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We investigate the effects of general non-magnetic quenched disorder on a two-dimensional spin-
density-wave (SDW) quantum critical metallic system using a renormalization group (RG) method.
We consider (i) all possible scattering channels by a random charge potential for fermion fields and
(ii) a random mass term for a SDW boson order parameter as effects of the non-magnetic quenched
disorder. From the one-loop analysis, we find a weakly disordered non-Fermi liquid metallic fixed
point (random mass disordered non-Fermi liquid fixed point) when only the random boson mass
vertex is considered. However, in the general case where all disorder vertices are considered, it
turns out that there is no stable fixed point and the low-energy RG flows are governed by the
large random charge potential vertices especially channels in a ‘Direct’ category. Focusing on the
physical meanings of the low-energy RG flows, we provide a detailed explanation of the one-loop
results. Beyond the one-loop level, we first discuss partial two-loop corrections to the random
charge potential vertices. Furthermore, we examine the possibility of different low-energy RG flows
compared to that of the one-loop results by considering the two-loop corrections to the random boson
mass vertex and, discuss low energy properties in relation to the random singlet phase. Related to
physical properties, we calculate anomalous dimensions of the four superconducting channels in the
one-loop level.

I. INTRODUCTION

Two-dimensional quantum criticality with a Fermi sur-
face is regarded as a strong coupling problem beyond the
perturbative approach [1]. More specifically, in the high-
temperature regime where we will refer to as a T > T ∗

regime, a mean-field type theory the so-called Hertz-
Moriya-Millis (HMM) theory [2–4] works well as it is
shown by the sign-free quantum Monte-Carlo method
[5, 6] recently. However in the vicinity of the quantum
critical point referred to as a T < T ∗ regime, the HMM
theory (mean-field theory) breaks down [7, 8]. In addi-
tion, the conventional large-N approach is also proven to
break down in the low energy limit by Lee [1], Metlitsky
and Sachdev [9, 10]. In other words, the perturbative
non-Fermi liquid state described by the HMM theory
evolves into a strongly coupled non-Fermi liquid phase
across the energy scale T ∗.

To understand the strongly coupled non-Fermi liquid
states, there have been many theoretical studies both
in analytical and numerical ways. Analytically, several
methods involving the new expansion parameters [11–14]
and the modified large-N [15] approach are used to inves-
tigate the strongly coupled non-Fermi liquid states in a
controllable way. Numerically, as mentioned previously,
sign-free quantum-Monte-Carlo methods have been de-
veloped to study the many quantum critical systems
[5, 6, 8, 16, 17]. Recently, Schlief et al. [18, 19] obtain ex-
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act anomalous dimensions analytically in a spin-density
wave (SDW) quantum critical system.

However, most of these works do not take account of
effects of disorder. In real systems such as cuprate, an ex-
istence of randomness is unavoidable considering a quan-
tum critical point is tuned by doping.

Previously, Kirkpatrick and Belitz [20] studied the ef-
fect of the disorder in the SDW quantum criticality by in-
troducing the random boson mass effect in the HMM the-
ory. In their study, they found a disordered stable fixed
point so called ‘Long-Range Ordered’ phase. Addition-
ally, they identify the instability of the fixed point, due to
the oscillating renormalization group (RG) flows and two-
loop corrections, which leads the RG-flow to ‘Random
singlet’ fixed point. However it is necessary to consider
the fermion fields without integrating out them since the
HMM theory breaks down due to non-local corrections
coming from the integration of the gap-less fermion fields
[7]. Therefore the results obtained by Kirkpatric and Be-
litz may not be applicable to understanding the effect of
the disorder on the low energy properties of the quantum
critical metallic systems.

Recently, Halbinger and Punk [21] studied the effect of
the random charge potential in the SDW quantum crit-
ical metallic systems based on the effective field theory
without integrating out the fermion fields [13]. Using the
one-loop RG analysis, they figured out that there was
no stable fixed point due to the random charge potential
and the low energy property is governed by the random
charge potential effect. Based on this one-loop result
and the previous study by Kirkpatrick and Belitz, they
speculate the low energy phase is given by ‘random sin-
gle phase’. Although this study provides a fruitful result
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about an effect of the random charge potential on the
SDW quantum critical metallic systems, there are some
loopholes. First of all, the random boson mass effect is
not considered. From the perspective of the renormaliza-
tion group method, the random boson mass vertex is the
most relevant vertex. Therefore physically the random
boson mass effect should be considered. Second, only
one scattering channel within a hot spot by the random
charge potential is considered. Generally it is possible to
have several different scattering channels among total 8
hot spots by the random charge potential. In addition,
Umklapp scatterings are possible due to the commensu-
rable nesting vector. As a result, it is necessary to deal
with these loopholes for a more physically reliable model.

In our study, we investigate effects of the general non-
magnetic disorder in the SDW quantum critical metallic
systems with a physically more reliable setting by dealing
with these loopholes. Here we consider both the random
mass and the random charge potential effects. We intro-
duce all scattering channels, by the random charge po-
tential, which are classified into three categories: ‘Direct’,
‘Exchange’ and ‘Umklapp’. Using the two regularization
methods, we apply the RG method.

From the one-loop RG analysis, we find that there ex-
ists a stable ‘random mass disordered non-Fermi liquid’
fixed point when the random mass effect is considered
only. However we discover that there is no stable fixed
point in a general case considering both random mass and
random charge potential effects. Practically, low energy
RG flows of the general case converge to that obtained
by Halbinger and Punk [21]. Although the one-loop RG
analysis shows the similar results to the previous study,
we discover that the physical interpretation identifying
the low energy phase as a ‘random singlet phase’ by Hal-
binger and Punk needs more care based on the analysis
using dimensionless parameters considering the random
boson mass effect.

In addition to the one-loop results, we consider the
partial two-loop corrections. From the partial two-loop
corrections, we observe that two phase spaces, named as
a Random Charge Potential Dominant (RCPD) and a
Random Boson Mass Dominant (RBMD) phase spaces,
are possible in the low energy limit depending on the
relative strength between the random charge potential
effect and the random boson effect. The low energy RG
flow in the RCPD phase space is basically same to that
of the general one-loop case while the RG flow in the
RBMD phase space shows completely different behavior.
We find that the physical properties of the RBMD phase
space are more consistent with that of the ‘random sin-
glet’ phase rather than the RCPD phase space or the
general one-loop case which was speculated as a ‘random
singlet phase’ in the previous study [21].

Regarding physical properties, we calculate anomalous
dimensions of four superconducting channels in the one-
loop level [13, 22]. From this study, we discover that the
d-wave zero momentum superconducting channel, which
is experimentally relevant, is suppressed by the disor-
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FIG. 1: The two-dimensional Fermi surface for an
electron-doped cuprate system. Magenta dots with an

index n = 1, 2, 3, 4 and m = ± denote hot spots
connected by SDW nesting vectors

(Qi ∈ {(π, π), (−π,−π), (π,−π), (−π, π)}).

der in the setting where the all interactions and disorder
effects are considered in equal footing. Our result sug-
gest an importance of the disorder in understanding a
discrepancy between the theoretical results in clean sys-
tems [18, 23] showing that superconducting instability
develops at a higher temperature than the temperature
that the non-fermi liquid state appears and the conven-
tional phase diagram showing the non-Fermi liquid phase
appears at the higher temperature before the supercon-
ducting dome develops.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce a effective theoretical model for a two-dimensional
disordered SDW quantum critical metallic system and
two regularization methods. In Sec. III, we discuss RG
results in detail. We focus on the physical interpreta-
tion of the RG-flows and discuss the resulting low energy
properties. In Sec. IV, we discuss the effects of the dis-
order on the superconducting instability channels within
the one-loop results. In Sec. V, we give a brief summary
of our results. Then, we discuss some limitations and
technical difficulties in our research. Finally, we consider
two possible alternative approaches to this research direc-
tion. One is based on SYK-type models [24–36], and the
other is an approach starting from the clean non-Fermi
liquid fixed point directly [37].

II. EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY

A. Spin-Density-Wave hot spot model

For an electron-doped cuprate system, a Fermi surface
structure near two-dimensional SDW quantum criticality
and its low energy effective field theory is given as follows
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FIG. 2: Two types of disorder effects.

[38]:

S =
4∑

n=1

∑

m=±

∑

σ

∫
dkψ(m)∗

n,σ (k)[ik0 + emn (k)]ψ(m)
n,σ (k)

+
1

2

∫
dq[q2

0 + c2|q|2]~φ(q) · ~φ(−q) + g0

4∑

n=1

∑

σ

∫
dk

∫
dq

× [~φ(q) · ψ(+)∗
n,σ (k + q)~τσ,σ′ψ

(−)
n,σ′(k) + c.c.]

+ u0

∫
dk1

∫
dk2

∫
dq[~φ(k1 + q) · ~φ(k2 − q)]

× [~φ(−k1) · ~φ(−k2)]. (1)

Here, ψ
(m)
n,σ represents an electron field living in a hot

spot denoted by n = 1, 2, 3, 4 and m = ±, shown in Fig.
1. The short-handed integral expression means

∫
dk =∫

dk0

2π

∫
d2k

(2π)2 . Dispersions of hot spot electrons are given

by e±1 (k) = vkx±ky, e±2 (k) = vky∓kx, e±3 (k) = −vkx∓
ky and e±4 (k) = −vky ± kx where v is a perpendicular
component of the Fermi velocity to the nesting vector
~Q. ~φ(q) is a Fourier transformed SDW order parameter
in momentum space. The SDW order-parameter field
has a ‘relativistic’ dispersion with its group velocity c. ~τ
represent Pauli matrices acting on the electron spin.

The first and second terms in Eq. (1) represent the
kinetic energy of electrons and boson order parame-
ters, respectively. The third term represents an anti-
ferromagnetic interaction between the SDW order pa-
rameter and the electron field, refereed to as Yukawa
interaction with a strength g0. The last term describes
a φ4-like self-interaction between the spin-density order

parameters ~φ with a strength u0.

B. Non-magnetic quenched disorders

We consider two non-magnetic disorder effects; ran-
dom charge potential and random boson mass effects de-
scribed in Fig. 2 with following actions

SrCP =

∫
dτ

∫
d2x V (x)ψ†σ(τ, x)ψσ(τ, x), (2)

SrBM =

∫
dτ

∫
d2x m2(x)~φ(τ, x) · ~φ(τ, x) (3)

where V (x) is a random charge potential by nonmagnetic
impurities and m2(x) is a random mass.

In the clean SDW quantum criticality, only hot-spot
electrons have been considered for non-Fermi liquid
physics. However, cold-spot electrons also should be con-
sidered for the SDW non-Fermi liquid physics since scat-
tering processes between cold and hot spots are possible
due to the random charge potential. In spite of this possi-
bility, we focus on scattering processes between hot spots
only in the present study and ignore possible scattering
processes between hot and cold spots. This is because
we are mainly interested in the thermodynamic proper-
ties of critical electrons on hot spots, responsible for the
non-Fermi liquid physics. However, we admit that the
cold-spot dynamics have to be considered in order to un-
derstand transport properties [39]. Unfortunately, this is
beyond our current work.

As a result, an effective action for disorder scattering
is given by

Sdis =

∫
dτ

∫
d2x
[
V (x)ψ†σ,hot(τ, x)ψσ,hot(τ, x)

+m2(x)~φ(τ, x) · ~φ(τ, x)
]
. (4)

Here, we consider the Gaussian distribution func-
tion for both disorders given by PrCP [V (x)] =

NV exp
(
−
∫
d2xV

2(x)
2Γ

)
, PrBM [m2(x)] = Nm2 exp

(
−

∫
d2xm

2(x)m2(x)
2ΓM

)
where NV and Nm2 are normalization

constants.
After disorder averaging process using ‘replica trick’

[40], we obtain a following disorder-averaged effective ac-
tion

Seff =
R∑

a=1

[
4∑

n=1

∑

m=±

∑

σ

∫
dkψ(m)∗

a,n,σ(k)[ik0 + emn (k)]

× ψa,n,σ(k) +
1

2

∫
dq[q2

0 + c2|q|2]~φa(q) · ~φa(−q)

+ g0

4∑

n=1

∑

σ

∫
dx~φa(x) · ψ(+)∗

a,n,σ(x)~τσ,σ′ψ
(−)
a,n,σ′(x)

+ u0

∫
dx[~φa(x) · ~φa(x)]2

]
−

R∑

a,b=1

∫
dτ

∫
dτ ′
∫
d2x

×
[∑

σ,σ′

Γm1,m2,m3,m4
n1,n2,n3,n4

2
ψ(m1)∗
a,n1,σ(τ,x)ψ(m2)

a,n2,σ(τ,x)

× ψ(m3)∗
b,n3,σ′

(τ ′,x)ψ
(m4)
b,n4,σ′

(τ ′,x) +
ΓM
2

[~φa(τ,x) · ~φa(τ,x)]

× [~φb(τ
′,x) · ~φb(τ ′,x)]

]
, (5)

where
∫
dk =

∫
dk0

2π

∫
d2k

(2π)2 ,
∫
dx =

∫
dτ
∫
d2x and the

Gaussian integrals with respect to both distribution func-
tions have been performed. Here, a and b are replica in-
dices, and Γm1,m2,m3,m4

n1,n2,n3,n4
is a coupling constant of an im-

purity scattering process between hot-spot electrons with
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FIG. 3: Schematic figures for the classification of
scattering channels by the random charge potential: (a)
Angles θ1 and θ2 in the Fermi surface and (b) Feynman
diagram representation of a disorder scattering channel

given by ψ∗a,σ(ω,k
(i1)
F + k1)ψa,σ(ω,k

(i2)
F +

k2)ψ∗b,σ′(ω,k
(i3)
F + k3)ψ∗b,σ′(ω,k

(i4)
F + k4).

indices (n1,m1), (n2,m2), (n3,m3), (n4,m4) depicted in
Fig. 1.

C. Classification of fermion random charge
potential vertices

All possible scattering channels due to the fermion ran-
dom charge potential are divided into two groups; normal
and Umklapp processes. In the case of normal process,
the total momentum is conserved while that modulo re-
ciprocal lattice vectors G is conserved in Umklapp pro-
cess. From a tight-binding modeling of the system, an
action of the random charge potential vertices is given
by

STB−dis = −
R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′

Γi1i2i3i4
2

∫
dω

2π

∫
dω′

2π

4∏

i=1

∫
d2ki
(2π)2

ψ∗a,σ(ω,k
(i1)
F + k1)ψa,σ(ω,k

(i2)
F + k2)

× ψ∗b,σ′(ω′,k(i3)
F + k3)ψb,σ′(ω

′,k(i4)
F + k4)

×
∑

G

δ(k
(i1)
F + k

(i2)
F − k

(i3)
F − k

(i4)
F + G)

× δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4), (6)

where ir = (nr,mr) is a hot-spot index depicted in

Fig. 1 and k
(ir)
F is a Fermi wave vector from the cen-

ter of the First Brillioun zone to the hot spot with index
(nr,mr). The random charge potential vertices in the ef-
fective action Seff of Eq. (5) can be reconstructed from
the above action STB−dis (Eq. (6)), using the following

correspondence: ψa,σ(ω,k
(ir)
F + kr) = ψmra,nr,σ(ω,kr) and

Γi1i2i3i4 = Γm1,m2,m3,m4
n1,n2,n3,n4

.
In STB−dis (Eq. (6)), the terms with G = 0 correspond

to normal scattering process (Snormal) and those with
G 6= 0 do to Umklapp one (Sumklapp). Both normal and
Umklapp disorder-scattering processes consist of various
scattering channels. We classify all possible scattering
channels. Here, we use angles in the Fermi surface and
Feynman diagram representations depicted in Fig. 3 to
specify scattering processes pictorially.

1. Normal processes

In the normal process, the total momentum is con-

served as k
(i1)
F + k

(i3)
F = k

(i2)
F + k

(i4)
F . Based on this

momentum conservation with the Fermi-surface geom-
etry in Fig. 1, all the possible normal processes are

classified into the following three classes: (i) k
(i1)
F =

k
(i2)
F ,k

(i3)
F = k

(i4)
F (k

(i1)
F + k

(i3)
F 6= 0), (ii) k

(i1)
F =

k
(i4)
F ,k

(i3)
F = k

(i2)
F (k

(i1)
F +k

(i3)
F 6= 0) and (iii) k

(i1)
F +k

(i3)
F =

k
(i2)
F + k

(i4)
F = 0. These are nothing but the forward (di-

rect), exchange, and Cooper channels described in the
Fermi liquid theory [41], respectively. Each class can be
further classified based on an scattering angle. All the
possible scattering channels of the normal processes are
described in Fig. 4.

2. Umklapp processes

We first classify Umklapp scattering channels into two
sub-classes based on the magnitude of a reciprocal lattice

vector G; (i) |G| = π
a and (ii) |G| =

√
2π
a . Since other

scattering channels with bigger reciprocal lattice vectors

(|G| >
√

2π
a ) are the same as those of either (i) or (ii)

in this system, these two classes are the complete set.
Each sub-class, based on the magnitude of G, is further
classified into more specific channels. The resulting all
possible scattering channels of the Umklapp processes
are given in Fig. 5.

As a result of the classification, all disorder scatter-
ing processes between hot spots is modeled with total 27
scattering channels: 18 scattering channels of the normal
process and 9 scattering channels of the Umklapp pro-
cess. Explicit expressions of the random charge potential
vertices in action forms are given in the Supplementary
Material [42].

D. Regularized effective action

To re-sum quantum corrections in the perturbative RG
analysis, it is necessary to regularize UV divergences.
Here, there are four types of scattering vertices, (i)

Yukawa coupling, (ii) boson self-interaction, (iii) fermion
random charge potential, and (iv) boson random mass,
denoted by (g, u, Γ, ΓM ), respectively, in the effective
action Seff (Eq. (5)). When there exist several types of
massless degrees of freedom, it is not easy to find a single
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FIG. 4: All channels of the normal processes. Descriptions of the line (dashed) arrows and angles are given in Fig.

3. Here, Γ
d/e
θ (∆θ) denotes a random charge potential vertex coupling constant of (i) Forward / (ii) Exchange ((iii)

Cooper) scattering channel with an angle θ between two Fermi wave vectors; k
(i1)
F , k

(i3)
F (k

(i1)
F , k

(i2)
F ). In the case of

Γ0, we do not have to specify whether it is forward or exchange scattering channel: they are same when θ is zero.
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FIG. 5: All channels of the Umklapp processes. (i) |G| = π
a : (e), (f), (g), (h), (i), (j) and (ii) |G| =

√
2π
a : (a), (b),

(c), (d). Descriptions of the line (dashed) arrows and angles are given in Fig. 3. Here, Υ
d/e
θ (Ξ

d/e
θ ) denotes a random

charge potential vertex coupling constant of a direct/exchange channel with a reciprocal lattice vector |G| =
√

2π
a

(|G| = π
a ), and an angle between two Fermi wave vectors of incoming fermions (k

(i1)
F , k

(i3)
F ) is given by θ. One can

think terms with ‘direct’ and ‘exchange’ notations of the Umklapp processes as the terms used to label some
scattering channels and the ir counterpart scattering channels with exchanged out-going Fermi wave vectors

(k
(i2)
F , k

(i4)
F ). In the case of Υ0, we do not have to specify wether it is direct or exchange channel: they are same

when θ is zero.

regularization scheme, setting all the interaction vertices
to be marginal [43]. This is called generic scale invariance
[39]. In this study, there are two kinds of gapless fluctu-
ations, hot-spot electrons on the Fermi surface and criti-
cal SDW order-parameter fluctuations, in the presence of
four types of scattering vertices, as mentioned above. To
regularize quantum fluctuations involved with hot-spot
Fermi-surface electrons, we use a co-dimensional regular-

ization method [12, 13]. We find that the co-dimensional
regularization scheme fails to regularize quantum fluctu-
ations from the random boson mass vertex. This will
be clarified in the tree-level scaling analysis of the next
section. In this respect, we introduce another regulariza-
tion scheme, so-called ‘correlated random mass probabil-
ity regularization’ to regularize the quantum fluctuation
from the random boson mass vertex.
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1. Correlated random boson mass probability regularization

A conventional regularization scheme for quantum fluc-
tuations from the random boson mass vertex is to change
the scaling dimension of time [40]. Unfortunately, it turns
out that quantum fluctuations from both the Yukawa in-
teraction and the random boson mass vertex can not
be regularized at the same time using this regulariza-
tion scheme. Therefore we introduce another regulariza-
tion scheme [44] which changes the Gaussian distribution
function to a following non-local form: PrBM,α[m2(x)] =

e
−

∫ d2q

(2π)2
m2(q)m2(−q)

2ΓM |~q|α . Here, |~q|α is introduced into the dis-
tribution function of which α is bigger than zero. If
the α is set to zero, it is reduced to the conventional
Gaussian distribution function. One can think the in-
troduction of |~q|α as a change of the variance from ΓM
to ΓM |~q|α ≡ ΓM,α(~q) for the m2(q) field. Physically, it
means that the variance of the random boson mass is

reduced as the momentum decreases. As a result, the
magnitude of the variance of the random boson mass is
reduced in the low energy regime (small |q|).

A disorder-averaged effective action with the changed
probability distribution is given by

Sreg.rBM =

R∑

a,b=1

∫
dω

2π

dω′

2π

4∏

i=1

d2ki
(2π)2

ΓM |k1 + k2|α
2

~φa(ω,k1) · ~φa(ω,k2)~φb(ω′,k3) · ~φb(ω′,k4)(2π)2

δ(k1 + k2 + k3 + k4). (7)

The non-local structure of this scattering vertex does not
allow self-renormalizations from quantum fluctuations,
distinguished from other local interaction vertices. This
is explicitly shown in the one-loop calculation, given in
Appendix C 7. This is a general drawback of regulariza-
tion schemes introducing action of the non-local forms
[11, 12].

2. Co-dimensional regularization

Since the co-dimensional regularization technique is well explained in the previous studies [12, 13], here we only
present results of the co-dimensional regularization. The resulting regularized effective action is given by

Seff =
R∑

a=1

[ Nf∑

if=1

4∑

n=1

Nc∑

σ=1

∫
dkΨ̄a

n,σ,if
(k)[iγ0k0 + iΓ⊥ ·K⊥ + iγd−1εn(k)]Ψa

n,σ,if
(k)

+
1

4

∫
dq[q2

0 + c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2|q|2]Tr[Φa(−q)Φa(q)] +
ig√
Nf

Nf∑

if=1

4∑

n=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dxΨ̄a

n̄,σ,if
(x)Φaσ,σ′(x)γd−1Ψa

n,σ′,if (x)

+
1

4

∫
dx
(
u1Tr[Φ

a(x)Φa(x)]Tr[Φa(x)Φa(x)] + u2Tr[Φ
a(x)Φa(x)Φa(x)Φa(x)]

)]
−

R∑

a,b=1

∫
dω

2π

∫
dω′

2π

4∏

i=1

∫
ddki
(2π)d

× (2π)d
[ Nf∑

if ,jf=1

27∑

i=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

Γi
2Nf

δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)
(

[Ψ̄a
n,σ,if

(ω,k1)Mi
nmΨa

m,σ,if
(ω,k2)]

× [Ψ̄b
k,σ′,jf (ω′,k3)M̃i

klΨ
b
l,σ′,jf (ω′,k4)] + · · ·

)
+

ΓM

(
|K1,⊥ + K2,⊥|α + κ|~k1 + ~k2|α

)

8

× Tr[Φa(ω,k1)Φa(ω,k2)]Tr[Φb(ω′,k3)Φb(ω′,k4)]δ(k1 + k2 + k3 + k4)
]
, (8)

where a,b are replica indices, σ and if
are a spin and flavor index respectively.∫
dx =

∫
dτ
∫
dxd−1

∫
dxd

∫
dd−2dX⊥,

∫
dk =∫

dk0

2π

∫ dkd−1

2π

∫
dkd
2π

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2 . Ψi,σ is a two-component

Fermion spinor field given by Ψa
1,σ = (ψ

(+)
a,1,σ, ψ

(+)
a,3,σ)T ,

Ψa
2,σ = (ψ

(+)
a,2,σ, ψ

(+)
a,4,σ)T , Ψa

3,σ = (ψ
(−)
a,1,σ,−ψ

(−)
a,3,σ)T and

Ψa
4,σ = (ψ

(−)
a,2,σ,−ψ

(−)
a,4,σ)T . Φa(q) =

∑N2
c−1

i=1 φai (q)τ i is an

SU(Nc) matrix order-parameter field. The flavor number
of fermions and the number of spins are increased from

1 to Nf and 2 to Nc respectively. Due to the increased
number of the spin, a single boson interaction vertex
u0 is generalized to the two boson interaction vertices
given by u1 and u2 [13]. The Yukawa coupling constant
g and the random charge potential coupling constant Γi
are changed to g√

Nf
and Γi

Nf
respectively to make the

effective action the order of O(Nf ). Here, a symbol ⊥
denotes the co-dimension of the Fermi-surface. Explicit
forms of the regularized random charge potential vertices
are given in the Supplementary Material [42]. In the



7

random boson mass vertex, the factor |~q|α in Eq. (7)

is translated to
(
|Q⊥|α + κ|~q|α

)
due to lack of the

Lorentz symmetry between Q⊥ and ~q. Since κ is not
renormalized, we set it to 1 in the remaining context.

3. Translation symmetry breaking in the co-dimensional
regularization

Before proceeding to the RG analysis, let us discuss
the effects of translation symmetry breaking, due to the
co-dimensional regularization, on the random charge po-
tential vertices. As explained in Ref. [13], translation
symmetry is explicitly broken in the co-dimensional reg-
ularized effective action Seff (Eq. (8)). Indeed, Seff
(Eq. (8)) has a p2kF ,z−wave charge density wave order in
three spatial dimensions, which corresponds to the upper
critical dimension of the two-dimensional SDW quantum
critical system. See the Supplementary Material [42] for
details of the translation symmetry breaking by the co-
dimensional regularization. It turns out that the trans-
lation symmetry breaking by the co-dimensional regu-
larization causes the following problem in dealing with
the disordered system: Random charge potential vertices
which do not exist in the original effective action (Eq.
(5)) can be generated in the co-dimensional regularized
effective action (Eq. (8)) by loop corrections. This is
a general problem we face in considering disorders using
the co-dimensional regularization or the dimensional reg-
ularization. In this paper, we assume that these terms
are fine-tuned to zero.

III. RENORMALIZATION GROUP ANALYSIS

We perform the perturbative RG analysis for the co-
dimensional regularized effective action Seff (Eq. (8))
in the high-energy scheme. We refer to Appendix A for
details of the RG setting. Here, we focus on the results
of the RG analysis.

A. Classical scaling

First, we start from the tree-level scaling analysis. De-
manding the regularized effective action Seff (Eq. (8)) to
be dimensionless, we obtain classical scaling dimensions
of the coupling constants and fields as follows

[Ψa
n,σ,if

] = −d+ 2

2
, [φai ] = −d+ 3

2
, [g] =

3− d
2

,

[u1] = [u2] = 3− d, [Γi] = 2− d, [ΓM ] = 4− d− α.

where we used [k0] = [K⊥] = [kd−1] = [kd] = 1. Here,
[O] denotes the scaling dimension of a parameter O.
Γi ∈ (Γ0, · · · ,Ξeπ/2) is a coupling constant of the random

charge potential vertices. Setting d = 3−ε and α = 1− ε̄,
the scaling dimensions of the coupling constants are given

FIG. 6: ΛFS is a size of a hot-spot.

by [g] = ε
2 , [u1] = [u2] = ε, [Γi] = −1+ε and [ΓM ] = ε+ε̄.

Three types of coupling constants, Yukawa g, boson self-
interactions u1 (u2), and boson random mass ΓM are
marginal at d = 3 and α = 1. On the other hand, ran-
dom charge potential vertices Γi for hot-spot fermions
are irrelevant at d = 3 and α = 1. Therefore, it seems
that all random charge potential vertices can be ignored
in the low energy limit. However, it turns out that a real
expansion parameter is not Γi but Γ̄i = ΓiΛFS , where
ΛFS is a size of the hot spots, shown in Fig. 6.

To discuss the origin of ΛFS in the expansion param-
eter Γ̄i, let us first recall the Shankar’s RG approach
[41] to the Fermi liquid state. In the conventional RG
analysis with a Fermi surface, directions parallel to the
Fermi surface are not scaled and only the direction per-
pendicular to the Fermi surface is scaled. This is be-
cause the Fermi energy changes only along the perpen-
dicular direction, and high-energy fermion fields are in-
tegrated out to give renormalization effects. As a re-
sult, the size of the Fermi surface does not change in the
RG process, and the scaling dimensions of coupling con-
stants are determined by the scaling dimension of a mo-
mentum coordinate perpendicular to the Fermi surface.
However, momentum coordinates parallel to the Fermi
surface is also scaled in the hot spot model. This is due
to the existence of critical boson excitations coupled to
the Fermi surface. In the case of boson fields, energy
increases in all directions (both parallel and perpendic-
ular to the Fermi surface), which differs from that of
fermion fields. Therefore, loop corrections involving bo-
son fields can give UV divergences responsible for renor-
malization of the effective action even by integrals of mo-
mentums parallel to the Fermi surface. On the other
hand, the integral of the parallel momentum does not
contribute to the UV divergence in dealing with the ran-
dom charge potential vertices as in the RG approach to
the Fermi liquid state. As a result, Feynman-diagram cal-
culations involving the random charge potential vertices
give (ΓiΛFS)nΓ 1

ε = (Γ̄i)
nΓ 1

ε instead of (Γi)
nΓ 1

ε where nΓ

is a number of the random charge potential vertices in
a given diagram. The proof of the new expansion pa-
rameter Γ̄i for loops giving the log-divergence is given
in Appendix B. Since the tree-level scaling dimensions of
momentum coordinate variables, k0, K⊥, kd−1, and kd
are set to 1, the dimension of ΛFS is also given by 1.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 7: One-loop Feynman diagrams in the clean case;
(a) Fermion self energy, (b) Boson self energy, (c)

Yukawa vertex correction and (d) Boson self-interaction
vertex correction. Here, the real (wavy) line represents

an electron (boson) propagator.

This results in the scaling dimension of the new expan-
sion parameter Γ̄i is given by ε (∵ [Γ̄i] = [Γi]+[ΛFS ] = ε)
which is marginal at d = 3− ε. As a consequence, all the
coupling constants of the interaction vertices given by g,
u1, u2, Γ̄i, and ΓM are marginal near d = 3 and α = 1
and perturbative RG analysis is applicable. From now
on, we denote Γ̄i as Γi for notational simplicity.

B. Renormalization group results in the one-loop
level

We review the one-loop results of the clean system [13]
first. One-loop Feynman diagrams for the clean system
are given in Fig. 7. Ref. [13] found a nontrivial low-
energy fixed point, specified by c∗ = v∗ = g∗ = u∗1 =
u∗2 = 0. Nature of this fixed point is clarified, considering

dimensionless parameters given by w = v
c , λ = g2

v , κ1 =
u1

c2 , and κ2 = u2

c2 which have following fixed point values:

w∗ =
NcNf
N2
c−1 , λ∗ =

4π(N2
c+NcNf−1)

N2
c+NcNf−3 ε, κ∗1 = κ∗2 = 0 [13].

This clean two-dimensional SDW quantum critical
point becomes unstable when disorder effects are intro-
duced. In the presence of disorder effects, additional one-
loop Feynman diagrams have to be considered, given in
Fig. 8. Based on the RG setting given in Appendix A, we
find all one-loop counter terms. See Appendix D and C
for details of calculations. The (i) two types of dynamical
critical exponents, zτ for ω scaling and z⊥ for K⊥ scal-
ing, (ii) anomalous dimensions of fermions ηψ and bosons

(a) (b)
(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

FIG. 8: Additional one-loop Feynman diagrams in the
disordered case; (a) Fermion self energy, (b) Boson self

energy, (c) Yukawa vertex correction, (d) Random
charge-potential vertex corrections, (e) Boson

self-interaction vertex corrections, and (f) Random
mass vertex corrections. Here, the dashed line results

from disorder scattering.

ηφ, are given by

z⊥ =
[
1− N2

c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c
[h2(c, c⊥, v)− h3(c, c⊥, v)]

]−1

,

(9)

zτ = z⊥
[
1 +

N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c
[h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)]

+ Fdis({Γi, v})
]
, (10)

ηψ =
z⊥
2

[ N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c
[h2(c, c⊥, v)− h3(c, c⊥, v)]ε

− N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c
[h1(c, c⊥, v) + h2(c, c⊥, v)− 3h3(c, c⊥, v)]

− Fdis({Γi}, v)
]
, (11)

ηφ =
z⊥
2

[ N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c
[h2(c, c⊥, v)− h3(c, c⊥, v)]ε

− N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c
[3h1(c, c⊥, v) + h2(c, c⊥, v)− 4h3(c, c⊥, v)]

+
g2

4πv
− 3Fdis({Γi}, v)

]
+

ΓM
2π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
,

(12)

and (iii) one-loop beta functions(βc, βc⊥ , βv, βg, βu1 ,
βu2

, βΓi , and βΓM ) are given by
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βv = vz⊥
N2
c − 1

2π2NcNf

g2

c
h3(c, c⊥, v), (13)

βc = z⊥
c

2

[ g2

4πv
− N2

c − 1

2π2NcNf

g2

c
[h1(c, c⊥, v)− h3(c, c⊥, v)]− 2Fdis({Γi}, v)

]
+

ΓM
2π2cc2⊥

(
1 +

3π

4

c⊥
c
κ
)εz⊥ + ε̄

ε+ ε̄
, (14)

βc⊥ = z⊥
c⊥
2

[ g2

4πv

(
1− 1

c2⊥

)
− N2

c − 1

2π2NcNf

g2

c
[h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)]− 2Fdis({Γi, v})

]

+
ΓM

π2c2c⊥

(
1 +

π

4

c⊥
c
κ
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
, (15)

βg = z⊥
g

2

[
− ε+

g2

4πv
− 1

4π3NcNf

g2

c

(
h4(c, c⊥, v) + π(N2

c − 1)[h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)− 2h3(c, c⊥, v)]
)

− Fdis({Γi}, v) + 2Gdis({Γi}, v)
]

+
gΓM

2π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
, (16)

βu1
= z⊥u1

[
− ε+

g2

2πv
− N2

c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c
[3h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)− 2h3(c, c⊥, v)]− 3Fdis({Γi, v})

+
1

2π2c2c⊥

(
(N2

c + 7)u1 +
2u2(2N2

c − 3)

Nc
+ 3

3 +N2
c

N2
c

u2
2

u1

)]
− 4u1ΓM
π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
)(

1− 3

2

u2

Ncu1

)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
, (17)

βu2 = z⊥u2

[
− ε+

g2

2πv
− N2

c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c
[3h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)− 2h3(c, c⊥, v)] +

1

π2c2c⊥

(
6u1 +

N2
c − 9

Nc
u2

)

− 3Fdis({Γi, v})
]
− 4u2ΓM
π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
, (18)

βΓi = z⊥Γi

[
− ε+

N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c
[h2(c, c⊥, v) + h3(c, c⊥, v)] +A

(1)
Γi

]
, (19)

βΓM = −(z⊥ε+ ε̄)ΓM + z⊥ΓM

[ g2

2πv
− N2

c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c
[4h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)− 3h3(c, c⊥, v)]− 4Fdis({Γi, v})

+
N2
c + 1

π2c⊥c2

(
u1 +

1

Nc
u2

)]
, (20)

where functions Fdis({Γi}, v), Gdis({Γi}, v) and
hi(c, c⊥, v)(i = 1, 2, 3, 4) are given in the Appendix
D. In the beta functions of random charge potential

vertices, A
(1)
Γi

is a coefficient of the 1
ε -pole in the random

charge potential vertex counter term AΓi , given by

A
(1)
Γi

= limε→0 εAΓi . Here, we choose the high-energy
convention for signs of the beta functions. As a result,
the coupling constant α increases when βα < 0 while it
decreases when βα > 0 in the low energy limit.

We point out that there is no contribution of Γ2
M -term

in the beta function βΓM (Eq. (20)). The absence of the
Γ2
M -term is due to the non-local structure of the regular-

ized effective action related to the random boson mass.

Before proceeding further, let us introduce ways to sim-
plify the analysis of the beta functions.

First, the number of the random charge potential ver-
tices is reduced from 27 to 15. The original random
charge potential vertices of 27-channels can be simplified
into 15 groups that are classified into three categories;
‘Direct’, ‘Exchange’, and ‘Umklapp’. The resulting cate-
gories and groups are given as follows:

Direct:

{
ΓdG1 = {Γ0, ∆0}, ΓdG2 = {Γdθ1 , Γdπ−θ1}
ΓdG3 = {Γdθ2 , Γdπ−θ2}, ΓdG4 = {Γdπ/2}

}
,

Exchange:





ΓeG5 = {Γeθ1 , ∆θ1}, ΓeG6 = {Γeπ−θ1 , ∆π−θ1}
ΓeG7 = {Γeθ2 , ∆θ2}, ΓeG8 = {Γeπ/2, ∆π/2}
ΓeG9 = {Γeπ−θ2 , ∆π−θ2}, ΓeG10 = {∆π}



 ,

Umklapp:





ΓuG11 = {Υ0, Υd
θ1
}, ΓuG12 = {Ξdθ2 , Ξdπ/2}

ΓuG13 = {Ξdθ1 , Ξeθ2}, ΓuG14 = {Υe
θ1
}

ΓuG15 = {Ξeθ1 , Ξeπ/2}





If the initial values of disorder scattering channels are
set to be the same within the same group, the RG flows
are the same within the same group. Instead of the orig-
inal 27 disorder channels, these 15 groups are used in
RG analysis for simplicity. Therefore we provide counter
terms of the random charge potential vertices in terms of
these reduced channels only (Appendix D).

