eliashberg approach374.
Although we are unable to discuss the nature of the mi-
croscopic low temperature electron-electron interactions
driven by the virtual Q-fluctuations, we assume that
Cooper pairing is induced in a gL of bandwidth W, by
virtual coupling with the diffusive energy Q-modes in
the lattice, which, in turn, are generated by the pGm of
the SYK clusters, as discussed in the previous Sections.
Three energy scales come into play in this context. The



energy scale t3/J ~ W?2/J, associated with the tem-
perature threshold T, below which coupling between
the SYK clusters and the qL is perturbative. Two more
energies associated to the coupling between the qL. and
the Q-excitations, the coupling strength g and the en-
ergy cutoff of the interaction U > U,., which also ap-
pears in the typical frequency for the attractive interac-
tion Q* = t2/U ~ W?2/U (in this Subsection is h = 1).
This assumptions immediately implies an electronic en-
ergy scale, as the reference scale for the superconducting
transition. Our standard approach to the superconduct-
ing transition within the Eliashberg theory3® gives rise
to a non BCS-like phase transition. The non BCS criti-
cal temperature is a direct consequence of the quantum

J

S(p,iw,) =

BN,IZZUB
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liquid to be marginal and of the excitation modes to be
diffusive.

In a mean field superconducting Hamiltonian, in the
Nambu representation, the one electron Green’s function
and the electronic self-energy % (p, iw, ) are 2 x 2 matrices
defined by the Dyson equation

[G(p,iw,)] ™ = [Go(p,iw,)] ™ =

where Go(p,iw,) is the one-electron Green’ s function for
the non interacting system ([Go(p,iw,)]”" = iw, —&,03)
and the approximation used for the self-energy is (see
appendix F):

L(piwy),  (69)

Wyiws) o3 lgpp';q)]> D (q,iw, —iwy)

q p'v'

1
:——Zag (p',iwy) o3 /dQ ae

pV’

Here ¢ = p'— p'’ is the transferred momentum and

Q, = Dgq* is the energy of the collective excitations.
An isotropic coupling density g(p p’) is assumed and, in
place of the sum over p’ vectors, we integrate over €,

-2
with the energy density of the ¢ momenta - gi) . The

imaginary part of the retarded energy flux density re-
sponse function is

B0 9 =~ 9m {D" (2,,)}

G(p,w)] ™ = 27w - {5p iz M e ( s

The final result for Eq.(70) is

1 1
I B, ){z‘wyiw,,g_mymy/+9}' (70)

Note the difference, due to diffusivity, with respect to the
usual Eliashberg approach, in which B(q,Q) ~ %
We take DQTQCOh = a7 = a*T.on/T, as in Eq.(61) (we
drop the label “°" from Té"h in the following).

Using Eq.(67), Eq.(69), we write [G(p,iw,)]” " =
i Z7w — ép —1 %mE(kp,w)> 03 — Z 01, in which the

mean pairing field = has to be self-consistently deter-

mined:

ZTkaF] sign(w)} o3 — E(w)oy. (72)

@ 2
— |
+ 7 volw|* In

o [ {0 [ i :
Z(kF,W)*Volmdw §Re{ P 12 }/0 dQD |9k 0 ()" B(€g, Q)

]
o f(=w') n f(w') N(Q) N(Q)
w—w —Q+i0t  w—wW+Q+i0T w—Ww —-Q+i0F w—w F+Q+50
_ _ J o Zipkp1?  _
Pw) =22+ 272 { |7 ln(W>+Z1/0|w|2 In |£F] — =2(w)
N©) = oy fw) = (73)
Cef2 1 ebw +1



where N () and f(w) are the Bose and Fermi occupa-
tion probabilities. The term in curly brackets arises from

Sm {1/0 fjoooo déy o3G(p',w) 03} which turns into a real

J

Following McMillan*, we want to find an approximate solution to the gap equation (A(w)
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part by working out the inverse of Eq.(72). A limited re-
gion contributes to the integral [ d€,/, but we can extend
the integration limits to infinity with no big error.

Z(w)Z(w)). At the

critical temperature, A ~ 0 and can be dropped in the denominator, but the gap equation has to be satisfied. From

Eq.s(72), the term multiplied by oy gives

Aw) =z [ e
o/o [W/2+(T(i;/)) ]
V@) + 1 | o oo

7(w') is the lifetime of the quasiparticles from Eq.(68).
In the rest of the calculation we neglect the thermal ex-

citations and drop N (). Two energy ranges contribute
to A(w):

Ao 0<w<@
A(”):{Ai 2 < w

The first, A,(w), arises from integration over 0 < w’ <
0" and the second, Ay(w), from the integration over Q* <
w’ < U (U is the cutoff energy) . Hence A(w) = Ag+Ay.

While Ag, can be assumed as the usual order parame-

(75)

J

In the case of A,(w’), the range of w’ values cannot be
larger than Q*, as well. However, Fermi functions select
w’ ~ 0 and we neglect w’ in the denominators of the curly
bracket, obtaining®”

a [ A,
Aa(()):[)f/o dw/iw/ = ()

Q W
o2 (70 -
A [ 5 Tt - £
lg*Wn2 A, .
= In B.Q2*. 77
Do *  8nUe In(i7) n o

Now the contribution that is coming from Ap(w') . We
neglect €2 in the denominator in the curly bracket and we

o Re{Aw }/ a9

dQ
A [ ok @) B0

|- @+ 1) gt e}

(

ter in the lattice, it is unclear what A is, when w > Q*
and incoherence is established at these energies. In the
mean field approach, A, can be thought of some kind of
intradot field induced by the ordering of the low energy
system. Of course we concentrate on the ordering tran-
sition for w < 2%, but both A’s should be non vanishing.

Observing that the integration variable €, has the
meaning of the diffusive energy (see Eq.(71)), it is clear
that it cannot be integrated at energies above 2. We
also use the parameter equality Zvy = U ! and we take

C
|G (Q9)]* = g2 constant ([g] ! ~ time (=1 here)):

keep the FL contribution to the lifetime for large w’:

~2 21 2
Ab(O) _ f"é |g| n
U
X dw' Ao / dQ Q)
Q= —y0|w’|3 ‘hl

az lgl? ln27, As (ZU2> 1

By 8 o \ D

)

Q*
In Zopkr

where In % ~ In % < 0, as yyW ~ 1. Summing the



two contributions together Ay = A,(0) 4+ Ay(0) we have:

8t Dg 1 w
= InB.Q"
0[|g|2ln2 ai To U In (%) np ]
A (L U2\ 1
= =2 (z2—) ——. (78
a < W2) In 8

Using the definition of T = To" given by Eq.(63), the
pairing parameter takes the form:

Do 1 1 [P KT 1

2
R | (79
lgl?a; To 191?75 | lgl kpTeon (6C[3])1/3] (79)

As To,Toon ~ O(Nigs

O(NE;S ), so that |g|Teon ~ O(1). Assuming both Ay

and A, to be non zero, Eq.(78) gives:

), it follows that |g| ~

1 Ue Ao ( 1 )2 _ 8nUc 1
O W Ag \po9F W 3
(j>f““ Zopkp 0 \¥o (la17g) 2

keT.
o
(80)

Eq.(80) provides the value of T, on a scale of Q*, which
is a power of J /W, which is difficult to determine, be-
cause it requires the full quantitative charcterization of
the model. However, qualitatively, the non-BCS behav-
ior is fully apparent. Indeed, 7T itself is a function of the
temperature, because the energy width of the mode re-
laxation, I', appearing in Eq.(79), is expected to be ~ T.
In this case, Eq.(80) defines T, only implicitely. Dropping
the first negative exponent and writing the second expo-

nent as u? /A where u = kST“, the zeros of the function

Flu] = u— o(u/) give the T, value. In the prefactor
O ~ W/J, all the unknown features of the pairing in-
teraction is lumped. © strongly depends on the cutoff
energy U./W and on J/W, as well as on the lifetime
of the quasiparticles in 2 — d at higher energy ~ W (see
Eq.(72)). F[u] is plotted in Fig.6 vs u, at © = 0.1, for
A = 5,0.5,0.2. Increasing the pairing strength o< |g|?, A
increases, and so does T..

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Hopefully, the intriguing high temperature "strange
metal" phase of materials undergoing a HTc supercon-
ducting transition is at a turning point, since attention
was drawn to the "universal" linear dependence on T of
the resistivity and to features like the possible violation
of the Wiedemann and Franz law'#%. The Wiedemann
and Franz universal ratio unambiguously rests on the co-
existence of heat and charge transport typical of weakly
interacting electronic Fermi Liquids. It is accepted that
interactions in these systems are strong and play a non-
perturbative role. This gives credit to a Non Fermi Liqg-
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FIG. 6: Plot of the function Flu] = u — o('/2) of Eq.(80),
VS u = kgfc, for various values of the exponent u?/), where
Ao W |g|*T5/Ue (= 5,0.5,0.2) is defined in the text. The
plot is for ® = 0.1. The zeros of F[u] provide the critical

temperature Te.

uid (NFL) perspective for the high temperature normal
"bad metal" phase. Consensus in the physics commu-
nity increases on the use of the doped Mott insulator
paradigm as an interpretation ground for the copper ox-
ide HTc materials*®. On the other hand, strong crys-
tal anisotropy and doping tend to privilege the role of
copper-oxide planes and the role of collective fluctua-
tions. Even when clean single crystals are available®®,
the doping and the chemistry of the charge reservoir lay-
ers separating the CuO2 plane(s) from one another could
induce inhomogeneities.

It was really a twist the discovery that the Su-Ye-
Kitaev model, in the limit of strong interactions and
strong disorder, can be solved exactly in 0+1 dimension
displaying a NFL incoherent toy system, with non triv-
ial properties as a zero temperature finite entropy and a
chaotic behavior at long times. Moreover, hydrodynam-
ical extensions to higher space dimensions provides the
linear dependence of the resistivity which has attracted a
flurry of interest from the condensed matter community.
By contrast, a conventional Eliashberg approach, typical
of FL systems has not been seriously questioned3®.

On one side we enquire on the influence of a hopping
term between neighbouring SYK clusters organized in a
2 — d lattice. Hopping is assumed to be marginal in a
1/N expansion and strong coupling 7 limit, with 87 /N
kept finite. On the other side we study the perturbative
effect that the SYK lattice exerts on a FL with delocal-
ized electrons (in the continuum hydrodynamical limit),
displaying a well defined Fermi surface and a large Fermi



energy. The aim is to characterize the collective excita-
tions of the SYK system in view of identifying the latter
as responsible for the superconducting instability via an
unidentified mechanism.

There are various ways to extend the SYK model to
a lattice and we use one of them!»'318  All of them
rest on a disorder average and we assume that self-
averaging allows for a translationally invariant approach
with wavevector ka << 1, where a is the lattice spacing.
We focus on the role of the collective fermionic excitations
of a SYK dot g, of Matsubara frequency w,,. Among
these, there are also incipient Goldstone Modes, which
originate from the spontaneous breaking of the confor-
mal symmetry. However, they acquire mass when the

first UV correction ~ O (ﬁ%) is included. They are de-

noted as pseudo Goldstone modes (pGm’s) in the text®8.
The UV correction forces locality in space and time. The
real fermionic propagator g, of the IR limit acquires a
complex local phase in the extended SYK action, due to
minimal compact U(1) coupling. The energy fluctuations
driven by these dressed excitations across the lattice can
be monitored by investigating the correlations of a lo-
cal space-time UV "order parameter" of the incoherent
phase, an extension of the bilocal two-point propagator
G, of the conformal symmetric limit. In a NFL system
they can be interpreted as energy density excitations,
better than chemical potential fluctuations. In this work
our focus was on the nature of these dressed bosonic fluc-
tuations which we nickname as "Q-excitations" and on
the response DP of the lattice system to perturbations
which excite them. In the recent past, the scaling of
U(1) RVB models with a gap to both charge and spin
excitations has been studied®!.

We take advantage of the fact that two time (or
temperature) scales come into play, the "fast" intradot
fermionic dg,, modes and the "slow" interdot bosonic
energy density fluctuations originating from the Q-
excitations. This allows us to characterize the dynamics
in a range of energies ~ Ty, where Tj is a threshold tem-
perature for efficient thermalization. In this temperature
range the Q-excitations are proved to be diffusive when
the dynamics induced by the UV correction is appropri-
ately accounted for. Diffusivity arises from the combina-
tion of disorder in the SYK dots and hopping in the su-
perlattice. We find the mode-mode correlations in imag-
inary time o< G.G.F ! where F is the bilocal 4-point
propagator, which diverges in the conformal limit, but is
made finite when the UV dominant correction is included.
The presence of F~! in the diffusion parameter is the sig-
nature of the presence of the pGm and is the main result
of this work. The corresponding retarded response func-
tion in real time can be derived from the correlations, by
analytic continuation to real frequencies iw,, — w-+i07.
A similar result was derived directly in real time'3, but
without including the role of the pGm and is reproduced
in the appendix C. In the real time approach, the factor
F~! does not appear as part of the diffusive pole. The
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scaling rinormalizes the thermalization temperature Tj
and the diffusion constant Dg, by introducing a lattice
length @, ~ @ Tp/T and a diffusion time 7g, such that
ﬁQTQ ~ ay. A simple quantum approach to the dynam-
ics of the energy fluctuations in presence of damping I’
allows for their explicit determination. I" ~ T is the en-
ergy broadening of the Q-fluctuation excitation due to
relaxation in the lattice. If we resort to the Einstein re-
lations which connects the diffusion coefficient Dg to the
transport coefficients*, we derive the temperature de-
pendence of these quantities and obtain Eq.(60) which
refers to ¥ ~ al' as a physical (non universal) diffusion
velocity. Eq.(60) has to be contrasted with a bound for
incoherent systems that has been conjectured®?.