Secondly, in the RG analysis, we use the following di-

mensionless parameters given by s = c⊥
c , w = v

c , λ = g2

v ,

κi = ui
c2c⊥

, γM = ΓM
c2c2⊥

to analyze RG-flows. These pa-



10

rameters show relative magnitudes of interaction and dis-
order with respect to kinetic energy. In this respect, the
dimensionless parameters play the role of actual expan-
sion parameters in the RG analysis, analogous to the Fine

structure constant α = 1
4πε0

e2

~c in quantum electrodynam-

ics. Therefore, RG flows of the dimensionless parameters
are more important to identify the low energy proper-
ties than that of the original parameters. As a result, we
use beta functions of the dimensionless parameters in the
RG analysis. Rewritten RG beta functions in terms of
dimensionless parameters are given as follows

βc⊥ = z⊥
c⊥
2

[ λ
4π

(
1− 1

c2⊥

)
− N2

c − 1

2π2NcNf
wλ[h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)]− 2Fdis({Γi, v})

]
+
c⊥γM
π2

(
1 +

π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
,

(21)

βw = w

[
z⊥

{
− λ

8π
+

N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf
λw
(
h1(c, c⊥, v) + h3(c, c⊥, v)

)
+ Fdis({Γi, v})

}
− γM

2π2

(
1 +

3π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (22)

βλ = λ

[
z⊥

{
− ε+

λ

4π
− λw

4π3NcNf

(
h4(c, c⊥, v) + π(N2

c − 1)[h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)]
)
− Fdis({Γi, v})

+ 2Gdis({Γi, v})
}

+
γM
π2

(
1 +

π

2
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (23)

βκ1 = κ1

[
z⊥

{
− ε+

λ

8π

(
1 +

1

c2⊥

)
+

1

2π2

(
(N2

c + 7)κ1 +
2(2N2

c − 3)

Nc
κ2 +

3(3 +N2
c )

N2
c

κ2
2

κ1

)}

− γM
π2

{
3(2 + πκs)− 6

(
1 +

π

2
κs
) 1

Nc

κ2

κ1

}
z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (24)

βκ2
= κ2

[
z⊥

{
− ε+

λ

8π

(
1 +

1

c2⊥

)
+

1

π2

(
6κ1 +

N2
c − 9

Nc
κ2

)}
− γM
π2

3(2 + πκs)
z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (25)

βΓi = z⊥Γi

[
− ε+

N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf
wλ[h2(c, c⊥, v) + h3(c, c⊥, v)] +A

(1)
Γi

]
(26)

βγM = γM

[
− (z⊥ε+ ε̄) + z⊥

{
λ

4π

1

c2⊥
− N2

c − 1

4π2NcNf
λw
(
h2(c, c⊥, v)− h3(c, c⊥, v)

)
+
N2
c + 1

π2

(
κ1 +

1

Nc
κ2

)}

− γM
π2

(
3 +

5π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
. (27)

Thirdly, we consider the case of Nc = 2 and Nf = 1
for ‘physical relevance’ in the analysis. Since the boson
self-interaction vertex u2 is identical to the u1 vertex in
the case of Nc less than 4 [13], we keep u2 or κ2 to be
zero in the remaining parts.

Finally, to present RG-analysis in a systematic way, we
first consider three limiting cases where one of parameter
among the Yukawa interaction vertex (λ), the random
charge-potential vertex (Γi), and the random boson mass
vertex (γM ) is set to zero: (i) No Yukawa interaction case
(No-YI case: λ = 0, Γi 6= 0, γM 6= 0), (ii) No random
charge potential case (No-rCP case: λ 6= 0, Γi = 0, γM 6=
0), and (iii) No random-boson mass case (No-rBM case:
λ 6= 0, Γi 6= 0, γM = 0). Based on the analysis of limiting
cases, we discuss the general case with all ingredients.

Figure 9 shows the three-dimensional RG flows

in two parameter spaces, (i) (ΓdG1, sγM , λ) and (ii)
(ΓdG1, sγM , κ1). Green-colored, red-colored, orange-
colored, and pink-colored lines in these figures represent
the RG flows of the clean case, No-YI case, No-rCP case,
and No-rBM case, respectively. Blue-colored ones repre-
sent the RG flows of the general case. The green dot,
orange dot, and red dashed lines show fixed points or a
line of each case. In Table I, the summary of the fixed
points and RG flows is given. In the remaining parts of
the section, our presentation focuses on physical aspects
of these fixed points and low-energy RG flows instead of
technical details of the analysis. For technical details of
analysis about RG flows and fixed points, we would like
to refer to Appendix E.
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Clean 
NFL FP

0.151.0

Random Mass  
Disordered NFL FP

(a) RG flows in the parameter space of (λ,ΓdG1, sγM ).

Clean 
NFL FP

Random Mass  
Disordered NFL FP

(b) RG flows in the parameter space of (κ1,Γ
d
G1, sγM ).

FIG. 9: RG flows with several initial conditions. Green,
orange, red, and pink colored flow lines correspond to

those of four limiting cases: (0) Green: Clean Case
(Γi = γM = 0), (i) Orange: No random charge potential
(Γi = 0), (ii) Red: No Yukawa interaction (λ = 0), and

(iii) Pink: No random boson mass (γM = 0). Blue
colored flow lines correspond to the RG flows of the
general case (λ 6= 0, Γi 6= 0, and γM 6= 0). There are
two unstable fixed points; Clean Non-Fermi Liquid

Fixed Point (green dot) and Random Mass Disordered
Non-Fermi Liquid Fixed Point (orange dot). The

dashed red line denotes an unstable fixed line with fixed
values of κ1 and sγM . Detailed values of these fixed
points and lines are given in Appendix E. For this
numerical plots, we used ε = ε̄ = 0.01, vc = 0.05,

Nf = 1, Nc = 2, and κ = 1.

1. (i) No Yukawa interaction (No-YI) case & (ii) No
random charge potential (No-rCP) case

First, we consider two limiting cases; (i) No-YI case
and (ii) No-rCP case at the same time since they share
some common points.

In the No-YI case (red lines in Fig. 9), boson and

Case Fixed point RG flow Remarks

No-YI
(red line)

(sγM )∗, κ∗1
(red dashed

line,
Appendix

E 0 b)

(sγM )→ (sγM )∗,

κ1 → κ∗1,

ΓdG1 ↗,

Oscillating
flow

No-rCP
(orange line)

(sγM )∗, κ∗1,
λ∗

(orange dot,
Appendix

E 0 c)

(sγM )→ (sγM )∗,

κ1 → κ∗1,

λ→ λ∗

Oscillating
flow, Ref. [20]

No-rBM
(pink line)

No
κ1 ↘, λ↗,

ΓdG1 ↗
Ref. [21]

General
(blue line)

No
κ1 ↘, λ↗,

ΓdG1 ↗, sγM ↘
same to the

No-rBM case

TABLE I: Summary of the one-loop RG flows

fermion fields are decoupled from each other. Then, the
boson sector is reduced to the model studied by Kirk-
patrick and Belitz [20]. One difference is that the effect
of the Landau damping on the boson dynamics disap-
pears in the No-YI case. There is a stable fixed point
specified with finite values of the effective random boson
mass vertex (sγM ) and the effective boson self-interaction
vertex (κ1), represented by the red dashed lines in Fig 9.
Here, we use the same name ‘Long-range-ordered’ fixed
point as that of Ref. [20]. Additionally, oscillating pat-
terns of the RG flows [20] are observed as shown in Fig.
26 (Appendix E 0 b). This oscillating pattern originates
from the interplay between the random boson mass ver-
tex (γM ) and the boson self-interaction vertex (κ1). See
Appendix E 0 b for technical details.

In the No-rCP case (orange lines in Fig. 9), we ob-
tain similar low energy behaviors of κ1 and sγM to the
No-YI case. There is a stable fixed point specified with
finite values of λ, sγM , and κ1 with an oscillating pat-
tern as shown in Fig. 9 and in Fig. 27 of Appendix
E 0 c. As in the No-YI case, the interplay between γM
and κ1 causes the oscillating pattern. However, unlike
the No-Yi case, fermion and boson fields are coupled to
each other through a finite Yukawa interaction in the
low energy limit. Since the Yukawa interaction is taken
into account in this case, the fixed point might be more
closely related to that discussed in Ref. [20], where the
Landau damping term is considered in the dispersion of
the boson dynamics. We call this fixed point ‘random-
mass disordered non-Fermi liquid’ fixed point as shown
in Fig. 9.

To clarify the role of the random boson mass vertex on
the clean system, we compare the low energy physics of
the No-rCP case and the clean case. See Appendix E 0 c
for detailed analysis on the beta functions of the No-rCP
case. With a setting ε = ε̄ = 0.01, Nc = 2, Nf = 1, fixed
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points of the clean and the No-rCP case are specified by
following numerical values of the parameters:

Clean case: c∗⊥ = 1, w∗ ≈ 0.67, λ∗ = 0.21, κ∗1 = 0.

No-rCP case: c∗⊥ = 0.856, w∗ = 1.035, λ∗ = 0.144,

κ∗1 = 0.055, (sγM )∗ = 0.03.

Compared to the clean case, the boson velocity along the
co-dimensional direction (c⊥) and the effective Yukawa
interaction parameter (λ) decrease while the ratio be-
tween boson and fermion velocity (w = v/c) and the
effective boson self-interaction parameter (κ1) increase.
Mathematically, it can be understood from the beta func-
tions. In βc⊥ (Eq. (21)) and βλ (Eq. (23)), there are
terms proportional to γM with a positive sign. This
means that the random boson mass vertex gives screening
to these variables. In contrast, there are terms propor-
tional to γM with a negative sign in the beta functions
βw (Eq. (22)) and βκ1

(Eq. (24)) which give the anti-
screening. As a result, the fixed point values of c⊥ and λ
are reduced while those of w and κ1 are enhanced com-
pared to the clean case.

The above discussion can be translated into more phys-
ical terms.

First, the random boson mass vertex leads the boson
dynamics to be localized. As a result, boson velocities
c and c⊥ are reduced and the velocity ratio w = v/c is
enhanced.

Second, the reduction of the effective Yukawa interac-
tion (λ) can be explained by the reduced correlation of
boson fields due to the random boson mass fluctuations.
The reduced correlation between boson fields in the low
energy limit is reflected in the increasing anomalous di-
mension of boson fields ηφ in Eq. (12) by the random
boson mass vertex. Here the increasing anomalous di-
mension of boson fields can be physically interpreted as
loss of the quasi-particleness of boson field in the low en-
ergy limit. Since boson fields mediate the Yukawa inter-
action between fermion fields, the reduced correlation of
boson fields leads to the reduced effective Yukawa inter-
action. This physical interpretation is confirmed by the
term proportional to the ΓM coming from the anomalous
dimension of boson (ηφ) with a positive sign in the beta
function of the Yukawa interaction (g).

Finally, let us consider the effective boson self-
interaction parameter (κ1). Enhancement of κ1 in the
No-rCP case is due to two factors. The first one is the
reduction of boson velocities (c and c⊥), discussed pre-
viously. This results in a reduction of the boson kinetic
energy and leads to enhancement of κ1, which is the ratio
between the boson self-interaction energy and the boson
kinetic energy. The second factor is that the boson self-
interaction u1 gets an anti-screening effect from one-loop
corrections by the random boson mass vertex, shown in
Fig. 8e.

2. (iii) No random boson mass (No-rBM) case & (iv)
General case

Detailed analysis on the general case in Appendix E 0 e
shows that the random boson mass vertex becomes irrele-
vant in the low energy limit within the phase space where
the one-loop RG analysis remains to be valid. However,
it turns out that the oscillating RG flows observed in the
No-Yi and No-rCP cases reduce the one-loop valid phase
space and lead the RG flow to the phase space where the
random boson mass vertex becomes relevant. In this re-
spect, we will discuss possible low energy physics involved
with the random boson mass vertex beyond the one-loop
RG analysis in section III C. Here, we presume the irrel-
evance of the random boson mass vertex in the one-loop
RG analysis and discuss the role of random charge poten-
tial vertices in the two-dimensional clean SDW quantum
criticality.

Direct

Exchange

Umklapp

0 10 20 30 40
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

(a) RG flows of all scattering channels

0 10 20 30 40
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

(b) RG flows of scattering channels in the ‘Exchange’
and the ‘Umklapp’ categories only

FIG. 10: RG flows of all random charge potential
vertices {Γi} in the general case. Here, red, orange and,

blue-colored lines denote scattering channels in the
‘Direct’, the ‘Exchange’, and the ‘Umkalpp’ categories,
respectively. We used ε = ε̄ = 0.01, vc = 0.05, Nf = 1,

Nc = 2, and κ = 1.

First, we consider low energy behaviors of random
charge potential vertices. Figure 10 shows the RG flows
of the 15 groups of random charge potential vertices,
which are classified into three categories (‘Direct’, ‘Ex-
change’, ‘Umklapp’). The scattering channels in the
‘Direct’ category rapidly increase and become the most
dominant channels in the low energy limit as shown in
Fig. 10a. In the case of the channels in the ‘Exchange’
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and ‘Umklapp’ categories, they first show decreasing RG
flows. However, the channels in the ‘Exchange’ category
change the flows and increase in the low energy limit
while those in the ‘Umklapp’ category keep decreasing
as shown in Fig. 10b. These different low-energy RG
flows between the channels in the different categories is

understood mainly from the sign of the term A
(1)
Γi

in the

beta function βΓi (Eq. (19)). Here, A
(1)
Γi

is a counter term
of the random charge potential vertex. For the channels

in the ‘Direct’ and ‘Exchange’, the signs of the A
(1)
Γi

terms
are negative which means that they give rise to an anti-
screening effect to ΓDirect/Exchange. On the other hand,

the signs of the A
(1)
Γi

terms are positive for the channels in
the Umklapp category which results in the screening of
ΓUmklapp. See Appendix D for details of one-loop coun-

terterms (A
(1)
Γi

) of the random charge vertices. To under-
stand the reason for the different RG flows between the
‘Direct’ and the ‘Exchange’ categories, we need to con-

sider the second term proportional to g2

c in the Eq. (19).
This term comes from the wave function renormalization
constant of the fermion fields (Zψ) and gives a screening
effect to the Γi. Physically, it can be interpreted as a re-
duction of the ballistic scattering by the charge impurity
due to loss of the quasi-particleness by the Yukawa in-
teraction. However, for channels in the ‘Direct’ category,

the second term (∼ g2

c ) is almost canceled by one-loop

corrections in A
(1)
ΓDirect

involving both the Yukawa and the
random charge potential vertices due to the Ward iden-
tity while this does not happen for the channels in the
‘Exchange’ category. Moreover, there are more channels
to give anti-screening in the case of the ‘Direct’ category,
compared to the case of the ‘Exchange’ category. As a re-
sult, scattering channels in the ‘Direct’ category increase
much faster than those in the ‘Exchange’ category.

Now we discuss the low energy behaviors of other
parameters; c⊥, w, λ, and κ1. We find that the
effective Yukawa interaction (λ) converges to a value
4πFdis({Γi, v}) in the low energy limit. Since the term
Fdis({Γi, v}) is proportional to ΓdG1, it is a rapidly in-
creasing function in the low energy limit. Therefore the
effective Yukawa potential (λ) increases in the low energy
limit as shown in Fig. 28 (Appendix E 0 d) and Fig. 29
(Appendix E 0 e). This low energy behavior of the effec-
tive Yukawa interaction determines the low energy behav-
iors of c, w, and κ1. Substituting λ with 4πFdis({Γi, v})
into the beta functions of βc⊥ (Eq. (21)), βw (Eq. (22)),
and βκ1 (Eq. (24)), it is found that βc gets strong anti-
screening while both βw and βκ1 obtain strong screening
effects by random charge potential vertices. As a result,
c⊥ increases rapidly while both w and κ1 decrease in the
low energy limit. For more detailed analysis, see Ap-
pendix E 0 e. A summary of the one-loop RG flows of
the parameters for the general case is given in Table II.

Since γM and sγM decrease in the low energy limit,
the RG flows for the general case become the same as
that for the No-rBM case where γM and sγM are set to

One-loop RG flows of the general case

ΓDirect/Exchange ↗, ΓUmklapp ↘
γM ↘, sγM ↘
c⊥ ↗, w ↘

λ→ 4πFdis({Γi, v})↗, κ1 ↘

TABLE II: Summary of One-loop RG-flows in the
general case. Here ΓDirect/Exchange/Umklapp denote
scattering vertices of three types of random charge

potentials, ‘Direct’, ‘Exchange’, and ‘Umklapp’,
respectively.

be zero. These low-energy RG flows are the almost same
to that obtained in Ref. [21].

To understand these results in more physical terms,
we first define ‘physical’ velocities of fermion and boson,
which take into account renormalized scaling dimensions
of the time (zτ ) and the extended spatial coordinate (z⊥).

Here, we consider a ratio given by velocity×time
distance to define

the physical velocities. If this ratio becomes larger in the
low energy limit, we interpret it as physical velocity is
increasing. We employ a fact that time and spatial coor-
dinates are transformed as follows under the RG trans-
formation in defining the physical velocities: τ → b−zτ τ ,
X⊥ → b−z⊥X⊥, xd−1 → b−1xd−1, and xd → b−1xd
where b is a scaling parameter larger than 1.

First, let us consider fermion fields. There is only
one velocity parameter v which is a perpendicular com-
ponent to the nesting vector Q. Therefore we intro-
duce two more velocities of V⊥ and v|| which are par-
allel components to the X⊥ direction and the nesting
vector Q, respectively. In our setting, V⊥ and v|| are
set to 1 and their values are not changed under the
RG transformation. Then, the ratios velocity×time

distance of the
fermion fields evolve under the RG transformation as
follows: V⊥|τ |

|X⊥| → bz⊥−zτ V⊥|τ ||X⊥| ,
v|||τ |
|x||| → b1−zτ

v|||τ |
|x||| and

v|τ |
|x⊥| → bdim[v]+1−zτ v|τ |

|x⊥| where dim[v] is a dimension of v

given by dim[v] = −βvv . From the above transformations

of the velocity×time
distance ratios, we can define following physical

velocities Ṽ⊥, ṽ||, and ṽ: Ṽ⊥ = bz⊥−zτV⊥, ṽ|| = b1−zτ v||
and ṽ = b1−zτ v. Here, both scaling dimensions zτ and
z⊥ are introduced into the definitions of the physical ve-
locities. From the above definitions, it is straightforward
to know the scaling dimensions of the physical veloci-
ties, given by dim[Ṽ⊥] = z⊥ − zτ , dim[ṽ||] = 1 − zτ and

dim[ṽ] = dim[v] + 1− zτ where dim[v] = −βvv . By using
the one-loop results of the zτ (Eq. (10)), z⊥ (Eq. (9)),
and βv (Eq. (13)), we obtain one-loop scaling dimensions



14

of the fermion physical velocities as follows

dim[Ṽ⊥] = −z⊥
[ N2

c − 1

4π2NcNf
wλ[h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)]

+ Fdis({Γi}, v)
]

(28a)

dim[ṽ||] = −z⊥
[ N2

c − 1

4π2NcNf
wλ[h1(c, c⊥, v)− h3(c, c⊥, v)]

+ Fdis({Γi, v})
]

(28b)

dim[ṽ] = −z⊥
[ N2

c − 1

4π2NcNf
wλ[h1(c, c⊥, v) + h3(c, c⊥, v)]

+ Fdis({Γi, v})
]
. (28c)

Next, we consider boson fields. There are two veloc-
ity parameters, c⊥ and c. Following the same procedure
as the above, we obtain physical velocities of the boson
fields as follows c̃⊥ = bz⊥−zτ c⊥, c̃ = b1−zτ c. Resulting
scaling dimensions of the physical velocities are given by
dim[c̃⊥] = dim[c⊥]+z⊥−zτ and dim[c̃] = dim[c]+1−zτ
where dim[c⊥] = −βc⊥c⊥ and dim[c] = −βcc . Using the

one-loop of the zτ (Eq. (10)), z⊥ (Eq. (9)), βc (Eq.
(14)), and βc⊥ (Eq. (15)), we find the following one-loop
scaling dimensions of the boson physical velocities

dim[c̃⊥] = −z⊥
2

λ

4π

(
1− 1

c2⊥

)
− γM

(
1 +

π

4
sκ
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
,

(29a)

dim[c̃] = −z⊥
2

λ

4π
− γM

2π2

(
1 +

3π

4
sκ
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
. (29b)

Now we are ready to interpret the one-loop RG flows
for the general case (Table II) in physical terms, based
on the one-loop scaling dimensions of physical velocities
for fermions (Eq. (28)) and bosons (Eq. (29)).

First, let us discuss the implications of the one-loop
RG flows on the physical velocities of boson and fermion
fields. The physical velocities of fermions (ṽ, ṽ||, Ṽ⊥)
(Eqs. (28)) decrease rapidly in the low energy limit due
to the term Fdis({,Γi, v}) which is proportional to the
ΓdG1. Physically, it means that fermion fields become
strongly localized in the low energy limit by the random
charge impurity. The physical velocities of bosons (c̃⊥,
c̃||) (Eq. (29)) also decrease in the low energy limit. How-
ever, it is mainly due to Yukawa interaction (λ), which
is converging to the value of 4πFdis(Γi, v), rather than
random mass vertex (γM ) since the random boson mass
becomes irrelevant in the low energy limit. As a result,
both fermion and boson fields become localized in the
low energy limit but by different mechanisms. However,
a more important thing in understanding the low energy
physics is the fact that which field between fermion and
boson is more localized. It is determined from ratios
between the physical velocities of fermions and those of
bosons. One of them is ṽ

c̃ which turns out to be same as
w = v

c . In the general case, w decreases at low energies,
which means that the Fermion field is more localized than

the Boson field. As discussed above it is because that the
fermion field becomes localized by the random charge po-
tential, which is the most dominant vertex in the general
case, directly while the boson field gets effect from the
random charge potential indirectly through the Yukawa
interaction.

Next, the enhancement of the effective Yukawa interac-
tion λ in the general case is understood in the following
way. Here, the effective Yukawa interaction is a ratio
between the interaction energy and the kinetic energy
of fermions. Naively, we can think that reduced phys-
ical velocities of fermions cause the enhanced effective
Yukawa interactions since the kinetic energy of fermions
is reduced. However as we discuss in section III B 1, the
correlation of the boson fields or more specifically wave
function renormalization constant of the boson field also
needs to be considered in understanding the low-energy
RG-flows of the effective Yukawa interaction (λ). In this
case, the reduction of the fermion kinetic energy due to
random charge-potential vertices is larger than the re-
duction of the boson correlations due to the Yukawa in-
teraction. Therefore it results in the enhancement of the
effective Yukawa interaction. However, there can appear
an opposite case which will be discussed in the next sec-
tion III C.

Finally, let us discuss the physical meaning of the de-
creasing effective boson self-interaction κ1 in the low en-
ergy limit. The effective boson self-interaction parameter
κ1 is defined as a ratio between the boson self-interaction
energy and the boson kinetic energy. Therefore it seems
that κ1 would increase since the boson kinetic energy
decreases in the low energy limit. However, as pointed
out above in the case of the effective Yukawa interaction
λ, quasi-particleness, more directly, the wave-function
renormalization of the boson field (Zφ) also has to be con-
sidered. In the anomalous dimension of boson fields ηφ
(Eq. (12)), a term proportional to the effective Yukawa
interaction λ becomes dominant in the low energy limit,
which results from the boson self-energy diagram (Fig.
7b). This is the ‘Landau damping’ effect. Due to the Lan-
dau damping, the boson self-interaction acquires screen-

ing as explicitly shown by the term g2

2πv in βu1
(Eq. (17)).

Additionally, the boson self-interaction u1 screens itself
by one-loop corrections (Fig. 7d). Considering all these
effects on κ1, we find that κ1 decreases: The reduction of
the interaction energy u1 by both the Landau damping
and the self-screening is larger than the reduction of the
kinetic energy in this case.

3. Physical interpretations of the one-loop low energy state

Before proceeding to the next section, we would like to
give a comment on the physical interpretation given in
Ref. [21]. In the previous study, the authors speculated
that the low energy physics of the No-rBM case would be
a random singlet phase based on the fact that u1 diverges
in the low energy limit. However, as pointed out before,
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dimensionless parameters (w, λ, κi, γM ) should be con-
sidered in determining the low energy physics rather than
the original parameters (c, c⊥, v, g, ui, ΓM ). There-
fore the dimensionless variable κ1, the ratio between the
boson self-interaction energy and the boson kinetic en-
ergy, needs to be considered to determine the low en-
ergy physics rather than the u1 variable. In the No-rBM
phase, κ1 decreases in the low energy limit while u1 di-
verges. In this respect, we speculate that the low energy
state of boson fields is governed by the boson kinetic en-
ergy rather than the boson self-interaction energy. As a
result, it is unlikely for boson fields to form a random-
singlet phase. Additionally, we show that the effective
random boson mass vertex γM or sγM decreases in the
general case. It also supports that the ground state would
not be the random singlet phase. In the next section
III C, we discuss the possibility of the random singlet
phase when two-loop corrections are considered.

C. Incomplete two-loop RG analysis and
possibility of another strongly disordered phase

In the one-loop results, we have found that there is no
stable fixed point in the presence of the random charge
potential vertices. Therefore, to have stable fixed points,
we need to consider two-loop Feynman diagrams which
can give rise to a screening of the random charge vertices.
However, there are too many Feynman diagrams in the
two-loop level compared to the one-loop case. As a result,
here we only consider two-loop Feynman diagrams com-
posed of random charge potential vertices. Details of our
partial two-loop calculations and results can be found
in the Supplementary Material [42]. Unfortunately, it
turns out that there is still no stable fixed point and the
strengths of random charge potential vertices rather in-
crease by the partial two-loop diagrams. This further en-
hancement of the random charge potential vertices seems
to be consistent with the fact that the random charge dis-
order cannot be screened by the disorder scattering itself
in two dimensional systems: Anderson localization [45].
To find a stable fixed point, it appears that we should
consider other two-loop Feynman diagrams coming from
combinations of Yukawa interactions and random charge
potential vertices.

Up to now, we have focused on a way to screen the
random charge potential vertices since one-loop results
are broken down by the run-away flow of the random
charge potential vertices. However, there is another non-
trivial way that one-loop analysis breaks down by the in-
terplay between the random boson mass vertex (γM ) and
the effective boson self-interaction vertex (κ1). From the
one-loop analysis, we have seen there appears an oscillat-
ing RG flow of γM and κ1 in the section section III B 1.
Due to this oscillating behavior, one-loop RG flow be-
come more unstable with respect to the higher order cor-
rections [20]. As a result, we can argue that there is a
phase space where the one-loop analysis breaks down in

the early stage of the RG flow even before the random
charge potential vertices become large enough to break
the one-loop results. See Appendix F for the detailed
argument.

Since the one-loop result breaks down by the random
boson vertex and boson self-interaction vertex, we should
consider two-loop corrections to the random boson mass
and boson self-interaction vertices. Since the two-loop re-
sults of the random boson mass and boson self-interaction
vertices are already known [20], here we use the results
to discuss how these two-loop corrections change the low
energy physics. Let us suppose there is a parameter re-
gion with finite (sγM , κ1), where both γM and κ1 keep
increasing in the low energy limit due to such two-loop
order quantum corrections [20]. With this presumption,
we can argue that there is a parameter region where both
ΓdG1

γM
and λ decrease while both w and κ1 increase in the

low energy limit. See Appendix G for the detailed anal-
ysis.

Increasing w means that boson fields become more lo-
calized than fermion fields due to stronger random boson
mass vertex than the random charge potential vertices.
More localized boson fields result in the enhancement of
the effective boson self-interaction κ1. Additionally, since
the reduction of the correlation between the boson fields
is larger than the reduction of the fermion kinetic energy,
the effective Yukawa interaction λ decreases. Based on
the [20], we suspect that this low-energy RG flow arrives
at a fixed point which might correspond to the random-
singlet-like phase. The physical picture of the random-
singlet phase seems to be consistent with the possible RG
flows discussed here. For example, reduction of the effec-
tive Yukawa interaction (λ) can be understood by decou-
pling between boson and fermion fields due to the singlet
formation of the boson fields. This low-energy RG flow
is different from that of the No-rBM and the general case
discussed in Sec. III B 2. It seems that these two differ-
ent low-energy RG flows are determined by which disor-
der effects between the random charge potential and the
random boson mass are more dominant. To distinguish
these two different cases, we call two low-energy phase
spaces that have different RG flows a ‘random charge
potential dominant’ (RCPD) and a ‘random boson mass
dominant’ (RBMD) phase space, respectively. Figure 11
shows a schematic phase diagram in the parameter space
of the random charge potential and the random boson
mass. A blue-colored region corresponds to the RCPD
phase space while a red-colored region corresponds to the
RBMD phase space. Low-energy RG flows of these two
cases are summarized in Table III.

We have discussed two different low-energy RG flows
originating from the competition between two non-
magnetic quenched disorder effects in the presence of the
Yukawa interaction. However, this is not a complete re-
sult. As we discussed at first in this section, if the addi-
tional two-loop corrections, that can give rise to screening
to the random charge potential vertices, are considered,
there can be a stable fixed point within a finite phase
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Low-energy RG flows Remarks

RCPD phase
space

ΓdG1/γM , λ :↗,
w, κ1 :↘

No-rBM case
General case

RBMD phase
space

ΓdG1/γM , λ :↘,
w, κ1 :↗

random-singlet
like phase

TABLE III: Summary of the RG flows in two different
phase spaces in the low energy limit: ‘random charge

potential dominant’ (RCPD) and ‘random boson mass
dominant’ (RBMD) phase spaces. Here, ΓdG1 (γM ) are

the parameters of random charge potential vertices
(effective random boson mass vertex), w is the ratio of
ṽ to c̃, and λ (κ1) is the effective interaction parameter

of the Yukawa interaction (boson self-interaction).

FIG. 11: Schematic phase diagram. Arrows show RG
flows as lowering an energy scale. The red colored

region is an RBMD (‘random boson mass dominant’)
phase space while the blue colored region is an RCPD

(‘random charge potential dominant’) phase space. The
green point corresponds to the clean case. Here, the

‘Interacting LRO’ phase is not presented for simplicity.

space region. Outside of this finite phase space region,
we expect that the above two different RG flows would
appear.

IV. PHYSICAL PROPERTIES

Based on our one-loop RG analysis, we check out su-
perconducting instabilities for four pairing channels in
the low energy limit by calculating the anomalous di-
mensions of one-loop order.

A. Superconducting instabilities

Here, we consider four spin-singlet superconducting
channels, identified as most relevant ones in the previ-
ous study [13]: Two zero-momentum channels (g and

(a) zero-momentum
g-wave pairing

(b) zero-momentum
dx2−y2 -wave pairing

(c) 2kF -momentum
s-wave pairing

(d) 2kF -momentum
dxy-wave pairing

FIG. 12: Schematic figures for four types of
superconducting instability channels. Dotted lines
denote the different sign compared to plain lines.

n n̄

n̄ n

(a) From the Yukawa vertex

M M̃
n m

m n

(b) From the random charge
potential vertex

FIG. 13: One-loop Feynman diagrams for
superconducting instabilities.

dx2−y2) and two 2kF -momentum channels (s and dxy)
shown in Fig. 12, where explicit forms of these supercon-
ducting channels are given in Appendix H. There are two
one-loop Feynman diagrams depicted in Fig. 13 which
contribute to the anomalous dimensions of the supercon-
ducting channels.

Here, we only present the results. For details of the
calculations, see Appendix H. From the results (Eqs.
(H12)∼(H15)) in Appendix H, the RG beta functions of
the four superconducting vertices are given as follows

β∆0,i
= −

[
1 +

1

4π2

Nc + 1

NcNf

g2

c

(f (γd−1)
SC (c, c⊥, v)

2π

− (Nc − 1)h3(c, c⊥, v)
)]

∆0,i

= −(1 + γ∆0,i
)∆0,i (30)

β∆2kF ,i
= −

[
1 +

1

4π2

Nc + 1

NcNf

g2

c

(f (1̂)
SC(c, c⊥, v)

2π

− (Nc − 1)h3(c, c⊥, v)
)

+
Γ0 + Υ0

1 + v2

]
∆2kF ,i

= −(1 + γ∆2kF ,i
)∆2kF ,i, (31)

where superconducting order parameters are ∆0,i =
{∆0,g,∆0,dx2−y2} and ∆2kF ,i = {∆2kF ,dxy ,∆2kF ,s}. The



17

Clean Case

Disordered Case

0 10 20 30 40
0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

0.025

FIG. 14: The anomalous scaling dimension of two
zero-momentum superconducting instability channels
(∆0,g and ∆0,dx2−y2 ) for the clean case (red colored

line) and the disordered case (blue colored line with
Γi 6= 0, ΓM 6= 0). Here, we used ε = ε̄ = 0.01, Nf = 1,

Nc = 2, vc = 0.05, and κ = 1.

function f
(Ω̂)
SC (c, c⊥, v) is given by

f
(Ω̂)
SC (c, c⊥, v) =

π√
1 + v2

∫ 1

0

dx x(1− x)−1/2

×
(
x+ (1− x)c2⊥

)−1/2(
x+

c2

1 + v2
(1− x)

)−1/2

[ 1

x+ c2

1+v2 (1− x)
+ Sign(Ω̂)

(
− 1 +

1

x+ (1− x)c2⊥

)]
.

(
Sign(Ω̂) =

{ 1 when Ω̂ = 1̂

−1 when Ω̂ = γd−1

)
.

In the case of two zero-momentum superconducting
channels (∆0,i), there is a correction from the boson-
fermion interaction only (Eq. (30)), reproducing a sim-
ilar result to that in Ref. [13]. However, for the two
2kF -momentum superconducting channels (∆2kF ,i) we
find that there are additional corrections from the ran-
dom charge potential vertices (Eq. (31)). Two random
charge potential vertices Γ0 (Direct) and Υ0 (Umklapp)
enhance the superconductivity of the 2kF -momentum
pairing channels. As a result, the 2kF -momentum su-
perconducting instability channels are more favorable to
develop, compared to the zero-momentum superconduct-
ing channels in the presence of random charge potential
fluctuations.

From now on, we focus on how the zero-momentum
superconducting channel is affected by disorder scat-
tering. Despite there are no direct contributions from
the disorder vertices for the zero-momentum supercon-
ducting channels (∆0,i), there are indirect contributions
through the Yukawa coupling g, the boson velocity c,

f
(Ω̂)
SC (c, c⊥, v), and h3(c, c⊥, v) from the disorder effects.

Therefore, we calculate the anomalous dimensions of
the zero-momentum superconducting channel (γ∆0,i

) for
the clean case (Γi = ΓM = 0) and the general case
(Γi 6= 0, ΓM 6= 0) numerically and compare these results.
The numerical result of the anomalous dimensions γ∆0,i

for both the clean and disordered cases is shown in Fig.

14. The anomalous dimension of the zero-momentum su-
perconducting channels is suppressed in the disordered
case, compared to the clean case, which means that the
superconducting instability is suppressed by disorder ef-
fects.

It has been theoretically argued that superconductivity
(especially d-wave superconductivity) is developed at the
temperature before electrons near hot spots lose their co-
herence in the two-dimensional clean SDW quantum crit-
ical metallic system [18] and in the two-dimensional ne-
matic Ising quantum critical metallic system [23]. These
results are different from conventional phase diagrams
of quantum critical systems which usually show the
non-Fermi liquid state above the superconducting dome.
However, according to our results, d-wave superconduc-
tivity can be suppressed by the effects of disorders. Ad-
ditionally, from the discussion in section III, disorder ef-
fects enhance the effective Yukawa interaction in the low
energy limit. As a result, the present calculation shows a
possibility that the non-Fermi liquid state appears before
the superconducting dome in the presence of the disor-
der which is contrary to the results obtained in the clean
cases [18, 23].

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated the effects of the
general non-magnetic quenched disorder on the two-
dimensional spin-density-wave(SDW) quantum critical
metallic system using a perturbative renormalization
group method. As effects of the non-magnetic quenched
disorder, we considered (i) a random charge potential for
fermions and (ii) a random mass term for a SDW bo-
son order parameter. Particularly, we have taken into
account all possible scattering channels of the random
charge potential vertex among hot spots in a 2d SDW
metallic Fermi surface and classified them into three cat-
egories; ‘Direct’, ‘Exchange’ and ‘Umklapp’. To control
strong quantum fluctuations in two spatial dimensions,
we used two regularization methods at the same time in
the RG analysis: One is a co-dimensional regularization
technique for controlling two-dimensional Fermi-surface
fluctuations, and the other is a nonlocal-correlated ran-
dom mass probability method for controlling the random
boson mass fluctuation.

From the one-loop results, we found a weakly-
disordered 2d SDW quantum critical NFL fixed point
(Random Mass Disordered non-Fermi liquid phase) in
the one-loop RG analysis when only random boson mass
vertex is considered. However, scattering channels from
the random charge potential destabilize this dirty SDW
NFL fixed point to have a run-away RG flow in the gen-
eral case. This low energy run-away RG-flow is driven by
both large random charge potential vertices of the ‘Di-
rect’ category and the effective Yukawa interaction. On
the other hand, random charge potential vertices of the
‘Umklapp’ category, the effective boson self-interaction,
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and the effective random boson mass vertex, become ir-
relevant in the low energy limit. We have discussed these
low-energy RG flows in more physical terms, based on the
dimensionless parameters and physical velocities. Fur-
thermore, we performed a two-loop level RG analysis to
find a stable 2d SDW disordered NFL fixed point in the
general case. To find a stable fixed point, we examined a
screening of the random charge potential vertices by the
two-loop diagrams. Unfortunately, we finished our two-
loop level RG analysis only for renormalization effects
from random charge potential vertices due to its com-
plexity. It turns out that these two-loop diagrams do not
screen the random charge potential vertices in the ‘Di-
rect’ category, but rather increase them. We speculate
that the two-loop diagrams involving the Yukawa interac-
tion should be considered for the screening of the random
charge potential vertices. Despite a stable fixed point is
not found for the general case, we revealed the possibil-
ity of another disordered phase space by considering the
two-loop corrections to the random boson mass vertex
based on the one-loop analysis and the work done by
Kirkpatrick and Belitz [20]. In another disordered phase
space, we have found that the random boson mass ver-
tex is the most dominant vertex which is different from
the general case in the one-loop results where the ran-
dom charge potential vertices are the most dominant.
As a result, we called these two different cases a ‘random
charge potential dominant’ (RCPD) phase space and a
‘random boson mass dominant’ (RBMD) phase space,
respectively. Additionally, we have discussed the physi-
cal properties of the ‘RBMD’ phase space in relation to
the random singlet phase.

Regarding physical properties, we discussed anomalous
dimensions of four superconducting channels considered
by Sur and Lee [13]. We found that a zero-momentum
d−wave superconducting channel is suppressed due to
effects of disorders while the superconducting channels
with 2kF -momentum are enhanced. From the result of
the zero momentum d−wave superconducting channel,
we argued about how the disorder affects can change a
phase diagram of a clean non-fermi liquid state with a
superconducting dome discussed in Refs. [18, 23]

Now, we point out some limitations and technical dif-
ficulties in this research direction, regarding both inter-
action and disorder in strongly coupled quantum critical
metallic systems:

• In our research, we considered only hot spot
fermions. However, we have to take into account
fermions at cold regions in the presence of disor-
der effects. Especially, to investigate transport phe-
nomena, it is essential to consider all the fermions
at the Fermi surface.

• Related to the first point, the patch construction
for non-Fermi liquid physics near quantum critical-
ity is not justified in the presence of disorder effects.

• There are some artifacts coming from our regu-

larization methods. The co-dimensional regular-
ization method generates new random charge po-
tential vertices beyond the original lattice model,
which originates from explicit translation symme-
try breaking. The correlated random boson mass
probability regularization method does not allow
physically possible loop corrections to the random
boson mass vertex (ΓM ) due to its non-local na-
ture. These are the cost of making the interaction
and disorder vertices marginal.

• When we take into account not only Yukawa inter-
action but also effects of disorders perturbatively,
there are too many Feynman diagrams we need to
consider. It is an incredibly difficult task to cal-
culate all relevant diagrams beyond the one-loop
level. Additionally, it is difficult to justify or figure
out the controllability of the results.