In the study of the correlations, it emerges clearly (see
Fig.4) that our approach to the partition function and to
the generating functional is only valid for T' ~ Tj, an en-
ergy range which we conclude to be well separated with
respect to the one ~ Tg,p, the temperature which marks
the prevail of the low energy Fermi Liquid. For T' < Tj,
entanglement of the dynamics of the pGm’s in the SYK
dots with the dynamics of the energy fluctuations across
the lattice require more sophisticated methods than the
factorization used here, in the calculation of the ther-
modynamic functionals. Still, some qualitative hint is
presented in Subsection V.B.

In Section VI.B we assume that the Q-excitations have
a role in the superconductive instability at low temper-
ature. A dispersive self-energy for an electronic quan-
tum liquid perturbed by a SYK dot with a local interac-
tion J turns the FL into a marginal FL52, with inverse
lifetime of the quasiparticles close to the Fermi surface
o w. The quasiparticle lifetime influences the mean field
superconductive order parameter A, at energies above
O ~ W?2/U,, where U, is cutoff energy for the pair-
ing interaction. The topic, whether the Q-excitations
could really play the role of virtual excitations inducing
pairing, provided an appropriate attractive coupling is
active®53:54_ is beyond the present state of the art. It
is an old idea that an incipient Goldstone mode of an
ordered phase can accomplish this task. This possibility
was examined in the past and it was concluded that the
fluctuations involved would lead to a depression of T,.%°.
We think that this pattern may not work here for vari-
ous reasons. Here, indeed, the vertex corrections vanish
to lowest approximation order. However, the fluctuations
driving the transition do not arise from an incipient order
but are non local in time, in a fully disordered system.
What we call "order parameter" here is energy relax-
ational modes which are effectively non local in space
and non number conserving in nature, as phonons would
be. We have also omitted the influence of long-range
Coulomb interactions, which certainly modifies the spec-

trum of boson density fluctuations®’.

Of course, if the Q-modes play a role, the tempera-
ture scale of the superconducting 7, is of electronic ori-
gin, ~ Q7 defined in Eq.(80). T, as derived using the
Eliashberg?® and McMillan*® approaches, is not BCS-like



and appears as the zeros of a function F' kaZ*TC , which
c

is plotted in Fig.6. It also depends on the "low" en-

ergy scale ~ Té"h_l, on the lifetime at higher energies
of the Cooper-pairing electron charges and on the diffu-
sion length of the Q-excitations. Indeed, the correlation
length of the pairs £ depends on the effective mean square
length @2 ~ Dg7¢g which identifies the 2 — d range of
the pairing attractive potential. In our model, its tem-
perature dependence is &? ~ Teon/T. This suggests a
possible experimental check for the surmise that the su-
perconductive instability is driven by the Q-modes in the
CuO2 planes. Two possibilities arise: a) multiple order
parameters could provide different intervortex interac-
tions for different magnetic field strengths in lowering
the temperature. However this possibility requires a two-
component Ginzburg-Landau formalism, even when only
one divergent length scale is associated with the transi-
tion at 7,567, b) a second superconducting phase tran-
sition to T'ype I superconductivity takes place, a rather
unlikely possibility. Discussion related to case a) arose
in connection with superconductivity in the two band
Mng 58760.
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Appendices

Appendix A: Expansion of the action up to second order

We expand Eq.(7) of the Main Text (MT),

2
N Z[ In Det(G z$)+%/d91deg (zm(el,oz)az(el,@)_(ﬁf) m(91,92)|4>
ﬂo Z/d@ d6> G el,ez)G;;,(el,ez)] (A1)

to second order in 6%, 0G, O, ¢.:

G2(01,02) = (Ge(01 — 02) 4+ 6G(x,01 — 05,0,)) e =(0+)
Sa(01,02) = (Se(01 — 02) + 0% (, 01 — 02,04)) 9=+,

where 6, = (01 + 05)/2. Gauge invariance is exploited, transforming %, (71, 72) in such a way that the time derivative
O-p.(7T) appears in the Det, so that the variation of the Det term reads:

1 _ 1 _ 1. 2
sIn Det [G71 =] = T ([67 = 2] ' [i 0rpu + 03]

1 1
- 5 det [G; =] - {Tr [2 Re (G i 0r0uGe 05} — (Godripy)® + (Gc(sz)ﬂ (A2)

Integrals in time are intended in the second term. Close to the conformal symmetry point (using the saddle point
equality ¥. = J2G?) the second term in the action of Eq.(A1) gives:

(e + 0%)(Ge +6G)—‘7—2(G +6G)*

J J

2 2
TG 4 000G — =—-G26G2. (A3)

Only second order terms will be retained.

We introduce a dimensionless approach: 6 = 277/8 with the substitutions proposed by Kitaev® and define
KC(01702503794):
9(m1,72) = Re(m1,72) G(71,72),
f(r1,m2) = RN (11, m2) £(11,72)

q—2
2
)

Re(01.,62) = 873/(g = 1) | Gelb1,62)

K. = Re(01,02)G(01,03)G (04, 02)R.(03,04) (A4)

For g = 4, the saddle point bilocal field is:

1/2
_ T . 2 1
Ge(t)=1b [5 i 72371 sign(t), b= W SYER (A5)
Excluding for the time being the hopping term, the action I, of Eq.(Al), expanded up to second order, reads:

2= U61100) — 1 [SFIRIS) +2Re {GFIKLli R 0ripa)} + (R 0nipe Ko R D)) — 1 (00l60)  (A6)
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We integrate out 6f = 6f +i R. ' 0, ¢q:

o X T L[OF KIS F ) +2(51|89)=2(i RS 97p2|89)] ,— % (59139) I1 e X (1R 9:04109) A [(S9| K1 ~1189)] (A7)

The second variation of the hopping term (third term in Eq.(Al) ), to lowest order can be expanded as follows:

(5Gc)x(7’12,T+)(5GZ)$/(7'34, TJ/F) = [Gw(Tl,Tg) G;/ (T3,7'4) — Gc(Tl — Tg) Gc<7’3 — 7'4)]

—_

~
~

5 Go(12) (efia-vx[w(u)*w(r;)] _ 1) Go(T34) + c.c.

= =5 Glri2) (- Va [alr1) — 2P P Gelraa), (A8)

where only quadratic terms of the exponential have been included, to account for the additional complex conjugate con-
—
tribution. We approximate [p,(71) — . (7})] = (74 — 7)) 9-¢4(71) and define R7'AR;! = 3(a- V,)Ge(ri2) (T4 —

5
74)2G¢(734)(a - V), so that, with relative time integrals traced out,

/dT/dT/ Or 0o (T)RIY Ae(T — 7') R0, 0, (1T7). (A9)

Fourier transform of the time dependences gives A, (wWy,wm; Q). Fourier transforming the hopping term w.r.to
we obtain the kinetic term added to the action of Eq.(A6) so that the full functional integral is:

x H/ (Hm(sg;«n) (Hm/(sgm') e%(i R 0-0439) e%[(ég\}(;l_l\ég)] e—%t02k2a2[<_i R0 ¢p|Ac|—i R:laTtpp>] (AIO)
p

where the forks (...) denote integration over (7(12); — 7(34)4).

In the conformal limit 4 w,, can be dropped in Gj'in Eq.(A1) and the functional integral of Eq.(A10) is just a
gaussian form, so that, integrating out the dg’s we have:

- He—%(—m:l Orpy| (K1) | =i B 0rpp) X 102 p2[(—i R0y Al —i R:0rpy)]
p

2
<1_t0Tp2Ac[1_Kc])Kc[l_Kc]71

—i R;! argpp>

H —%<—iR§13ﬂ@p
~1]e
p

2
(1— ‘WOpZR;IACRglf*I)f

B a“’””>. (A11)

Here we have defined 7 = R;! K.[K. —1]7! B!, and in the Kernel of Eq.(A11) we write:
2 2
RI'K.1 - K] 'R;' — tNORC‘lAC[l —~ KJK 'K 1 - K] 'R;! = (1 - j@szglAcRglf‘l) F. (A12)

The numerical evaluation of this kernel is discussed in B.

Appendix B: Numerical evaluation of the Kernel of Eq.(A12)

The correlator F = R;! K. [K.— 1]7! R;! has been defined after Eq.(A11). It diverges in the conformal limit
because [K. — 1] has zero eigenvalues due to the spontaneous symmetry breaking. We will keep just the series of these
eigenvalues (usually denoted by h = 2), which make the largest contribution to the correlator functions. The spectral
representation in imaginary time of the regularized form of the kernel, obtained by shifting the zero eigenvalues,
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k(h=2,n)~1— 3%[n|+..(ax ~ 3), thus including the UV correction at O (N/BJ) is®
1
K[l - K] = ERc(ﬁz) F (112, 734) Re(T34)

k(h,n)
= hz; ‘I/h,n(7'12)m\ph,n(734)~

The basis functions for A = 2 are

677; ny
Uy p(z,y) = ’Ynm fn(z),
sin & n 3
2 2
xT) = —n cos — = B1
Jn(2) tan 2 9 In m2|n|(n? — 1) (B1)
with 10 =71 — T2, Y12 = 71'2”2. We Fourier transform the variables 715 and 734. In full generality:

Omm = Z e’ n(yn—ym)@n(wm) (2,n0|2,n) @5 (W),

n>2

where w,,,wy, are the fermionic Matsubara frequencies. We ridefine variables in such a way that w,, — m with m
integer. The basis functions are:

®,(m) :/0 T 1 yeimr (B2)

27 sin %

It can be shown that the Fourier transforms ®,,(m) have a factor —% (14 €2*™7) or —3 (1 — €**™), depending on
n being even or odd, respectively. It follows that odd m imply even n as expected because the 7, time dependence
has to be with n even, i.e. bosonic-like. ®,,(m) have a maximum at increasing values of m when n increases and
eventually go to zero.

The largest contribution O(8.7 /N) of [1 — K.]~" appearing in Eq.(A11), gives R; 'K, [1 — Ko7' R;1 ~ O(1) and,
as G.G. ~ 1/BJ, to have the same order of the kinetic term to ~ O([3J /N]/?).

In the definition of the matrix function R;'A.R_ ! from Eq.(11), the matrix G/Cac]:" —! appears, which is the inverse
of = 2.

G.G.

The dominant expression for —GC];,C (71...74) in imaginary times, on the subspace orthogonal to the pGm fluctuations
;8.
is®:

et n(y12—ys4)

f - 60[0
GG M) = 22 P2 W22 1)

n>2

fn(712) fr(T34)- (B3)

Its Fourier transform requires the transformed basis functions:

™ dr

bulm) = [ 5 pum) e

All of them have a factor sinmz which vanishes for m odd integer. However, this zero can be compensated by a zero
in the denominator. Consider the case n = 2 for example:
sinmm

pln=2,m) = m(m — 1)(m + 1) e,

We give a finite expression to this vector element using the limit:

) sinzm 1
wlgill m = §(ZF7T), (B4)

However, all m > 1 give zero for n = 2, because there is no other factor of the kind (m — 3), (m — 5), ...(only odd m
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are considered) in the denominator. We get ¢, (m) = sign(m)x:

=1 1 eimﬂ'

— m 2 m?2 ’
n=2. = {m=3,577,... 0

_ _ (5m~-2) 1 _imm
n=14 = m=1" 2oy 7w ¢ (B5)
m=3,5,7,... 0

1 (36— 119m?435m* ) 1 imT

T (m=3)(m— 2)(m+2)(m+3) 2m?2

n=~06 = 3 (36—119m?+35m*) 1 imm
T m=—2)(m—1)(m+1)(m+2) 2m2

m=5179,.. 0

__ 2(—288+1068m>—462m™*+42m°) 1 imr
(m—4)(m—3)(m— 2)(m+2)(m+3)(m+4) am2 €

_ 2(—288+1068m2—462m*+42mS) 1
(m—4)(m—2) (m— 1)(m+01)(m+2)(m+4) Im? e’

Il
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oo
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3
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\.O"
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©

3(— 4800+18964m>2—9735m*+1386m°+55m° ) 1 imm
~ (m=5)(m—4)(m— 3)(m 2)(m+2)(m+3)(m+4)(m+5) Imz €
3(— 4800+18964m>—9735m*+1386m°+55m° ) 1 imm
T (m=5)(m—4)(m—2)(m—1)(m+1)(m+2)(m+4)(m+5) 2m?2 €
3 (—4800+18964m> —9735m* +1386m°+55m®) 1 imr
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0

2(—259200+1066104m> —603746m*+105963m° —6864m®+143m*°) 1 imx
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_ 2(—259200+1066104m>—603746m*+105963m° —6864m>+143m'%) 1
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(B6)

Also the polynomials in the numerator could have been factorized but the roots are non-integer. We normalize each
n—vector of the basis but we do not orthogonalize these basis vectors. We define matrices Wy, ./, by multiplying
column x row each n—vector.To the elements with m,m’ = 1, all vectors n = 2,4,6,8,10,12 contribute. To the
elements with m, m’ = 3, vectors with n = 4,6, 8,10, 12 contribute. To the elements with m,m’ = 5 only vector with
n = 10,12 contributes. The final result for n < 12 is a 3 x 3matrix. Each 3 x 3 matrix W™ has eigenvalues 1,0, 0.
Computations leading to Fig.2,3,4 of the MT have been performed with 3 x 3 matrices up to n = 12. The starting
point is Eq.(20) of the text:

F 6o 0 cos n(y Y34)

0 12 — Y34
(Y12 — y34) = BT —rs v Wi
6.6 B e D

where y are center-of-mass times: y = y12 — y34-

In Fig.4 of the MT we plot an interpolated smoothed curve of the (approximate) lowest M value which fulfills
unitarity of the partition function of Eq.(46) of MT vs. Ty/T, for ka = 1. Precision is up to > 1075. The trend
is only meaningful for Ty /T ~ 1, because larger values require n > 12 in the spectral representation of Eq.(B3) and
matrices m x m of rank 7 > 3, i.e. higher than the ones used here.