To overcome these limitations and technical difficul-
ties, alternative approaches can be considered to study
the effects of disorders on non-fermi liquid systems. Most
popular approaches recently are based on SYK-like mod-
els [26–29, 32–36]. In these SYK-like models, the effects
of disorders are simplified by considering all-to-all scat-
tering processes and employing large numbers of fermion
and boson species (N , M). In the large N , M limit, it is
possible to obtain fully self-consistent Green’s functions.
Another approach less popular but promising is to con-
sider disorder effects at the non-Fermi liquid fixed point
directly [37]. Since the starting point is the non-fermi
liquid fixed point instead of the clean fixed point, inter-
action effects are already incorporated in a controllable
way. Only disorder effects need to be considered. The
main obstacle to this approach is that it is not easy to
identify the clean non-fermi liquid fixed in a controllable
way. In the case of the SDW quantum critical metallic
system, Schlief et al. [18] proposed a clean non-fermi liq-
uid fixed point including all possible relevant diagrams.
Therefore it would be interesting to investigate the effects
of disorders on the clean non-fermi liquid fixed point di-
rectly.
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Appendix A: Setting for the Renormalization Group Theory

1. Counterterms and renormalized effective field theory

We introduce a renormalized effective action, a counterterm action, and a bare effective action, respectively, as
follows

Seff,R =

R∑

a=1

[
4∑

n=1

Nc∑

σ=1

Nf∑

if=1

∫
dkΨ̄a

n,σ,if
[iγ0k0 + iΓ⊥ ·K⊥ + iγd−1εn(k; v)]Ψa

n,σ,if

+
1

4

∫
dq[q2

0 + c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2|q|2]Tr[Φa(−q)Φa(q)] + i
gµε/2√
Nf

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk

∫
dqΨ̄a

n̄,σ,if
(k + q)

× Φaσ,σ′(q)γd−1Ψa
n,σ,if

+
u1µ

ε

4

∫
dk1dk2dqTr[Φ

a(k1 + q)Φa(k2 − q)]Tr[Φa(k1)Φa(k2)]

+
u2µ

ε

4

∫
dk1dk2dqTr[Φ

a(k1 + q)Φa(k2 − q)Φa(k1)Φa(k2)]

]
−

R∑

a,b=1

∫
dω

2π

∫
dω′

2π

4∏

i=1

∫
ddki
(2π)d

(2π)d

×
[

27∑

i=1

Nf∑

if ,jf=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

Γiµ
−1+ε

2Nf
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

(
[Ψ̄a
n,σ,if

(ω,k1)Mi
nmΨa

m,σ,if
(ω,k2)]

× [Ψ̄b
k,σ′,jf (ω′,k3)M̃i

klΨ
b
l,σ′,jf (ω′,k4)] + · · ·

)
+

ΓMµ
ε+ε̄
(
|K1,⊥ + K2,⊥|α + κ|~k1 + ~k2|α

)

8

× Tr[Φa(ω,~k1) · Φa(ω,~k2)]Tr[Φb(ω′,~k3)Φb(ω′,~k4)]δ(k1 + k2 + k3 + k4)

]
, (A1)

Seff,C =
R∑

a=1

[
4∑

n=1

Nc∑

σ=1

Nf∑

if=1

∫
dkΨ̄a

n,σ,if

[
iA0γ0k0 + iA1Γ⊥ ·K⊥ + iA3γd−1εn

(
k;
A2

A3
v
)]

Ψa
n,σ,if

+
1

4

∫
dq[A4q

2
0 +A5c

2
⊥|Q⊥|2 +A6c

2|q|2]Tr[Φa(−q)Φa(q)] + iA7
gµε/2√
Nf

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk

∫
dqΨ̄a

n̄,σ,if
(k + q)

× Φaσ,σ′(q)γd−1Ψa
n,σ,if

+
A8u1µ

ε

4

∫
dk1dk2dqTr[Φ

a(k1 + q)Φa(k2 − q)]Tr[Φa(k1)Φa(k2)]

+
A9u2µ

ε

4

∫
dk1dk2dqTr[Φ

a(k1 + q)Φa(k2 − q)Φa(k1)Φa(k2)]

]
−

R∑

a,b=1

∫
dω

2π

∫
dω′

2π

4∏

i=1

∫
ddki
(2π)d

(2π)d

×
[ Nf∑

if ,jf=1

27∑

i=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

AΓiΓiµ
−1+ε

2Nf
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

(
[Ψ̄a
n,σ,if

(ω,k1)Mi
nmΨa

m,σ,if
(ω,k2)]

× [Ψ̄b
k,σ′,jf (ω′,k3)M̃i

klΨ
b
l,σ′,jf (ω′,k4)] + · · ·

)
+
AΓMΓMµ

ε+ε̄
(
|K1,⊥ + K2,⊥|α + κ|~k1 + ~k2|α

)

8

× Tr[Φa(ω,~k1) · Φa(ω,~k2)]Tr[Φb(ω′,~k3)Φb(ω′,~k4)]δ(k1 + k2 + k3 + k4)

]
, (A2)

Seff,B = Seff,R[Ψ→ ΨB , k → kB , g → gB , · · · ] (A3)

Here, µ is an energy scale introduced to make g, u1, u2, Γi, and ΓM dimensionless parameters. Ψa
n,σ,if

/Φaσ,σ′ and

Ψa
B,n,σ,if

/ΦB,σ,σ′ are renormalized and bare fermion/boson fields, respectively.

Considering Seff,B = Seff,R +Seff,C with introduction of renormalized constants as follows k0,B = k0Zτ , K⊥,B =
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K⊥Z⊥, ~kB = ~k, ΨB = Z
1/2
ψ Ψ, ΦB = Z

1/2
φ Φ, Zi = 1 +Ai, we obtain the following renormalization conditions

(ZψZ
d−2
⊥ Zτ )Zτ = Z0, (ZψZ

d−2
⊥ Zτ )Z⊥ = Z1, ZψZ

d−2
⊥ Zτ = Z3, (ZψZ

d−2
⊥ Zτ )vB = Z2v, (A4a)

(ZφZ
d−2
⊥ Zτ )Z2

τ = Z4, (ZφZ
d−2
⊥ Zτ )Z2

⊥c
2
⊥,B = Z5c

2
⊥, (ZφZ

d−2
⊥ Zτ )c2B = Z6c

2, (A4b)

(Zd−2
⊥ Zτ )2ZψZ

1/2
φ gB = Z7gµ

ε/2, (Zd−2
⊥ Zτ )3Z2

φu1,B = Z8u1µ
ε, (A4c)

(Zd−2
⊥ Zτ )3Z2

φu2,B = Z9u2µ
ε, (Zd−2

⊥ )3Z2
τZ

2
ψΓ̄j,B = µεZΓ̄j Γ̄j , (Zd−2

⊥ )3Z2
τZ

2
φΓM,B = µε+ε̄ZΓMΓM . (A4d)

Here, we used Γ̄i = ΓiΛFS , ZΓi = ZΓ̄i , and ΛFS = µΛFS,B .

2. Feynman rules

3. Renormalization Group Equations

a. Anomalous dimensions and renormalization group equations for v, c, c⊥, g, u1, u2, {Γi}, and ΓM

Anomalous scaling dimensions for fermions (ηψ), bosons (ηφ), k0 (zτ ), K⊥ (z⊥), and RG beta functions of v, c, c⊥,
g, u1, u2, {Γ̄i}, and ΓM are defined as follows:

ηψ =
1

2

∂ lnZψ
∂ lnµ

, ηφ =
1

2

∂ lnZφ
∂ lnµ

, zτ = 1 +
d lnZ0

d lnµ
, z⊥ = 1 +

d lnZ⊥
d lnµ

(A5a)

βv ≡
dv

d lnµ
, βc ≡

dc

d lnµ
, βc⊥ =

dc⊥
d lnµ

, βg ≡
dg

d lnµ
, βu1

≡ du1

d lnµ
, βu2

≡ du2

d lnµ
, βΓ̄i ≡

dΓ̄i
d lnµ

, βΓM ≡
dΓM
d lnµ

(A5b)

Considering dOB
d lnµ = 0 with these equations, where OB represents any bare or unrenormalized quantities such as

frequency and momentum, fermion and boson fields, and all the coupling constants, we obtain

−(lnZ0)′ + 2ηψ + (d− 2)(z⊥ − 1) + 2(zτ − 1) = 0, −(lnZ1)′ + 2ηψ + (d− 1)(z⊥ − 1) + (zτ − 1) = 0,

−(lnZ3)′ + 2ηψ + (d− 2)(z⊥ − 1) + (zτ − 1) = 0, −(lnZ4)′ + 2ηφ + (d− 2)(z⊥ − 1) + 3(zτ − 1) = 0,

βv = [(lnZ3)′ − (lnZ2)′]vr, βc =
1

2
[2ηφ + (d− 2)(z⊥ − 1) + (zτ − 1)− (lnZ6)′]cr

βc⊥ =
1

2
[2ηφ + d(z⊥ − 1) + (zτ − 1)− (lnZ5)′]c⊥,r, βg = [− ε

2
+ ηφ + 2ηψ + 2(d− 2)(z⊥ − 1) + 2(zτ − 1)− (lnZ7)′]g

βu1
= [−ε+ 4ηφ + 3(d− 2)(z⊥ − 1) + 3(zτ − 1)− (lnZ8)′]u1, βu2

= [−ε+ 4ηφ + 3(d− 2)(z⊥ − 1) + 3(zτ − 1)− (lnZ9)′]u2

βΓ̄i = [−ε+ 4ηψ + 3(d− 2)(z⊥ − 1) + 2(zτ − 1)− (lnZΓ̄i)
′]Γ̄i

βΓM = [−(ε+ ε̄) + 4ηφ + 3(d− 2)(z⊥ − 1) + 2(zτ − 1)− (lnZΓM )′]ΓM .
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where short hand notation of (lnZi)
′ ≡ d lnZi

d lnµ is used.

Solving these coupled equations, we find renormalization group equations for zτ , z⊥, ηψ, ηφ, βv, βc, βc⊥ , βg, βu1 ,
βu2 , βΓ̄i , and βΓM in terms of all the coupling constants and Zi. zτ , z⊥, ηψ and ηφ are given as follows

z⊥ =
[
1− ε̄

ε+ ε̄
ΓM (F̄

(1)
ΓM ,1

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,3

)
][

1 +
1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,1 − F

(1)
g,3 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
g,1 − F̄

(1)
g,3 )

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)
1,u1
− F (1)

3,u1

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
1,u1
− F̄ (1)

3,u1
)
)

+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,1
− F (1)

u2,3
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u2,1
− F̄ (1)

u2,3
)
)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,1
− F (1)

Γ̄i,3
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,1
− F̄ (1)

Γ̄i,3
)
)

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
ΓM (F̄

(1)
ΓM ,1

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,3

)
]−1

(A6)

zτ = − ε̄

ε+ ε̄
ΓM (F̄

(1)
ΓM ,0

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,1

) + z⊥
[
1 +

1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,1 − F

(1)
g,0 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
g,1 − F̄

(1)
g,0 )

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)
u1,1
− F (1)

u1,0

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u1,1
− F̄ (1)

u1,0
)
)

+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,1
− F (1)

u2,0
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u2,1
− F̄ (1)

u2,0
)
)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,1
− F (1)

Γ̄i,0
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,1
− F̄ (1)

Γ̄i,0
)
)

+ ΓM
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
ΓM ,1

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,0

)
]
, (A7)

ηψ = −1

2

[
z⊥
[
1 +

1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,0 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
F̄

(1)
g,0

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)
u1,0

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
F̄

(1)
u1,0

)
+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,0

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
F̄

(1)
u2,0

)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,0
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,0

)
+ ΓM

ε

ε+ ε̄
F̄

(1)
ΓM ,0

]
+

ε̄

ε+ ε̄
ΓM F̄

(1)
ΓM ,0

+ 2zτ − 3

]
+
z⊥ − 1

2
ε (A8)

ηφ = −1

2

[
z⊥
[
1 +

1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,4 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
F̄

(1)
g,4

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)
u1,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
F̄

(1)
u1,4

)
+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
F̄

(1)
u2,4

)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,4
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,4

)
+ ΓM

ε

ε+ ε̄
F̄

(1)
ΓM ,4

]
+

ε̄

ε+ ε̄
ΓM F̄

(1)
ΓM ,4

+ 3zτ − 4

]
+
z⊥ − 1

2
ε (A9)

and βv, βc, βc⊥ , βg, βu1 , βu2 , βΓ̄i , and βΓM are given by

βv = v

[
z⊥
[1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,2 − F

(1)
g,3 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
g,2 − F̄

(1)
g,3 )

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)
u1,2
− F (1)

u1,3
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u1,2
− F̄ (1)

u1,3
)
)

+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,2
− F (1)

u2,3
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u2,2
− F̄ (1)

u2,3
)
)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,2
− F (1)

Γ̄i,3
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,2
− F̄ (1)

Γ̄i,3
)
)

+ ΓM
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
ΓM ,2

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,3

)
]

+
ε̄

ε+ ε̄
ΓM (F̄

(1)
ΓM ,2

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,3

)

]
(A10)

βc =
c

2

[
z⊥
[1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,6 − F

(1)
g,4 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
g,6 − F̄

(1)
g,4 )

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)
u1,6
− F (1)

u1,4
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u1,6
− F̄ (1)

u1,4
)
)

+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,6
− F (1)

u2,4
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u2,6
− F̄ (1)

u2,4
)
)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,6
− F (1)

Γ̄i,4
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,6
− F̄ (1)

Γ̄i,4
)
)

+ ΓM
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
ΓM ,6

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,4

)
]

+
ε̄

ε+ ε̄
ΓM (F̄

(1)
ΓM ,6

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,4

) + 2(1− zτ )

]
(A11)
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βc⊥ =
c⊥
2

[
z⊥
[1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,5 − F

(1)
g,4 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
g,5 − F̄

(1)
g,4 )

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)
u1,5
− F (1)

u1,4
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u1,5
− F̄ (1)

u1,4
)
)

+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,5
− F (1)

u2,4
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u2,5
− F̄ (1)

u2,4
)
)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,5
− F (1)

Γ̄i,4
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,5
− F̄ (1)

Γ̄i,4
)
)

+ ΓM
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
ΓM ,5

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,4

)
]

+
ε̄

ε+ ε̄
ΓM (F̄

(1)
ΓM ,5

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,4

) + 2(z⊥ − zτ )

]
, (A12)

βg = − ε
2
z⊥g + g

[
1 +

1

2
z⊥ −

3

2
zτ + z⊥

[1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,7 − F

(1)
g,0 −

1

2
F

(1)
g,4 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
g,7 − F̄

(1)
g,0 −

1

2
F̄

(1)
g,4 )

)

+ u1

(
F

(1)
u1,7
− F (1)

u1,0
− 1

2
F

(1)
u1,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u1,7
− F̄ (1)

u1,0
− 1

2
F̄

(1)
u1,4

)
)

+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,7
− F (1)

u2,0
− 1

2
F

(1)
u2,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u2,7
− F̄ (1)

u2,0
− 1

2
F̄

(1)
u2,4

)
)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,7
− F (1)

Γ̄i,0
− 1

2
F

(1)

Γ̄i,4
+

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,7
− F̄ (1)

Γ̄i,0
− 1

2
F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,4
)
)

+ ΓM
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
ΓM ,7

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,0

− 1

2
F̄

(1)
ΓM ,4

)
]

+
ε̄

ε+ ε̄
ΓM

(
F̄

(1)
ΓM ,7

− F̄ (1)
ΓM ,0

− 1

2
F̄

(1)
ΓM ,4

)]
(A13)

βu1 = −εz⊥u1 + u1

[
2 + z⊥ − 3zτ + z⊥

[1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,8 − 2F

(1)
g,4 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
g,8 − 2F̄

(1)
g,4 )

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)
u1,8
− 2F

(1)
u1,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u1,8
− 2F̄

(1)
u1,4

)
)

+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,8
− 2F

(1)
u2,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u2,8
− 2F̄

(1)
u2,4

)
)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,8
− 2F

(1)

Γ̄i,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,8
− 2F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,4
)
)

+ ΓM
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄ΓM ,8 − 2F̄

(1)
ΓM ,4

)
]

+ ΓM
ε̄

ε+ ε̄
(F̄ΓM ,8 − 2F̄

(1)
ΓM ,4

)

]
(A14)

βu2
= −εz⊥u2 + u2

[
2 + z⊥ − 3zτ + z⊥

[1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,9 − 2F

(1)
g,4 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
g,9 − 2F̄

(1)
g,4 )

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)
u1,9
− 2F

(1)
u1,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u1,9
− 2F̄

(1)
u1,4

)
)

+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,9
− 2F

(1)
u2,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u2,9
− 2F̄

(1)
u2,4

)
)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,9
− 2F

(1)

Γ̄i,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,9
− 2F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,4
)
)

+ ΓM
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄ΓM ,9 − 2F̄

(1)
ΓM ,4

)
]

+ ΓM
ε̄

ε+ ε̄
(F̄ΓM ,9 − 2F̄

(1)
ΓM ,4

)

]
, (A15)

βΓ̄i = −εz⊥Γ̄i + Γ̄i

[
1 + z⊥ − 2zτ + z⊥

[1

2
g
(
F

(1)

g,Γ̄i
− 2F

(1)
g,0 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

g,Γ̄i
− 2F̄

(1)
g,0 )

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)

u1,Γ̄i
− 2F

(1)
u1,0

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

u1,Γ̄i
− 2F̄

(1)
u1,0

)
)

+ u2

(
F

(1)

u2,Γ̄i
− 2F

(1)
u2,0

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

u2,Γ̄i
− 2F̄

(1)
u2,0

)
)

+
∑

Γ̄j

Γ̄j

(
F

(1)

Γ̄j ,Γ̄i
− 2F

(1)

Γ̄j ,0

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

Γ̄j ,Γ̄i
− 2F̄

(1)

Γ̄j ,0
)
)

+ ΓM
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

ΓM ,Γ̄i
− 2F̄

(1)
ΓM ,0

)
]

+
ε̄

ε+ ε̄
ΓM (F̄

(1)

ΓM ,Γ̄i
− 2F̄

(1)
ΓM ,0

)

]
(A16)

βΓM = −(z⊥ε+ ε̄)ΓM + ΓM

[
3 + z⊥ − 4zτ + z⊥

[1

2
g
(
F

(1)
g,ΓM

− 2F
(1)
g,4 +

ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
g,ΓM

− 2F̄
(1)
g,4 )

)
+ u1

(
F

(1)
u1,ΓM

− 2F
(1)
u1,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u1,ΓM

− 2F̄
(1)
u1,4

)
)

+ u2

(
F

(1)
u2,ΓM

− 2F
(1)
u2,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
u2,ΓM

− 2F̄
(1)
u2,4

)
)

+
∑

Γ̄i

Γ̄i

(
F

(1)

Γ̄i,ΓM
− 2F

(1)

Γ̄i,4

+
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,ΓM
− 2F̄

(1)

Γ̄i,4
)
)

+ ΓM
ε

ε+ ε̄
(F̄

(1)
ΓM ,ΓM

− 2F̄
(1)
ΓM ,4

)
]

+
ε̄

ε+ ε̄
ΓM (F̄

(1)
ΓM ,ΓM

− 2F̄
(1)
ΓM ,4

)

]
. (A17)

Here, we introduced F
(1)
O,i = ∂OA

(1)
i , F̄

(1)
O,i = ∂OĀ

(1)
i where A

(1)
i and Ā

(1)
i are coefficients of a term with the 1

ε -pole

and a term with the 1
ε+ε̄ -pole. respectively, in the counterterms. Since the 1

ε+ε̄ -pole comes out only when random

boson mass vertices are involved in Feynman diagrams, Ā
(1)
i always appears with the coupling parameter ΓM while
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A
(1)
i dose not.

b. Callan-Symmanzik equation

Correlation functions in terms of bare and renormalized fermion and boson fields are defined by

〈ΨB(kB,1) · · ·ΨB(kB,nf )Ψ̄B(kB,nf+1) · · · Ψ̄B(kB,2nf )ΦB(qB,1) · · ·ΦB(qB,nb)〉

= G
(2nf ,nb)
B (kB,i, qB,i; vB , cB , c⊥,B , gB , u1,B , u2,B , {Γ̄i,B},ΓM,B)δ(d+1)

( nf∑

i=1

(kB,i − kB,i+nf ) +

nb∑

j=1

qB,j

)
, (A18)

〈Ψ(k1) · · ·Ψ(knf )Ψ̄(knf+1) · · · Ψ̄(k2nf )Φ(q1) · · ·Φ(qnb)〉

= G(2nf ,nb)(ki, qi; v, c, c⊥, g, u1, u2, {Γ̄i},ΓM )δ(d+1)
( nf∑

i=1

(ki − ki+f ) +

nb∑

j=1

qj

)
, (A19)

where 2nf , nb are numbers of fermion fields and boson fields, respectively.

Both Green’s functions (G
(2nf ,nb)
B and G(2nf ,nb)) are related as follows

G
(2nf ,nb)
B (kB,i, qB,i; vB , cB , c⊥,B , gB , u1,B , u2,B , {Γ̄i,B},ΓM,B)

= Z0Z
d−2
⊥ Z

nf
ψ Z

nb
2

φ G(2nf ,nb)(ki, qi; v, c, c⊥, g, u1, u2, {Γ̄i},ΓM ;µ) (A20)

where δ(f(x)) = δ(x−x0)
f ′(x) has been used.

Taking into account the classical scaling (engineering dimension) explicitly as follows: K = µK̃, kd−1 = µk̃d−1, kd =

µk̃d, Ψ = µ−
d+2

2 Ψ̃, Φ = µ−
d+3

2 Φ̃, where µ is an energy scale for the RG transformation, we obtain

G
(2nf ,nb)
B (kB,i, qB,i; vB , cB , c⊥,B , gB , u1,B , u2,B , {Γ̄i,B},ΓM,B)

= Z0Z
d−2
⊥ Z

nf
ψ Z

nb
2

φ µ−nf (d+2)−nb d+3
2 +d+1G̃(2nf ,nb)(k̃i, q̃i; v, c, c⊥, g, u1, u2, {Γ̄i},ΓM ;µ). (A21)

Here, we used

G(2nf ,nb)(ki, qi; v, c, c⊥, g, u1, u2, {Γi},ΓM ) = µ−nf (d+2)−nb d+3
2 +d+1G̃(2nf ,nb)(k̃i, q̃i; v, c, c⊥, g, u1, u2, {Γ̄i},ΓM ;µ).

Resorting to Eq. (A21) and considering that the bare Green’s function is independent from the energy scale µ;
dG

(2nf ,nb)

B

d lnµ = 0, we obtain the Callan-Symanzik equation of a Green’s function as follows

[ nf∑

i=1

(
zτ k̃0∂k̃0

+ z⊥K̃⊥,i · ∇K̃⊥,i
+ k̃d−1∂k̃d−1

+ k̃d∂k̃d

)
+

nb∑

i=1

(
zτ q̃0∂q̃0 + z⊥Q̃⊥,i · ∇Q̃⊥,i

+ q̃d−1∂q̃d−1
+ q̃d∂q̃d

)

− βv∂v − βc∂c − βc⊥∂c⊥ − βg∂g − βu1
∂u1
− βu2

∂u2
−
∑

Γ̃i

βΓ̄i∂Γ̄i − βΓM∂ΓM + 2nf

(d+ 2

2
− ηψ

)
+ nb

(d+ 3

2
− ηφ

)

− (zτ + z⊥(d− 2) + 2)
]
G̃

(2nf ,nb)
r = 0, (A22)

where we considered Eqs. (A5a), (A5b), and following equations

dkb,0
d lnµ

= 0→ dk̃0

d lnµ
= −

(
1 +

d lnZ0

d lnµ

)
≡ −zτ k̃0,

dKb,⊥
d lnµ

= 0→ dK̃⊥
d lnµ

= −
(

1 +
d lnZ⊥
d lnµ

)
≡ −z⊥K̃⊥

dkb,d−1

d lnµ
= 0→ dk̃d−1

d lnµ
= −k̃d−1,

dkb,d
d lnµ

= 0→ dk̃d
d lnµ

= −k̃d.

Appendix B: Proof of a new expansion parameter (Γ̄i = ΓiΛFS)

We prove that Γ̄i(= ΓiΛFS) is an expansion parameter for a random charge potential vertex rather than Γi in
all loops giving a log-divergence or the 1

ε& 1
ε+ε̄ -pole. Suppose an arbitrary Feynman diagram. Then, we obtain the

following identities from Euler’s formula:
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V − E + L = 1, (B1)

V = Vg + VΓ + Vu + ṼΓM (2VΓM = ṼΓM ), E = EF + EB + EM , L = LF + LBF + LB + LM . (B2)

Here, V , E, and L are the total number of vertices, propagators, and loops, respectively. Vg, VΓ, Vu, and ṼΓM are
the number of the Yukawa vertices, random charge potential vertices, boson self-interaction vertices, and boson-mass
disorder potential vertices, respectively, before disorder averaging. Note that there is always an even number of ṼΓM

after disorder averaging. EF , EB , and EM are the number of fermion propagators, boson propagators, and mass
disorder potentials (dotted lines in the Feynman diagram representation), respectively. LF , LB , LBF , and LM are
the number of loops involving only fermion propagators, number of loops involving only boson propagators, number
of loops involving both fermion and boson propagators, and number of loops involving mass-disorder potential dotted
lines.

We can derive additional equations relating numbers of external lines, vertices, loops, and propagators as follows:

2Vg + 4VΓ = 2EF +NF , Vg + 4Vu + 2ṼΓM = 2EB +NB , ṼΓM = 2EM = 2VΓM , (B3)

where NF and NB are numbers of fermion and boson external lines, respectively. For Feynman diagrams to give the
log-divergence, an order of momentum variables of a denominator and a numerator should be the same. This results
in the following additional identity

(d− 1)LF + (d+ 1)(LBF + LB) + dLM − EF − 2EB + αEM = Pex, (B4)

where d is a spatial dimension, and Pex is an order of an external momentum. In this identity, we used the fact
that loops involving only fermion propagators are related to random charge potential vertices, and only momentums
perpendicular to the Fermi surface (line) are integral variables giving the log-divergence. On the other hand, the
integration of the momentum parallel to the Fermi surface gives a ΛFS factor as discussed in the main text. Also,
loops involving mass-disorder lines do not contain any frequency integrals due to the nature of the quenched disorder.
However, all momentums and the frequency should be considered for all loops involving both fermion and boson
propagators except for the LM cases. As a result, the coefficient of LF and LM is given by (d−1) and d, respectively,
while coefficients of LBF and LB are given by (d + 1). For the Yukawa vertex and the random charge potential
vertices, Pex is given by zero. It is given by one, two, and α for the fermion self-energy, the boson self-energy, and
the mass-random charge potential vertices, respectively.

To prove that Γ̄i is an expansion parameter for all loops, we need to show a relation between the number of ΛFS
(= LF ) and the number of Γi (= VΓ), based on the above identities Eqs. (B1) ∼ (B4). Dimension d is set to be 3
and α is set to be 1. From Eqs. (B1) ∼ (B4), we obtain

4(LF − VΓ) + 2(LM − VΓM ) + 3NF + 2NB + 2Pex − 8 = 0. (B5)

Using this identity, we obtain relations between LF and VΓ for the fermion self-energy (FS), the boson self-energy
(BS), the Yukawa interaction vertex (YIV), the boson self-interaction vertex (BSIV), the random charge potential
vertex (RCPV), and the random boson mass-random charge potential vertex (RBMV), given in Table IV:

NF NB Pex Relation LF LM

FS 2 0 1 2(LF − VΓ) + LM − VΓM = 0 VΓ VΓM

BS 0 2 2 2(LF − VΓ) + LM − VΓM = 0 VΓ VΓM

YIV 2 1 0 2(LF − VΓ) + LM − VΓM = 0 VΓ VΓM

BSIV 0 4 0 2(LF − VΓ) + LM − VΓM = 0 VΓ VΓM

RCPV 4 0 0 2(LF − VΓ + 1) + LM − VΓM = 0 VΓ − 1 VΓM

RBMV 0 4 1 2(LF − VΓ) + LM − VΓM + 1 = 0 VΓ VΓM − 1

TABLE IV: Summary of relations between number of loops (LF and LM ) and number of vertices (VΓ and VΓM ).

Since the fermion part and the boson part do not mix, we can consider them separately to satisfy these equations.
Except for the random charge potential vertices (RCPV), the number of loops involving only fermion propagators (LF )
and the number of the random charge potential vertices is the same. This means that Γ̄(= ΓΛFS) is an expansion
parameter. In the case of the random charge potential vertices (RCPV), LF is less than Vg. This is because the
random charge potential vertex in the effective action is written with Γ rather than Γ̄. Therefore, the renormalized
random charge potential vertex parameter is given by Γr ∼ Γb + Γb(ΓbΛFS)VΓ−1 + · · · . Multiplying ΛFS to both left
and right sides of this equation gives Γ̄r ∼ Γ̄b + (Γ̄b)

VΓ + · · · . As a result, the expansion parameter for all Feynman
diagrams giving the log-divergence is given by Γ̄ (= ΓΛFS) rather than Γ.
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Appendix C: Calculations of one-loop Feynman diagrams

1. Useful identities

We change variables kd−1 and kd to εn and εm, where ε1(k), ε2(k), ε3(k), and ε4(k) are given in the main text, and
ε(k) = vkd−1 + kd and ε||(k) = kd−1 − vkd are used for the case of n = m. Measure factors are given by

(n = m) : dkd−1dkd =
1

1 + v2
dεdε||, (n 6= m) : dd−1dkd =

1

fnm(v)
dεndεm,

where f12(v) = f21(v) = f34(v) = f43(v) = 1 + v2, f13(v) = f31(v) = f24(v) = f42(v) = 2v and f14(v) = f41(v) =
f23(v) = f32(v) = 1− v2.

For calculations of one loops involving the Yukawa interaction vertex, we use the following identities

N2
c−1∑

i=1

τ iαβτ
i
γη = 2

(
δαηδβγ −

1

Nc
δαβδγη

)
,

N2
c−1∑

i=1

Tr[τ iτ iτ jτ j ] = 4
N2
c − 1

Nc
, T r[τ iτ iτ iτ i] =

4

Nc
. (C1)

In the one-loop calculation, we consider the following identity with the Feynman parametrization
∫

dd−1Q

(2π)d−1

∫
dε1dε2
(2π)2

a|Q|2M1 + bε1ε2M2

[α|Q|2 + βε21 + γε22 + ηε1ε2]3
=

1

(4π)2
α−

d−1
2 [4βγ − η2]−1/2 1

ε

[2a

α
M1 −

2bη

4βγ − η2
M2

]
, (C2)

1

Aα1
1 · · ·Aαnn

=
Γ(α1 + · · ·+ αn)

Γ(α1) · · ·Γ(αn)

∫ 1

0

du1 · · ·
∫ 1

0

dun
δ(1−∑n

k=1 uk)uα1−1
1 · · ·uαn−1

n

(
∑n
k=1 ukAk)

∑n
k=1 αk

. (C3)

2. One-loop Fermion self-energy corrections

n, i, σ n, i, σ
M M′

(a) 1-loop Fermion self-energy from the
Yukawa vertex

n, i, σ n, i, σ
k

M M′

(b) 1-loop Fermion self-energy from the
random charge potential vertex

FIG. 16: Two 1-loop Fermion self-energy Feynman diagrams; n, i, and σ denote the replica index, the hot spot
index, and the spin, respectively. M and M′ are 2×2-matrices given in the Supplementary Material[42].

Feynman diagrams of one loop fermion self-energy corrections are given in Fig. 16. Based on the Feynman rules
presented in Appendix C, we calculate the self-energy diagrams 16. First, we calculate the diagram 16a as follows

ΣY ukawaf ;n,i,σ (p) = − g2

Nf

N2
c−1∑

a=1

∑

σ′

(τaσ,σ′τ
a
σ′,σ)

∫
dΩ

2π

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2~q

(2π)2
γd−1Gf,n̄(ω + Ω,P⊥ + Q⊥, ~p+ ~q)γd−1Gb(Ω,Q⊥, ~q)

= i
N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf

g2

c

1

ε

[
− ωγ0h1(c, c⊥, v)−P⊥ · Γ⊥h2(c, c⊥, v) + εn̄(p)γd−1h3(c, c⊥, v)

]
, (C4)

where

h1(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

√
x(

1− x+ xc2⊥

)(
(1 + v2)(1− x) + xc2

) (C5)

h2(c, c⊥, v) = c2⊥

∫ 1

0

dx

√√√√
x

(
1− x+ xc2⊥

)3(
(1 + v2)(1− x) + xc2

) (C6)

h3(c, c⊥, v) = c2
∫ 1

0

dx

√√√√
x

(
1− x+ xc2⊥

)(
(1 + v2)(1− x) + xc2

)3 . (C7)
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Next, we consider the diagram 16b

Σdisf ;n,i,σ(ω) =
Γiµ
−1+ε

Nf

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2k

(2π)2
MGn(ω, k)M′ = −i Γiµ

−1+ε

Nf (1 + v2)

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
dεdε||
(2π)2

Mγ0ω + Γ⊥ ·K⊥ + γd−1ε

ω2 + |K⊥|2 + ε
M′

= −i Γiµ
−1+ε

4π2Nf (1 + v2)
ω

1

ε
Mγ0M′

∫ ΛFSµ

−ΛFSµ

dε|| = −i Γ̄i
2π2(1 + v2)

(Mγ0M′)ω
1

ε

In this calculation the cut off ΛFS depicted in Fig. 6 was introduced.
Based on our classification scheme, we can identity that random charge potential vertices Γ0, Γeθ1 , Γeθ2 , Γeπ/2, Γeπ−θ1 ,

Γeπ−θ2 , and ∆π contribute to the self-energy. The final result is given as follows

Σdisf (ω) = −i ωγ0

2π2Nf (1 + v2)

1

ε

[
Γ̄0 + Γ̄eθ1 + Γ̄eθ2 + 2Γ̄eπ/2 + Γ̄eπ−θ2 + Γ̄eπ−θ1 + ∆̄π

]
.

3. One-loop random charge potential vertex corrections

There are total six different one-loop diagrams shown in Fig. 8 for the random charge potential vertex. First
four diagrams consist of only random charge potential vertices while the remaining two diagrams consist of both the
random charge potential vertex and the Yukawa interaction vertex.

a. One-loop random charge potential vertex corrections involving only random charge potential vertices

a

a

b

b

n m

Mj

Mi

M̃j

M̃i

(a) particle-particle
diagram

a

a

b

b

n m

Mj

Mi

M̃i

M̃j

(b) particle-hole diagram

a

a

b

b

n

m

M̃i

Mi

Mj M̃j

(c) left-loop diagram

a

a

b

b

n

m

M̃i

Mi

MjM̃j

(d) right-loop diagram

FIG. 17: Four one-loop diagrams involving only random charge potential vertices for the random charge potential
vertexes

First, let us consider the four one-loop Feynman diagrams involving only random charge potential vertices given
in Fig. 17. Since calculations of the following one loop diagrams are almost same, we show details only for the
particle-particle diagram (Fig. 17a), given by

(pp) =
ΓiΓjµ

2(−1+ε)

N2
f

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2k

(2π)2
[MiGan(0, k)Mj ][M̃iGbm(0,−k)M̃j ]

=
ΓiΓjµ

2(−1+ε)

N2
f

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

1

fnm(v)

∫
dεndεm
(2π)2

[Mi(Γ⊥ ·K⊥ + γd−1εn)Mj ][M̃i(Γ⊥ ·K⊥ + γd−1εm)M̃j ]

[|K⊥|2 + ε2n][|K⊥|2 + ε2m]

=
{ when n = m :

ΓiΓjΛFSµ
−1+2ε

4π2N2
f (1+v2)

1
ε

[
[MiΓ⊥,µMj ][M̃iΓ⊥,µM̃j ] + [Miγd−1Mj ][M̃iγd−1M̃j ]

]

when n 6= m : 3
4(4π)3/2N2

f

ΓiΓj
fnm(v)Γ

(
ε−1

2

)
[MiΓ⊥,µMj ][M̃iΓ⊥,µM̃j ]→ no ε pole & no physical term

= δnm
µ−1+2εΓiΓjΛFS
4π2N2

f (1 + v2)

1

ε

[
[MiΓ⊥,µMj ][M̃iΓ⊥,µM̃j ] + [Miγd−1Mj ][M̃iγd−1M̃j ]

]
(C8)

This shows that there is a one-loop correction, regularized as an epsilon pole ( 1
ε ) only when n = m. However, this

is an artifact of the co-dimensional regularization method. If we consider (n,m) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2) cases,
fnm(v) is given by 2v. This means that the one-loop calculation goes to infinity as v goes to zero even though there
is no epsilon pole. This is closely related to how the UV infinity is regularized.
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To clarify this point, we calculate the same one-loop correction with a different approach in the following way

(pp′) =
ΓiΓj
N2
f

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2k

(2π)2
[MiGa1(0, k)Mj ][M̃iGb3(0,−k)M̃j ]

=
ΓiΓj

4π2N2
f

1

(4π)(d−2)/2

1

Γ(2)

∫ 1

0

dz

∫
dX

∫ ΛFS

−ΛFS

dY
[
[MiΓ⊥,µMj ][M̃iΓ⊥,µM̃j ]F1(v,X, Y, z)

+ [Miγd−1Mj ][M̃iγd−1M̃j ]F2(v,X, Y, z)
]
, (C9)

where X = ε1(k) = vkd−1 + kd, Y = ε1,||(k) = kd−1 − vkd, F1(v,X, Y, z) = 1
1+v2

Γ(1− d−2
2 )

2

(
1

∆(X,Y,z)

)1− d−2
2

,

F2(v,X, Y, z) = X[2vY−(1−v2)X]
(1+v2)2 Γ(2− d−2

2 )
(

1
∆(X,Y,z)

)2− d−2
2

and ∆(X,Y, z) = X2(1− z) + z
(1+v2)2 (2vY − (1− v2)X)2.

Here, we calculated the one-loop diagram for the (n,m) = (1, 3) case. This can be easily generalized to other cases
((n,m) = (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2)). In the previous calculations, we changed the variables (kd−1, kd) to (εn, εm) while we
used a new set (εn, εn,||) in the above calculation. In principle, there should be no difference between these two
calculations. However, we find that there can appear a difference, depending on the UV regularization.

To see this point clearly, we approximate the above result using the Taylor expansion near v = 0. We find that the
integration of F1 and F2 with respect to z, X, and Y after the Taylor expansion are given as follows

∫ 1

0

dz

∫
dX

∫
dY F1(v,X, Y, z) = ΛFS

√
πΓ(

3− d
2

) + (· · · )
∫ 1

0

dx

∫
dX

∫
dY F2(v,X, Y, z) = −ΛFS

√
πΓ(

3− d
2

) + (· · · ).