Appendix C: Real time approach to the correlation functions

The response function in real time is derived from extension of the imaginary time along the Keldysh contour. The
present approach!? is only semiclassical. In setting up the functional we disregard the ¢ — ¢ term and neglect variation
with respect to the saddle point solutions for the G and X of the SYK dots. This means that, in going back to the
action in Eq.(A6), terms with Jg and 0 f are disregarded, so that only an extra term is added here, taken from the
imaginary time action, that is ——( 10,00 | K| R0, 00) = —%((‘Lg@m|GCGC|(’9T<,0@>7 which we denote as the kinetic
energy term.

As for the non local phase fluctuations, Fourier transforming with respect to time the non local fluctuation part of
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the action (i.e. the "hopping" term of Eq.(A9)) is of a similar form:

Jdp Dp* 3, [ dw ps(w) ss’ Gyon(w) Gon g (—w) o (—w). (Cl)

With respect to the Fourier transform of the kinetic energy term, the present one has a factor w? lacking, so that we
merge the two together, by defining a function

-1

[D”Qh(“) G.G. = ( G.G,. (C2)

w?

which defines the function ((w). h(w) excludes the w = 0 term. Its retarded form is defined as
D hr(w)GEGE, =D / dt GR(t)GF(—t) [e'“' — 1]
~iD w / dt GEt)GE (~t)~i D wGEGE.

When writing h(w), we will not specify the label R/A for the retarded or advanced form, in the following, as long as
no ambiguity arises. Transforming from the branches s, s’ = +, — to the combined a, 3 = cl, ¢*351, we get:

pHa(t;) = % (o (1) £ o (1)),

1711 Giy Gy_ 11\ [0 GgA (C3)
2\1 —1 G4 G__ 1 -1)  \GE GK |-
The cl —cl component is zero in the matrices on the right. It reflects the fact that for a pure classical field configuration
(¢? = 0), the action is zero. Indeed, in this case ¢ = ¢_ and the action on the forward part of the contour is canceled

by that on the backward part (safe for the boundary terms, that may be omitted in the continuum limit), because
the circuit is closed?3.

The integrand of Eq.(C1) becomes!3:

(¢S ¢4) (G5 GE, GLGE, e,
GEGE, GhgA, +GEGE, 1,

The resulting matrix can be rewritten as matrix of the self-energies ¥ due to the D coupling, which shows the same
causality structure:

G2 GE, GAGE, _(GaGE, 25
GEGE, GEGA, +GEGK, o=k )

We neglect the gg term and write the functional:

—ifdw (W, wed) ( g::‘giﬁ <AG£GKM)<W;M>
/ Dt Dt ¢ FGIGL, 0 WP ) (C4)

where we have also added the kinetic energy term of the semiclassical approach.

The field N(z,t) is the source of dyp(x,t). We want the response written along the Keldysh contour:
Dyelst) = i 0(8)( [N (1), X(0,0)])
= SN @ N0, 0) + N, A(0,0) ). (C5)

To get the generating functional of the ¢ — ¢ fluctuations we invert the kernel of Eq.(C4), obtaining the matrix:

0 (CraiGr,)™!
(CAGLGE) ™ —(GEGE)™
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The [G~1]% component for the free field is only a regularization factor, originating from the (time) boundary terms.
It is, in general, non-local in = and z’, however, being a pure boundary term, it is frequently omitted*3. In our case
this should apply because [G~1K(t,t) =[G~ o F — Fo[G YA = [GF]"'o F — Fo[G4]™! = [GX]~! . Integrating
out the ¢ fields and ignoring again the ¢ — ¢ term, we get:

mp{ 3 fd (Ne(w) A(w)) [ croayn COEGRY ( M—Zg)} (6)

Functional derivation with respect to the sources provides the cross contributions (we keep just the lowest order in
w). Using the definition of Eq.(C2):

OJ2

N2 (9! (w) ¢ (~w)) = (GEGE) " ——
1 DpPw—w
1 w?

Nw?(pl(w) ?(—w)) ~ (GFGE) —————.
w{p?(w) ¢ (-w)) = (Gg Gy "D P — o

Now, the retarded energy flux density response of Eq.(C5) can be estimated, considering that 6¢“? and N/t are
conjugate variables N'/4(t) = (;;S—CZ, so that, keeping just the w?—term in Eq.(C4),

Nl (w) = —N GRGEwpy(—w),
Nq(w) =-N G(IfGé%wapcl(—w)

we get

N w) NU(—w)) = =N? GIGF G Gff w® x (9 (—w)p® (w))
_ N2 w72 AAK
=N i tEpPw — w? GoGos

NI(w) N (—w)) = =N? GF G w® x (¢ (~w)e(w)) G G

w2

_ 2 KR
=N —i t2p?w — w? Go G-

The symmetrized correlation is:

1 . . . . 2

5 (W) A1) + (W) N () = N2 e {W Gy G(’f}
t2 2

~ N? 7(t%pg])’2°iw2 Sm[GEGH). (C7)

This result can be rewritten as

w

sign(w) Sm { Im|[GE G{f]} .

P32 — w
Subtracting the p = 0 term, we recognize Im{D%(p,w)}, the imaginary part of the density response function®?

Dp2

S {Df o l.)) = —sign(e) 3 { (20 ) smicgaf). (C8)

This result should be compared with Eq.(51) of the MT. Apart for the matrix structure of the function in Eq.(47) of
the MT, the important point is that 7! is absent here in the definition of the diffusion parameter.

We add here the important consequence on the electrical conductivity. In the conformal limit, the electrical
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conductivity is'?
Re{o} =— hm \sm{D w)} o

S S 2 L(3-—ix)
=537 N dx sech”(rz) [ﬂ%e{r C—ia) (77045N> (C9)

Resistivity is o« T in this approach.

Appendix D: Quantization of gapless diffusive excitation mode

Jo = —kVT is a classical diffusion equation of a non conserving system. We now construct a Hamiltonian of the
excitation modes which is conserving but we ask that, introducing a relaxation time 7o = i/T" for these modes, the
equation of motion reproduces Jg = —xVT. We will quantize this Hamiltonian and derive the response function from
the fluctuations of these modes. The canonical conjugate variables and the corresponding Lagrangian (in 2-d) are:

. kC 1/2JQ7'0 ho\k
o (hT) kg’ vo (/{CT) Tv (D1)

Here C is the thermal capacitance, s is the thermal conductance and Jg is is the thermal energy current . The

corresponding Lagrangian is
/d2 kp (JQTO) L (% VT)
kC

=2 / P[40 + B (V)] (D2)

with A = T—ég and B = T. These choices provide terms in the square brackets which have dimension £/¢% (€ =
energy).