Higher order terms in v denoted by (· · · ) do not have the 1
ε pole. As a result, there is a one loop correction for the

(n,m) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2) cases in the v → 0 limit, given by

(pp′) =
ΓiΓjΛFS
4π2N2

f

1

ε

[
[MiΓ⊥,µMj ][M̃iΓ⊥,µM̃j ]− [Miγd−1Mj ][M̃iγd−1M̃j ]

]
. (C10)

Now, we encounter two different results Eq. (C8) and Eq. (C10) from the same one loop diagram. This can be
understood in the Wilsonian Renormalization Group (RG) scheme. In the Wilsonian scheme, fields with high energies
are integrated out to give renormalization effects. In the one loop calculation (Eq. (C8)), there are two Green’s
functions involved and they have two different dispersions given by εn(k) and εm(−k). When evaluating the one-loop
diagram in the Wilsonian scheme, only phase spaces of momentum k which satisfy Λ − dΛ < |εn(k)|, |εm(−k)| < Λ
need to be integrated out. Here, Λ is a cut-off of energy. Do not confuse this cutoff scale with ΛFS . In Fig. 18a, it
shows phase spaces of two different dispersions. Only overlapped regions of the two high energy parts (grey colored
regimes) of the phase spaces contribute to the one-loop calculation.

Let us consider the n = m case first. High energy parts of two-phase spaces are fully overlapped since two dispersions
are identical and the one-loop calculation gives the maximum value in this case. However, there is not much overlap
in the case of n 6= m as shown in Fig. 18a. In this case, the phase-space overlap is strongly governed by an angle
between two Fermi lines and also a ratio between Λ and ΛFS . Although we have finite overlapping in the case of
n 6= m, considering the Wilsonian RG-analysis scheme, the story becomes a little bit tricky in the co-dimensional
regularization method. Here, we set the energy cut-off Λ to be infinity, where log-divergences are represented by 1

ε
poles. In the case of n = m, the overlapped phase space does not change even in the Λ → ∞ limit. As a result,
one-loop results are the same in two different regularization schemes: the finite cut-off regularization of the Wilsonian
scheme and the co-dimensional regularization of the high-energy scheme. On the other hand, the overlapped phase
space in (n,m) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2) vanishes in the Λ→∞ limit as illustrated in Fig. 18b. Therefore, the one-
loop calculation based on the co-dimensional regularization does not give a 1

ε pole although there is a finite overlapped
phase space before taking the Λ → ∞ limit. If we take the v → 0 limit for (n,m) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2) first
before considering the Λ→∞ limit, there is always a finite overlapped region of the phase space even in the Λ→∞
limit as illustrated in Fig. 18c.

These figures explain why the discrepancy happens between two integration results (Eq. (C8) and Eq. (C10))
from the same one-loop diagram. According to the previous RG results [13], the overlapped phase space for (n,m) =
(1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2) cases are almost same as that of the n = m case since the Fermi velocity v goes to zero as
approaching to the low energy regime. Here, we choose our one-loop result based on the second approach Eq. (C10)



29

(a) Two phase spaces of two different
dispersions. Here, red and blue lines

show two Fermi lines. Λ and ΛFS
denote an energy cut-off and a size of
hot spots, respectively. Grey colored
regions are high energy parts of the

phase space.

(b) Vanishing overlapped phase
spaces for

(n,m) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2)
cases in the limit Λ→∞.

(c) Finite overlapped phase space for
(n,m) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2)

cases when the v → 0 limit is taken
first before the Λ→∞ limit.

FIG. 18: Schematic figures for overlapped phase space.

with a suppression factor e−v
2/v2

c , where vc is an arbitrary value, introduced by hand. However, we confirm that v
goes to zero regardless of any choice of vc, implying self-consistency in our RG analysis.

We summarize our results for all the one-loop random charge potential vertex diagrams (Fig. 17):

(pp) =

{ µ−1+2εΓiΓjΛFS
4π2N2

f (1+v2)
1
ε

[
[MiΓ⊥,µMj ][M̃iΓ⊥,µM̃j ] + [Miγd−1Mj ][M̃iγd−1M̃j ]

]
n = m case

e−v
2/v2

c
ΓiΓjΛFS
4π2N2

f

1
ε

[
[MiΓ⊥,µMj ][M̃iΓ⊥,µM̃j ]− [Miγd−1Mj ][M̃iγd−1M̃j ]

]
(n,m) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2)

0 otherwise

(C11)

(ph) =

{ −µ
−1+2εΓiΓjΛFS
4π2N2

f (1+v2)
1
ε

[
[MiΓ⊥,µMj ][M̃jΓ⊥,µM̃i] + [Miγd−1Mj ][M̃jγd−1M̃i]

]
n = m case

−e−v2/v2
c

ΓiΓjΛFS
4π2N2

f

1
ε

[
[MiΓ⊥,µMj ][M̃jΓ⊥,µM̃i]− [Miγd−1Mj ][M̃jγd−1M̃i]

]
(n,m) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2)

0 otherwise

(C12)

(ll) =

{ −µ
−1+2εΓiΓjΛFS
4π2N2

f (1+v2)
1
ε

[
[MiΓ⊥,µMjΓ⊥,µM̃i][M̃j ] + [Miγd−1Mjγd−1M̃i][M̃j ]

]
n = m case

−e−v2/v2
c

ΓiΓjΛFS
4π2N2

f

1
ε

[
[MjΓ⊥,µMiΓ⊥,µM̃j ][M̃i]− [Mjγd−1Miγd−1M̃j ][M̃i]

]
(n,m) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2)

0 otherwise

(C13)

(rl) =

{ −µ
−1+2εΓiΓjΛFS
4π2N2

f (1+v2)
1
ε

[
[M̃j ][MiΓ⊥,µMjΓ⊥,µM̃i] + [M̃j ][Miγd−1Mjγd−1M̃i]

]
n = m case

−e−v2/v2
c

ΓiΓjΛFS
4π2N2

f

1
ε

[
[Mi][MjΓ⊥,µM̃iΓ⊥,µM̃j ]− [Mi][Mjγd−1M̃iγd−1M̃j ]

]
(n,m) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2)

0 otherwise

(C14)

b. One-loop random charge potential vertex corrections involving both the random charge potential vertex and the Yukawa
interaction vertex

There are two kinds of one-loop Feynman diagrams for the random charge potential vertex, involving both the
random charge potential vertex and the Yukawa interaction vertex, shown in Fig. 19. Here, the right-loop Feynman
diagram is essentially the same as the left-loop one.

One-loop RG results depend on (n̄, m̄). There are four different cases;

(i) (n̄, m̄) = (1, 1), (2, 2), (3, 3), (4, 4), (ii) (n̄, m̄) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2),

(iii) (n̄, m̄) = (1, 2), (2, 1), (3, 4), (4, 3), (iv) (n̄, m̄) = (1, 4), (4, 1), (2, 3), (3, 2).

Here, we present our detailed calculations for each case:

(i) (n̄, m̄) = (1, 1), (2, 2), (3, 3), (4, 4)
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n

m

k

l

m̄

n̄
Mi M̃i

(a) left loop Feynman
diagram

n

m

k

l

l̄

k̄
Mi M̃i

(b) right loop Feynman
diagram

FIG. 19: Two kinds of one-loop Feynman diagrams involving both the random charge potential vertex and the
Yukawa vertex

In this case, results are all the same, given by

(ll) =
(
− i g√

Nf

)2 Γi
Nf

(
∑

σ′,i

τ iσσ′τ
i
σ′σ)

∫
dd−1Q

(2π)d−1

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1

q2
0 + c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2(q2

d−1 + q2
d)

× [γd−1G1,f (q)MiG1,f (q)γd−1]⊗ M̃i

=
g2Γi(N

2
c − 1)

4π2N2
fNcc

1

ε

(
f1(c, c⊥, v)γd−1γ0Miγ0γd−1 + f2(c, c⊥, v)γd−1Γ⊥,µMiΓ⊥,µγd−1 + f3(c, c⊥, v)Mi

)
⊗ M̃i.

(C15)

Here, we used ε(k) = vkd−1 + kd and ε||(k) = kd−1 − vkd. Functions of velocities are

f1(c, c⊥, v) =
1

2

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)x−1/2
(
xc2 + (1− x)(1 + v2)

)−1/2

(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−1/2, (C16)

f2(c, c⊥, v) =
1

2

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)x−1/2
(
xc2 + (1− x)(1 + v2)

)−1/2

(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−3/2, (C17)

f3(c, c⊥, v) =
1 + v2

2

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)x−1/2
(
xc2 + (1− x)(1 + v2)

)−3/2

(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−1/2. (C18)

We explicitly check out that these functions satisfy

−f1(c, c⊥, v) + f2(c, c⊥, v) + f3(c, c⊥, v) = h1(c, c⊥, v), (C19)

f1(c, c⊥, v)− f2(c, c⊥, v) + f3(c, c⊥, v) = h2(c, c⊥, v), (C20)

−f1(c, c⊥, v)− f2(c, c⊥, v) + f3(c, c⊥, v) = −h3(c, c⊥, v), (C21)

originating from the Ward identity.

(ii) (n̄, m̄) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2)

(ll)(1,3),(3,1) =
2g2Γi(N

2
c − 1)

N2
fNc

∫
dd−1Q

(2π)d−1

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1

q2
0 + c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2(q2

d−1 + q2
d)

×
γd−1ΓµMiΓµγd−1

|Q|2
d−1 + ε1(q)ε3(q)Mi

[|Q|2 + ε21(q)][|Q|2 + ε23(q)]
⊗ M̃i

=
(N2

c − 1)Γi
8π2N2

fNc

g2

c

1

ε

[
f4(c, c⊥, v)γd−1γ0Miγ0γd−1 + f5(c, c⊥, v)γd−1Γ⊥,µMiΓ⊥,µγd−1 − f6(c, c⊥, v)Mi

]
⊗ M̃i,

(C22)
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Here, we used ε1(q) = vqd−1 + qd and ε3(q) = vqd−1 − qd. Functions of the velocities are

f4(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−1/2
[
c2x2 + 4

v2

c2
y(1− x− y) + x(1− x)(1 + v2)

]−1/2

, (C23)

f5(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−3/2
[
c2x2 + 4

v2

c2
y(1− x− y) + x(1− x)(1 + v2)

]−1/2

, (C24)

f6(c, c⊥, v) =
(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−1/2x(1− v2)

[
c2x2 + 4 v

2

c2 y(1− x− y) + x(1− x)(1 + v2)
]3/2 . (C25)

They satisfy

f4(c, c⊥, v) + f5(c, c⊥, v) + f6(c, c⊥, v) =
h4(c, c⊥, v)

π
. (C26)

due to the Ward identity. The result for (n̄, m̄) = (2, 4), (4, 2) is the same as that of (n̄, m̄) = (1, 3), (3, 1).

(iii) (n̄, m̄) = (1, 2), (2, 1), (3, 4), (4, 1)

(ll)(1,2),(2,1) =
2g2Γi(N

2
c − 1)

N2
fNc

∫
dd−1Q

(2π)d−1

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1

q2
0 + c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2(q2

d−1 + q2
d)

×
γd−1γ0Miγ0γd−1q

2
0 + γd−1Γ⊥,µMiΓ⊥,µγd−1

|Q⊥|2
d−2 + ε1(q)ε2(q)Mi

[|Q|2 + ε21(q)][|Q|2 + ε22(q)]
⊗ M̃i

=
(N2

c − 1)g2Γi
8π2N2

fNc

1

ε

[
f7(c, c⊥, v)γd−1γ0Miγ0γd−1 ⊗ M̃i + f8(c, c⊥, v)γd−1Γ⊥,µMiΓ⊥,µγd−1 ⊗ M̃i

]
(C27)

Here, we used ε1(q) = vqd−1 + qd and ε2(q) = −qd−1 + vqd = −ε1,||. Functions of the velocities are

f7(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy[xc2 + y(1 + v2)]−1/2[xc2 + (1 + v2)(1− x− y)]−1/2[xc2⊥ + 1− x]−1/2, (C28)

f8(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy[xc2 + y(1 + v2)]−1/2[xc2 + (1 + v2)(1− x− y)]−1/2[xc2⊥ + 1− x]−3/2. (C29)

The result for (n̄, m̄) = (3, 4), (4, 3) is the same as that of (n̄, m̄) = (1, 2), (2, 1).

(iv) (n̄, m̄) = (1, 4), (4, 1), (2, 3), (3, 2)

(ll)(1,4),(4,1) =
2g2Γi(N

2
c − 1)

N2
fNc

∫
dd−1Q

(2π)d−1

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1

q2
0 + c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2(q2

d−1 + q2
d)

×
γd−1ΓµMiΓµγd−1

|Q|2
d−1 + ε1(q)ε4(q)Mi

[|Q|2 + ε21(q)][|Q|2 + ε24(q)]
⊗ M̃i

=
(N2

c − 1)Γi
8π2N2

fNc

g2

c

1

ε

[
f9(c, c⊥, v)γd−1γ0Miγ0γd−1 + f10(c, c⊥, v)γd−1Γ⊥,µMiΓ⊥,µγd−1

+ f11(c, c⊥, v)Mi
]
⊗ M̃i, (C30)

where ε1(q) = vqd−1 + qd and ε4(q) = qd−1 + vqd have been used and

f9(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy[xc2⊥ + 1− x]−1/2
[
c2x2 + (1 + v2)x(1− x) +

(1− v2)2

c2
y(1− x− y)

]−1/2

(C31)

f10(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy[xc2⊥ + 1− x]−3/2
[
c2x2 + (1 + v2)x(1− x) +

(1− v2)2

c2
y(1− x− y)

]−1/2

(C32)

f11(c, c⊥, v) = 2v

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy[xc2⊥ + 1− x]−1/2x
[
c2x2 + (1 + v2)x(1− x) +

(1− v2)2

c2
y(1− x− y)

]−3/2

. (C33)
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(ll)(2,3),(3,2) =
2g2Γi(N

2
c − 1)

N2
fNc

∫
dd−1Q

(2π)d−1

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1

q2
0 + c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2(q2

d−1 + q2
d)

×
γd−1γ0Miγ0γd−1q

2
0 + γd−1Γ⊥,µMiΓ⊥,µγd−1

|Q⊥|2
d−2 + ε2(q)ε3(q)Mi

[|Q|2 + ε22(q)][|Q|2 + ε23(q)]
⊗ M̃i

=
(N2

c − 1)Γi
8π2N2

fNc

g2

c

1

ε

[
f9(c, c⊥, v)γd−1γ0Miγ0γd−1 + f10(c, c⊥, v)γd−1Γ⊥,µMiΓ⊥,µγd−1

− f11(c, c⊥, v)Mi
]
⊗ M̃i, (C34)

where ε2(q) = ε1(R−1
π/2q) = vqd − qd−1 and ε3(q) = −ε4(R−1

π/2q) = −qd + vqd−1 have been used. Note that The

result of (n̄, m̄) = (1, 4), (4, 1) is different from that of (n̄, m̄) = (2, 3), (3, 2).

4. One-loop Yukawa interaction vertex corrections

There are two types of one-loop Feynman diagrams, shown in Fig. 20, where either the Yukawa vertex or the
random charge potential vertex is involved.

q
k + q

k

n̄

n

(a) 1-loop Yukawa vertex correction from the Yukawa
vertex

q
k + q

k

n̄

n

Mi

M̃i

(b) 1-loop Yukawa vertex correction from the random
charge potential vertex

FIG. 20: Two types of 1-loop Yukawa vertex corrections

First, we consider the Feynman diagram Fig. 20a as follows:

ΓY ukawabf = i
g3

N
3/2
f

(N2
c−1∑

b=1

τ bτaτ b
)∫ dΩ

2π

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2q

(2π)2
γd−1Gf,n̄(Ω,Q⊥, ~q)γd−1Gf,n(Ω,Q⊥, ~q)γd−1Gb(Ω,Q⊥, ~q)

= −i g3

8π3cNcN
3/2
f

1

ε
γd−1τ

a

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dyh4(c, c⊥, v), (C35)

where

h4(c, c⊥, v) = πc
[(

1 + g3(c, c⊥, v)
)(
g1(c, c⊥, v)g2(c, c⊥, v)− v2(x− y)2

)
+ g3(c, c⊥, v)

(
g2(c, c⊥, v)− v2g1(c, c⊥, v)

)]

×
[
g3(c, c⊥, v)

(
g1(c, c⊥, v)g2(c, c⊥, v)− v2(x− y)2

)]−3/2

,

{ g1(c, c⊥, v) = x+ y + c2(1− x− y),

g2(c, c⊥, v) = (x+ y)v2 + c2(1− x− y),

g3(c, c⊥, v) = x+ y + c2⊥(1− x− y)

.

(C36)

Next, we consider the Feynman diagram Fig. 20b, which involves only a random charge potential vertex. Since
we have (n, n̄) = (1, 3), (3, 1), (2, 4), (4, 2), there is the same issue that we met in 1-loop corrections for the random
charge potential vertex involving only random charge potential vertices. Here, we also set the v → 0 limit first and

get an ε-pole with the introduction of the e−v
2/v2

c factor as follows

Γdisbf = −i gµ
ε/2

√
Nf

Γiµ
−1+ε

Nf

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2k

(2π)2
MiGn,σ(k + q, ω + Ω)γd−1Gn̄,σ′(k, ω)M̃i

= i
gΓ̄iµ

3ε/2

4π2N
3/2
f

1

ε

[
MiΓ⊥,µγd−1Γ⊥,µM̃i −Miγd−1M̃i

]
⇒ e−v

2/v2
c i
gΓ̄iµ

3ε/2

4π2N
3/2
f

1

ε

[
MiΓ⊥,µγd−1Γ⊥,µM̃i −Miγd−1M̃i

]
.
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5. One-loop boson self-energy corrections

There are two 1-loop boson self-energy Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. 21. Since the calculation of the Feynman
diagram Fig. 21a is the same as that of the clean case, we do not present details of the calculation here. We refer the
details to Ref. [13]. Here. we only present the details for Fig. 21b.

(a) 1-loop boson self-energy from the Yukawa vertex.

ω, p ω, p+ q ω, p

q

(b) 1-loop boson self-energy from the random mass
vertex ΓM .

FIG. 21: Two 1-loop boson self-energy Feynman diagrams.

Our calculation for the Feynman diagram Fig. 21b is given by

ΠΓM (p) = 4ΓM

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2~q

(2π)2

|Q⊥|α + κ|~q|α
ω2 + c2⊥|Q⊥ + P⊥|2 + c2|~q + ~p|2

= − ΓM
2π2c2c2⊥

2

ε+ ε̄

[(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
)
ω2 − c2⊥|P⊥|2 −

π

4
κcc⊥|~p|2

]
, (C37)

Since the non-local term (|Q⊥|α + κ|~q|α) from the random mass vertex is involved in this calculation, which is not
typical in the evaluation of Feynman diagrams, we check out this calculation, introducing a cut-off Λ regularization
in d = 3 and α = 1 as follows:

ΠΓM
Λ (p) = 4ΓM

∫
dQ⊥
2π

∫
d2~q

(2π)2

|Q⊥|+ κ|~q|
ω2 + c2⊥|Q⊥ + P⊥|+ c2|~q + ~p|2

= − ΓM
2π2c2c2⊥

[
ω2
(

1 +
π

2

c⊥
c
κ
)
− c2⊥|P⊥|2 −

π

4
κcc⊥|~p|2

]
ln
(Λ2

ω2

)
. (C38)

Identifying ln
(

Λ2

ω2

)
with 2

ε+ε̄ , we obtain the same result.

6. One-loop self-interaction corrections to u1 and u2

Since calculations of one-loop corrections from the u1 and u2 vertices are the same to that of the clean case except
for a factor 1

c⊥
multiplied to the value of the clean case, we do not present detailed calculations of the one-loop

Feynman diagrams composed of the u1 and u2 vertices only.

a. Corrections to u1 from ΓM

Feynman diagrams of one-loop corrections to the u1 vertex from the random mass vertex are given in Fig. 22.
Calculations of these diagrams are straightforward. Here, we present our results only.

(a)u1
= (b)u1

= (c)u1
= (d)u1

= (e)u1
= (f)u1

= −32ΓMu1

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2~q

(2π)2

|Q⊥|α + κ|~q|α
[c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2|~q|2]2

= −4ΓMu1

π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
) 2

ε+ ε̄
(C39)

(g)u1 = (h)u1 = (i)u1 = (j)u1 = (k)u1 = (l)u1

= −4ΓMu2

(
4Tr[τ iτ iτ jτ j ] + 2Tr[τ iτ jτ iτ j ]

)∫ dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2~q

(2π)2

|Q⊥|α + κ|~q|α
[c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2|~q|2]2

= − 4ΓMu2

π2c2c2⊥Nc

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
) 2

ε+ ε̄
. (C40)

Here, we used Tr[τ iτ iτ jτ j ] = 4
Nc

(i 6= j) from Eq. (C1).
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(c)

(a, j)(a, i)

(a, j)(a, i)

q

(d)
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(a, i) (a, j)

q

(e)

(a, j)(a, i)

(a, j)(a, i)

q

(f)

(a, i) (a, j)

(a, i) (a, j)

q

(g)

(a, i) (a, j)

(a, i) (a, j)
q

(h)

(a, i) (a, j)

(a, i) (a, j)

q

(i)

(a, j)(a, i)
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q
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(a, i) (a, j)

(a, i) (a, j)

q

(k)

(a, j)(a, i)

(a, j)(a, i)

q

(l)

FIG. 22: One-loop corrections to u1 from the ΓM vertex

(a, i) (a, j)
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(a, k) (a, l)

(a, i) (a, j)
q

(b)

(a, i) (a, j)

(a, k) (a, l)

q

(c)

(a, j)(a, i)

(a, l)(a, k)

q

(d)

(a, i) (a, j)

(a, k) (a, l)

q

(e)

(a, j)(a, i)

(a, l)(a, k)

q

(f)

FIG. 23: One-loop corrections to u2

b. Corrections to u2 from the ΓM vertex

(a)u2
= (b)u2

= (c)u2
= (d)u2

= (e)u2
= (f)u2

= −4ΓMu2

[
Tr[τ iτ jτkτ l] + Tr[τ iτ jτ lτk] + Tr[τ iτkτ jτ l] + Tr[τ iτkτ lτ j ]

+ Tr[τ iτ lτ jτk] + Tr[τ iτ lτkτ j ]
] ∫ dd−2Q⊥

(2π)d−2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

c2⊥|Q⊥|α + κ|~q|α
[c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2|~q|2]2

= − ΓMu2

2π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
) 2

ε+ ε̄

[
Tr[τ iτ jτkτ l] + Tr[τ iτ jτ lτk] + Tr[τ iτkτ jτ l] + Tr[τ iτkτ lτ j ]

+ Tr[τ iτ lτ jτk] + Tr[τ iτ lτkτ j ]
]

(C41)

The above one-loop results for both the u1 and u2 vertices can be easily reproduced based on the cut-off regular-
ization scheme.

7. One-loop corrections to the ΓM vertex

There are four types of one-loop corrections to the ΓM vertex, shown in Fig. 24. It turns out that only Feynman
diagrams (c) and (d) give corrections while Feynman diagrams (a) and (b) do not because of the non-local form of the
ΓM vertex. On the other hand, it seems that there is a 1

ε+ε̄ -pole in the calculation of the Feynman diagram (a), using
the co-dimensional regularization. We suspect that this is an artifact of the naive calculation. We discuss the reason
why it is not a true UV-correction in the cut-off regularization method. We present our calculations of diagram (a)
and diagram (c), here. Calculations of (b) and (d) are similar to those of (a) and (b).
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(a, i)
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(b, j)
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FIG. 24: One-loop corrections to ΓM

First, we consider the Feynman diagram (a). The integral can be divided into four parts; (a)
(1)
Γ , (a)

(2)
Γ , (a)

(3)
Γ , and

(a)
(4)
Γ as follows

(a)ΓM = 16Γ2
M

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

(
|Q⊥|α + κ|~q|α

)(
|Q⊥ + P⊥|α + κ|~q + ~p|α

)

[c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2|~q|2]2

=
16Γ2

M

c2c2⊥

[
(a)

(1)
ΓM

+ κc−αcα⊥(a)
(2)
ΓM

+ κc−αcα⊥(a)
(3)
ΓM

+ κ2c−2αc2α⊥ (a)
(4)
ΓM

]

= − 2Γ2
M

π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
) 2

ε+ ε̄

(
|P⊥|+ κ|~p|

)
. (C42)

Here, (a)
(i)
ΓM

are given by

(a)
(1)
ΓM

=

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1
[
|Q⊥|2 + |~q′|2

]2[
|Q⊥|2

]−α/2[
|Q⊥ + P⊥|2

]−α/2

=
|P⊥|−4+2α+d

(4π)d/2
Γ(2− α− d/2)

Γ(1− α/2)Γ(−α/2)

Γ(−2 + (d+ α)/2)Γ(−1 + (d+ α)/2)

Γ(−3 + d+ α)
= −|P⊥|

8π2

2

ε+ ε̄
(C43)

(a)
(2)
ΓM

=

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1
[
|Q⊥|2 + |~q′|2

]2[
|Q⊥|2

]−α/2[
|~q + ~p′|2

]−α/2

=
|~p′|−4+2α+d

(4π)d/2
Γ((d+ α)/2− 1)Γ(2− α− d/2)

Γ(d/2− 1)Γ(−α/2)

Γ(−2 + (α+ d)/2)Γ(α/2 + 1)

Γ(−1 + α+ d/2)
= − c|~p|

8π2

2

ε+ ε̄
(C44)

(a)
(3)
ΓM

=

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1
[
|Q⊥|2 + |~q|2

]2[
|Q⊥ + P⊥|2

]−α/2[
|~q|2
]−α/2

=
|P⊥|−4+2α+d

(4π)d/2
Γ(α/2 + 1)Γ(2− α− d/2)

Γ(−α/2)

Γ(−2 + (α+ d)/2)Γ(−1 + (d+ α)/2)

Γ(−3 + α+ d)
= −|P⊥|

16π

2

ε+ ε̄
(C45)

(a)
(4)
ΓM

=

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1
[
|Q⊥|2 + |~q|2

]2[
|~q + ~p′|2

]−α/2[
|~q|2
]−α/2

=
c−4+2α+d|~p|−4+2α+d

(4π)d/2
Γ(3− d/2)Γ(2− α− d/2)

Γ(−α/2)Γ(3− (α+ d)/2)

Γ(−2 + (α+ d)/2)Γ(α/2 + 1)

Γ(−1 + α+ d/2)
= − c|~p|

16π

2

ε+ ε̄
. (C46)
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According to Eq. C42, the diagram (a) gives a UV correction. However, it is an artifact from the dimensional

regularization. We point out that 1
ε+ε̄ -poles are coming from the Γ(−2 + (α+ d)/2) in (a)

(i)
ΓM

. It seems that there are

UV corrections regularized as a 1
ε+ε̄ -pole. However, ε+ ε̄ should be a negative value for Γ(−2 + (α+ d)/2) = Γ(− ε+ε̄2 )

to be well defined as a finite value. This is not consistent with the fact that ε and ε̄ are positive values. More explicitly,
we see that the diagram (a) does not give any UV correction, resorting to the cut-off regularization Λ in d = 3 and
α = 1 as follows:

(a)
(1)
ΓM ,Λ

=

∫
dQ⊥
2π

∫
d2q

(2π)2

|Q⊥||Q⊥ + P⊥|[
|Q⊥|2 + |~q|2

]2 =
1

8π2

∫ Λ

−Λ

dQ⊥
|Q⊥ + P⊥|
|Q⊥|

=
1

8π2

[
2(Λ− |P⊥|) + 2|P⊥| ln |P⊥|

]
→ No |P⊥| ln Λ (C47)

(a)
(2)
ΓM ,Λ

=

∫
dQ⊥
2π

∫
d2q

(2π)2

|Q⊥||~q + ~p′|
[
|Q⊥|2 + |~q|2

]2 =
1

2π

∫
d2q

(2π)2

|~q + ~p′|
|q|2

=
1

(2π)3

∫ 2π

0

dθ

∫ Λ

0

dq

√
q2 + |~p′|2 + 2q|~p′| cos θ

q

≈ 1

(2π)3

∫ 2π

0

dθ

∫ Λ

0

dq
(

1 +
|~p′|2
2q2

(1− cos2 θ)
)
→ No |~p′| ln Λ (C48)

(a)
(3)
ΓM ,Λ

= a
(1)
ΓM ,Λ

, (a)
(4)
ΓM ,Λ

= (a)
(2)
ΓM ,Λ

. (C49)

Based on the same argument, the diagram (b) does not give any UV-correction, neither.

Now let us calculate the diagram (c) in the following way

(c)ΓM = 16Γ2
M

[
|P⊥|α + κ|~p|α

] ∫ dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

[
|Q⊥|α + κ|~q|α

]

[
c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2|~q|2

][
c2⊥|Q⊥ + P⊥|2 + c2|~q + ~p|2

] (~p′ = c−1
⊥ c~p)

=
16Γ2

M

c2c2⊥

[
|P⊥|α + κ|~p|α

](
(c)

(1)
ΓM

+ κc−αcα⊥(c)
(2)
ΓM

)
=

2Γ2
M

π2c2c2⊥

[
|P⊥|α + κ|~p|α

](
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
) 2

ε+ ε̄
, (C50)

where

(c)
(1)
ΓM

=

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1
[
|Q|2

]−α/2[
|Q⊥|2 + |~q|2

][
|Q⊥ + P⊥|2 + |~q + ~p′|2

] ≈
1

8π2

2

ε+ ε̄
(C51)

(c)
(2)
ΓM

=

∫
dd−2Q⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1
[
|~q|2
]−α/2[

|Q⊥|2 + |~q|2
][
|Q⊥ + P⊥|2 + |~q + ~p|2

] ≈
1

16π

2

ε+ ε̄
(C52)

have been used. Using the cut-off regularization in d = 3 and α = 1, the same result is reproduced as

(c)ΓM ,Λ = 16Γ2
M [|P⊥|+ κ|~p|]

∫
d3q

(2π)3

|Q⊥|+ κ|~q|
[c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2|~q|2]2

=
2Γ2

M

π2c2c2⊥
[|P⊥|+ κ|~p|]

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
)

ln Λ2. (C53)

The result of the diagram (d)ΓM is the same as that of (c)ΓM .

Finally, we consider the remaining Feynman diagrams ((e), (f), (g) and (h)). It is straightforward to perform as



37

follows

(e)ΓM = (f)ΓM = −16u1ΓM (N2
c + 1)[|P⊥|α + κ|~p|α]

∫
ddQ

(2π)d

∫
d2q

(2π)2

1
[
|Q0|2 + c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2|~q|2

]2

= −2(N2
c + 1)

π2c⊥c2
u1ΓM

1

ε

(
|P⊥|α + κ|~p|α

)
(C54)

(g)ΓM = (h)ΓM = −4u2ΓM

(
2Tr[(τ j)4] +

N2
c−1∑

k=1

Tr[(τk)2(τj)
2]
)(
|P⊥|α + κ|~p|α

)∫ ddQ

(2π)d

×
∫

d2q

(2π)2

1
[
|Q0|2 + c2⊥|Q⊥|2 + c2|~q|2

]2 = −2(N2
c + 1)

Ncπ2c⊥c2
u2ΓM

1

ε

(
|P⊥|α + κ|~p|α

)
. (C55)

Appendix D: Counter terms in one-loop calculations

Here, we present our results of one-loop counter terms. The fermion self-energy, boson self-energy, Yukawa vertex,
and boson self-interaction corrections give the following counter terms from A0 to A9:

A
(1l)
0 = − (N2

c − 1)

4π2NcNf

g2

c
h1(c, c⊥, v)

1

ε
− Fdis({Γi}, v)

ε
(D1)

A
(1l)
1 = − (N2

c − 1)

4π2NcNf

g2

c
h2(c, c⊥, v)

1

ε
(D2)

A
(1l)
2 =

(N2
c − 1)

4π2NcNf

g2

c
h3(c, c⊥, v)

1

ε
(D3)

A
(1l)
3 = −A1l

2 = − (N2
c − 1)

4π2NcNf

g2

c
h3(c, c⊥, v)

1

ε
(D4)

A
(1l)
4 = − 1

4π

g2

v

1

ε
− ΓM
π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
) 1

ε+ ε̄
(D5)

A
(1l)
5 = − 1

4π

g2

vc2⊥

1

ε
+

ΓM
π2c2c2⊥

1

ε+ ε̄
(D6)

A
(1l)
6 =

κΓM
4πc3c⊥

1

ε+ ε̄
(D7)

A
(1l)
7 = − 1

8π3NcNf

g2

c
h4(c, c⊥, v)

1

ε
+
Gdis({Γi}, v)

ε
(D8)

A
(1l)
8 =

1

2π2c2c⊥

[
(N2

c + 7)u1 + 2
(

2Nc −
3

Nc

)
u2 + 3

(
1 +

3

N2
c

)u2
2

u1

]1

ε
− 6ΓM
π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
)(

1 +
u2

Ncu1

) 1

ε+ ε̄
(D9)

A
(1l)
9 =

1

2π2c2c⊥

[
12u1 + 2

(
Nc −

9

Nc

)
u2

]1

ε
− 6ΓM
π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
) 1

ε+ ε̄
(D10)

A
(1l)
ΓM

= − 2ΓM
π2c2c2⊥

(
1 +

π

2

c⊥
c
κ
) 1

ε+ ε̄
+
N2
c + 1

π2c⊥c2

(
u1 +

1

Nc
u2

)1

ε
, (D11)

where

Fdis({ΓG}, v) =
1

2π2Nf (1 + v2)

(
ΓdG1 + ΓeG5 + ΓeG6 + ΓeG7 + 2ΓeG8 + ΓeG9 + ΓeG10

)
,

Gdis({ΓG}, v) =
e−v

2/v2
c

2π2Nf

(
ΓdG2 + ΓeG5 + ΓuG11 + 2ΓuG13 + ΓuG14 + 2ΓuG15

)
,
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and

h1(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

√
x(

1− x+ xc2⊥

)(
(1 + v2)(1− x) + xc2

) ,

h2(c, c⊥, v) = c2⊥

∫ 1

0

dx

√√√√
x

(
1− x+ xc2⊥

)3(
(1 + v2)(1− x) + xc2

) ,

h3(c, c⊥, v) = c2
∫ 1

0

dx

√√√√
x

(
1− x+ xc2⊥

)(
(1 + v2)(1− x) + xc2

)3 ,

h4(c, c⊥, v) = πc
[(

1 + g3(c, c⊥, v)
)(
g1(c, c⊥, v)g2(c, c⊥, v)− v2(x− y)2

)
+ g3(c, c⊥, v)

(
g2(c, c⊥, v)− v2g1(c, c⊥, v)

)]

×
[
g3(c, c⊥, v)

(
g1(c, c⊥, v)g2(c, c⊥, v)− v2(x− y)2

)]−3/2

,

{ g1(c, c⊥, v) = x+ y + c2(1− x− y),

g2(c, c⊥, v) = (x+ y)v2 + c2(1− x− y),

g3(c, c⊥, v) = x+ y + c2⊥(1− x− y)

.

The factor of e−v
2/v2

c in Gdis({Γi, v}) is introduced to take into account the change of a phase space as the Fermi
velocity v is modified. More detailed explanations about this factor is given in Appendix C.