With the approximation 7 jQ ~ Jg, the equation of motion,

d (0L oL
— =) - == =46+ BVl = D
d<89> gvg ~ A0HEVO=D: (B3)
boils down to the diffusion equation:
h h
— =——krVT.
kC Jo kC "V

Although 7 is already in the Lagrangian, we proceed with quantization of the theory®2. Fourier transforming, the
canonical momentum for 6, is
oL

= = A0y, [0k, 7] =i Onr D4
Tk 39k k [kﬂk] kk ( )

The Hamiltonian

1

1
H = 5 Zk: [Aﬂ'_kﬂ'k + BEk? 0_1.0;
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is second quantized according to ar = ugby + ¢ vy T, With

1

=7 (AB)Y* | vy = % (AB)™Y*,
o= 22 - [,;C,ﬂ/ k| = o]k (D5)
= —iTl/Zm\M (a-s—a}).
O = T‘1/2(2€|’“]3|1/2 (&k + af_k) (D6)
H= Z €k &Ldk + cnst (D7)
k

In Eq.(D5) we have defined the velocity v of these modes. The approach is similar to the one for phonons. 7(z)
plays the role of the space displacement d(x,t), while V@ plays the role of the phonon impulse II(z,t). The thermal
conductance used in the text is given by

e{r(w :fl%ml Q (—w), JE(w
Re(r)) = S5 (%) @Y (%)
where

%I, = S ki (DY)

The symmetrized correlation on the right hand side, D?(w) = ({m_y, ™k }), o, apart of the prefactor 7', can be
evaluated at zero temperature in a standard way%2. Eq.(D8) gives:

wTo

2
Re{r(w)} =7° kp e (D10)
If Re{r(w)} ~ K 179 we get, from Eq.(D5),
1/2
9 o kTog CT wkp [ hw
N L (i D11
v 7o kB h/TO & T0 CcT ( )
However, introducing the damping of the mode in D?, by adding an energy broadening I', we get
T +oo 2 —e0t
DP(w) = ”T/ 2 e (D12)
vl Jo 2 —(w+il)
and
27T w? 2 r r 2
B _
Sm{D’(w)} = — AT {(1— wQ) arctana—i—a In <1—|—w2)},
which, in the limit I'/w << 1 gives:
27T
Sm{D’(w)} = — T (D13)
Posing again fe{x(w)} ~ & 79, in place of Eq.(D11) we have:
1/2
9 9 KkTo CT hT
S =k (=) . D14
U0k i B(C’T (D14)

Using the k = Cvpl = C vi19, the gapless bosonic excitations of energy hv k generate a specific heat at fixed 2 — d
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volume:

Oy _ d L (kD" (" 2ds
a2 dT2n \ hv Y o e*—1

1 (kpT\>
= kpy- (m > 6 ¢[3] (D15)
and the thermal conductivity
kg (ksT\’
= — L. D16
=22 (52) sctso (D16)

Here ([n] is the Riemann function®3. This is the Stefan-Boltzmann relation in two dimensions®4.

In the case of the SYK model, based on the saddle point contribution to energy®:

c ¢ 2m2agN
InZ =—-BE — 4 .. ith — = ————
n 6 O+SO+2ﬁ+ ; WI 2 j )

the first energy correction in temperature is E = ¢/(263%) (¢ ~ 0.396N/J), so that, by taking CT ~ c¢/(23?) in
Eq.(D14), we get:

CcT ¢
X >1/2

7T045N

r\ Y2 9 1/2
k=kgT (h ) N (2776>

= kp I3/2 (hB)"/? ( (D17)

(dimensions are [C/t] as always).
The thermal conduction response in the conformal limit!? requires the energy current response function GCSB (w)

Re{r} B . 1 o RA
NT WNTJm{DQ (“’)}

= N]l_'ﬂ2 /dw tanh%u 8% (w Im {Gcgﬂ(w)}>2 x (@g) .

In the Fermi liquid case, 79 ~ T2 and C ~ T, so that x ~ T71.

Appendix E: The acoustic plasma mode in the marginal Fermi Liquid

To characterize the MFL phase, it is important to check the nature of the collective excitations, in particular the
particle-hole continuum, under the action of the increasing coupling to the high energy localized modes. We will
show that, within our approximations, the real part of the w(gq) dispersion of the density excitations is linear, but
with a small reduction of the physical velocity dw/dg at small ¢, and, most of all, a peculiar imaginary part. We also
find that, at large couplings, the interaction pulls a linearly dispersed, well defined acoustic plasmon mode out of the
particle-hole continuum.

When the residual interaction is turned on, the vertex function I'(p,p — ¢;q,7 Q) satisfies the Bethe-Salpeter

equation®?,

o1
Ppp+gaw) = ngtigUey; > Dy (@) TW,p + ¢, q;w). (E1)
p/

Dpg(i9) = Glep—g,iwn) Glep,iwn +i Q)

1

5,1 8)) = .
Clep i) = v o) — o

The functions D, 4(w) are related to the polarization functions of Eq.(65,66) of the MT, when frequency is continued
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to real values and p’ ~ pr. We define
I1'%(q,w) = —i voD}*(w) T12(pr, pF — ¢ 4, w) (E2)

where, in place of the Zp, appearing in Eq.(E1) we multiply by vq after having put |p7 | = pr. The resulting functions

Dy? of Eq.(E2) are redefined as (575 < 1)

w

- w2 ’
20 W1~ G

do
V()Dg(w) =1 / o (1 —cosb) D% q(w)

)

V()D;(w) =Zyy |1—1

(E3)

In fact, following [18], we consider two ranges of energy values: a low energy one (w < €7), (¢ = 1), and an high
energy one (w < §7), (i = 2), with vo D} (¢, w) = II'(q, w).

Limiting ourselves to the FL energy range, i = 1, for the moment, Eq.(E2), becomes

i1 (q,w) = —ivo D) (W)L (pF, PP — G5 4. W), (E4)
A lkrp A
h - ok - A
where - vo A= g 2 G = T e

Vg is the 2-d density of states at ex per unit volume A .

Here we are assuming that, in this energy range, I'(p,p — ¢; ¢,7 ) does not depend on the angle 6,/ , = 1;’\q except
for an average of sin?0/2 ~ (q¢/(2kr))? ~ 1/2 . We have also put |p|, |[p'| = kr, so that the only T' dependence is
I'(q,7 ). This choice, together with that of the onsite interaction U,, provides the reference result we are looking for.

We expect a collective mode of compressibility type embedded in the particle-hole excitation continuum. In the
low temperature Fermi liquid limit, the p-h continuum has a boundary of the kind min {€x+, — €x} = Z0pq. We find
a collective mode w = Z z0pq with z complex and Re{z} < 1 and negative imaginary part which is related to the
lifetime of the mode.