The counter terms of the random charge potential vertices are given by

AΓdG1
= − 1

4π2NfΓdG1(1 + v2)

1

ε

[
(ΓeG10)2 + 4ΓeG10ΓdG1 − (ΓuG11)2 + 4(ΓdG1)2 + 4ΓdG2ΓeG5 + 4ΓdG2ΓeG6 + 4ΓdG3ΓeG7

+ 4ΓdG3ΓeG9 + 8ΓdG4ΓeG8 + (ΓeG5)2 + (ΓeG6)2 + (ΓeG7)2 + 2(ΓeG8)2 + (ΓeG9)2
]

− g2(N2
c − 1)

2π2cNcNf

ΓdG2

ΓdG1

−f1(c, c⊥, v) + f2(c, c⊥, v) + f3(c, c⊥, v)

ε
(D12)

AΓdG2
= − 1

π2Nf (1 + v2)ΓdG2

1

ε

[
ΓeG10ΓdG2 + ΓdG1(ΓdG2 + ΓeG5 + ΓeG6) + 2ΓdG3ΓeG8 + ΓdG4ΓeG7 + ΓdG4ΓeG9

]

+
e
− v2

v2
c

4π2NfΓdG2

1

ε

[
2(ΓuG15)2 + (ΓuG11)2 + 2(ΓuG13)2 + (ΓuG14)2 + (ΓeG5)2 − (ΓeG6)2)

]

− g2(N2
c − 1)

2π2cNcNf

ΓdG1

ΓdG2

−f1(c, c⊥, v) + f2(c, c⊥, v) + f3(c, c⊥, v)

ε
, (D13)

AΓdG3
= − 1

π2Nf (1 + v2)ΓdG3

1

ε

[
ΓeG10ΓdG3 + ΓdG1(ΓdG3 + ΓeG7 + ΓeG9) + 2ΓdG2ΓeG8 + ΓdG4ΓeG5 + ΓdG4ΓeG6

]

− g2(N2
c − 1)

2π2cNcNf

ΓdG4

ΓdG3

−f1(c, c⊥, v) + f2(c, c⊥, v) + f3(c, c⊥, v)

ε
(D14)

AΓdG4
= − 1

π2Nf (1 + v2)ΓdG4

1

ε

[
ΓeG10ΓdG4 + ΓdG1(ΓdG4 + 2ΓeG8) + ΓdG2ΓeG7 + ΓdG2ΓeG9 + ΓdG3ΓeG5 + ΓdG3ΓeG6

]

− g2(N2
c − 1)

2π2cNcNf

ΓdG3

ΓdG4

−f1(c, c⊥, v) + f2(c, c⊥, v) + f3(c, c⊥, v)

ε
(D15)

AΓeG5
=
g2(N2

c − 1)

4π2cNcNf

f4(c, c⊥, v)− f6(c, c⊥, v)

ε
− e

− v2

v2
c

2π2NfΓeG5ε

[
− ΓuG11ΓuG14 − 2ΓuG13ΓuG15 + ΓeG5ΓeG6

]

− 1

2π2Nf (1 + v2)ΓeG5

1

ε

[
ΓeG10ΓeG6 + ΓdG1ΓeG5 + ΓeG8(ΓeG7 + ΓeG9)

]
, (D16)
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AΓeG6
=

g2(N2
c − 1)

4π2cΓeG6NcNf

ΓuG11

(
f4(c, c⊥, v) + f6(c, c⊥, v)

)
+ ΓeG6f5(c, c⊥, v)

ε
− 1

2π2Nf (1 + v2)ΓeG6

1

ε

[
ΓeG10ΓeG5 + ΓdG1ΓeG6

+ ΓeG8(ΓeG7 + ΓeG9)
]

+
e
− v2

v2
c

2π2NfΓeG6

1

ε

[
(ΓuG11)2 + ΓuG11(ΓuG14 + ΓdG2 + ΓeG5 + ΓeG6) + 4ΓuG12(ΓuG13 + ΓuG15)

+ ΓeG6(ΓuG14 + ΓeG5)
]
, (D17)

AΓeG7
=
g2ΓuG15(N2

c − 1)

4π2cΓeG7NcNf

f9(c, c⊥, v)− f11(c, c⊥, v)

ε
− 1

2π2NfΓeG7(1 + v2)

1

ε

[
ΓeG10ΓeG9 + ΓdG1ΓeG7 + ΓeG8(ΓeG5 + ΓeG6)

]

(D18)

AΓeG8
=
g2ΓuG13(N2

c − 1)

4π2ΓeG8NcNf

f7(c, c⊥, v)

ε
− 1

4π2NfΓeG8(1 + v2)

1

ε

[
2ΓeG8(ΓeG10 + ΓdG1) + ΓeG5(ΓeG7 + ΓeG9)

+ ΓeG6(ΓeG7 + ΓeG9)
]

(D19)

AΓeG9
=
g2ΓuG15(N2

c − 1)

4π2cΓeG9NcNf

f9(c, c⊥, v) + f11(c, c⊥, v)

ε
− 1

2π2NfΓeG9(1 + v2)

1

ε

[
ΓeG10ΓeG7 + ΓdG1ΓeG9 + ΓeG8(ΓeG5 + ΓeG6)

]

(D20)

AΓeG10
=
g2ΓuG14(N2

c − 1)

2π2cΓeG10NcNf

f1(c, c⊥, v) + f3(c, c⊥, v)

ε
− 1

2π2NfΓeG10(1 + v2)

1

ε

[
ΓeG10ΓdG1 − ΓuG11ΓuG14

+ 2
(

ΓeG5ΓeG6 + ΓeG7ΓeG9 + (ΓeG8)2
)]

(D21)

AΓuG11
=

e
− v2

v2
c

2π2NfΓuG11

1

ε

[
ΓuG11(ΓuG11 + ΓuG14 + 2ΓdG2 + ΓeG6) + ΓeG5(ΓuG11 + ΓuG14 + ΓeG6) + 4ΓuG12ΓuG13 + 4ΓuG12ΓuG15

+ 2ΓuG13ΓuG15 + ΓuG14ΓeG6 + ΓdG2ΓeG6

]
+

1

2π2Nf ε(v2 + 1)
ΓdG1

+
g2(N2

c − 1)

4π2cΓuG11NcNf

f5(c, c⊥, v)ΓuG11 + ΓeG6

(
f4(c, c⊥, v) + f6(c, c⊥, v)

)

ε
(D22)

AΓuG12
=

e
− v2

v2
c

π2NfΓuG12

1

ε

[
ΓuG11(ΓuG12 + ΓuG13 + ΓuG15) + ΓuG12(ΓuG14 + ΓdG2 + ΓeG5) + ΓeG6(ΓuG13 + ΓuG15)

]

+
g2(N2

c − 1)

4π2cNcNf

f4(c, c⊥, v) + f5(c, c⊥, v) + f6(c, c⊥, v)

ε
(D23)

AΓuG13
=

e
− v2

v2
c

2π2NfΓuG13

1

ε

[
ΓuG15(ΓuG11 + ΓeG5) + ΓuG13(ΓuG14 + ΓdG2)

]
+
g2ΓeG8(N2

c − 1)

4π2ΓuG13NcNf

f7(c, c⊥, v)

ε
, (D24)

AΓuG14
=
g2ΓeG10(N2

c − 1)

2π2cNcNfΓuG14

f1(c, c⊥, v) + f3(c, c⊥, v)

ε
+

e
− v2

v2
c

π2NfΓuG14

1

ε

[
ΓuG11ΓeG5 + (ΓuG13)2 + ΓuG14ΓdG2 + (ΓuG15)2)

]

+
1

2π2NfΓuG14(1 + v2)

1

ε

[
ΓeG10ΓuG11 + ΓuG14ΓdG1

]
(D25)

AΓuG15
=

g2(N2
c − 1)

8π2cεΓuG15NcNf

f9(c, c⊥, v)(ΓeG7 + ΓeG9) + f11(c, c⊥, v)(ΓeG7 − ΓeG9)

ε
+

e
− v2

v2
c

2π2NfΓuG15

1

ε

[
ΓuG11ΓuG13 + ΓuG13ΓeG5

+ ΓuG15(ΓuG14 + ΓdG2)
]

(D26)
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respectively, where

f1(c, c⊥, v) =
1

2

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)x−1/2
(
xc2 + (1− x)(1 + v2)

)−1/2

(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−1/2,

f2(c, c⊥, v) =
1

2

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)x−1/2
(
xc2 + (1− x)(1 + v2)

)−1/2

(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−3/2,

f3(c, c⊥, v) =
1 + v2

2

∫ 1

0

dx(1− x)x−1/2
(
xc2 + (1− x)(1 + v2)

)−3/2

(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−1/2,

f4(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−1/2
[
c2x2 + 4

v2

c2
y(1− x− y) + x(1− x)(1 + v2)

]−1/2

,

f5(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−3/2
[
c2x2 + 4

v2

c2
y(1− x− y) + x(1− x)(1 + v2)

]−1/2

,

f6(c, c⊥, v) =
(xc2⊥ + 1− x)−1/2x(1− v2)

[
c2x2 + 4 v

2

c2 y(1− x− y) + x(1− x)(1 + v2)
]3/2 ,

f7(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy[xc2 + y(1 + v2)]−1/2[xc2 + (1 + v2)(1− x− y)]−1/2[xc2⊥ + 1− x]−1/2,

f8(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy[xc2 + y(1 + v2)]−1/2[xc2 + (1 + v2)(1− x− y)]−1/2[xc2⊥ + 1− x]−3/2,

f9(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy[xc2⊥ + 1− x]−1/2
[
c2x2 + (1 + v2)x(1− x) +

(1− v2)2

c2
y(1− x− y)

]−1/2

,

f10(c, c⊥, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy[xc2⊥ + 1− x]−3/2
[
c2x2 + (1 + v2)x(1− x) +

(1− v2)2

c2
y(1− x− y)

]−1/2

,

f11(c, c⊥, v) = 2v

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy[xc2⊥ + 1− x]−1/2x
[
c2x2 + (1 + v2)x(1− x) +

(1− v2)2

c2
y(1− x− y)

]−3/2

.

Appendix E: Detailed analysis on one loop beta functions

Here, we analyze our one-loop beta functions systematically. Since it is not easy to analyze the one-loop beta
functions with all interaction, random charge potential, and random boson mass at the same time, we consider
limiting cases first, where some of the vertices are ignored. Based on these limiting cases, we discuss the general case.

a. Clean case (λ 6= 0, Γi = γM = 0)
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(a) RG flow diagram of c⊥
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(b) RG flow diagram of w
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(c) RG flow diagram of λ
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(d) RG flow diagram of κ1

FIG. 25: RG flow diagrams in the clean case with various initial conditions. Here, dashed lines denote fixed point
values obtained in Ref. [13]. We used ε = ε̄ = 0.01, Nf = 1, Nc = 2, vc = 0.05, and κ = 1.

First, we consider the clean case without disorder effects. Ref. [13] discussed it with a fixed value of c⊥ to 1. Here,
we discuss the clean case with a non-fixed value of c⊥, and show that it leads to the case obtained by Sur and Lee
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(a) A two-dimensional RG flow diagram when s < 4
πκ

.
A red dot denotes a fixed point with finite values of

(κ∗1, γ
∗
M ) shown in Table V. Here, sγM is set to be zero

and ε = ε̄ = 1, Nf = 1, Nc = 2 have been used.
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(b) A two dimensional RG flow diagram when s > 4
πκ

.
A blue dot denotes a fixed point with finite values of
(κ∗1, (sγM )∗) shown in Table V. Here, γM is set to be
zero and ε = ε̄ = 1, Nf = 1, Nc = 2 have been used.

FIG. 26: Two dimensional RG-flow diagrams without Yukawa interactions when ε̄
ε >

N2
c−5

N2
c+7 .

[13]. We introduce our beta function βc⊥ as

βc⊥ = z⊥
c⊥
2

[ λ
4π

(
1− 1

c2⊥

)
− N2

c − 1

2π2NcNf
λw[h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)]

]

= z⊥
c⊥
2

(c2⊥ − 1)
[ λ

4π

1

c2⊥
+

N2
c − 1

2π2NcNf
λw

∫ 1

0

dx

√√√√ x(1− x)2

(1− x+ xc2⊥)3
(

(1 + v2)(1− x) + xc2⊥

)
]
, (E1)

where λ = g2

c and w = v
c . This beta function shows that c⊥ converges to 1 in the low energy limit. See Fig. 25.

b. No Yukawa interaction case (λ = 0, Γi 6= 0, γM 6= 0)

Next, we consider the case without Yukawa interactions. From the beta functions with dimensionless variables in
the main text, we obtain RG-flows of ‘No-Yukawa Interaction’ case summarized in Table. V.

When ε̄
ε
<

N2
c−5

N2
c+7

When ε̄
ε
>

N2
c−5

N2
c+7

s < 4
πκ
⇒ s→ 0 s > 4

πκ
⇒ s↗ s < 4

πκ
⇒ s→ 0 s > 4

πκ
⇒ s↗

γM → 0 γM → π2(N2
c+7)

9(N2
c−1)

(
− N2

c−5

N2
c+7

ε+ ε̄
)

γM → 0

sγM → 0 sγM → 0 sγM → 8π
κ

N2
c+7

37N2
c−29

(
− N2

c−5

N2
c+7

ε+ ε̄
)

κ1 → π2(ε+ε̄)

N2
c+1

κ1 → 2π2

N2
c+7

[
2
3

N2
c+7

N2
c−1

(
− N2

c−5

N2
c+7

ε+ ε̄
)

+ ε
]
κ1 → 2π2

N2
c+7

[
24(N2

c+7)

37N2
c−29

(
− N2

c−5

N2
c+7

ε+ ε̄
)

+ ε
]

w → 0

TABLE V: Summary of our beta-function analysis in the absence of Yukawa interactions

Here, βΓi does not depend on other dimensionless variables. In other words, charge impurity potential vertices
are decoupled from the other parameters. There appears an oscillating pattern of the RG flow as a result of the
interplay between κ1 and γM (or sγM ), shown in Fig. 26. Here, eigenvalues of the linearized beta functions are given
by complex numbers rather than real numbers. In Ref. [20], there is a non-Gaussian fixed point, specified with finite
fixed-point values of κ1 and γM (or sγM ) and identified with a ‘Long-Range-Ordered’ phase. Here, we use the same
terminology for our analogous phase.
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c. No random charge potential case (λ 6= 0, Γi = 0, γM 6= 0)
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(d) RG flow diagram of w

200 400 600 800 1000

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

(e) RG flow diagram of λ

0 200 400 600 800 1000

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

(f) RG flow diagram of κ1

0 200 400 600 800 1000

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

(g) RG flow diagram of γM

0 200 400 600 800 1000

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

(h) RG flow diagram of sγM

FIG. 27: RG flow diagrams of the ‘No RCP’ (No random charge potential) case with various initial conditions.
Dashed lines of c⊥, w, λ, κ1, and sγM denote fixed-point values (Eq. (E7)). Here, we used ε = ε̄ = 0.01, Nf = 1,

Nc = 2, vc = 0.05, and κ = 1.

Since it is difficult to analyze the beta functions of this case in an analytic way, we first obtain numerical results
given in Fig. 27 and get some insight to investigate the analytical structure of these beta functions. We consider the
case with Yukawa interactions and random boson mass fluctuations with a setting Nf = 1, Nc = 2, ε = ε̄ = 0.01,
and κ = 1. RG flow diagrams in Fig. 27 show that there is a stable fixed point with finite fixed point values of c∗⊥,
w∗, λ∗, κ∗1, and (sγM )∗. Similar oscillating patterns observed in the ‘No-interacting’ case are also found in this case.
As explained in the ‘No-interacting’ case, these oscillating patterns are due to the interplay between κ1 and γM (or
sγM ). Since this fixed point has a similar structure to the non-Gaussian fixed point discussed in the ‘No-Interacting’
case and has a finite fixed-point value of the Yukawa interaction vertex λ, we call this fixed point as ‘Interacting
Long-Range-Ordered’ phase used in the main text.

Now, let us determine fixed point values denoted with dashed lines in Fig. 27. Since RG beta functions involve
functions hi(c, c⊥, v)(i = 1, 2, 3), it is necessary to simplify these functions. RG flows of c, v, and γM in Fig. 27
show that c, v, and γM are converging to zero in the low energy limit. With these fixed point values, hi(c, c⊥, v) are
approximated as follow:

h1(c, c⊥, v) ≈ h1(0, c⊥, 0) =

∫ 1

0

dx

√
x

(1− x+ xc2⊥)(1− x)
= 2

E(1− c2⊥)−K(1− c2⊥)

c2⊥ − 1
, (E2)

h2(c, c⊥, v) ≈ h2(0, c⊥, 0) = c2⊥

∫ 1

0

dx

√
x

(1− x+ xc2⊥)3(1− x)
= 2

E(1− c2⊥)− c2⊥K(1− c2⊥)

1− c2⊥
, (E3)

h3(c, c⊥, v) ≈ h3(0, c⊥, 0) = 0, (E4)

h4(c, c⊥, v) ≈ lim
c→0

h4(c, c⊥, cw)

= π

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1−x

0

dy
[
(1− x− y)

(
x+ y + c2⊥(1− x− y)

)

+
(

1 + x+ y + c2⊥(1− x− y)
)(
− w2(x− y)2 + (x+ y)

(
1− x− y + w2(x+ y)

))]

×
[(
x+ y + c2⊥(1− x− y)

)(
− w2(x− y)2 + (x+ y)

(
1− x− y + w2(x+ y)

))]−3/2

≡ h4(c⊥, w). (E5)

Here, E(x) and K(x) are ‘EllipticE(x)’ and ‘EllipticK(x)’ functions defined in the Mathematica program.
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The resulting beta functions with c = v = γM = 0 and hi(c, c⊥, v) are given by

z⊥ =
(

1− N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf
wλh2(0, c⊥, 0)

)−1

, (E6a)

βc⊥ =
c⊥
2

[
z⊥
{ λ

4π

(
1− 1

c2⊥

)
− N2

c − 1

2π2NcNf
wλ[h1(0, c⊥, 0)− h2(0, c⊥, 0)]

}
+
sγM
2π

z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (E6b)

βw = w
[
z⊥
{
− λ

8π
+

N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf
wλh1(0, c⊥, 0)

}
− 3sγM

8π

z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (E6c)

βλ = λ
[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

4π
− N2

c − 1

4π2NcNf
wλ[h1(0, c⊥, 0)− h2(0, c⊥, 0)]− wλ

4π3NcNf
h4(c⊥, w)

}
+
sγM
2π

z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (E6d)

βκ1 = κ1

[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

8π

(
1 +

1

c2⊥

)
+
N2
c + 7

2π2
κ1

}
− 3sγM

π

z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (E6e)

βsγM = sγM

[
− z⊥ε− ε̄+ z⊥

{ λ

8π

1

c2⊥
+
N2
c + 1

π2
κ1

}
− 11sγM

8π

z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (E6f)

where κ is set to be 1.
Solving βc⊥ = βw = βλ = βκ1 = βsγM = 0, we obtain fixed point values of c∗⊥, w∗, λ∗, κ∗1, and (sγM )∗. Our

numerical solution with ε = ε̄ = 0.01, Nf = 1, and Nc = 2 is

c∗⊥ = 0.856, w∗ = 1.035, λ∗ = 0.144, κ∗1 = 0.055, (sγM )∗ = 0.036. (E7)

These fixed point values agree well with the limiting-case values of our numerical simulations as shown in Fig. 27. If
we compare these fixed point values with those of the clean case with ε = ε̄ = 0.01, Nf = 1, and Nc = 2, given by

Clean Case: c∗⊥ = 1, w∗ = 2/3 ≈ 0.67, λ∗ = 0.21, κ∗1 = 0,

the velocities of boson fields c and c⊥ decrease due to random boson mass fluctuations, which leads to reduction of
the effective Yukawa interaction. On the other hand, the effective boson-boson interaction parameter κ1 increases.
Physical interpretation of these low energy behaviors are given in the main text.

d. No random boson mass case (λ 6= 0 ,Γi 6= 0, γM = 0)

As the last limiting case before going to the general case, we consider the case with both Yukawa interaction and
random charge potential effects. Here, only the ΓdG1 random charge potential channel is considered, mostly relevant
as discussed in the main text. In the beta function βΓdG1

, the second term proportional to the Yukawa interaction is

summed up with the term of A
(1)

ΓdG1

, coming from the Feynman diagram composed of Yukawa vertices and the random

charge potential vertex.
Assuming that all direct channels are the same for simplicity, we can re-write βΓdG1

as

βΓdG1
= z⊥ΓdG1

[
− ε+

N2
c − 1

2π2NcNf
λw[h3(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)] + Ã

(1)

ΓdG1

]
, (E8)

where

A
(1)

ΓdG1

≡ Ã(1)

ΓdG1

− N2
c − 1

2π2

g2

c
[−f1(c, c⊥, v) + f2(c, c⊥, v) + f3(c, c⊥, v)],

h2(c, c⊥, v) + h2(c, c⊥, v) = 2f1(c, c⊥, v),

f1(c, c⊥, v)− f2(c, c⊥, v) = h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v),

f1(c, c⊥, v)− f3(c, c⊥, v) = −h1(c, c⊥, v) + h3(c, c⊥, v).

If we assume that the random charge potential is much bigger than other effects, Fdis({Γi, v}) in these beta
functions dominates over any other terms in the low energy limit. As a result, we can approximate the RG flows of
the parameters as

βc ∼ −z⊥cFdis({Γi, v}) < 0⇒ c↗, βc⊥ ∼ −z⊥c⊥Fdis({Γi, v}) < 0⇒ c⊥ ↗,
βw ∼ z⊥wFdis({Γi, v}) > 0⇒ w ↘, βλ ∼ −z⊥λFdis({Γi, v}) < 0⇒ λ↗ .
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We discuss this low energy physics in a more rigorous way. Let us start from the assumption that c and c⊥ are
much larger than 1 and v, i.e, c, c⊥ � 1 > v, and show that this assumption is internally self-consistent. Physically,
this assumption looks reasonable since the random charge potential enhances c and c⊥ rapidly in the low energy
limit while v gets screening by the Yukawa interaction. With this condition, we obtain the following approximate
expressions of h1(c, c⊥, v), h2(c, c⊥, v), h3(c, c⊥, v), and h4(c, c⊥, v) as

h1(c, c⊥, v) ≈ 1

cc⊥

∫ 1

0

dx
1√
x

=
2

cc⊥
, (E9a)

h2(c, c⊥, v) ≈ c2⊥
[ ∫ 1

α

dx

√
1

x3c6⊥c
2

]
=

2

c⊥c
(α−1/2 − 1), (E9b)

h3(c, c⊥, v) ≈ c2
∫ 1

α

√
1

x3c2⊥c
6

=
2

c⊥c
(α−1/2 − 1) (E9c)

h4(c, c⊥, v) ≈ π

c3c3⊥

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ γ(x)

0

dy
c2c2⊥(1− x− y) + c2 + c2⊥

(1− x− y)5/2

(
γ(x) = min[

c2

1 + c2
− x, c2

v2 + c2
− x, c2⊥

1 + c2⊥
− x]

)

≈ 2π
β−1/2

cc⊥

[
1 +

1

3
β−1

( 1

c2
+

1

c2⊥

)]
, (E9d)

where α = max[c−2
⊥ , (1 + v2)c−2] and β = max[c−2, c−2v2, c−2

⊥ ]. In these approximate expressions, all hi(c, c⊥, v)
functions are proportional to 1

c or 1
c⊥

or 1
c⊥c

in the regime c, c⊥ � 1 > v.

Now, we introduce βwλ from βw and βλ as follows

βwλ = wλ
(βw
w

+
βλ
λ

)

= wλz⊥
[
− ε+

λ

8π
+

λw

4π3NcNf

(
π(N2

c − 1)[h2(c, c⊥, v) + h3(c, c⊥, v)]− h4(c, c⊥, v)
)

+ 2Gdis({Γi, v})
]

≈ wλz⊥
[
− ε+

λ

8π
+

λw

4π3NcNf

(
4π(N2

c − 1)
α−1/2

c⊥c
− 2π

β−1/2

cc⊥

)
+ 2Gdis({Γi, v})

]
(E10)

In the regime of c, c⊥ � 1 > v, βwλ is a positive valued function in the most region of the parameter space. As a
result, wλ decreases in the low energy limit. Then, the third term proportional to λwhi(c, c⊥, v) in βλ would be much
smaller than other terms in the low energy limit. This leads to the fact that λ → 4πFdis({Γi, v}) in the low energy
limit.

Using these results of wλ↘ and λ→ 4πFdis({Γi, v}) with our assumptions, we obtain the low energy behaviors of
the remaining parameters as follows:

βc ∼ z⊥
c

2

[ λ
4π
− 2Fdis({Γi, v})

]
→ z⊥

c

2

[
− Fdis(Γi, v)

]
⇒ c↗, (E11a)

βc⊥ ∼ z⊥
c⊥
2

[ λ
4π
− 2Fdis({Γi, v})

]
→ z⊥

c⊥
2

[
− Fdis(Γi, v)

]
⇒ c⊥ ↗, (E11b)

βs ∼ −z⊥
s

2

λ

4πc2⊥
↘⇒ s→ ssat, (E11c)

βw ∼ z⊥w
[
− λ

8π
+ Fdis({Γi, v})

]
→ z⊥w

Fdis({Γi, v})
2

⇒ w ↘, (E11d)

βκ1 ∼ z⊥κ1

[
− ε+

λ

8π
+
N2
c + 7

2π2
κ1

]
→ z⊥κ1

[Fdis({Γi, v})
2

+
1

2π2
(N2

c + 7)κ1

]
⇒ κ1 ↘, (E11e)

βΓdG1
∼ z⊥ΓdG1

[
− ε+ Ã

(1)

ΓdG1

]
⇒ ΓdG1 ↗ . (E11f)

These low energy behaviors are consistent with our numerical results on various initial conditions, shown in Fig. 28.
In addition, since c and c⊥ increase in the low energy limit, these results are consistent with the assumption we made
in the beginning.



45

0 5 10 15 20 25

1

2

3

4

5

(a) RG flow diagram of c

0 5 10 15 20 25

1

2

3

4

5

(b) RG flow diagram of c⊥

0 5 10 15 20
0

1

2

3

4

5

(c) RG flow diagram of s

0 5 10 15 20 25

1

2

3

4

5

6

(d) RG flow diagram of w

0 5 10 15 20 25
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

(e) RG flow diagram of λ

0 5 10 15 20
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

(f) RG flow diagram of κ1

0 5 10 15 20
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

(g) RG flow diagram of ΓdG1

FIG. 28: RG flow diagrams of the ‘No RBM’ (No random boson mass term) case with various initial conditions. We
used ε = ε̄ = 0.01, Nf = 1, Nc = 2, vc = 0.05, and κ = 1.

e. General case (g 6= 0 ,Γi 6= 0, ΓM 6= 0)

Finally, we consider the general case with all ingredients; Yukawa interaction, random charge potential, and random
boson mass. We can obtain beta functions of λ

c2⊥
, γM

Γi
, and wλ from the original beta functions. These ratio beta

functions make our analysis easier.

βλ/c2⊥ =
λ

c2⊥

[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

4π

1

c2⊥
+

λw

4π3NcNf

(
π(N2

c − 1)[h1(c, c⊥, v)− h2(c, c⊥, v)]− h4(c, c⊥, v)
)

+ Fdis({Γi, v}) + 2Gdis(Γi, v)
}
− γM
π2

z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (E12)

βγM/Γi =
γM
Γi

[
− ε̄+ z⊥

{ λ

4π

1

c2⊥
− N2

c − 1

2π2NcNf
wλh2(c, c⊥, v) +

N2
c + 1

π2
κ1 −A(1)

Γi

}
− γM
π2

(
3 +

5π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
, (E13)

βwλ = wλ
[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

8π
+

λw

4π3NcNf

(
− h4(c, c⊥, v) + π(N2

c − 1)[h2(c, c⊥, v) + h3(c, c⊥, v)]
)

+ 2Gdis({Γi, v})
}

+
γM
2π2

(
1 +

π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
. (E14)
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FIG. 29: RG flow diagrams of the general case with various initial conditions. Here, we used ε = ε̄ = 0.01, Nf = 1,
Nc = 2, vc = 0.05, and κ = 1.
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Two disorder effects, the random charge impurity potential and the random boson mass potential compete with
each other as seen from the opposite sign of Fdis({Γi, v}) and γM in these beta functions.

Our limiting-case studies of ’No random charge potential case’ and ‘No random boson mass case’ confirmed that
effects of the random charge potential dominate over those of the random boson mass. The random boson mass gets
screened by the boson-boson self-interaction (κ1) while the random charge potential does not. This is indeed checked
numerically as shown in Fig. 29. In this respect, the low energy physics of the general case would be almost the same
as that of the ‘No random boson mass’ case, where the similarity between RG flow diagrams is shown in Fig. 28 and
Fig. 29.

To find analytical support for this observation, we use the same strategy as that of the ‘No Random Boson mass’
case. Let us consider the parameter space, where the role of the random charge potential (∼ Fdis({Γi, v})) is much
stronger than that of the random boson mass (∼ γM ). Based on this condition, we introduce an additional assumption:
c, c⊥ � 1 > v as the ‘No random boson mass’ case. Then, we apply the same approximation of the previous section
to the function hi(c, c⊥, v) here (Eq. (E9)).

First, let us consider βwλ (Eq. (E14)) and βλ/c2⊥ (Eq. (E12)). Resulting approximate expressions of βwλ and βλ/c2⊥
are given by

βwλ ≈ wλ
[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

8π
+

λw

4π3NcNf

(
4π(N2

c − 1)
α−1/2

c⊥c
− 2π

β−1/2

cc⊥

)
+ 2Gdis({Γi, v})

}

+
γM
2π2

(
1 +

π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
> 0⇒ wλ↘, (E15)

βλ/c2⊥ ≈
λ

c2⊥

[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

4π

1

c2⊥
+

λw

4π3NcNf

(
2π(N2

c − 1)
α−1/2

cc⊥
− 2π

β−1/2

cc⊥

)

+ Fdis({Γi, v}) + 2Gdis({Γi, v})
}
− γM
π2

z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
> 0⇒ λ

c2⊥
↘, (E16)

where α = max[c−2
⊥ , (1 + v2)c−2] and β = max[c−2, c−2v2, c−2

⊥ ]. In this derivation we resort to the assumption that
Fdis({Γi, v}}), Gdis({Γi, v})� γM , sγM and c, c⊥ � 1 > v. Then, βλ can be approximated as

βλ ≈ λ
[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

4π
− Fdis({Γi, v}) + 2Gdis({Γi, v})

}
+
γM
π2

(
1 +

π

2
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
. (E17)

Here, all the terms proportional to wλhi(c, c⊥, v) are ignored since they are much smaller than λ
4π based on c, c⊥ �

1 > v and hi(c, c⊥, v) ∼ 1
c ,

1
c⊥
, 1
cc⊥

. Fdis({Γi, v}) is larger than Gdis({Γi, v}) since it involves more scattering channels

in the ‘Direct’ category. Additionally, the term proportional to γM is much smaller than Fdis({Γi, v}) based on the
assumption. As a result, we find

λ

4π
→ ε+ Fdis({Γi, v})− 2Gdis({Γi, v})−

1

z⊥

γM
π2

(
1 +

π

2
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
↗ . (E18)

Using all these results on wλ, λ
c2⊥

m and λ with our assumptions, we find the low energy behaviors of all the remaining

parameters as follows:

βΓdGi
≈ z⊥ΓdGi

[
− ε+A

(1)

ΓdGi

]
< 0⇒ ΓdGi(∵ AΓdGi

< 0)↗, (E19a)

βc ≈ −z⊥
c⊥
2
Fdis({Γi, v}) < 0⇒ c↗, (E19b)

βc⊥ ≈ −z⊥
c⊥
2
Fdis({Γi, v}) < 0⇒ c⊥ ↗, (E19c)

βw ≈ wz⊥
1

2
Fdis({Γi, v}) > 0⇒ w ↘, (E19d)

βκ1 ≈ κ1

[
z⊥
(
− ε

2
+
Fdis({Γi, v})

2
−Gdis({Γi, v}) +

N2
c + 7

2π2
κ1

)
− γM
π2

(
7 +

7π

2
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
> 0⇒ κ1 ↘,

(E19e)

βγM/ΓdGi ≈
γM
ΓdGi

[
− z⊥A(1)

ΓdGi
− γM
π2

(
3 +

5π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
> 0(∵ A

(1)

ΓdGi
< 0, ΓdGi � γM )⇒ γM

ΓdGi
↘ . (E19f)
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In the case of γM and sγM , it is not easy to obtain their low energy behaviors since there is no dominant term
proportional to ΓdGi. Oscillating behaviors of γM due to κ1, previously discussed in the ‘No random charge potential’
case, makes our analysis more difficult since the low energy dynamics of γM are is sensitive to its initial value. However,
our numerical results in Fig. 29 shows that γM and sγM are presumed to be small in the low energy limit.

We point out that the resulting low energy behaviors of all the parameters are consistent with our assumptions;
c, c⊥ � 1 > v(w � 1) and γM

ΓdGi
� 1. Therefore, we conclude that the low energy properties of the general case are

essentially the same as those of the ‘No random boson mass’ case. However, if the initial value of γM is set to be rather
large, compared to ΓdG1, one can find a parameter space, where γM and κ1 increase rapidly as energy is lowered. It is
a vestige of the oscillating pattern of γM and κ1 discussed in the ‘No random charge impurity’ case. This leads to the
breakdown of the one-loop RG analysis and plays an important role in determining possible low-energy properties of
the system discussed in the main text.

Appendix F: Breakdown of the one-loop results by the oscillating RG-flows
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(b) RG flow diagram of κ1

FIG. 30: RG flows of γM and κ1 in the general case. Here, an initial value of γM sets to be larger than those of
random charge potential vertices (Γi). Near the regime of − lnµ ∼ 1, the one-loop RG analysis break down.

Figure 30 shows the RG-flows of γM and κ1 when an initial value of γM is set to be larger than the value of random
charge potential vertices. Even the RG-flows start from the small parameter regime where the one-loop analysis is
valid, largely oscillatory RG flows allow large values of γM and κ1 outside the validity regime of the one-loop RG
analysis at the early stage of the energy evolution, corresponding to the regime − logµ . 1 in Fig. 30. As a result,
the one-loop RG analysis breaks down near the energy regime of − lnµ ∼ 1.

In the Ref. [20], authors argued about the one-loop breakdown by the oscillating RG-flows in the interaction and
disorder parameter space. In this study, we also observe such oscillating RG-flows of γM and κ1 as discussed in section
III B 1.

Appendix G: Stability of the RBMD phase space

Here, we discuss the stability RG flow in the RBMD phase space. Suppose that there is a stable phase space of γM
(sγM ) and κ1 with ‘large’ values, which may correspond to the ‘random-singlet phase’, discussed by Kirkpatrick and
Belitz [20]. This is nothing but the condition that βγM < 0 (or βsγM < 0) and βκ1 < 0. We will prove that there is a
stable parameter space, where w increases while ΓdG1/γM or ΓdG1/(sγM ) and λ decrease at least in the one-loop level,
showing that βw < 0, βλ > 0, and βΓdG1/γM

> 0 or βΓdG1/(sγM ) > 0 in the parameter space.

Following the strategy in section E to show the stability of a given phase, suppose that there is a parameter space
where max[sγM , γM ] � ΓdG1. Then, the effects of random boson mass fluctuations lead c and c⊥ to decrease in the
low energy limit. As a result, it is reasonable to assume that c, c⊥ � v < 1(w � 1) in the low energy limit, as
discussed before. To simplify our arguments, let us consider two limiting cases depending on the hierarchy between c
and c⊥: (i) c� c⊥ and (ii) c� c⊥.
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1. c� c⊥

First, we find approximate expressions of h1(c, c⊥, v), h2(c, c⊥, v), h3(c, c⊥, v), and h4(c, c⊥, v) as follows

h1(0, c⊥, v) =
1√

1 + v2

∫ 1

0

dx

√
x(

1− x+ xc2⊥

)
(1− x)

≈ 1√
1 + v2

[ ∫ α

0

dx

√
x

1− x +
1

c⊥

∫ 1

α

dx
1√

1− x
]

=
2√

1 + v2

[
−√α+

√
1− α
c⊥

+ tanh−1√α
]

=
2√

1 + v2
tanh−1

( 1√
1 + c2⊥

)
<

2√
1 + v2

1

c⊥
, (G1)

h2(0, c⊥, v) =
c2⊥√

1 + v2

∫ 1

0

dx

√√√√
x

(
1− x+ xc2⊥

)3

(1− x)
≈ c2⊥√

1 + v2

[ ∫ α

0

dx

√
x

(1− x)2
+

1

c3⊥

∫ 1

α

dx
1

x

1√
1− x

]

=
c2⊥√

1 + v2

[ √α
1− α − tanh−1√α+

1

c3⊥

(
2 ln(1 +

√
1− α)− lnα

)]

=

√
1 + c2⊥√
1 + v2

− c2⊥√
1 + v2

tanh−1
( 1√

1 + c2⊥

)
+

1√
1 + v2

2

c⊥
ln(c⊥ +

√
1 + c2⊥)→ 3√

1 + v2
(c⊥ → 0) (G2)

h3(0, c⊥, v) = h4(0, c⊥, v) = 0, (G3)

where α = 1
1+c2⊥

. Here, c is set to be zero for simplicity. Note that h1(0, c⊥, v) is a diverging function in the c⊥ → 0

limit while h2(0, c⊥, v) is not. As a result, h1(0, c⊥, v) is usually larger than h2(0, c⊥, v) in the low energy regime.

With hi(c, c⊥, v) and c� c⊥ < v < 1, we find an approximate expression of the beta function βw as

βw ≈ w
[
z⊥
{
− λ

8π
+

N2
c − 1

4π2NcNf
λwh1(0, c⊥, v) + Fdis({Γi, v})

}
− γM

2π2

(
1 +

3π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
. (G4)

This expression gives wh1(0, c⊥, v)→ 4π2NcNf
N2
c−1

1
λ

(
λ
8π −Fdis({Γi, v})+ 1

z⊥
γM
2π2

(
1+ 3π

4 κs
)
z⊥ε+ε̄
ε+ε̄

)
in the low energy limit.

Accordingly, other beta functions and their RG flows are given by

βλ/c2⊥ ≈
λ

c2⊥

[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

4π

1

c2⊥
+

λ

8π
+ 2Gdis({Γi, v})

}
+
γM
2π2

(
− 1 +

3π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
> 0(∵ s� 1)⇒ λ

c2⊥
↘, (G5)

βλ ≈ λ
[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

8π
+ 2Gdis({Γi, v})

}
+
γM
2π2

(
1 +

π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
> 0⇒ λ↘, (G6)

βwλ ≈ wλ
[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

8π
+
λw(N2

c − 1)

4π2NcNf
[h2(0, c⊥, v) + h3(0, c⊥, v)] + 2Gdis({Γi, v})

}

+
γM
2π2

(
1 +

π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
> 0⇒ wλ↘, (G7)

βs ≈
s

2

γM
π2

(
1− π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
< 0(∵ s� 1)⇒ s↗ (G8)

βΓd
G1
γM

≈ ΓdG1

γM

γM
π2

(
3 +

5π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
> 0⇒ ΓdG1

γM
↘, (G9)

β Γd
G1

sγM

≈ ΓdG1

sγM

γM
2π2

(
5 +

11π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
> 0⇒ ΓdG1

(sγM )
↘ . (G10)

βs gives a more specific condition: s > 4
πκ for our assumption to be consistent. If this assumption is specified as

4
πκc � c⊥ � v < 1 (s � 4

πκ , w � 1), we find that the low energy behaviors of the beta functions and the RG-flows

of the parameters are consistent with this assumption. On the other hand, if s is smaller than 4
πκ , the consistency

of the above analysis breaks down, where s decreases in the low energy limit. We have to check out the case with
c⊥ � c� v < 1 or s� 1, w � 1.
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2. c� c⊥

As we discussed before, let us find approximate expressions of hi(c, c⊥, v) first. For simplicity, we set c⊥ = 0. Then,
we obtain

h1(c, 0, v) =

∫ 1

0

dx

√
x

(1− x)
(

(1 + v2)(1− x) + xc2
) ≈ 2√

1 + v2
tanh−1

(√ 1 + v2

1 + v2 + c2

)
, (G11)

h2(c, 0, v) = 0, (G12)

h3(c, 0, v) = c2
∫ 1

0

dx

√√√√
x

(1− x)
(

(1 + v2)(1− x) + xc2
)3 ≈

√
1 + v2 + c2

1 + v2
− c2

(1 + v2)3/2
tanh−1

√
1 + v2

1 + v2 + c2

+
1

c

(
2 ln

(
1 +

c√
1 + v2 + c2

)
− 1

2
ln
( 1 + v2

1 + v2 + c2

))
→ const.(c→ 0), (G13)

h4(c, 0, v)→ const.(c→ 0). (G14)

Like in the previous condition (c � c⊥ < v < 1), only h1(c, 0, v) is diverging in the c → 0 limit. As a result,

the same approximation is applicable in this case. Then, we obtain wh1(c, 0, v) → 4π2NcNf
N2
c−1

1
λ

(
λ
8π + Fdis({Γi, v}) +

1
z⊥

γM
2π2

(
1 + 3π

4 κs
)
z⊥ε+ε̄
ε+ε̄

)
. Resorting to this fixed point equation, we find the low energy behaviours of the other beta

functions as follows:

βλ ≈ λ
[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

8π
+ 2Gdis({Γi, v})

}
+
γM
2π2

(
1 +

π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
> 0⇒ λ↘, (G15)

βwλ ≈ wλ
[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

8π
+
λw(N2

c − 1)

4π2NcNf
[h2(0, c⊥, v) + h3(0, c⊥, v)] + 2Gdis({Γi, v})

}

+
γM
2π2

(
1 +

π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
> 0⇒ wλ↘, (G16)

βλ/c2⊥ ≈
λ

c2⊥

[
z⊥
{
− ε+

λ

4π

1

c2⊥
+

λ

8π
+ 2Gdis({Γi, v})

}
+
γM
2π2

(
− 1 +

3π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]

⇒ λ

4π

1

c2⊥
→ ε+

1

z⊥

γM
2π2

(
1− 3π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
(∵ s� 1)↗, (G17)

βs ≈
s

2

[
− z⊥ε+

γM
2π2

(
1 +

π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄

]
> 0(∵ γM ↗)⇒ s↘, (G18)

βΓd
G1
γM

≈ ΓdG1

γM

γM
π2

(
3 +

5π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
> 0⇒ ΓdG1

γM
↘, (G19)

β Γd
G1

sγM

≈ ΓdG1

sγM

γM
2π2

(
5 +

11π

4
κs
)z⊥ε+ ε̄

ε+ ε̄
> 0⇒ ΓdG1

(sγM )
↘ . (G20)

Note that the low energy behaviors of all the parameters are consistent with each other, which means that this phase
space is in the attractive regime in the low energy limit. Compared to the previous case, the low energy behaviors of
s and λ

c2⊥
are different while other parameters show the same tendencies.

To sum up, there are two types of low energy stable phases when the random boson mass is dominant. Such two
low energy phases are identified with different hierarchies of the velocities; 4

πκc� c⊥ < v < 1 and c⊥ � 4
πκc < v < 1,

respectively. They show distinguishable low energy behaviors for the parameters of s and λ
c2⊥

, but the same low-energy

physics for other remaining parameters; γM ↗, λ ↘, κ1 ↗, and w ↗. This RBMD phase is stable at least in the
one-loop level.

Appendix H: Superconducting Instability: Details of calculations

Superconducting instability channels we consider can be classified into two groups: Zero-momentum channels (g
and dx2−y2) and 2kF -momentum channels (s and dxy). Here, we give the corresponding action representation of these
channels and show details of the one-loop RG analysis.
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1. Action representation of superconducting channels

Effective actions for superconducting instability channels are given as follows

S
(±)

A,Ω̂
= µ∆

Nf∑

if=1

∫
dd+1k

(2π)d+1

[[
ΨT

1,σ,if
(k)Ω̂⊗Aσσ′Ψ1,σ′,if (−k) + ΨT

3,σ,if
(k)Ω̂⊗Aσσ′Ψ3,σ′,if (−k)

]

±
[
ΨT

2,σ,if
(k)Ω̂⊗Aσσ′Ψ2,σ′,if (−k) + ΨT

4,σ,if
(k)Ω̂⊗Aσσ′Ψ4,σ′,if (−k)

]]

+ µ∆∗
∫

dd+1k

(2π)d+1

[[
Ψ̄1,σ,if (k)(γ0Ω̂†γ0)⊗Aσσ′Ψ̄T

1,σ,if
(−k) + Ψ̄3,σ,if (k)(γ0Ω̂†γ0)⊗Aσσ′Ψ̄T

3,σ,if
(−k)

]

±
[
Ψ̄2,σ,if (k)(γ0Ω̂†γ0)⊗Aσσ′Ψ̄T

2,σ,if
(−k) + Ψ̄4,σ,if (k)(γ0Ω̂†γ0)⊗Aσσ′Ψ̄T

4,σ,if
(−k)

]]
, (H1)

where Aσσ′ = iτyσσ′ and Ω̂ = {1̂, γd−1}, S∆0,g
= S

(+)
A,γd−1

, S∆0,d
x2−y2

= S
(−)
A,γd−1

, S∆2kF ,s
= S

(+)

A,1̂
, and S∆2kF ,dxy

= S
(−)

A,1̂
.

2. Calculations of one-loop Feynman diagrams and RG beta functions

a. Calculations of one-loop Feynman diagrams

Feynman rules for superconducting vertices are given by:

k

−k
n, σ, i n, σ′, i = −(−1)l

n
∆µ∆ΨT

n,σ,i(k)Ω̂⊗Aσσ′Ψn,σ′,i(−k) (H2)

k

−k
n, σ, i n, σ′, i = −(−1)l

n
∆µ∆ASCΨT

n,σ,i(k)Ω̂⊗Aσσ′Ψn,σ′,i(−k) (H3)

where ln∆ =
{ 0 when ∆ ∈ {∆0,g,∆2kF ,s}
n+ 1 when ∆ ∈ {∆0,dx2−y2 ,∆2kF ,dxy}

and Ω̂ = {1̂, γd−1}.

Using these Feynman rules, we find the one-loop correction to the counter term ASC . The expectation value of
[Ψ̄ex
n,σ,if

(k)]α[Ψex
n,σ′,if (−k)]β is given by three contributions in the one-loop level:

〈[Ψ̄ex
n,σ,if

(k)]α[Ψ̄ex
nσ′,if (−k)]β〉 = (a) + (b) + (c) (H4)

Here, α and β are spinor-indices. (a), (b) (Fig. 13a), and (c) (Fig. 13b) are contributions from the counter term, the
Yukawa interaction, and the random charge potential vertices, respectively. They are given as follows:

(a) = 〈[Ψ̄ex
n,σ,if

(k)]α[Ψ̄n,σ′,if (−k)]β

∫
dd+1k′

(2π)d+1
(−1)l

m
∆ (−∆µASC)[Ψm,σ1,if (k′)]a[Ω̂]abAσ1σ2 [Ψm,σ2,if (−k′)]b〉0

= (−1)l
n
∆2µ∆ASCAσσ′ [G

ex,T
n,σ,if

(k)Ω̂Gexn,σ′,if (−k)]αβ (H5)

(b) =
1

2

〈
[Ψ̄ex
nσ,if

(k)]α[Ψ̄nσ′,if (−k)]βi
g√
Nf

∫
dk1

∫
dq[Ψ̄n̄σ1,if (k1 − q)]aΦσ1σ2

(−q)[γd−1]ab[Ψnσ2,if (k1)]b

× i g√
Nf

∫
dk2

∫
dq′[Ψ̄n̄σ1,if (−k2 + q)]cΦσ3σ4

(q′)[γd−1]cd[Ψnσ4,if (−k2)]d

× (−1)l
n̄
∆(−∆µ)

∫
dk3[Ψn̄,σ5,if (k3)]e[Ω̂]efAσ5σ6 [Ψn̄σ6,if (−k3)]f

〉
0

= (−1)l
n̄
∆

4(Nc − 1)

NfNc

g2

c
∆µAσσ′

1

16π3

1

ε

∫ 1

0

dx
π√

1 + v2
x(1− x)−1/2

(
x+ (1− x)c2⊥

)−1/2(
x+

c2

1 + v2
(1− x)

)−1/2

×
[ 1

x+ c2

1+v2 (1− x)
+ Sign(Ω̂)

(
− 1 +

1

x+ (1− x)c2⊥

)]
[Gex,Tn,σ,if

(k)Ω̂Gexn,σ′,if (−k)], (H6)
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(c) =
〈

[Ψ̄ex
n,σ,if

(k)]α[Ψ̄ex
n,σ′,if (−k)]β

(−Γ)

Nf

∫
dω

2π

∫
dω′

2π

∫
ddk1d

dk2d
dq[Ψ̄m,σ1,if (ω, k1 + q)]a[M]ab[Ψn,σ1,if (k1)]b

× [Ψ̄m,σ2,if (ω′, k2 − q)]c[M̃]cd[Ψn,σ2,if (ω′, k2)]d(−1)l
m
∆ (−∆µ)

∫
dk3[Ψm,σ3,if (k3)]e[Ω̂]efAσ3σ4

[Ψm,σ4,if (−k3)]f

〉
0

= −2(−1)l
m
∆ ∆µ(ΓΛ)Aσσ′

1

4π

1

1 + v2

1

ε

( 1

π

)
[Gex,Tn,σ,if

(k)
(
MTΓ⊥,iΩ̂Γ⊥,iM̃+MT γd−1Ω̂γd−1M̃

)
Gexn,σ′,if (−k)]αβ ,

(H7)

where Sign(Ω̂) =
{ 1 when Ω̂ = 1̂

−1 when Ω̂ = γd−1
,
∑N2

c−1
i=1 [(τ i)TAτ i]σσ′ = − 2(Nc+1)

Nc
Aσσ′ and γT0 = −γ0, γ

T
i = γi(i > 0) have

been used.
From the fact that all the 1

ε -poled should be absorbed to counter terms, we obtain the following result:

ASCΩ̂ = −2(Nc + 1)

NcNf

g2

c

1

16π3

1

ε
f

(Ω̂)
SC (c, c⊥, v)Ω̂ + (−1)l

n
∆+lm∆

Γ

4π2Nf

1

1 + v2

1

ε

(
MTΓ⊥,iΩ̂Γ⊥,iM̃+MT γd−1Ω̂γd−1M̃

)
,

(H8)

where

f
(Ω̂)
SC (c, c⊥, v) =

π√
1 + v2

∫ 1

0

dx x(1− x)−1/2
(
x+ (1− x)c2⊥

)−1/2(
x+

c2

1 + v2
(1− x)

)−1/2

×
[ 1

x+ c2

1+v2 (1− x)
+ Sign(Ω̂)

(
− 1 +

1

x+ (1− x)c2⊥

)]
,
(
Sign(Ω̂) =

{ 1 when Ω̂ = 1̂

−1 when Ω̂ = γd−1

)
.

After some classifications, we have all the counter terms as follows:

ASC,∆2kF ,s
= ASC,∆2kF ,dxy

= −2(Nc + 1)

NcNf

g2

c

1

16π3
f

(1̂)
SC(c, c⊥, v)− 1

2π2Nf (1 + v2)

Γ0 + Υ0

ε
(H9)

ASC,∆0,g = ASC,∆0,d
x2−y2

= −2(Nc + 1)

NcNf

g2

c

1

16π3
f

(γd−1)
SC (c, c⊥, v). (H10)

b. Beta functions of superconducting order parameters

We start from the renormalization conditions, ZSC = 1 +ASC = Z∆Z3, ∆b = Z∆∆rµ, where ∆b is a bare value of
a superconducting gap and ∆r is the renormalized one. We find the following beta function of the gap function:

β∆ = −
(

1 +
d lnZSC
d lnµ

− d lnZ3

d lnµ

)

= −
(

1 +
1

2
g(F

(1)
g,3 − F

(1)
g,SC) + u1(F

(1)
u1,3
− F (1)

u1,SC
) + u2(F

(1)
u2,3
− F (1)

u2,SC
) + Γi(F

(1)
Γi,3
− F (1)

Γi,SC
)
)
. (H11)

As a result, all the beta functions for each superconducting channel is given by

β∆2kF ,s
= −

[
1 +

1

4π2

Nc + 1

NcNf

g2

c

(f (1̂)
SC(c, c⊥, v)

2π
− (Nc − 1)h3(c, c⊥, v)

)
+

1

Nf

Γ0 + Υ0

1 + v2

]
∆2kF ,s (H12)

β∆2kF ,dxy
= −

[
1 +

1

4π2

Nc + 1

NcNf

g2

c

(f (1̂)
SC(c, c⊥, v)

2π
− (Nc − 1)h3(c, c⊥, v)

)
+

1

Nf

Γ0 + Υ0

1 + v2

]
∆2kF ,dxy (H13)

β∆0,g
= −

[
1 +

1

4π2

Nc + 1

NcNf

g2

c

(f (γd−1)
SC (c, c⊥, v)

2π
− (Nc − 1)h3(c, c⊥, v)

)]
∆0,g (H14)

β∆0,d
x2−y2

= −
[
1 +

1

4π2

Nc + 1

NcNf

g2

c

(f (γd−1)
SC (c, c⊥, v)

2π
− (Nc − 1)h3(c, c⊥, v)

)]
∆0,dx2−y2 . (H15)

Note that random charge potential vertexes, Γ0 and Υ0, enhance only the finite-momentum superconducting instability
channels: ∆2kF ,s and ∆2kF ,dxy .
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I. EXPLICIT TRANSLATIONAL SYMMETRY BREAKING IN THE CO-DIMENSIONAL
REGULARIZATION

Acting the translation operator Ta on a Bloch wave function, we obtain

Ta|r〉 = |r + a〉, 〈r|Ta = 〈r− a|, Ta = eip̂·a,

Bloch function: 〈r|ψk〉 = ψk(r) = eik·ruk(r),

⇒ 〈r|Ta|ψk〉 = 〈r− a|ψk〉 = e−ik·aψk(r) = e−ik·a〈r|ψk〉
∴ Ta|ψk〉 = e−ik·a|ψk〉.

Here, p̂ = 1
i∇ is the momentum operator, a is a lattice constant, and |ψk〉 is a Bloch wave function.

Introducing a creation operator for the Bloch state, we obtain a

Ta|ψk〉 = Tac†k|0〉 = Tac†kT −1T |0〉 = Tac†kT −1
a |0〉(∵ Ta|0〉 = |0〉) = e−ik·ac†k|0〉

∴ Tac†kT −1
a = e−ik·ac†k. (1)

Using the above result Eq. (1), we find a representation of the translation operator in terms of the fermion field

with hot-spot indexes; ψ
(m)
a,n,σ(k), where a and σ are replica and spin index, respectively, and (n,m) denotes the hot

spot-index. Considering the Fermi wave-vector k
(i)
F , ψ

(m)
a,n,σ(k) can be re-expressed as follows

ψ(m)†
a,n,σ(k) = ψ†a,σ(k

(i)
F + k)

⇒ Taψ(m)†
a,n,σ(k)T −1

a = Taψ†a,σ(k
(i)
F + k)T −1

a = e−i(k
(i)
F +k)·rψ†a,σ(k

(i)
F + k) = e−i(k

(i)
F +k)·rψ(m)†

a,n,σ(k)

∴ Taψ(m)†
a,n,σ(k)T −1

a = e−i(k
(i)
F +k)·rψ(m)†

a,n,σ(k). (2)

Since the regularized effective action is re-written in terms of gamma matrices and spinors, a representation of the
translation operator in a matrix form, using Eq. (2), is given by

TaΨa
n,σ(k)T −1

a = eik·a
(
eikF,n·a 0

0 e−ikF,n·a

)
Ψa
n,σ(k), (3)

where kF,1 = k
(1,+)
F , kF,2 = k

(2,+)
F , kF,3 = k

(1,−)
F , and kF,4 = k

(2,−)
F .

Generalizing the lattice constant a to r =
∑
ni
niai(n ∈ Z), we obtain

TrΨa
n,σ(k)T −1

r = eik·r
(
eikF,n·r 0

0 e−ikF,n·r

)
Ψa
n,σ(k) = eik·reiσzkF,n·rΨa

n,σ(k). (4)

A representation of the translation operator for the spin density order parameter is given by

Ta~S(r)T −1
a = ~S(r− a)→ Ta~φ(r)T −1

a = eiQ·a~φ(r− a) (∵ ~S(r) = e−iQ·r~φ(r) + h.c)

→ Ta~φ(q)T −1
a = eiQ·aeiq·a~φ(q) (∵ ~φ(q) =

∫
ddreiq·r~φ(r))⇒ Tr~φ(q)T −1

r = eiQ·reiq·r~φ(q), (5)

where Q represent nesting vectors (Q = (π/a, π/a), (π/a,−π/a), (−π/a, π/a), (−π/a,−π/a)).
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Now, we are ready to check out whether the original effective action defined at d = 2 is invariant under a translation
operation. The result is given as follows:

TrSeffT −1
r =

R∑

a=1

[
4∑

n=1

∑

σ

∫
dkΨa†

n,σ(k)e−iσzkF,n·rγ0[iγ0k0 + iγ1εn(k)]eikF,n·rΨa
n,σ(k)

+ ig

4∑

n=1

∑

σ,σ′

∫
dk

∫
dqΨa†

n̄,σ(k + q)e−iσzkF,n̄·rγ0e
iQ·rΦaσ,σ′(q)γ1e

iσzkF,n·rΨa
n,σ′(k) + · · · = Seff . (6)

where γ0 = σy, γ1 = σx. Here we used a fact that {σz, γi} = 0, einQ·r = 1 (n ∈ 2Z), ei(kF,n̄−kF,n±Q)·r = 1. We also
used explicit forms of random charge potential vertices in the II B. As a result, the original effective action constructed
at d = 2 is invariant under translation.

On the other hand, we find that the regularized effective action at d = 3 is not invariant under the translation
operation as follows

TrSeffT −1
r =

R∑

a=1

[ Nf∑

if=1

4∑

n=1

Nc∑

σ=1

∫
dkΨa†

n,σ,if
(k)e−iσzkF,n·rγ0[iγ0k0 + iγ1k1 + iγ2εn(k)]eiσzkF,n·rΨa

n,σ,if
(k)

+ ig

Nf∑

if=1

4∑

n=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk

∫
dqΨa†

n̄,σ,if
(k + q)e−iσzkF,n̄·rγ0e

iQ·rΦaσ,σ′(q)γd−1e
−iσzkF,n·rΨa

n,σ′,if (k) + · · ·

6= Seff . (7)

where γ0 = σy, γ1 = σz, γ2 = σx. The fermion kinetic energy is not invariant under the translation in d = 3 for the
regularized action since {σz, γ1} 6= 0. This explicit translation symmetry breaking in the co-dimensional regularized
action is a consequence of considering an additional dimension in a form of pz-wave charge-density-wave ordering.
Here, the nesting vector is |QCDW | = 2|KF |, where KF is a magnitude of the Fermi wave vector.

II. EXPLICIT FORM OF RANDOM CHARGE POTENTIAL VERTICES

A. Random charge potential vertices with the representation of fermion fields ψ
(m)
n,σ (k)

All possible random charge potential vertices classified in the main text are presented here with following short-hand
notations:

∫
dk =

∫
dω

∫
dω′

∫
d2k1

(2π)2

∫
d2k2

(2π)2

∫
d2k3

(2π)2

∫
d2k4

(2π)2

ψm1∗
a,n1,σψ

m2
a,n2,σψ

m3∗
b,n3,σ′

ψm4

b,n4,σ′
= ψ∗a,σ(ω,k

(i1)
F + k1)ψa,σ(ω,k

(i2)
F + k2)ψ∗b,σ′(ω

′,k(i3)
F + k3)ψb,σ′(ω

′,k(i4)
F + k4).

1. Normal process

We show all the normal processes as follows:

Snor,0 = −Γ0

2

R∑

a,b=1

4∑

n=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∑

m=±

∫
dkψ(m)∗

a,n,σψ
(m)
a,n,σψ

(m)∗
b,n,σ′ψ

(m)
b,n,σ′δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (8)



3

Sdnor,θ1 = −Γdθ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (9)

Senor,θ1 = −Γeθ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (10)

Sdnor,θ2 = −Γdθ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (11)

Senor,θ2 = −Γeθ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (12)

Sdnor,π/2 = −
Γdπ/2

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

m=±

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(m)∗
a,1,σψ

(m)
a,1,σψ

(m)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(m)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(m)∗
a,2,σψ

(m)
a,2,σψ

(m)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(m)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(m)∗
a,3,σψ

(m)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(m)
b,4,σ′

+ ψ
(m)∗
a,4,σψ

(m)
a,4,σψ

(m)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(m)
b,1,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4), (13)

Senor,π/2 = −
Γeπ/2

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

m=±

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(m)∗
a,1,σψ

(m)
a,2,σψ

(m)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(m)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(m)∗
a,2,σψ

(m)
a,3,σψ

(m)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(m)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(m)∗
a,3,σψ

(m)
a,4,σψ

(m)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(m)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(m)∗
a,4,σψ

(m)
a,1,σψ

(m)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(m)
b,4,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (14)

Sdnor,π−θ1 = −
R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk

Γdπ−θ1
2

[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (15)

Senor,π−θ1 = −
R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk

Γeπ−θ1
2

[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (16)

Sdnor,π−θ2 = −
R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk

Γdπ−θ2
2

[
ψ

(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(+)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (17)

Senor,π−θ2 = −
R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk

Γeπ−θ2
2

[
ψ

(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(+)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (18)

Scnor,0 = −∆0

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (19)
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Scnor,π = −∆π

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (20)

Scnor,θ1 = −∆θ1

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (21)

Scnor,π−θ1 = −∆π−θ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (22)

Scnor,θ2 = −∆θ2

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (23)

Scnor,π−θ2 = −∆π−θ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (24)

Scnor,π/2 = −∆π/2

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′=↑,↓

∫
dk
[
ψ

(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (25)

2. Umklapp process

We show all the Umklapp processes as follows:

Sumk1,0 = −Υ0

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(+)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (26)

Sdumk1,θ1 = −Υd
θ1

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (27)

Seumk1,θ1 = −Υe
θ1

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (28)
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Sdumk2,θ1 = −Ξdθ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (29)

Seumk2,θ1 = −Ξeθ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4), (30)

Sdumk2,θ2 = −Ξdθ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (31)

Seumk2,θ2 = −Ξeθ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(+)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (32)

Sdumk2,π/2 = −
Ξdπ/2

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(+)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4), (33)

Seumk2,π/2 = −
Ξeπ/2

2

R∑

a,b=1

∑

σ,σ′

∫
dk
[
ψ

(+)∗
a,1,σψ

(−)
a,4,σψ

(+)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(−)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,4,σψ

(−)
a,3,σψ

(+)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(−)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(+)∗
a,3,σψ

(−)
a,2,σψ

(+)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(−)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(+)∗
a,2,σψ

(−)
a,1,σψ

(+)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(−)
b,2,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,1,σψ

(+)
a,4,σψ

(−)∗
b,4,σ′ψ

(+)
b,1,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,4,σψ

(+)
a,3,σψ

(−)∗
b,3,σ′ψ

(+)
b,4,σ′ + ψ

(−)∗
a,3,σψ

(+)
a,2,σψ

(−)∗
b,2,σ′ψ

(+)
b,3,σ′

+ ψ
(−)∗
a,2,σψ

(+)
a,1,σψ

(−)∗
b,1,σ′ψ

(+)
b,2,σ′ + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4) (34)

B. Regularized random charge potential vertices

Here, co-dimensional regularized random charge potential vertices are given with following short-hand notations:

A =
γ0 + iγd−1

2
, B =

γ0 − iγd−1

2
,

∫
dk̃ =

∫
dω

2π

∫
dω′

2π

∫
ddk1

(2π)d

∫
ddk2

(2π)d

∫
ddk3

(2π)d

∫
ddk4

(2π)d

Ψ̄a
n,σ,if

MnmΨm,σ,if Ψ̄b
k,σ′,ifM̃klΨ

b
l,σ′,if = Ψ̄a

n,σ,if
(ω,k1)MnmΨm,σ,if (ω,k2)Ψ̄b

k,σ′,if (ω′,k3)M̃klΨ
b
l,σ′,if (ω′,k4).
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1. Normal process

Sdis,0 = −Γ0

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

4∑

n=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a
n,σ,if

AΨa
n,σ,if

Ψ̄b
n,σ′,ifAΨb

n,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
n,σ,if

BΨa
n,σ,if

Ψ̄b
n,σ′,ifBΨb

n,σ′,if

]

× δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sddis,θ1 = −Γdθ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifBΨb
3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
BΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifAΨb
4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifAΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

AΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBΨb

4,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sedis,θ1 = −Γeθ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
ABΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifBAΨb
1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
BAΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifABΨb
2,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BAΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifABΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

ABΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBAΨb

2,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sddis,θ2 = −Γdθ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifBΨb
4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
AΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifAΨb
3,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifAΨb

4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

3,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sedis,θ2 = −Γeθ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
ABΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifBAΨb
1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
AΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifAΨb
2,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BAΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifABΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sddis,π/2 = −
Γdπ/2

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σAΨb
2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
AΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

1,σ′,ifBΨb
1,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifAΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

BΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBΨb

4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

BΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifAΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

AΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifAΨb

4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

AΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

3,σ′,if

+ (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sedis,π/2 = −
Γeπ/2

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σ′,ifAΨb
1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
ABΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

1,σ′,ifBAΨb
2,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifBΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BAΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifABΨb

2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

BΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBΨb

3,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

BAΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifABΨb

4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

AΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifAΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

ABΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBAΨb

4,σ′,if

+ (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sddis,π−θ1 = −Γdπ−θ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifAΨb
3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
AΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifAΨb
4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BΨa
1,σΨ̄b

3,σ′,ifBΨb
3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
BΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifBΨb
4,σ′,if + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4),

Sedis,π−θ1 = −Γeπ−θ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifAΨb
1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
AΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifAΨb
2,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4),
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Sddis,π−θ2 = −Γdπ−θ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

3,σ,if
BΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σ′,ifAΨb
2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

4,σ,if
BΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

1,σ′,ifBΨb
1,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

AΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

AΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifAΨb

1,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sedis,π−θ2 = −Γeπ−θ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

3,σ,if
BAΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σ′,ifABΨb
3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

4,σ,if
BΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

1,σ′,ifBΨb
4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

ABΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifBAΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

AΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifAΨb

4,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sdis,0 = −∆0

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

1,σ′,ifBΨb
1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

4,σ,if
BΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifAΨb
4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

AΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

AΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

3,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sdis,π = −∆π

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
ABΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

1,σ′,ifBAΨb
1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

4,σ,if
ABΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifBAΨb
4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

ABΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifBAΨb

2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

ABΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBAΨb

3,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sdis,θ1 = −∆θ1

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

3,σ,if
iBAΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,if iABΨb
1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

4,σ,if
iBAΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,if iABΨb
2,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

iABΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,if iBAΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

iABΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,if iBAΨb

4,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sdis,π−θ1 = −∆π−θ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
− Ψ̄a

3,σ,if
BΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifAΨb
1,σ′,if − Ψ̄a

4,σ,if
BΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifAΨb
2,σ′,if

− Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifAΨb

3,σ′,if − Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifAΨb

4,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sdis,θ2 = −∆θ2

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
iABΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

1,σ′,if iBAΨb
4,σ′,if − Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
AΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σ′,ifBΨb
3,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

iBAΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,if iABΨb

1,σ′,if − Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

AΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sdis,π−θ2 = −∆π−θ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
− Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

1,σ′,ifBΨb
4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
iABΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σ′,if iBAΨb
3,σ′,if

− Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

AΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

iBAΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,if iABΨb

2,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sdis,π/2 = −∆π/2

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nf∑

if=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

3,σ,if
BΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifAΨb
4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

4,σ,if
BAΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifABΨb
3,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

BΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifAΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

ABΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBAΨb

4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

AΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifBΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

ABΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifBAΨb

2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

AΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BAΨb
1,σ′,if Ψ̄b

2,σ′,ifABΨb
1,σ′,if + (a↔ b)

]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)
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2. Umklapp process

Sumk1,0 = −Υ0

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

1,σ′,ifAΨb
3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
AΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σ′,ifAΨb
4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifBΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifBΨb

4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

AΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifAΨb

1,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

AΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifAΨb

2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

BΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

BΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if

]

× δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sdumk1,θ1 = −Υd
θ1

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
− Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifBΨb
1,σ′,if − Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
AΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifBΨb
2,σ′,if

− Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifAΨb

1,σ′,if − Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifAΨb

2,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]

× δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Seumk1,θ1 = −Υe
θ1

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
iABΨa

1,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,if iBAΨb
3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

2,σ,if
iABΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,if iBAΨb
4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

iBAΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,if iABΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

iBAΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,if iABΨb

4,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]

× δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sdumk2,θ1 = −Ξdθ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifBΨb
4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
BΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifAΨb
4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

AΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifAΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

iABΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,if iBAΨb

3,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

iBAΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,if iABΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

iABΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,if iBAΨb

4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

iBAΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,if iABΨb

4,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Seumk2,θ1 = −Ξeθ1
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
ABΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifBAΨb
2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
BAΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

3,σ′,ifABΨb
2,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

ABΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBAΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BAΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifABΨb

1,σ′,if

− Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

AΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBΨb

1,σ′,if − Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifAΨb

1,σ′,if − Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

AΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if

− Ψ̄a
1,σ,if

BΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifAΨb

2,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Sdumk2,θ2 = −Ξdθ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifAΨb
2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
BΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifBΨb
2,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

AΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifAΨb

4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

BΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifBΨb

4,σ′,if − Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifAΨb

1,σ′,if

− Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

AΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

1,σ′,if − Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

BΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifAΨb

3,σ′,if − Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

AΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifBΨb

3,σ′,if

+ (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Seumk2,θ2 = −Ξeθ2
2

R∑

a,b=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifAΨb
3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
BΨa

2,σ,if
Ψ̄b

4,σ′,ifBΨb
3,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

AΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifAΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

BΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
2,σ′,ifBΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

iBAΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,if iABΨb

4,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

iABΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,if iBAΨb

4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

iBAΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,if iABΨb

2,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

iABΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,if iBAΨb

2,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)
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Sdumk2,π/2 = −
Ξdπ/2

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
− Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
AΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σ′,ifBΨb
4,σ′,if − Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
BΨa

3,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σ′,ifAΨb
4,σ′,if

− Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

AΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if − Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

BΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,ifAΨb

2,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifBΨb

3,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

AΨa
4,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifAΨb

3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

BΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

AΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifAΨb

1,σ′,if

+ (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

Seumk2,π/2 = −
Ξeπ/2

2

R∑

a,b=1

Nc∑

σ,σ′=1

∫
dk̃
[
Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
iABΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σ′,if iBAΨb
3,σ′,if + Ψ̄a

1,σ,if
iBAΨa

4,σ,if
Ψ̄b

2,σ′,if iABΨb
3,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

iABΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,if iBAΨb

1,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
3,σ,if

iBAΨa
2,σ,if

Ψ̄b
4,σ′,if iABΨb

1,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

BΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifBΨb

4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
2,σ,if

AΨa
3,σ,if

Ψ̄b
1,σ′,ifAΨb

4,σ′,if + Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

BΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifBΨb

2,σ′,if

+ Ψ̄a
4,σ,if

AΨa
1,σ,if

Ψ̄b
3,σ′,ifAΨb

2,σ′,if + (a↔ b)
]
δ(k1 + k3 − k2 − k4)

III. CALCULATIONS OF TWO-LOOP FEYNMAN DIAGRAMS (RANDOM CHARGE POTENTIAL
VERTICES ONLY)

In this paper, we consider two-loop corrections composed of only the random charge potential vertices, where
disorder coupling constants are mostly fast growing, compared to g and λ. In addition, it is technically too complicated
to consider all two-loop Feynman diagrams. We recommend the textbook [1] for the calculations of two-loop Feynman
diagrams.

A. Useful techniques for calculations

1. αnm and βnm

To calculate two-loop Feynman diagrams, we use variables εn(k) and ε
||
n(k) instead of kd−1, kd. Since there are two

sets of ε variables in two-loop calculations, we introduce how εn(k) can be expressed in terms of εm(k) and ε
||
m(k) first.

We consider the following dispersion relations:

ε1(k) = vkd−1 + kd, ε
||
1 (k) = kd−1 − vkd, ε2(k) = vkd − kd−1, ε

||
2 (k) = kd + vkd−1,

ε3(k) = vkd−1 − kd, ε||3 (k) = kd−1 + vkd, ε4(k) = vkd + kd−1, ε
||
4 (k) = kd − vkd−1.

Setting εn(k) = αnmεm(k) + βnmε
||
m(k), we obtain

αnn = 1, βnn = 0, α12 = α21 = 0, β12 = −β21 = 1,

α13 = α31 = −1− v2

1 + v2
, β13 = β31 =

2v

1 + v2
, α14 = α41 =

2v

1 + v2
, β14 = β41 =

1− v2

1 + v2
,

α23 = α32 = − 2v

1 + v2
, β23 = β32 = −1− v2

1 + v2
, α24 = α42 = −1− v2

1 + v2
, β24 = β42 =

2v

1 + v2
,

α34 = α43 = 0, β34 = −β43 = −1.

2. Extraction of ε-pole from integration of Feynman parameters

We need to deal with Feynman parameters to extract out the 1
ε pole. Some 1

ε -poles are hidden in the integration
of Feynman parameters, which can be trickier to deal with, compared to the one-loop analysis. Here, we introduce a
systematic way to extract out the 1

ε -pole from the integral of Feynman parameters.
Consider two functions, f(x, ε) and g(x, ε), where x is a Feynman parameter and ε is a tuning parameter of

dimension. The function f(x, ε) has a simple or higher order pole at x = x0 in the limit of ε→ 0. On the other hand,
the function g(x, ε) does not have any poles in the regime 0 < x < 1 and in the limit of ε→ 0.
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Suppose f(x, ε) is given by f(x, ε) ∼ (x− x0)−n+ε where n ≥ 1. Suppose integration of the product of f(x, ε) and

g(x, ε) with respect to x as follows: F (ε) =
∫ 1

0
dxf(x, ε)g(x, ε). To extract out ε-poles in F (ε), we perform the series

expansion of g(x, ε) at x = x0. Then, we obtain

F (ε) =

∫ 1

0

dxf(x, ε)
∞∑

l=0

g(l)(x0, ε)

l!
(x− x0)l =

n−1∑

l=0

g(l)(x0, ε)

∫ 1

0

dxf(x, ε)(x− x0)l +
∞∑

l=n

g(l)(x0, ε)

∫ 1

0

dxf(x, ε)(x− x0)l

≡ F (1)(ε) + F (2)(ε). (35)

The first term F (1)(ε) contains the ε-poles while the second term F (2)(ε) does not have 1
ε -poles. Since the second

term does not have any epsilon poles, it can be represented as follows F (2)(ε) =
∑∞
m=0

F (2,m)(0)
m! εm. As a result, we

find F (ε) = F (1)(ε) + F (2)(0) +O(ε). Note that we keep terms up to the zeroth order in ε (O(ε0)) since there can be
another 1

ε -pole coming from the integration of momentum variables multiplied to the zeroth order term.

For the case of n = 1, we obtain

F (ε) =

∫ 1

0

dxf(x, ε)g(x0, ε) +

∫ 1

0

dxf(x, 0)[g(x, 0)− g(x0, 0)] +O(ε), (36)

where we used the fact that g(x, 0) ≈ g(x0, 0) + g(1)(x0)(x− x0) + · · · ⇒∑∞
l=1 g

(l)(x0)(x− x0)l = g(x, 0)− g(x0, 0).

3. Useful integrations

For two-loop Feynman diagrams composed of only random charge potential vertices, all integrations have the same
form of the integration introduced below:

(∗) =

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
dd−2P⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2k

(2π)2

∫
d2p

(2π)2
Gf(1)
m1,σ1

(ω, k)Gf(2)
m2,σ2

(ω, p)Gf(3)
m3,σ3

(ω, ap)Gf(4)
m4,σ(ω, bk + cp)

=

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
dd−2P⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
d2k

(2π)2

∫
d2p

(2π)2

γ
(1)
0 ω + Γ

(1)
⊥ ·K⊥ + γ

(1)
d−1εm1

(k)

ω2 + |K⊥|2 + ε2m1
(k)

γ
(2)
0 ω + Γ

(2)
⊥ ·P⊥ + γ

(2)
d−1εm2

(p)

ω2 + |P⊥|2 + ε2m2
(p)

× γ
(3)
0 ω + aΓ

(3)
⊥ ·P⊥ + aγ

(3)
d−1εm3(p)

ω2 + |P⊥|2 + ε2m3
(p)

γ
(4)
0 ω + Γ

(4)
⊥ · (bK⊥ + cP⊥) + γ

(4)
d−1[bεm4

(k) + cεm4
(p)]

ω2 + |bK⊥ + cP⊥|2 + [bεm4(k) + cεm4(p)]2

=
1

(1 + v2)2

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
dd−2P⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
dε1
2π

∫ ΛFS

−ΛFS

dε
||
1

2π

∫
dε2
2π

∫ ΛFS

−ΛFS

dε
||
2

2π

γ
(1)
0 ω + Γ

(1)
⊥ ·K⊥ + γ

(1)
d−1ε1

ω2 + |K⊥|2 + ε21

× γ
(2)
0 ω + Γ

(2)
⊥ ·P⊥ + γ

(2)
d−1ε2

ω2 + |P⊥|2 + ε22

γ
(3)
0 ω + aΓ

(3)
⊥ ·P⊥ + aγ

(3)
d−1[αm3m2ε2 + βm3m2ε

||
2 ]

ω2 + |P⊥|2 + [αm3m2
ε2 + βm3m2

ε
||
2 ]2

× γ
(4)
0 ω + Γ

(4)
⊥ · (bK⊥ + cP⊥) + γ

(4)
d−1[b(αm4m1

ε1 + βm4m1
ε
||
1 ) + c(αm4m2

ε2 + βm4m2
ε
||
2 )]

ω2 + |bK⊥ + cP⊥|2 + [b(αm4m1
ε1 + βm4m1

ε
||
1 ) + c(αm4m2

ε2 + βm4m2
ε
||
2 )]2

, (37)

where a2 = b2 = c2 = 1. Based on the dimensional counting or phase space argument or explicit calculations, we can
check out that only when βm3m2

= βm4m1
= βm4m2

= 0, we get a 1
ε -pole. This is similar to the case of the one-loop

analysis . Here, we also consider v = 0 (α2
m3m2

= α2
m4m1

= α2
m4m2

= 1) and introduce the e−v
2/v2

c factor as we did in
the one-loop calculations.
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As a result, the integration is reduced to as follows:

(∗) =
(ΛFS

π

)2 abCm1m2m3m4(v)

(4π)d−1

1

4
ω−2(3−d)Γ(3− d)

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1

0

dy
[x(1− x)]

3−d
2

[y + (1− y)x(1− x)]3−d

[
y

1−d
2 (1− y)

(
Γ

(1)
⊥,iΓ

(2)
⊥,jΓ

(3)
⊥,jΓ

(4)
⊥,i

+ αm3m2Γ
(1)
⊥,iγ

(2)
d−1γ

(3)
d−1Γ

(4)
⊥,i + αm4m1γ

(1)
d−1Γ

(2)
⊥,jΓ

(3)
⊥,jγ

(4)
d−1 + αm3m2αm4m1γ

(1)
d−1γ

(2)
d−1γ

(3)
d−1γ

(4)
d−1

)

− y 3−d
2 (1− y)

(
Γ

(1)
⊥,iΓ

(2)
⊥,iΓ

(3)
⊥,jΓ

(4)
⊥,j + Γ

(1)
⊥,iΓ

(2)
⊥,jΓ

(3)
⊥,iΓ

(4)
⊥,j + Γ

(1)
⊥,iΓ

(2)
⊥,jΓ

(3)
⊥,jΓ

(4)
⊥,i + 3αm3m2

αm4m1
γ

(1)
d−1γ

(2)
d−1γ

(3)
d−1γ

(4)
d−1

+ αm4m1
αm4m2

γ
(1)
d−1γ

(2)
d−1Γ

(3)
⊥,iΓ

(4)
⊥,i + αm3m2

αm4m2
Γ

(1)
⊥,iΓ

(2)
⊥,iγ

(3)
d−1γ

(4)
d−1 + αm4m1

αm4m2
αm3m2

γ
(1)
d−1Γ

(2)
⊥,iγ

(3)
d−1Γ

(4)
⊥,i

+ αm3m2
Γ

(1)
⊥,iγ

(2)
d−1γ

(3)
d−1Γ

(4)
⊥,i + αm4m1

γ
(1)
d−1Γ

(2)
⊥,iΓ

(3)
⊥,iγ

(4)
d−1 + αm4m2

Γ
(1)
⊥,iγ

(2)
d−1Γ

(3)
⊥,iγ

(4)
d−1

)]

≈
(ΛFS

π

)2 abCm1m2m3m4
(v)

(4π)2

1

4

[(
2

ε2
+

1− 2γE + 2 ln
(

4π
ω2

)

ε

)[
Γ

(1)
⊥,iΓ

(2)
⊥,jΓ

(3)
⊥,jΓ

(4)
⊥,i + αm3m2

Γ
(1)
⊥,iγ

(2)
d−1γ

(3)
d−1Γ

(4)
⊥,i

+ αm4m1
γ

(1)
d−1Γ

(2)
⊥,jΓ

(3)
⊥,jγ

(4)
d−1 + αm3m2

αm4m1
γ

(1)
d−1γ

(2)
d−1γ

(3)
d−1γ

(4)
d−1

]
−
(

1

2ε

)[
Γ

(1)
⊥,iΓ

(2)
⊥,iΓ

(3)
⊥,jΓ

(4)
⊥,j + Γ

(1)
⊥,iΓ

(2)
⊥,jΓ

(3)
⊥,iΓ

(4)
⊥,j

+ Γ
(1)
⊥,iΓ

(2)
⊥,jΓ

(3)
⊥,jΓ

(4)
⊥,i + 3αm3m2

αm4m1
γ

(1)
d−1γ

(2)
d−1γ

(3)
d−1γ

(4)
d−1 + αm4m1

αm4m2
γ

(1)
d−1γ

(2)
d−1Γ

(3)
⊥,iΓ

(4)
⊥,i

+ αm3m2αm4m2Γ
(1)
⊥,iΓ

(2)
⊥,iγ

(3)
d−1γ

(4)
d−1 + αm4m1αm4m2αm3m2γ

(1)
d−1Γ

(2)
⊥,iγ

(3)
d−1Γ

(4)
⊥,i + αm3m2Γ

(1)
⊥,iγ

(2)
d−1γ

(3)
d−1Γ

(4)
⊥,i

+ αm4m1
γ

(1)
d−1Γ

(2)
⊥,iΓ

(3)
⊥,iγ

(4)
d−1 + αm4m2

Γ
(1)
⊥,iγ

(2)
d−1Γ

(3)
⊥,iγ

(4)
d−1

]]
+O(ε0), (38)

where γE is the Euler constant and

Cm1m2m3m4(v) =
{ 1

(1+v2)2 when m1 = m2 = m3 = m4

e−v
2/v2

c when (m1 = m2 = m3 = m4)! & limv→0 βmimj = 0
. (39)

There are two Feynman integrals:

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1

0

dy
[x(1− x)]

3−d
2 (1− y)y

1−d
2

[y + (1− y)x(1− x)]3−d
,

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1

0

dy
[x(1− x)]

3−d
2 (1− y)y

3−d
2

[y + (1− y)x(1− x)]3−d
.