Here

w

- w2 ’
2o 1~ G

' (q,w) = Zry |1 —i

So that

{ [VOD;F’q(w)]fl —ig Uc} {z H(q,w)} =—in_g

(E5)
This provides the equation for the FL collective excitation mode ( Zvg = U 1):
z -1 w
[1—2'\/@} —19=0, Z:Zﬁpq<1
= 1—ig=g\/1%7z2. (E6)
The homogeneous equation can be cast in the form: 1/x(®) — U =0 if
i VOD,iF,q(q, w) =i 'O (g, w) = —i x(0. (E7)

The contribution to the polarization function from high-energy excitations I12(q,i 2) has a completely local q-



30
independent form and is given by

2/ ~_§ £ *
m°(i Q) = jln(W>. (Q>>0>0)

In the case of V()D;,,q, it was enough to put p’ — pp, but, in the case of 1:15 (w), it is important to keep a dependence

—

on the scattering angle 0 = E, ¢ explicitely, and to integrate over it. In fact, we cannot neglect the dependence

—

of the vertex T' appearing in the Bethe-Salpeter Eq.(E1) on the scattering angle 9,;5 = E,(j’. As it is usual when
calculating the dc conductivity in metals®®, we assume that this angular dependence is ~ (1 — cos ) in Eq.(E3). The
factor (1 —costp ~> expresses the growing predominance of forward scattering with declining temperature, which
q
contributes less than wide angle scattering, to the effective "collision rates". A g—dependence has been added in
D% (T(w) of Eq.(E3) by including a k—dependent correction to the conformal local SYK Green function G.:
Here we use G.(i wy,), extended to include a k dependence
1 6,;

G2(k,iwy,) ~ — ,
(k iwn) S0(ion) | 1207 wp)[?

(E8)

Here X0(iw,) = [G2(i w,)] s the self-energy corresponding to the zero order approximation. Eq.(E8) can be viewed
as an expansion of the high energy total Green function to lowest order in €;'®, or can be obtained, by assuming

random hopping between sites.so that, according to Eq.(E2), the propagator is:

). 1 1 1
YD g (i $tm) = (V Z) > S0(i w) 20(i w + %)

k Wn

€k—q €L €k—q €L
1
[ + (22*(1' o T 20*(m+m)> T S0 G w) S w1 i)

c

(E9)

The w, sum can be transformed into an integral. A lengthy but straightforward calculation provides a function of
k., k-¢=Fkqcosf and 7 Q:

. —q 2 Q 24 —q— - Q Q
f(k,q,cos6;i) = 7U§C ln% + Ek;; 1 ) arctanh§ + iz {(Ek %/V ) + (€ ‘;}{jek) \/garctanhﬂ*}

C c

We neglect the second and the fourth term ( for a p-h pair in a p-h symmetric system is €,_4 + €, = 0), obtaining

8 U. 21 g —
f(k,q,cos6;Q) ~ A In —W; + —Uz {_(ek (II/V €k) } .
We finally get:

8 . U
I/OD?q(w) = *VOWE an

1 NFQ]
14§ — 24 (E10)
Sl W

We now rewrite Eq.(E1) for the vertex as follows ( i = 1,2):
L(pr,pr — ¢ ¢, w) = n_g+ Ue [gi voD,(w) + gi2 D2 (w)] T(pr,pr — ¢; ¢, w).
By posing
1%(q,w) = =i voD3*(w) T(pr, pr — ¢; ¢, w) (E11)

we get a system, which, using Zv,U. = 1 and z = w/(Z0F q), takes the form:
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-1
[1*1' £ ] — i g i g12 1L
V1—22 . <7j32(q7w) > = n_g ( 1 > (E].Q)
iglg _SWZI (‘i[? 1—|—281 Uc U[f{?/q _i922 2 (q7w)

Uc

The results are given in Fig.1,2 for real and imaginary part of w/(Zopq) vs g = U/Uk,.

When ¢ increases there is a monotonic flattening of Im{w,} with Zopqg/W with a saturation at large ¢, as can be
seen by plotting dwg/dg vs. ¢q. As Re{w} is strictly linear with ¢ in a large range of values of ¢, the plot of Fig.(10)
shows the behavior of this derivative.

The polarization function of the coupled system, given by Eq.(E2), satisfies the equation:

[’/C)D;(W)]71 —ig11 Ue i g12 Us ili[l(q,w) o 1
( i 912 Ue [VoDﬁ(W)]_l — 1922 Uec (iHQ(Q»w) ) B - < 1 ) ' (E13)

Given a transferred momentum ¢, the energy of the corresponding collective excitation makes the determinant of the
matrix on the left hand side of Eq.(E13) vanish. Here, g11U, is assumed to be the residual interaction within the
low energy FL due to the SYK cluster, gooU, ~ J parametrizes the interaction within the SYK cluster, while g15U,
provides the coupling between the two.

To zero order in perturbation, x(©) = voDj(w), in the limit g — 0 the solution is z — 1, giving a strictly linear
dispersion, w o« v5q.

When the couplings are non vanishing, the mode dispersion keeps being substantially linear, but the physical
velocity is renormalized and an imaginary part arises. The real and imaginary part of the function z = w/(viq) are
plotted in Fig.s(7,8) as a function of g;; and go2, for viq/W = 0.1. Plots are reported for U,/W = 10 and Z = 0.1.
The limitation z = d 7 < 1 implies that we track the collective excitation mode inside the p-h continuum only. In
Fig.(7) we plot the real part Re{z} vs g11, choosing gso = 2, when the ratio of the couplings between the two systems
b:glg/glllsbf() 04 06 0.8.

The effective velocity of the excitation mode, Re{z}, decreases with respect to the unperturbed value v} and
saturates to about 90% of the unperturbed value when g¢15 increases. As shown in the inset, the saturation is even
faster, when g11 is kept fixed (in our case at the value g1 = 1) and gao > g11 is increased.

The imaginary part of the energy of the mode Sm{ - q} is zero at g11 = 0 and increases mildly, in absolute value,

with increasing of g11, as reported in Fig.(8) vs g11 at goo = 1.8. It is remarkable that, when g11 > goo, Sm{z}
vanishes. Simultaneously the slope of the mode increases up to value one, for b — 1. This appears in Fig.(8) and,
more explicitely, in Fig.(9) which is a plot vs b with g11 = g22 for various values g;; = 0.8,1.2,1,8 and vy.q/W = 0.8.
When g;5 increases in Eq.(E13), a real term —g%, grows in the determinant, which reduces Sm{z}. In these conditions,
the dispersion tends to the boundary of the particle-hole continuum (Re{z} — 1), while the corresponding imaginary
part in Fig.8 vanishes. This feature appears clearly in Fig.s 9 a),b) and is the signature of the splitting of a bound
state out of the particle-hole continuum with linear dispersion and velocity > v}.. We interpret this as an acoustic
plasmon which, however, requires strong coupling of the MFL to the SYK cluster, to be tackled even further, far
beyond the present perturbative approach. When ¢ increases, there is a monotonic increase of Im{w,} with viq/W
and a saturation at large ¢, as can be seen by plotting dw,/dg vs. ¢ (see Fig. 10 ).

To sum up the results of this Appendix, we can conclude that the low energy FL on the lattice appears quite robust
with respect to interaction with incoherent local disordered SYK clusters, when only the lowest perturbative order
is included and no disorder, in the continuum, k& — 0, limit. The Fermi surface is still well defined, but the liquid
becomes a MFL. The hydrodynamic collective excitation, the would-be acoustic plasmon, is also rather well defined.
At strong coupling, in the limit U, — 7, its dispersion tends to the boundary of the p-h continuum and the imaginary
part, which blurs the mode, vanishes. We expect that a well defined acoustic plasmon is on the verge to emerge as a
bound state at low energies, splitted off the p-h continuum.

Appendix F: The superconducting critical temperature at low temperature

In this Appendix we use an Eliasberg®® approach to the superconducting critical temperature, T,., assuming that
pairing is driven by the diffusive excitation modes introduced in Section D. As explained in the main text, 2} is the
energy scale of T, and the dependence on the coupling strength turns out to be non BCS-like. We report here the
derivation.
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we plot the real part of w/(viq) versus gi1 at g2 = 1.8 and viq/W = 0.1. Here gi2 = b g11 is the coupling strength to the
high energy SYK fluctuations (b = 0,0.4, 0.6, 0.8, respectively, with U./W = 10 and Z = 0.1).
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Re[w/(vr* @] Im[w/(vF* Q)]
1.00 7 b
[ 02 04 06 08710
7
// F
-0.1 = g
gi=08 - g
-02
gi=1.2
-03
—04 9i=18 b)
b

02 04 06 08 1.0
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as always)

In the mean field Hamiltonian, in the Nambu®” representation,

H(k) = Z [h” ¢ ¢+ Ay Zc + h.c.}

:zk: (C,gT 07,g) (ik _A£k> (cCET) (F1)

the one electron Green’s function G(p,iw,) and the electronic self-energy X (p,i w,) are 2 X 2 matrix defined by the
Dyson equation
, -1 , _ .
[G(piw,)] = [Golpyiw,)] ! = E(piw), (F2)
=iZ tw, — &pos — d(p,iwy) o1, (F3)
where Go(p,i w,) is the one-electron Green’ s function for the non interacting system, o; are Pauli matrices and
&k = e, — . The €;’s are single particle electron energies and p is the chemical potential. We do not include Coulomb

electron-electron interaction, so that the self-energy ¥ o o7 is just offdiagonal. The approximation used for the
self-energy is%®

S(piwy) = Bzagc:p iwy)os g, P D(p—piw, —iw), (F4)

where g(p, p’) is the coupling with the bosonic modes and D (p — p’,i€2,) is the response function in imaginary
frequency to the bosonic modes. The latter can be represented in terms of its imaginary part, B(q,i Q,) =
—13m{D(q,i )} as

D ; Vi. v ) — dQ 7Q - ; o )
(g,iwy —iwy) /0 Bla ){zwy—lwu'—Q ZWV_ZW”'—"Q}

where ( Q, = Dgg? ) and, in our case

1[QqQ

B(q,i Q) = —= ] T (F5)
Q@ z| ¢

To make matches with the usual Eliashberg theory, the isotropic gap model which we consider here provides the
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dimensionless coupling function :

Q?F(Q) = Y50 - Q) O)] dof g(hkr,50)f (F6)

1 q

as an integral over the transferred momentum ¢q. We have to integrate over all ¢’s:
1 a? dq a’ 1
— = —=2 dQ, = ——— [ dQ)
N, zq: (27)? 7T/ Taq, “ 27T2DQ/ @
where G2 is the average diffusion area. We obtain

a2 1 1
Blp i) = Zaggp i US/dQ /dQ 19p.0 (€2 ‘ B2 >{iw —iw, -0 dw m,+9}

pV’

with

Gp,w) ' =2 ' wl — {gp —iz! {|w| ;i In (;;) + % volw/? In Z”f;’”“] sign(w)} o5 —E(w)oy  (F7)

The mean field A(w) = Z(w)Z(w) has to be determined in the following.

In Eq.(F7) the inverse lifetime of the quasiparticles of Eq.(68) of MT appears. Here « is a numerical factor of order
one.

Note the difference with the usual approach: diffusivity implies Eq.(F5) here, while usually is B(q, Q) ~ % in
the Eliashberg approach.

On the other hand, from Eq.(F2): The final form of the selfenergy is:

o [T [T g a0y
S.w) = [ d sre{ o }/ 49 [ 21900 () B4, )

" f(=w') f(w') n N(©) n N(©)
w—w —Q4+i0T w—Ww+Q+i0t w—Ww-Q+i0F  w—w +Q+i0"
Plw)= 22w+ 72 ||—1n J + 2 polwl? m Z0rkE 27:2(@ (F8)
w) " z"™ || - h

where N () = [ef¢ — 1]71 and f(w) = [e? +1] ~! are the Bose and Fermi occupation probabilities. The term in

curly brackets arises from 3m {1/0 f déy o3G(p',w) o3 }, which turns into a real part from the inverse of [G(p/,w)] ™"

given in Eq.(F7). The critical temperature is the one at which A ~ 0 and can be dropped in the denominator, but
the gap equation has to be satisfied.

In all the further calculations we neglect the thermal excitations and drop N(€2). Observing that the integration
variable (), has the meaning of the diffusive energy (see Eq.(F5)) it is clear that it cannot be integrated at energies

above Q. We also use the parameter equality Zvy = U, ' and we take [gxp o (Q4)|° = g% constant ([g] ™} ~ time (h =1
here)). We get:

&2 o] dw’
Aw zf/ Re {A(w 7/ dsq)
@5 | e R e

Q) 1[ Q0 N n_ 1
S, et (3 (] ) 2o - st} )

We concentrate on w = 0 and we deal with two contributions to A(w’) separately, A(w’') = A, + Ay, where the first
arises from integration over 0 < w’ < Q* ~ W?2/U, and the second from integration over Q* < w’ < U,..

In the first case, observing that the range of w’ cannot be larger than Q*, but the Fermi function selects w’ ~ 0, we
neglect «’ in the denominators of the curly bracket obtaining*”
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a2 [ A l92In2 [Ye dQ
AL(0) = = / dw’ ° / — T¢ —w') — f(w'
~2 2102 A, Q / 4 a2 2n2 A,
~ EL@ TQ |g| ) €F J / i/ tanhﬁi ~ i11767—(;? |g‘ - €r J In BeS2”.
Do = 87 () o w 2 Do " 87 g ()

Now the A; contribution. We neglect € in the denominator in the curly bracket of Eq.(F9) and we include the o’ 2
term of the inverse lifetime, only.

a> A

Ay(0)

U,
/ dw'
Qz

- FQ Z 1plw’|? In

lg|? In 2 u

~2 ¢
a
= = dw/

T

Zopkp
|w’]

1 [Ue
— dQ
0/

1 Q0 , ,
(7 loeeg) ) 2 @)
A 1

Q
dQ, .
Hq o (Q
| T ot (2
1

1
Q—w

Do 472

Q3

a /12 Zorpkr
2 volw'| In e Ue

U, 1
—/ 20dQY ——
0 Q+w

where we have disregarded the terms o eA%" in the last integral. The rest of the derivation can be found in the main
text.
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