Near d = 3 (ε = 0), only the first integral contains divergences because of the term y
1−d

2 . On the other hand, the
second integral gives a value 1

2 at d = 3. To extract our the hidden 1
ε -pole from the integrals of Feynman parameters

in the first integral, we use the method introduced in section III A 2 as follows:

F (ε) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1

0

dy
[x(1− x)]

ε
2 (1− y)y

ε
2−1

[y + (1− y)x(1− x)]ε

=

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1

0

dyf(y, ε)g(x, y, ε)
(
f(y, ε) = y

ε
2−1(1− y), g(x, y, ε) =

[x(1− x)]
ε
2

[y + (1− y)x(1− x)]ε

)

=

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1

0

dyf(y, ε)g(x, y = 0, ε) +

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1

0

dyf(y, 0)[g(x, y, 0)− g(x, y = 0, 0)] +O(ε)

=

∫ 1

0

dx[x(1− x)]−ε/2
∫ 1

0

y
ε
2−1(1− y) +O(ε) =

[Γ(1− ε/2)]2

Γ(2− ε)
Γ(ε/2)

Γ(2 + ε/2)
+O(ε),

where
∫ 1

0
xα−1(1− x)β−1 = Γ(α)Γ(β)

Γ(α+β) has been used.
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n1 n2 n3

Mi M̃jMj M̃i

(a) (b)

FIG. 1: (a) Two-loop fermion self-energy corrections composed of only random charge potential vertices and (b)
Counter one-loop diagram.

B. Two-loop fermion self-energy corrections

The two-loop fermion self-energy is given by

Σ
(a)
f (ω) =

ΓiΓjµ
2(−1+ε)

N3
f

∫
d2k

(2π)2

∫
d2p

(2π)2

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
dd−2P⊥
(2π)d−2

MiGn1
(ω, k)MjGn2

(ω, p)M̃iGn3
(ω, p− k)M̃j

= i
ΓiΓjµ

2(−1+ε)

N3
f

1

(1 + v2)2

∫
dε1dε

||
1

(2π)2

∫
dε2dε

||
2

(2π)2

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
dd−2P⊥
(2π)d−2

γ
(1)
0 ω + Γ

(1)
⊥ ·K⊥ + γ

(1)
d−1ε1

ω2 + |K⊥|2 + ε21

× γ
(2)
0 ω + Γ

(2)
⊥ ·P⊥ + γ

(2)
d−1ε2

ω2 + |P⊥|2 + ε22

γ
(3)
0 ω + Γ

(3)
⊥ · (P⊥ −K⊥) + γ

(3)
d−1[αn3n2

ε2 + βn3n2
ε
||
2 − αn3n1

ε1 − β − n3n1ε
||
1 ]

ω2 + |P⊥ −K⊥|2 + [αn3n2ε2 + βn3n2ε
||
2 − αn3n1ε1 − βn3n1ε

||
1 ]2

.

(40)

According to the dimensional counting or phase space arguments, there is an epsilon pole only when βn3n2 =
βn3n1 = 0. As a result, there is finite two-loop corrections only for the n1 = n2 = n3 case. However, if consider
the v = 0 limit, cases with limv→0 βnm = 0 also give finite corrections, which we sincerely discussed in our one-loop

calculations. We consider both cases here and introduce the e−v
2/v2

c factor in the second case as we did in the one-loop
calculation. We find

Σ
(a)
f (ω) = i

ΓiΓjµ
2ε

N2
f

Cn1n2n3
(v)
(ΛFS

π

)2
∫
dε1
2π

∫
dε2
2π

∫
dd−2K⊥
(2π)d−2

∫
dd−2P⊥
(2π)d−2

Mi γ0ω + Γ⊥ ·K⊥ + γd−1ε1
ω2 + |K⊥|2 + ε21

Mj

× γ0ω + Γ⊥ ·P⊥ + γd−1ε2
ω2 + |P⊥|2 + ε22

M̃i γ0ω + Γ⊥ · (P⊥ −K⊥) + γd−1[αn3n2
ε2 − αn3n1

ε1]

ω2 + |P⊥ −K⊥|2 + [αn3n2
ε2 − αn3n1

ε1]2
M̃j

= i
ΓiΓj
N2
f

Cn1n2n3(v)
(ΛFS

π

)2 1

(4π)2

ω

2
Γ(ε)

(4πµ2

ω2

)ε ∫ 1

0

dx

∫ 1

0

[
dy[x(1− x)]−

ε
2 y−1+ ε

2
[x(1− x)]ε

[y + (1− y)x(1− x)]ε

×
(
Miγ0MjΓ⊥,iM̃iΓ⊥,iM̃j + αn3n2Miγ0Mjγd−1M̃iγd−1M̃j

)
+ [x(1− x)]−1− ε2 yε/2

[x(1− x)]ε

[y + (1− y)x(1− x)]ε

×
[
− x(1− x)

(
Miγ0MjΓ⊥,iM̃iΓ⊥,iM̃j + αn3n2Miγ0Mjγd−1M̃iγd−1M̃j

)
+ x
(
−MiΓ⊥,iMjγ0M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃j

− αn3n1
Miγd−1Mjγ0M̃iγd−1M̃j +MiΓ⊥,iMjΓ⊥,iM̃iγ0M̃j + αn3n1

αn3n2
Miγd−1Mjγd−1γ0

)]]

= i
ΓiΓj
N2
f

Cn1n2n3
(v)
(ΛFS

π

)2 1

(4π)2

ω

2

( 2

ε2
+

1− 2γE + 2 ln
(

4πµ2

ω2

)

ε

)[
Miγ0MjΓ⊥,iM̃iΓ⊥,iM̃j

+ αn3n2
Miγ0Mjγd−1M̃iγd−1M̃j −MiΓ⊥,iMjγ0M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃j − αn3n1

Miγd−1Mjγ0M̃iγd−1M̃j

+MiΓ⊥,iMjΓ⊥,iγ0M̃j + αn3n1αn3n2Miγd−1Mjγd−1M̃iγ0M̃j
]
, (41)
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where Cn1n2n3
(v) =

{ 1
(1+v2)2 when n1 = n2 = n3

e−v
2/v2

c when (n1 = n2 = n3)! & limv→0 βninj = 0
and

Γ(ε)

∫
[x(1− x)]−ε/2yε/2

[x(1− x)]ε

[y + (1− y)x(1− x)]ε

(4πµ2

ω2

)ε
≈ 1

ε
+O(ε0) (42)

Γ(ε)

∫
x[x(1− x)]−1−ε/2yε/2

[x(1− x)]ε

[y + (1− y)x(1− x)]ε

(4πµ2

ω2

)ε
≈ 2

ε2
+

1− 2γE + 2 ln
(

4πµ2

ω2

)

ε
+O(ε0) (43)

have been used.
In the case of the one-loop counter diagram (b), the procedure is the same as that of the usual one-loop calculation,

given by

Σ
(b)
f,C(ω) = − iΓiΓj

(4π)2N2
f

Cn1n2n3
(v)
(ΛFS

π

)2ω

2

[ 2

ε2
− γE

ε
+

ln
(

4π
ω2

)

ε

]
×
[
Miγ0MjΓ⊥,iM̃iΓ⊥,iM̃j

+ αn3n2Miγ0Mjγd−1M̃iγd−1M̃j −MiΓ⊥,iMjγ0M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃j − αn3n1Miγd−1Mjγ0M̃iγd−1M̃j

+MiΓ⊥,iMjΓ⊥,iM̃iγ0M̃j + αn3n1
αn3n2

Miγd−1Mjγd−1M̃iγ0M̃j
]

(44)

Summing up results of (a) and (b) give the final answer:

Σ
(a)
f + Σ

(b)
f,C = i

ΓiΓj
N2
f

Cn1n2n3(v)
(ΛFS

π

)2 ω

(4π)2

[
− 1

ε2
+

1

2ε

][
Miγ0MjΓ⊥,iM̃iΓ⊥,iM̃j + αn3n2

Miγ0Mjγd−1M̃iγd−1M̃j

−MiΓ⊥,iMjγ0M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃j − αn3n1
Miγd−1Mjγ0M̃iγd−1M̃j +MiΓ⊥,iMjΓ⊥,iM̃iγ0M̃j

+ αn3n1αn3n2Miγd−1Mjγd−1M̃iγ0M̃j
]
. (45)

Note that the non-local divergence (
ln

(
4πµ2

ω2

)

ε ) in the two-loop calculation disappears due to introduction of the
one-loop counter diagram. Only local divergence terms remain.
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C. Two-loop random charge potential vertex corrections

n2

n1 n4

n3

Mi

Mj

Mk

M̃i

M̃j

M̃k

(a)

n4

n3

n2

n1

M̃i

M̃j

M̃k

Mi

Mj

Mk

(b)

n2

n1

n4

n3

Mi

Mj

Mk

M̃i

M̃j

M̃k

(c)

n1

n2

n3

n4

Mk

Mj

Mi

M̃j
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FIG. 2: Two loop relevant disorder vertex diagrams
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FIG. 3: One loop counter terms for disorder interactions

Using the identity Eq. (38), all two-loop random charge potential vertices can be easily calculated. Also, many
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Feynman diagrams are related to each other by changing the order of the vertex matrix M or the fermion index n.
Here, we present only the result of the diagram (a) and its one-loop counter diagram (a)CT , given by

(a) =
ΓiΓjΓkµ

3(−1+ε)

N3
f

∫
ddk

(2π)d

∫
ddp

(2π)d
[MkGfn1,σ(ω, k)MjGfn2,σ(ω, k + p)Mi]⊗ [M̃iGfn3,σ′(ω, k + p)M̃kGfn4,σ′(ω, p)M̃

j ]

= −ΓiΓjΓk
N3
f

(ΛFS
π

)2 Cn1n2n3n4(v)

(4π)2

1

4

[(
2

ε2
+

1− 2γE + 2 ln
(

4π
ω2

)

ε

)[
[MkΓ⊥,iMjΓ⊥,jMi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,jM̃kΓ⊥,iM̃j ]

+ αn3n2 [MkΓ⊥,iMjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kΓ⊥,iM̃j ] + αn4n1 [Mkγd−1MjΓ⊥,jMi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,jM̃kγd−1M̃j ]

+ αn3n2αn4n1 [Mkγd−1Mjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kγd−1M̃j ]
]
−
(

1

2ε

)[
MkΓ⊥,iMjΓ⊥,iMi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,jM̃kΓ⊥,jM̃j ]

+ [MkΓ⊥,iMjΓ⊥,jMi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃kΓ⊥,jM̃j ] + [MkΓ⊥,iMjΓ⊥,jMi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,jM̃kΓ⊥,iM̃j ]

+ 3αn3n2
αn4n1

[Mkγd−1Mjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kγd−1M̃j ]

+ αn4n1αn4n2 [Mkγd−1Mjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃kΓ⊥,iM̃j ]

+ αn3n2αn4n2 [MkΓ⊥,iMjΓ⊥,iMi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kγd−1M̃j ]

+ αn4n1
αn4n2

αn3n2
[Mkγd−1MjΓ⊥,iMi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kΓ⊥,iM̃j ]

+ αn3n2
[MkΓ⊥,iMjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kΓ⊥,iM̃j ]

+ αn4n1
[Mkγd−1MjΓ⊥,iMi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃kγd−1M̃j ] + αn4n2

[Γ⊥,iMjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃kγd−1M̃j ]
]]

(46)

(a)CT =
ΓiΓjΓk
N3
f

(ΛFS
π

)2 Cn1n2n3n4
(v)

(4π)2

1

2

[ 2

ε2
− γE

ε
+

ln
(

4π
ω2

)

ε

][
[MkΓ⊥,iMjΓ⊥,jMi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃kΓ⊥,jM̃j ]

+ αn3n2 [MkΓ⊥,iMjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kΓ⊥,iM̃j ] + αn4n1 [Mkγd−1MjΓ⊥,iMi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,µM̃kγd−1M̃j ]

+ αn3n2αn4n1 [Mkγd−1Mjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kγd−1M̃j ]

]
(47)

Adding (a) to (a)CT gives the following final result:

(a) + (a)CT = −ΓiΓjΓk
N3
f

(ΛFS
π

)2 Cn1n2n3n4
(v)

(4π)2

1

4

[
− 2

ε2

[
αn3n2

αn4n1
[Mkγd−1Mjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kγd−1M̃j ]

]

−
(

1

2ε

)[
MkΓ⊥,1MjΓ⊥,1Mi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,1M̃kΓ⊥,1M̃j ]

+ αn3n2
αn4n1

[Mkγd−1Mjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kγd−1M̃j ]

+ αn4n1
αn4n2

[Mkγd−1Mjγd−1Mi]⊗ [M̃iΓ⊥,1M̃kΓ⊥,1M̃j ]

+ αn3n2
αn4n2

[MkΓ⊥,1MjΓ⊥,1Mi]⊗ [M̃iγd−1M̃kγd−1M̃j ]
]]

+O(ε0). (48)

Since only the 1
ε -pole contributes to beta functions [1], we can ignore the 1

ε2 -pole safely.
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D. Two-loop Yukawa interaction vertex corrections

n2

n1

n3

n4

Mi

M̃j

Mj

M̃i

(a)

n3

n2

n1

n4

M̃j

Mj

Mi

M̃i

(b)

n1

n2

n3

n4

M̃j

Mj

M̃i

Mi

(c) (d)

We can use the same identity Eq. (38) to calculate two-loop Yukawa interaction vertices. Here, we only present
our results as follows:

(a) + (a)CT = iτaσσ′
gΓiΓj

N
3/2
f

(ΛFS
π

)2 Cn1n2n3n4
(v)

(4π)2

1

2

[
− 1

ε2

[
MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃jΓ⊥,iM̃i

−MjΓ⊥,iMiγd−1M̃jΓ⊥,iM̃i + αn4n1
Mjγd−1MiΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃jγd−1M̃i − αn4n1

Mjγd−1Miγd−1M̃jγd−1M̃i
]

− 1

4ε

[
MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃jΓ⊥,jM̃i +MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,iM̃jΓ⊥,jM̃i

−MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃jΓ⊥,iM̃i − αn4n1
Mjγd−1Miγd−1M̃jγd−1M̃i + αn4n1

αn4n2
Mjγd−1MiΓ⊥,iM̃jΓ⊥,iM̃i

− αn4n2
MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iM̃jγd−1M̃i − αn4n1

αn4n2
Mjγd−1MiΓ⊥,iM̃jΓ⊥,iM̃i +MjΓ⊥,iMiγd−1M̃jΓ⊥,iM̃i

− αn4n1
Mjγd−1MiΓ⊥,iγd−1Γ⊥,iM̃jγd−1M̃i + αn4n2

MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iM̃jγd−1M̃i
]]

(49)

(b) + (b)CT = −iτaσσ′
gΓiΓj

N
3/2
f

(ΛFS
π

)2 Cn1n2n3n4(v)

(4π)2

1

2

[
− 1

ε2

[
MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iM̃jΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃i

−MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iM̃jγd−1M̃i + αn2n1
Mjγd−1Miγd−1M̃jΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃i − αn2n1

Mjγd−1Miγd−1M̃jγd−1M̃i
]

− 1

4ε

[
MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,jM̃jΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,iM̃i +MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,jM̃jΓ⊥,iγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃i

−MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iM̃jΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃i − αn2n1
Mjγd−1Miγd−1M̃jγd−1M̃i + αn2n1

αn2n̄3
Mjγd−1MiΓ⊥,iM̃jΓ⊥,iM̃i

− αn2n̄3MjΓ⊥,iMiγd−1M̃jΓ⊥,iM̃i − αn2n1αn2n̄3Mjγd−1MiΓ⊥,iM̃jΓ⊥,iM̃i +MjΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iM̃jγd−1M̃i

− αn2n1Mjγd−1Miγd−1M̃jΓ⊥,iγd−1Γ⊥,iM̃i + αn2n̄3MjΓ⊥,iMiγd−1M̃jΓ⊥,iM̃i
]]

(50)

(c) + (c)CT = −iτaσσ′
gΓiΓj

N
3/2
f

(ΛFS
π

)2 Cn1n2n3n4
(v)

(4π)2

1

2

[
− 1

ε2

[
M̃iΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃jΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iMj

− M̃iγd−1M̃jΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iMj + αn4n3M̃iΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃jγd−1Miγd−1Mj − αn4n3M̃iγd−1M̃jγd−1Miγd−1Mj
]

−
(

1

4ε

)[
M̃iΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,iM̃jΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,jMj + M̃iΓ⊥,iγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃jΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,jMj

− M̃iΓ⊥,jγd−1Γ⊥,jM̃jΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iMj − αn4n3M̃iγd−1M̃jγd−1Miγd−1Mj + αn4n3αn4n̄1M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃jγd−1MiΓ⊥,iMj

− αn4n̄1M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃jΓ⊥,iMiγd−1Mj − αn4n3αn4n̄1M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃jγd−1MiΓ⊥,iMj + M̃iγd−1M̃jΓ⊥,iMiΓ⊥,iMj

− αn4n3M̃iΓ⊥,iγd−1Γ⊥,iM̃jγd−1Miγd−1Mj + αn4n̄1M̃iΓ⊥,iM̃jΓ⊥,iMiγd−1Mj
]]

(51)



17

Surprisingly, it turns out that all two loop contributions to the Yukawa interaction vertex from only random charge
potential vertices are zero.

IV. COUNTER TERMS IN TWO-LOOP CALCULATIONS

Using the Mathematica programming, we are able to get all two-loop counter terms as follows:

A
(2l)
0 =

1

32π4N2
f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
(∆0 −∆π)2 − 2(∆0 + ∆π)Γ0 − (Γ0)2

]
+

e
− v2

v2
c

32π4N2
f

1

ε

[
(∆π−θ1)2 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1 + (∆θ1)2

− 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 2Γdθ1Γeθ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0 + 2∆θ1Υ0 + 3(Υ0)2 + 2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1

− 2Γdθ1Υd
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γeθ1Υe
θ1 + 6Υd

θ1Υe
θ1

]
(52)

A
(2l)
Γ0

=
e
− v2

v2
c

64Γ0π4N2
f

1

ε

[
∆π(∆π−θ1)2 + 2∆π∆π−θ1∆θ1 + ∆π(∆θ1)2 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 + 2(∆θ1)2Γdπ−θ1

+ (∆π−θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 − (∆θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 + 2(Γdπ−θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 −∆π(Γeπ−θ1)2 + (Γeπ−θ1)3

− 2(∆π−θ1)2Γdθ1 + 6∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdθ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 + Γeπ−θ1(Γdθ1)2 + (∆π−θ1)2Γeθ1 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeθ1

− (∆θ1)2Γeθ1 − (Γdπ−θ1)2Γeθ1 − (Γeπ−θ1)2Γeθ1 + 2(Γdθ1)2Γeθ1 −∆π(Γeθ1)2 + Γeπ−θ1(Γeθ1)2 − (Γeθ1)3 + 2∆π∆π−θ1Υ0

+ 2∆π∆θ1Υ0 − 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υ0 + 2∆θ1Γdθ1Υ0 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + 2∆θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + ∆π(Υ0)2 + 4Γdπ−θ1(Υ0)2

− Γeπ−θ1(Υ0)2 + 6Γdθ1(Υ0)2 + Γeθ1(Υ0)2 + 2(Γdπ−θ1)2Υd
θ1 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + 4Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2(Γeπ−θ1)2Υd

θ1

− Γdπ−θ1Γdθ1Υd
θ1 + 4Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υd

θ1 + 2∆θ1Υ0Υd
θ1 − 2(Υ0)2Υd

θ1 −∆π(Υd
θ1)2

+ Γeπ−θ1(Υd
θ1)2 − Γeθ1(Υd

θ1)2 + ∆0

[
− (∆π−θ1)2 + (∆θ1)2 + ∆π−θ1Υ0 + 2∆θ1(∆π−θ1 + Υ0) + 2[(Υ0)2

+ (−Γdπ−θ1 + Γdθ1)(Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd
θ1)]
]
− 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 + Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2(Γeπ−θ1)2Υe

θ1 − 4Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Υe
θ1

+ 2∆πΓeθ1Υe
θ1 + 4Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γdθ1Γeθ1Υe
θ1 − 2(Γeθ1)2Υe

θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υe
θ1 + 2∆θ1Υ0Υe

θ1 − 2(Υ0)2Υe
θ1

− 2∆πΥd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 4Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γeθ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − Γ0

(
3(∆π−θ1)2 + 3(∆θ1)2 − 4Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1

− 4Γdθ1Γeθ1 + 6∆π−θ1Υ0 + 3(Υ0)2 + ∆θ1(2∆π−θ1 + Υ0)− 4Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γeθ1Υe
θ1 − 2Υd

θ1Υe
θ1

)]

+
1

64Γ0π4N2
f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
(∆0)3 + ∆0(∆π)2 + 2(∆π)3 + [−2(∆0)2 + 8∆0∆π − 5(∆π)2]Γ0 + (−4∆0 + ∆π)(Γ0)2

+ (Γ0)3)
]

(53)
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A
(2l)

Γdθ1
= − e

− v2

v2
c

64Γdθ1π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
− 2∆0(∆π−θ1)2 + ∆π(∆π−θ1)2 + 2∆0∆π−θ1∆θ1 − 2∆π∆π−θ1∆θ1 − 2∆0(∆θ1)2 + ∆π(∆θ1)2

+ 3(∆π−θ1)2Γdπ−θ1 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 − (∆θ1)2Γdπ−θ1 − 3(∆π−θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 − (∆θ1)2Γeπ−θ1
− 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 2(Γdπ−θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 −∆π(Γeπ−θ1)2 + (Γeπ−θ1)3 + 2(Γdθ1)3 + (∆π−θ1)2Γeθ1 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeθ1

− (∆θ1)2Γeθ1 + ∆0Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 2(Γdπ−θ1)2Γeθ1 + 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Γeθ1 − (Γeπ−θ1)2Γeθ1 + 2∆0(Γeθ1)2 −∆π(Γeθ1)2

+ 2Γdπ−θ1(Γeθ1)2 + Γeπ−θ1(Γeθ1)2 − (Γeθ1)3 − 4(Γdθ1)2(−Γdπ−θ1 + Γeθ1)− 2∆0∆π−θ1Υ0 + 2∆π∆π−θ1Υ0

+ 2∆0∆θ1Υ0 − 3∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Υ0 − 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υ0 − 4∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υ0 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + 2∆θ1Γeθ1Υ0

+ ∆π(Υ0)2 − 2Γdπ−θ1(Υ0)2 − Γeπ−θ1(Υ0)2 + Γeθ1(Υ0)2 − 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2(Γdπ−θ1)2Υd

θ1 − 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1

− 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + 2(Γeπ−θ1)2Υd
θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd

θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υd
θ1 − 2∆θ1Υ0Υd

θ1 + 2(Υ0)2Υd
θ1

− 2∆0(Υd
θ1)2 −∆π(Υd

θ1)2 − 2Γdπ−θ1(Υd
θ1)2 + Γeπ−θ1(Υd

θ1)2 − Γeθ1(Υd
θ1)2 − 2(∆π−θ1)2Υe

θ1 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Υe
θ1

−∆0Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − 4∆0Γeθ1Υe
θ1 + 2∆πΓeθ1Υe

θ1 − 2(Γeθ1)2Υe
θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υe

θ1 − 2∆θ1Υ0Υe
θ1

− 4∆0Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2∆πΥd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 2(Υd
θ1)2Υe

θ1 − 2∆0(Υe
θ1)2 + 2∆π(Υe

θ1)2 − 2Γdπ−θ1(Υe
θ1)2

+ Γdθ1(4(∆π−θ1)2 + 2(∆θ1)2 + 2(Γdπ−θ1)2 − 2∆0Γeπ−θ1 − Γ0Γeπ−θ1 − 6Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + (Γeπ−θ1)2 + 2∆0Γeθ1 − 2Γ0Γeθ1

+ 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 3(Γeθ1)2 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0 + 2(Υ0)2 + ∆θ1(2∆π−θ1 + Υ0)− 2∆0Υd
θ1 − 6Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + 4Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1

− (Υd
θ1)2 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γeθ1Υe
θ1 − 2Υd

θ1Υe
θ1)− Γ0

(
(∆π−θ1)2 + 6∆π−θ1∆θ1 + (∆θ1)2 − (Γeπ−θ1)2 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1

− 3(Γeθ1)2 + 4∆π−θ1Υ0 + 2∆θ1Υ0 + 3(Υ0)2 − 3Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + (Υd

θ1)2 − 4Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 − 2Γeθ1Υe

θ1 + 2(Υe
θ1)2

)]

+
1

64Γdθ1π
4N2

f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[(
(∆0)2 + (∆π)2

)
Γdπ−θ1 + (∆0 + 4∆π)Γ0Γdπ−θ1 −

(
(∆0)2 − 4∆0∆π + 3(∆π)2

)
Γdθ1

+ (2∆0 + ∆π)Γ0Γdθ1 + (Γ0)2(−2Γdπ−θ1 + 3Γdθ1)
]

(54)

A
(2l)
Γeθ1

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64Γeθ1π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
− 4∆π(∆π−θ1)2 − 4∆0∆π−θ1∆θ1 + 2∆π∆π−θ1∆θ1 − 2∆π(∆θ1)2 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 2(∆θ1)2Γdπ−θ1

− 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 2(∆π−θ1)2Γeθ1 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeθ1 + 4(∆θ1)2Γeθ1 − 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 2∆πΓdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 2(Γdπ−θ1)2Γeθ1

− 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + (Γeπ−θ1)2Γeθ1 + 6(Γdθ1)2Γeθ1 − 2∆0(Γeθ1)2 − 2∆π(Γeθ1)2

+ 2Γdπ−θ1(Γeθ1)2 + Γeπ−θ1(Γeθ1)2 + (Γeθ1)3 − 2∆π∆π−θ1Υ0 − 2∆0∆θ1Υ0 − 3∆π∆θ1Υ0 − 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Υ0 + 4∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υ0

− 2∆θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + 2∆π(Υ0)2 + 2Γeθ1(Υ0)2 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Υd
θ1 − 4∆πΓdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆0Γeθ1Υd

θ1

+ 4∆πΓeθ1Υd
θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd

θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆θ1Υ0Υd

θ1 − 2∆π(Υd
θ1)2 + Γeθ1(Υd

θ1)2 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Υe
θ1

+ 2(∆θ1)2Υe
θ1 − 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 + 2(Γeπ−θ1)2Υe
θ1 + 2∆0Γeθ1Υe

θ1 − 6∆πΓeθ1Υe
θ1

+ Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe
θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe

θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υe
θ1 − 2∆θ1Υ0Υe

θ1 + 2(Υ0)2Υe
θ1 − 4∆0Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 + 4∆πΥd

θ1Υe
θ1

− 4Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1(Υe
θ1)2 + 2Γeθ1(Υe

θ1)2 + 2Υd
θ1(Υe

θ1)2 − 2Γdθ1

(
2(∆θ1)2 + ∆0Γeθ1

− 4Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 − Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + (Γeθ1)2 −∆θ1(2∆π−θ1 + Υ0)− Γeθ1Υd
θ1 + ∆π(Γeθ1 + 2Υd

θ1)− 2Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + Γeθ1Υe

θ1

+ Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

)
+ Γ0

(
(∆θ1)2 − 2∆θ1(3∆π−θ1 + 2Υ0)− 2[Γdθ1Γeθ1 + Γeθ1(Γdπ−θ1 + Γeπ−θ1 + Γeθ1 − 2Υe

θ1) + Υd
θ1(Γeθ1 + Υe

θ1)]
)]

− 1

64Γeθ1π
4N2

f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
3(∆0)2Γeθ1 − 2∆0∆πΓeθ1 + 2(∆0 + ∆π)Γ0Γeθ1 − (Γ0)2Γeθ1 + (∆π)2(−2Γeπ−θ1 + Γeθ1)

]

(55)
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A
(2l)

Γdθ2
=

e
− v2

v2
c

64π4N2
fΓdθ2

1

ε

[
− 2(∆π−θ1)2Γdπ/2 + 2Γdπ/2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − (∆π−θ1)2Γdπ−θ2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2 + 3Γdπ/2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1

+ 2Γeπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2Γdθ1 + Γdπ/2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2Γeθ1 − 2Γdπ−θ2Γdθ1Γeθ1 − (∆π−θ1)2Γdθ2 + 4Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γdθ2

+ 4Γdθ1Γeθ1Γdθ2 − (∆π−θ1)2Γeθ2 + (Γeπ−θ1)2Γeθ2 + (Γeθ1)2Γeθ2 − (∆θ1)2
(
− 2Γdπ/2 − Γdπ−θ2 + Γdθ2 + Γeθ2

)
+ ∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ2Υ0

− 2∆π−θ1Γdθ2Υ0 − 2∆π−θ1Γeθ2Υ0 + 2Γdπ/2(Υ0)2 + 2Γdπ−θ2(Υ0)2 − Γdθ2(Υ0)2 − Γeθ2(Υ0)2 + ∆θ1

(
4∆π−θ1Γdπ/2

+ 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ2 − 2∆π−θ1Γdθ2 + 2Γdπ−θ2Υ0 − Γdθ2Υ0

)
− Γdπ/2Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2Υd
θ1 + 2Γdπ/2Γdθ1Υd

θ1

+ 2Γdπ−θ2Γdθ1Υd
θ1 + 4Γdπ−θ1Γdθ2Υd

θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ2Υd
θ1 + Γeθ2(Υd

θ1)2 + Γeπ−θ2

(
(∆π−θ1)2 + (∆θ1)2 − (Γeπ−θ1)2 − (Γeθ1)2

+ 2∆π−θ1Υ0 + (Υ0)2 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − (Υd

θ1)2
)
− 3Γdπ/2Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γdπ/2Γeθ1Υe
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ2Υe

θ1 − 2Γeθ1Γdθ2Υe
θ1

+ 4Γdπ/2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γdθ2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

]
+

1

64π4N2
fΓdθ2(1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
(∆π)2(Γdπ−θ2 − 3Γdθ2) + (∆0)2(Γdπ−θ2 − Γdθ2) + 4∆0∆πΓdθ2

+ ∆πΓ0(4Γdπ−θ2 + Γdθ2) + ∆0Γ0(Γdπ−θ2 + 2Γdθ2) + (Γ0)2(−2Γdπ−θ2 + 3Γdθ2)
]

(56)

A
(2l)
Γeθ2

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64π4N2
fΓeθ2

1

ε

[
− 2(∆π−θ1)2Γeπ/2 + (∆π−θ1)2Γeθ2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γeθ2 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Γeθ2 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Γeθ2

− 2Γdθ1Γeθ1Γeθ2 + (∆θ1)2(2Γeπ/2 + Γeθ2)− 4∆θ1Γeπ/2Υ0 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ2Υ0 + 2Γeπ/2(Υ0)2 + Γeθ2(Υ0)2

− 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ2(∆π−θ1 + Υ0)− 4Γeπ/2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 4Γeπ/2Γdθ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ2Υd
θ1 + 2Γdθ1Γeθ2Υd

θ1 + 4Γeπ/2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

+ 2Γeπ−θ2(Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd
θ1)Υe

θ1

]
− 1

64Γeθ2π
4N2

f (1 + v2)2

[
− 2(∆π)2Γeπ−θ2 +

(
3(∆0)2 − 2∆0∆π + (∆π)2

+ 2(∆0 + ∆π)Γ0 − (Γ0)2
)

Γeθ2

]
(57)

A
(2l)

Γd
π/2

=
e
− v2

v2
c

128Γdπ/2π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
4Γdπ/2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2 + 4Γdπ/2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 + 3Γeπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2Γdθ1 + 4Γdπ/2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1

+ Γdπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2Γeθ1 + 4Γdπ/2Γdθ1Γeθ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γdθ2 + 3Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Γdθ2 + Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Γdθ2 + 4∆π−θ1∆θ1(Γdπ−θ2 + Γdθ2)

+ 2(∆θ1)2(Γdπ−θ2 + Γdθ2)− 2(∆π−θ1)2(2Γdπ/2 + Γdπ−θ2 + Γdθ2)− 2∆π−θ1Γdπ/2Υ0 + 2∆θ1Γdπ/2Υ0 + 2Γdπ/2(Υ0)2

+ 2Γdπ−θ2(Υ0)2 + 2Γdθ2(Υ0)2 + 4Γdπ/2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − Γdπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2Υd

θ1 + 4Γdπ/2Γdθ1Υd
θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ2Γdθ1Υd

θ1 − Γdπ−θ1Γdθ2Υd
θ1

+ 2Γdθ1Γdθ2Υd
θ1 + 4Γdπ/2Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − 3Γeπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2Υe
θ1 − 4Γdπ/2Γeθ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ2Γeθ1Υe
θ1 − 3Γeπ−θ1Γdθ2Υe

θ1

+ 2Γeθ1Γdθ2Υe
θ1 + 4Γdπ/2Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 + 4Γdπ−θ2Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 + 4Γdθ2Υd

θ1Υe
θ1

]
+

1

64π4N2
f (1 + v2)2

[
4∆0∆π − 2(∆π)2

+ 3∆0Γ0 + 5∆πΓ0 + (Γ0)2
]

(58)

A
(2l)
Γe
π/2

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64Γeπ/2π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
(∆π−θ1)2Γeπ/2 − 2Γeπ/2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 2Γeπ/2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 + 2Γeπ/2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 2Γeπ/2Γdθ1Γeθ1

− (∆π−θ1)2Γeθ2 + (∆θ1)2(Γeπ/2 + Γeθ2) + 2∆π−θ1Γeπ/2Υ0 + Γeπ/2(Υ0)2 + Γeθ2(Υ0)2 − 2∆θ1

(
∆π−θ1Γeπ/2

+ (Γeπ/2 + Γeθ2)Υ0

)
− 2Γeπ/2Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + 2Γeπ/2Γdθ1Υd
θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ2Υd

θ1 − 2Γdθ1Γeθ2Υd
θ1 + 2Γeπ/2Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1

− 2Γeπ/2Γeθ1Υe
θ1 + 2Γeπ/2Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 + 2Γeθ2Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 + Γeπ−θ2

(
− (∆π−θ1)2 + (∆θ1)2 − 2∆θ1Υ0 + (Υ0)2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1

− 2Γdθ1Υd
θ1 + 2Υd

θ1Υe
θ1

)]
+

1

64π4N2
f (1 + v2)2)

1

ε

[
− 3(∆0)2 + 2∆0∆π + (∆π)2 − 2(∆0 + ∆π)Γ0 + (Γ0)2

]
(59)
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A
(2l)

Γdπ−θ1
= − e

− v2

v2
c

64π4N2
f

1

ε

[
2∆0(∆π−θ1)2 −∆π(∆π−θ1)2 − 6∆0∆π−θ1∆θ1 + 2∆π∆π−θ1∆θ1 + 2∆0(∆θ1)2 −∆π(∆θ1)2

+ 2(∆π−θ1)2Γdπ−θ1 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 + 4(∆θ1)2Γdπ−θ1 + 2(Γdπ−θ1)3 − (∆π−θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeπ−θ1
+ (∆θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 − 4(Γdπ−θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆0(Γeπ−θ1)2 + ∆π(Γeπ−θ1)2 + 3Γdπ−θ1(Γeπ−θ1)2 − (Γeπ−θ1)3 − (∆π−θ1)2Γeθ1

+ 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeθ1 − 3(∆θ1)2Γeθ1 − 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + (Γeπ−θ1)2Γeθ1 + ∆π(Γeθ1)2 + Γdπ−θ1(Γeθ1)2

− Γeπ−θ1(Γeθ1)2 + (Γeθ1)3 − 2∆0∆π−θ1Υ0 − 2∆π∆π−θ1Υ0 − 2∆0∆θ1Υ0 + 6∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Υ0 + ∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υ0

− 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + 2∆θ1Γeθ1Υ0 − 4∆0(Υ0)2 −∆π(Υ0)2 + Γeπ−θ1(Υ0)2 − Γeθ1(Υ0)2 + 3∆0Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1

− 4(Γdπ−θ1)2Υd
θ1 − 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2(Γeπ−θ1)2Υd

θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd
θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υd

θ1 − 2∆θ1Υ0Υd
θ1

+ 2(Υ0)2Υd
θ1 + ∆π(Υd

θ1)2 + Γdπ−θ1(Υd
θ1)2 − Γeπ−θ1(Υd

θ1)2 + Γeθ1(Υd
θ1)2 − 2(Γdθ1)2(−Γdπ−θ1 + Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd

θ1)

− 2(∆θ1)2Υe
θ1 + 4∆0Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − 2(Γeπ−θ1)2Υe
θ1 + 2∆0Γeθ1Υe

θ1 + 2∆πΓeθ1Υe
θ1

+ 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe
θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe

θ1 − 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υe
θ1 + 2(Υ0)2Υe

θ1 − 2∆πΥd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

− 2Γeθ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2∆0(Υe
θ1)2 + 2∆π(Υe

θ1)2 + Γdθ1

(
(∆π−θ1)2 + (∆θ1)2 + 4(Γdπ−θ1)2 −∆0Γeπ−θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1

+ 2(Γeπ−θ1)2 − 2∆0Γeθ1 − 6Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + ∆π−θ1Υ0 − 4(Υ0)2 − 2∆θ1(∆π−θ1 + Υ0) + 2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1

− 2(Υe
θ1)2

)
+ Γ0

(
(∆π−θ1)2 + (∆θ1)2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 3(Γeπ−θ1)2 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 + Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 2Γdθ1Γeθ1 − (Γeθ1)2

− (Υ0)2 + 2∆θ1(∆π−θ1 + Υ0)− 2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 4Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γdθ1Υd
θ1 − (Υd

θ1)2 − Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 − 4Γeθ1Υe

θ1 − 4Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

− 2(Υe
θ1)2

)]
+

1

64π4N2
f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
−
(

(∆0)2 − 4∆0∆π + 3(∆π)2
)

Γdπ−θ1 + (2∆0 + ∆π)Γ0Γdπ−θ1

+ (Γ0)2(3Γdπ−θ1 − 2Γdθ1) +
(

(∆0)2 + (∆π)2
)

Γdθ1 + (∆0 + 4∆π)Γ0Γdθ1

]
(60)

A
(2l)
Γeπ−θ1

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64Γeπ−θ1π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
− 2∆0(∆π−θ1)2 + 4∆0∆π−θ1∆θ1 − 4(∆π−θ1)2Γdπ−θ1 + 8∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 + 4(∆π−θ1)2Γeπ−θ1

− 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 2(∆θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 + 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 6(Γdπ−θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 + 2∆0(Γeπ−θ1)2 − 2Γdπ−θ1(Γeπ−θ1)2

+ (Γeπ−θ1)3 − 2(∆π−θ1)2Γdθ1 + 6∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdθ1 + 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 + 8Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 + 2(Γeπ−θ1)2Γdθ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1(Γdθ1)2

+ 4(∆π−θ1)2Γeθ1 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeθ1 + 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + (Γeπ−θ1)2Γeθ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Γeθ1

+ Γeπ−θ1(Γeθ1)2 − 3∆0∆π−θ1Υ0 + 2∆0∆θ1Υ0 − 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υ0 + 6∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υ0 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 − 4∆0(Υ0)2

+ 2Γeπ−θ1(Υ0)2 − 2Γdθ1(Υ0)2 − 2Γeθ1(Υ0)2 − 2(∆π−θ1)2Υd
θ1 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Υd

θ1 − 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 4∆0Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1

− 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2∆0Γdθ1Υd

θ1 − Γdπ−θ1Γdθ1Υd
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Υd

θ1 + (Γdθ1)2Υd
θ1 − 2∆0Γeθ1Υd

θ1 − (Γeθ1)2Υd
θ1

− 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υd
θ1 + 2∆0(Υd

θ1)2 − 2Γeθ1(Υd
θ1)2 + (Υd

θ1)3 + 2(∆π−θ1)2Υe
θ1 + 2(∆θ1)2Υe

θ1 − 3Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1

+ 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe

θ1 − 2(Γeθ1)2Υe
θ1 − 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υe

θ1 − 2∆0Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 4Γdθ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

+ 2Γeθ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1(Υe
θ1)2 − 2Γeθ1(Υe

θ1)2 −Υd
θ1(Υe

θ1)2 + ∆π

(
2(∆π−θ1)2 + 4(∆θ1)2 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1

+ 2(Γeπ−θ1)2 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 2∆π−θ1Υ0 − 6∆θ1Υ0 − (Υ0)2 + 2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γdθ1Υd
θ1

+ 2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

)
− Γ0

(
(∆π−θ1)2 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0 + ∆θ1(−6∆π−θ1 + Υ0) + 2(−Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − (Γeπ−θ1)2 − Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1

− Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + (Υ0)2 + 3Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + Γdθ1Υd

θ1 − Γeθ1Υd
θ1 + (Υd

θ1)2 + Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + Γeθ1Υe

θ1)
)]

− 1

64Γeπ−θ1π
4N2

f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
2∆π(−∆0 + Γ0)Γeπ−θ1 + (3(∆0)2 + 2∆0Γ0 − (Γ0)2)Γeπ−θ1 + (∆π)2

(
Γeπ−θ1 − 2Γeθ1

)]

(61)
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A
(2l)

Γdπ−θ2
= − e

− v2

v2
c

64Γdπ−θ2π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
2(∆π−θ1)2Γdπ/2 − 2Γdπ/2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + (∆π−θ1)2Γdπ−θ2 − 4Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2 − 3Γdπ/2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1

− Γdπ/2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 4Γdπ−θ2Γdθ1Γeθ1 + (∆π−θ1)2Γdθ2 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γdθ2 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Γdθ2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Γdθ2

+ 2Γdθ1Γeθ1Γdθ2 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1

(
2Γdπ/2 − Γdπ−θ2 + Γdθ2

)
− (∆π−θ1)2Γeθ2 + (Γeπ−θ1)2Γeθ2 + (Γeθ1)2Γeθ2 − (∆θ1)2(2Γdπ/2

− Γdπ−θ2 + Γdθ2 + Γeθ2) + 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ2Υ0 + ∆θ1(Γdπ−θ2 − 2Γdθ2)Υ0 −∆π−θ1Γdθ2Υ0 − 2∆π−θ1Γeθ2Υ0 − 2Γdπ/2(Υ0)2

+ Γdπ−θ2(Υ0)2 − 2Γdθ2(Υ0)2 − Γeθ2(Υ0)2 + Γdπ/2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 4Γdπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2Υd

θ1 − 2Γdπ/2Γdθ1Υd
θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γdθ2Υd

θ1

− 2Γdθ1Γdθ2Υd
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ2Υd

θ1 + Γeθ2(Υd
θ1)2 + Γeπ−θ2

(
(∆π−θ1)2 + (∆θ1)2 − (Γeπ−θ1)2 − (Γeθ1)2 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0

+ (Υ0)2 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − (Υd

θ1)2
)

+ 3Γdπ/2Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γdπ−θ2Υe

θ1 − 2Γdπ/2Γeθ1Υe
θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ2Γeθ1Υe

θ1

− 4Γdπ/2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

]
+

1

64π4N2
fΓdπ−θ2(1 + v2)2

[
4∆0∆πΓdπ−θ2 + (Γ0)2(3Γdπ−θ2 − 2Γdθ2)

+ (∆π)2(−3Γdπ−θ2 + Γdθ2) + (∆0)2(−Γdπ−θ2 + Γdθ2) + ∆0Γ0(2Γdπ−θ2 + Γdθ2) + ∆πΓ0(Γdπ−θ2 + 4Γdθ2)
]

(62)

A
(2l)
Γeπ−θ2

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64π4N2
fΓeπ−θ2

1

ε

[
− 2(∆π−θ1)2Γeπ/2 + 2(∆θ1)2Γeπ/2 + 2Γeπ/2(Υ0)2 − 2∆θ1(∆π−θ1Γeθ2 + (2Γeπ/2 + Γeθ2)Υ0)

− 4Γeπ/2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 4Γeπ/2Γdθ1Υd

θ1 + Γeπ−θ2

(
(∆π−θ1)2 + (∆θ1)2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1

− 2Γdθ1Γeθ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0 + (Υ0)2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2Γdθ1Υd

θ1

)
+ 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ2Υe

θ1 − 2Γeθ1Γeθ2Υe
θ1 + 4Γeπ/2Υd

θ1Υe
θ1

+ 2Γeθ2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

]
− 1

64Γeπ−θ2π
4N2

f (1 + v2)2

[(
3(∆0)2 − 2∆0∆π + (∆π)2

)
Γeπ−θ2 + 2(∆0 + ∆π)Γ0Γeπ−θ2 − (Γ0)2Γeπ−θ2

− 2(∆π)2Γeθ2

]
(63)

A
(2l)
∆0

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64∆0π4N2
f

1

ε

[
2∆0(∆π−θ1)2 + ∆π(∆π−θ1)2 + 2∆0∆π−θ1∆θ1 + 2∆0(∆θ1)2 + ∆π(∆θ1)2 + 2(∆π−θ1)2Γdπ−θ1

− 6∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 3(∆π−θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 − (∆θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 − 4∆0Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + ∆0(Γeπ−θ1)2

−∆π(Γeπ−θ1)2 + (Γeπ−θ1)3 + (∆π−θ1)2Γeθ1 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeθ1 + 3(∆θ1)2Γeθ1 − 2(Γdπ−θ1)2Γeθ1 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Γeθ1

− (Γeπ−θ1)2Γeθ1 + ∆0(Γeθ1)2 −∆π(Γeθ1)2 + Γeπ−θ1(Γeθ1)2 − (Γeθ1)3 + 4∆0∆π−θ1Υ0 + 2∆π∆π−θ1Υ0 + ∆0∆θ1Υ0

− 4∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Υ0 − 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υ0 − 4∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υ0 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 − 2∆θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + 2∆0(Υ0)2 + ∆π(Υ0)2

− 2Γdπ−θ1(Υ0)2 − Γeπ−θ1(Υ0)2 + Γeθ1(Υ0)2 − 4∆0Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 3(Γdπ−θ1)2Υd

θ1 + 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υd

θ1

+ 2(Γeπ−θ1)2Υd
θ1 − 2∆πΓeθ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd
θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υd

θ1 − 2∆θ1Υ0Υd
θ1 + 2(Υ0)2Υd

θ1 + ∆0(Υd
θ1)2

−∆π(Υd
θ1)2 − 4Γdπ−θ1(Υd

θ1)2 + Γeπ−θ1(Υd
θ1)2 − Γeθ1(Υd

θ1)2 − 2(Γdθ1)2(Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd
θ1) + Γ0

(
− 2(∆θ1)2

+ 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + (Γeπ−θ1)2 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 2Γdθ1Γeθ1 + (Γeθ1)2 − 3∆π−θ1Υ0 − 3(Υ0)2

− 2∆θ1(∆π−θ1 + Υ0) + 2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γdθ1Υd
θ1 + (Υd

θ1)2
)
− 2(∆π−θ1)2Υe

θ1 + 2(∆θ1)2Υe
θ1

− 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 + 4Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2∆0Γeθ1Υe

θ1 − 2∆πΓeθ1Υe
θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe

θ1

+ 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υe
θ1 + 2∆θ1Υ0Υe

θ1 − 2∆0Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 2∆πΥd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γeθ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 2(Υd
θ1)2Υe

θ1

− Γdθ1

(
2(∆θ1)2 + 3Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 4∆0Γeθ1 + Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 4∆π−θ1Υ0 − 2∆θ1(∆π−θ1 + Υ0) + 2Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + 4(Υd
θ1)2

+ Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + 4Γeθ1Υe

θ1 + 4Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

)]
− 1

64∆0π4N2
f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
3(∆0)3 − 4(∆0)2∆π + 5∆0(∆π)2 − 2(∆π)3

+
(

(∆0)2 −∆0∆π − (∆π)2
)

Γ0 − 2(∆0 + 2∆π)(Γ0)2 + 2(Γ0)3
]

(64)
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A
(2l)
∆π

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64π4N2
f

1

ε

[
2∆0∆π−θ1∆θ1 − 4∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 4(∆θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 − 4(∆π−θ1)2Γeθ1 + 4∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeθ1 + 2∆0∆θ1Υ0

− 4∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υ0 − 4∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Υ0 − 4∆θ1Γdθ1Υ0 − 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 − 2∆θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + 2Γeθ1(Υ0)2 − 2∆θ1Γ0(∆π−θ1 + Υ0)

− 2(∆θ1)2Υd
θ1 − 4Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd
θ1 − 4Γdθ1Γeθ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γeθ1(Υd
θ1)2 + 2(∆π−θ1)2Υe

θ1 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Υe
θ1

− 4(∆θ1)2Υe
θ1 + 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2(Γeπ−θ1)2Υe

θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Υe
θ1 − 2∆0Γeθ1Υe

θ1 + Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe
θ1

+ 2Γdθ1Γeθ1Υe
θ1 − 2(Γeθ1)2Υe

θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υe
θ1 + 4∆θ1Υ0Υe

θ1 + 2∆0Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − 6Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

− 6Γdθ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γeθ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 2Γ0(Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd
θ1)Υe

θ1 − Γeπ−θ1(Υe
θ1)2 − 4Γeθ1(Υe

θ1)2 + ∆π

(
2(∆π−θ1)2

+ 2(∆θ1)2 + (Γeπ−θ1)2 + 4Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 + 4Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + (Γeθ1)2 + 4∆π−θ1Υ0 + ∆θ1Υ0 + 2(Υ0)2 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1

+ 4Γdθ1Υd
θ1 + (Υd

θ1)2 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2Γeθ1Υe

θ1 − 2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

)]
− 1

64π4N2
f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
11(∆0)2 − 4∆0∆π + 5(∆π)2

+
(

14∆0 + ∆π

)
Γ0 + 3(Γ0)2

]
(65)

A
(2l)
∆θ1

=
e
− v2

v2
c

64∆θ1π
4N2

f

[
− 2∆π∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 4∆0∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 + 6∆π∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 4∆θ1(Γdπ−θ1)2 + 4∆π∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1

+ 6∆0∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 4∆π∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 3∆θ1(Γeπ−θ1)2 − 4∆θ1(Γdθ1)2 + 6∆0∆π−θ1Γeθ1

− 4∆0∆θ1Γeθ1 + 4∆π∆θ1Γeθ1 − 4∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 6∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 2∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 −∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1

+ 2∆π−θ1(Γeθ1)2 − 5∆θ1(Γeθ1)2 + 2∆πΓdπ−θ1Υ0 + 4∆πΓeπ−θ1Υ0 + 4∆0Γeθ1Υ0 −∆πΓeθ1Υ0 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υ0

+ 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + 2(Γeθ1)2Υ0 + 6∆0∆θ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 6∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υd

θ1 + 2Γeθ1Υ0Υd
θ1

− 3∆θ1(Υd
θ1)2 + 2∆π∆π−θ1Υe

θ1 − 4∆0∆θ1Υe
θ1 + 6∆π∆θ1Υe

θ1 − 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + ∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υe

θ1

− 2∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 − 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υe
θ1 − 2∆θ1Γeθ1Υe

θ1 + 2∆0Υ0Υe
θ1 − 4∆πΥ0Υe

θ1 + 4Γdπ−θ1Υ0Υe
θ1

+ 2Γeπ−θ1Υ0Υe
θ1 − 6∆π−θ1Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 + 2∆θ1Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 − 2Υ0Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 + 2∆π−θ1(Υe

θ1)2 − 2∆θ1(Υe
θ1)2 − 2Υ0(Υe

θ1)2

+ 2Γdθ1

(
4∆0∆θ1 − 4∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 + ∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 −∆π−θ1Γeθ1 + ∆π(∆π−θ1 −∆θ1 + 3Υ0) + ∆θ1Υd

θ1 − 2∆π−θ1Υe
θ1

+ Υ0Υe
θ1

)
+ Γ0

(
8∆θ1Γdθ1 + 7∆θ1Γeθ1 − 2∆θ1Υd

θ1 − 2∆θ1(2Γdπ−θ1 + Γeπ−θ1 + Υe
θ1) + 2∆π−θ1(2Γeθ1 + Υe

θ1)

+ 2Υ0(Γeθ1 + 2Υe
θ1)
)]
− 1

64∆θ1π
4N2

f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
− (∆0)2∆θ1 + 2∆0∆π∆θ1 + (∆π)2(−2∆π−θ1 + ∆θ1)

+ 2(∆0 −∆π)∆θ1Γ0 + 3∆θ1(Γ0)2
]

(66)
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A
(2l)
∆π−θ1

=
e
− v2

v2
c

64∆π−θ1π4N2
f

1

ε

[
− 8∆0∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1 + 2∆π∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 2∆π∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 4∆π−θ1(Γdπ−θ1)2 + 6∆0∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1

− 4∆π∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 6∆0∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆π∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 6∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 5∆π−θ1(Γeπ−θ1)2 + 2∆θ1(Γeπ−θ1)2

− 6∆0∆π−θ1Γeθ1 + 4∆π∆π−θ1Γeθ1 − 4∆π∆θ1Γeθ1 + 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 5∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1

− 3∆π−θ1(Γeθ1)2 + 4∆0Γdπ−θ1Υ0 − 2∆πΓdπ−θ1Υ0 − 2(Γdπ−θ1)2Υ0 + ∆0Γeπ−θ1Υ0 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Υ0 + 2∆0Γeθ1Υ0

+ 4∆πΓeθ1Υ0 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + (Γeθ1)2Υ0 + (Γdθ1)2(−4∆π−θ1 + Υ0) + 2∆0∆π−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2∆π∆π−θ1Υd

θ1

+ 2∆π∆θ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 4∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + ∆πΥ0Υd
θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Υ0Υd

θ1

+ 3Γeπ−θ1Υ0Υd
θ1 + 4Γeθ1Υ0Υd

θ1 − 3∆π−θ1(Υd
θ1)2 −Υ0(Υd

θ1)2 + 2∆0∆π−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2∆0∆θ1Υe

θ1 + ∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1

− 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1 − 2∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 − 2∆πΥ0Υe

θ1 + 4Γdπ−θ1Υ0Υe
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υ0Υe

θ1

+ 2Γeθ1Υ0Υe
θ1 − 4∆θ1Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 − 2∆π−θ1(Υe

θ1)2 + 2∆θ1(Υe
θ1)2 + Υ0(Υe

θ1)2 + Γdθ1

(
4∆0∆π−θ1 + 4∆π−θ1Γ0

− 8∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1 + 6∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 8∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1 + 4∆0Υ0 + Γdπ−θ1Υ0 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υ0

+ 2∆π

(
− 3∆π−θ1 + ∆θ1 + Υ0

)
+ 2∆θ1Υd

θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2Υ0Υe

θ1

)
− Γ0

(
∆θ1(4Γeπ−θ1 + Υd

θ1)

+ ∆π−θ1(8Γdπ−θ1 + 7Γeπ−θ1 − 2Γeθ1 + 4Υd
θ1)− 2Υ0(Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + 3Υd

θ1 + Υe
θ1)
)]

+
1

64επ4N2
f (1 + v2)2

[
(∆π)2(−∆π−θ1 + 2∆θ1) + 2∆π∆π−θ1(−∆0 + Γ0)

+ ∆π−θ1
(

(∆0)2 − 2∆0Γ0 − 3(Γ0)2
)]

(67)

A
(2l)
∆θ2

=
e
− v2

v2
c

64∆θ2π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
2∆π/2∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆θ2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 −∆θ2(Γeπ−θ1)2 + 2∆π/2∆π−θ1Γeθ1 + 2∆θ2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1

+ 2∆π−θ2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 −∆θ2(Γeθ1)2 + 4∆π/2Γdπ−θ1Υ0 + 2∆π/2Γeπ−θ1Υ0 + 4∆π/2Γdθ1Υ0 + 2∆π/2Γeθ1Υ0

− 2∆π/2∆π−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆θ2Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 2∆θ2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2∆π−θ2Γeθ1Υd

θ1 − 2∆π/2Υ0Υd
θ1 −∆θ2(Υd

θ1)2

+ 2∆π/2∆θ1(−Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd
θ1) + 2∆θ2Γdθ1(Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd

θ1)− 2∆π−θ2Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2∆π−θ2Γeθ1Υe

θ1

− 4∆π/2Υ0Υe
θ1 − 2∆π−θ2Υd

θ1Υe
θ1

]
− 1

64∆θ2π
4N2

f (1 + v2)2

[
− (∆0)2∆θ2 + 2∆0∆π∆θ2 + (∆π)2(−2∆π−θ2 + ∆θ2)

+ 2(∆0 −∆π)∆θ2Γ0 + 3∆θ2(Γ0)2
]

(68)

A
(2l)
∆π−θ2

=
e
− v2

v2
c

64∆π−θ2π4N2
f

1

ε

[
2∆π/2∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆π−θ2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 −∆π−θ2(Γeπ−θ1)2 + 2∆π/2∆π−θ1Γeθ1

+ 2∆π−θ2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 + 2∆θ2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 −∆π−θ2(Γeθ1)2 + 4∆π/2Γdπ−θ1Υ0 + 2∆π/2Γeπ−θ1Υ0 + 4∆π/2Γdθ1Υ0

+ 2∆π/2Γeθ1Υ0 − 2∆π/2∆π−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆π−θ2Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 2∆π−θ2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + 2∆θ2Γeθ1Υd

θ1 − 2∆π/2Υ0Υd
θ1

−∆π−θ2(Υd
θ1)2 + 2∆π/2∆θ1(−Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd

θ1) + 2∆π−θ2Γdθ1(Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd
θ1)− 2∆θ2Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1

+ 2∆θ2Γeθ1Υe
θ1 − 4∆π/2Υ0Υe

θ1 − 2∆θ2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

]
+

1

64∆π−θ2π4N2
f (1 + v2)2

[
(∆π)2(−∆π−θ2 + 2∆θ2)

+ 2∆π∆π−θ2(−∆0 + Γ0) + ∆π−θ2
(

(∆0)2 − 2∆0Γ0 − 3(Γ0)2
)]

(69)
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A
(2l)
∆π/2

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64∆π/2π4N2
f

[
−∆π−θ1∆π−θ2Γeπ−θ1 −∆π−θ1∆θ2Γeπ−θ1 + 2∆π/2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + ∆π/2(Γeπ−θ1)2

−∆π−θ1∆π−θ2Γeθ1 −∆π−θ1∆θ2Γeθ1 − 2∆π/2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 2∆π/2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + ∆π/2(Γeθ1)2 − 2∆π−θ2Γdπ−θ1Υ0

− 2∆θ2Γdπ−θ1Υ0 −∆π−θ2Γeπ−θ1Υ0 −∆θ2Γeπ−θ1Υ0 −∆π−θ2Γeθ1Υ0 −∆θ2Γeθ1Υ0 + ∆π−θ1∆π−θ2Υd
θ1

+ ∆π−θ1∆θ2Υd
θ1 + 2∆π/2Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + 2∆π/2Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆π/2Γeθ1Υd

θ1 + ∆π−θ2Υ0Υd
θ1 + ∆θ2Υ0Υd

θ1

+ ∆π/2(Υd
θ1)2 −∆θ1(∆π−θ2 + ∆θ2)(−Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd

θ1)− 2Γdθ1

(
∆π−θ2Υ0 + ∆θ2Υ0 + ∆π/2(Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd

θ1)
)

+ 2∆π/2Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 − 2∆π/2Γeθ1Υe

θ1 + 2∆π−θ2Υ0Υe
θ1 + 2∆θ2Υ0Υe

θ1 + 2∆π/2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

]

− 1

64π4N2
f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
− (∆0 −∆π)2 + 2(∆0 −∆π)Γ0 + 3(Γ0)2

]
(70)

A
(2l)
Υ0

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64Υ0π4N2
f

1

ε

[
− 6∆0∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1 + 2∆π∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 4∆π∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 4∆π∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆0∆θ1Γeπ−θ1

− 4∆π∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2∆π−θ1(Γeπ−θ1)2 − 2∆0∆π−θ1Γeθ1 − 4∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1

−∆π−θ1(Γeθ1)2 + 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Υ0 − 2∆πΓdπ−θ1Υ0 − 2(Γdπ−θ1)2Υ0 − 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Υ0 + ∆πΓeπ−θ1Υ0 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υ0

+ 3(Γeπ−θ1)2Υ0 + 6∆0Γeθ1Υ0 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 − Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + 3(Γeθ1)2Υ0 + (Γdθ1)2(∆π−θ1 + 2Υ0) + 2∆π∆π−θ1Υd
θ1

+ ∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υd
θ1 − 2∆θ1Γeθ1Υd

θ1 + ∆0Υ0Υd
θ1 + 4∆πΥ0Υd

θ1 + 8Γdπ−θ1Υ0Υd
θ1

+ 8Γeπ−θ1Υ0Υd
θ1 + 6Γeθ1Υ0Υd

θ1 −∆π−θ1(Υd
θ1)2 + 2∆θ1(Υd

θ1)2 + Υ0(Υd
θ1)2 + 2∆0∆π−θ1Υe

θ1 + 2∆π∆π−θ1Υe
θ1

+ 4∆π∆θ1Υe
θ1 − 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υe
θ1 − 4∆θ1Γeθ1Υe

θ1

+ 4∆0Υ0Υe
θ1 + 5Γdπ−θ1Υ0Υe

θ1 + 4Γeθ1Υ0Υe
θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 − 2Υ0Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 −∆π−θ1(Υe

θ1)2 + 2Υ0(Υe
θ1)2

+ Γdθ1

(
− 2∆π∆π−θ1 −∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 4∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 2∆0(∆π−θ1 −Υ0) + 6∆πΥ0 + 2Γeθ1Υ0 − 2∆π−θ1Υd

θ1

+ 2∆θ1Υd
θ1 + 2Υ0Υd

θ1 + 4Υ0Υe
θ1

)
+ Γ0

(
− 6∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 6∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1 + 2Γdθ1(∆π−θ1 − 3Υ0)

− 2Γdπ−θ1Υ0 + 4Γeπ−θ1Υ0 − 2Γeθ1Υ0 + ∆π−θ1Υd
θ1 + 12Υ0Υd

θ1 + 6Υ0Υe
θ1 −∆θ1(Γeπ−θ1 + 2Υd

θ1 + 2Υe
θ1)
)]

− 1

64π4N2
f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
− (∆0)2 + 2∆0∆π + (∆π)2 + 2(∆0 −∆π)Γ0 + 3(Γ0)2

]
(71)
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A
(2l)

Υdθ1
= − e

− v2

v2
c

64Υd
θ1
π4N2

f

1

ε

[
− 4∆0(∆π−θ1)2 − 4∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 − 4∆0Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2(Γdπ−θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 + 2∆0(Γeπ−θ1)2

− 2(Γeπ−θ1)3 − 2(∆π−θ1)2Γdθ1 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdθ1 − Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 + 3Γeπ−θ1(Γdθ1)2 − 2(∆π−θ1)2Γeθ1 − 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1

− 2(Γeπ−θ1)2Γeθ1 − Γeπ−θ1(Γeθ1)2 − 2∆0∆π−θ1Υ0 − 2∆0∆θ1Υ0 + 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Υ0 + 2∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υ0 − 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Υ0

+ 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υ0 − 2∆θ1Γeθ1Υ0 + 5∆0(Υ0)2 + 4Γdπ−θ1(Υ0)2 + 2Γeπ−θ1(Υ0)2 + 6Γdθ1(Υ0)2 + 4Γeθ1(Υ0)2 + 2(∆π−θ1)2Υd
θ1

+ 2(∆θ1)2Υd
θ1 − 4∆0Γdπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + 4∆0Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 4∆0Γdθ1Υd
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Υd

θ1 + 2∆0Γeθ1Υd
θ1

+ 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd
θ1 − Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γdθ1Γeθ1Υd
θ1 + (Γeθ1)2Υd

θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υd
θ1 + 2∆θ1Υ0Υd

θ1 + 2∆0(Υd
θ1)2

− 2Γdπ−θ1(Υd
θ1)2 + 3Γeπ−θ1(Υd

θ1)2 + 2Γdθ1(Υd
θ1)2 + 2Γeθ1(Υd

θ1)2 + (Υd
θ1)3 + 4∆π−θ1∆θ1Υe

θ1 − 4(∆θ1)2Υe
θ1

− 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Υe
θ1 − 2∆0Γeθ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe
θ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0Υe

θ1 + 4∆θ1Υ0Υe
θ1 − 2(Υ0)2Υe

θ1 + 6∆0Υd
θ1Υe

θ1

+ 3Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 + 6Γdθ1Υd
θ1Υe

θ1 − Γeπ−θ1(Υe
θ1)2 + 2Υd

θ1(Υe
θ1)2 + ∆π

(
− 4(∆π−θ1)2 − 2(∆θ1)2 − 2∆θ1(∆π−θ1 − 2Υ0)

+ ∆π−θ1Υ0 + 2(Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 − Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1 − Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + (Γeθ1)2 + (Υ0)2 + Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 + Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γeθ1Υd
θ1

+ (Υd
θ1)2 + Γdθ1(−Γeπ−θ1 − Γeθ1 + Υd

θ1) + Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + 2Γeθ1Υe

θ1)
)

+ Γ0

(
− 2(∆π−θ1)2 − 3∆π−θ1∆θ1 + ∆π−θ1Υ0

+ 2(2(Υ0)2 + (Υd
θ1)2 + Γeπ−θ1(−2Γdπ−θ1 − Γeπ−θ1 + Γeθ1 + Υe

θ1) + Υd
θ1(Γeθ1 + 2Υe

θ1))
)]

+
1

64π4N2
f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
− 3(∆0)2 + 2∆0∆π − (∆π)2 − 2(∆0 + ∆π)Γ0 + (Γ0)2

]
(72)

A
(2l)
Υeθ1

=
e
− v2

v2
c

64Υe
θ1
π4N2

f

1

ε

[
4∆0∆π−θ1∆θ1 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γdπ−θ1 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeπ−θ1 − 2(∆θ1)2Γeπ−θ1 + 2(∆π−θ1)2Γeθ1

− 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Γeθ1 + 4∆0Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Γeθ1 + 2∆0∆θ1Υ0 + 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Υ0 + 2∆θ1Γdθ1Υ0 − 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Υ0

+ 4∆θ1Γeθ1Υ0 − 4Γeθ1(Υ0)2 − 6∆π−θ1∆θ1Υd
θ1 + 4(∆θ1)2Υd

θ1 + 2∆0Γeθ1Υd
θ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd

θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υd
θ1

− 6∆θ1Υ0Υd
θ1 − 2Γeθ1(Υd

θ1)2 − 2(∆π−θ1)2Υe
θ1 + 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Υe

θ1 − 2(∆θ1)2Υe
θ1 + 6∆0Γdπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − (Γeπ−θ1)2Υe
θ1

+ 6∆0Γdθ1Υe
θ1 − 4Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Υe

θ1 − 4Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Υe

θ1 − (Γeθ1)2Υe
θ1 − 4∆π−θ1Υ0Υe

θ1 −∆θ1Υ0Υe
θ1

− 2(Υ0)2Υe
θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 − 4Γdθ1Υd

θ1Υe
θ1 − (Υd

θ1)2Υe
θ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1(Υe

θ1)2 − 2Γeθ1(Υe
θ1)2 + 2Υd

θ1(Υe
θ1)2 − 2(Υe

θ1)3

+ 2Γ0

(
∆π−θ1∆θ1 + Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1 + Γdπ−θ1Υe

θ1 + Γdθ1Υe
θ1

)
+ ∆π

(
4(∆θ1)2 + 4Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1 + 4Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1 − 3Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1

− 4Γdθ1Γeθ1 + 2(Γeθ1)2 − 2∆π−θ1Υ0 − 2(Υ0)2 − 2∆θ1(∆π−θ1 + Υ0) + 4Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1 + 4Γdθ1Υd
θ1 − 2(Υd

θ1)2

− 2Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1 + Γeπ−θ1Υe

θ1 − 2Γdθ1Υe
θ1 + 4Γeθ1Υe

θ1

)]
− 1

64Υe
θ1
π4N2

f (1 + v2)2

1

ε

[
4∆0∆πΥd

θ1 + 5(∆0)2Υe
θ1 − 2∆0∆πΥe

θ1

+ 3(∆π)2Υe
θ1 + (Γ0)2Υe

θ1 + Γ0

(
4∆πΥd

θ1 + 6∆0Υe
θ1 + 3∆πΥe

θ1

)]
(73)

A
(2l)

Ξdθ1
= − e

− v2

v2
c

64Ξdθ1π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
(∆π−θ1)2Ξdθ1 − 2∆π−θ1∆θ1Ξdθ1 + (∆θ1)2Ξdθ1 − 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Ξdθ1 + 2∆πΓdπ−θ1Ξdθ1 + (Γdπ−θ1)2Ξdθ1

+ 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Ξdθ1 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Ξdθ1 + (Γdθ1)2Ξdθ1 − 2∆0Γeθ1Ξdθ1 + 2∆πΓeθ1Ξdθ1 + 2∆π−θ1Υ0Ξdθ1 − 2∆θ1Υ0Ξdθ1

+ (Υ0)2Ξdθ1 + 2∆0Υd
θ1Ξdθ1 − 2∆πΥd

θ1Ξdθ1 − 2∆0Υe
θ1Ξdθ1 + 2∆πΥe

θ1Ξdθ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1Ξdθ1 + (Υe

θ1)2Ξdθ1

− 2(∆π−θ1)2Ξeθ1 + 4∆π−θ1∆θ1Ξeθ1 − 2(∆θ1)2Ξeθ1 − 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Ξeθ1 + 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Ξeθ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Ξeθ1

+ 2∆0Γeθ1Ξeθ1 − 2∆πΓeθ1Ξeθ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Ξeθ1 + 2(Υ0)2Ξeθ1 − 2∆0Υd
θ1Ξeθ1 + 2∆πΥd

θ1Ξeθ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1Ξeθ1

− 2Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1Ξeθ1 − 2Γeθ1Υe

θ1Ξeθ1 + 2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1Ξeθ1 + 2Γdθ1(∆0Ξdθ1 −∆πΞdθ1 + Γdπ−θ1Ξdθ1 −Υe
θ1Ξdθ1 + Γeπ−θ1Ξeθ1

+ Γeθ1Ξeθ1 −Υd
θ1Ξeθ1) + 2Γ0

(
− Γdπ−θ1Ξdθ1 − Γeπ−θ1Ξdθ1 + Γdθ1Ξdθ1 + Γeθ1Ξdθ1 −Υe

θ1Ξdθ1 − Γeπ−θ1Ξeθ1 + Γeθ1Ξeθ1

−Υd
θ1(Ξdθ1 + Ξeθ1)

)]
(74)
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A
(2l)
Ξeθ1

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64Ξeθ1π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
− 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Ξdθ1 + 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Ξdθ1 − 2Γ0Γeπ−θ1Ξdθ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeπ−θ1Ξdθ1 + 2Γeπ−θ1Γdθ1Ξdθ1

+ 2∆0Γeθ1Ξdθ1 − 2∆πΓeθ1Ξdθ1 + 2Γ0Γeθ1Ξdθ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γeθ1Ξdθ1 + 2Γdθ1Γeθ1Ξdθ1 + 2(Υ0)2Ξdθ1 − 2∆0Υd
θ1Ξdθ1

+ 2∆πΥd
θ1Ξdθ1 − 2Γ0Υd

θ1Ξdθ1 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υd
θ1Ξdθ1 − 2Γdθ1Υd

θ1Ξdθ1 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υe
θ1Ξdθ1 − 2Γeθ1Υe

θ1Ξdθ1 + 2Υd
θ1Υe

θ1Ξdθ1

− 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Ξeθ1 + 2∆πΓdπ−θ1Ξeθ1 − 2Γ0Γdπ−θ1Ξeθ1 + (Γdπ−θ1)2Ξeθ1 + 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Ξeθ1 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Ξeθ1 − 2Γ0Γeπ−θ1Ξeθ1

+ 2∆0Γdθ1Ξeθ1 − 2∆πΓdθ1Ξeθ1 + 2Γ0Γdθ1Ξeθ1 + 2Γdπ−θ1Γdθ1Ξeθ1 + (Γdθ1)2Ξeθ1 − 2∆0Γeθ1Ξeθ1 + 2∆πΓeθ1Ξeθ1 + 2Γ0Γeθ1Ξeθ1

+ 2∆π−θ1Υ0Ξeθ1 + (Υ0)2Ξeθ1 + 2∆0Υd
θ1Ξeθ1 − 2∆πΥd

θ1Ξeθ1 − 2Γ0Υd
θ1Ξeθ1 − 2∆0Υe

θ1Ξeθ1 + 2∆πΥe
θ1Ξeθ1 − 2Γ0Υe

θ1Ξeθ1

− 2Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1Ξeθ1 − 2Γdθ1Υe

θ1Ξeθ1 + (Υe
θ1)2Ξeθ1 + (∆π−θ1)2(−2Ξdθ1 + Ξeθ1) + (∆θ1)2(−2Ξdθ1 + Ξeθ1)

+ ∆θ1

(
4∆π−θ1Ξdθ1 − 2∆π−θ1Ξeθ1 − 2Υ0Ξeθ1

)]
(75)

A
(2l)

Ξdθ2
= − e

− v2

v2
c

64Ξdθ2π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
− 4∆0∆π−θ1Ξdπ/2 − 2∆π∆π−θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆0∆θ1Ξdπ/2 − 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Ξdπ/2

+ 2∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Ξdπ/2 − 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆θ1Γeθ1Ξdπ/2 −∆0Υ0Ξdπ/2 + ∆πΥ0Ξdπ/2

+ 2Γdπ−θ1Υ0Ξdπ/2 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υ0Ξdπ/2 + 2Γeθ1Υ0Ξdπ/2 − 2∆π−θ1Υd
θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆θ1Υd

θ1Ξdπ/2 − 2Υ0Υd
θ1Ξdπ/2

+ 2∆π−θ1Υe
θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆θ1Υe

θ1Ξdπ/2 − 2Υ0Υe
θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Ξdθ2 + 2∆πΓdπ−θ1Ξdθ2 + (Γdπ−θ1)2Ξdθ2

+ 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Ξdθ2 + 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Ξdθ2 − (Γeπ−θ1)2Ξdθ2 + 2(Γdθ1)2Ξdθ2 + 2∆0Γeθ1Ξdθ2 − 2∆πΓeθ1Ξdθ2 − Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Ξdθ2

+ 2∆0Υd
θ1Ξdθ2 + 2∆πΥd

θ1Ξdθ2 + Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1Ξdθ2 + 2(Υd

θ1)2Ξdθ2 + 2∆0Υe
θ1Ξdθ2 − 2∆πΥe

θ1Ξdθ2 − Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1Ξdθ2

+ Γdθ1(−2∆π−θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2Υ0Ξdπ/2 + 2∆0Ξdθ2 + 2∆πΞdθ2 + Γdπ−θ1Ξdθ2) + Γ0

(
−∆π−θ1Ξdπ/2 + ∆θ1Ξdπ/2

+ 2Γdπ−θ1Ξdθ2 + 2Γeπ−θ1Ξdθ2 + 2Γdθ1Ξdθ2 + 2Γeθ1Ξdθ2 + 2Υd
θ1Ξdθ2 + 2Υe

θ1Ξdθ2

)]
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A
(2l)
Ξeθ2

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64Ξeθ2π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
− 2∆0∆π−θ1Ξeπ/2 + 2∆π∆π−θ1Ξeπ/2 + 2∆0∆θ1Ξeπ/2 − 2∆π∆θ1Ξeπ/2 + 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Ξeπ/2

+ 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Ξeπ/2 − 2∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Ξeπ/2 + 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Ξeπ/2 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Ξeπ/2 − 2∆θ1Γeθ1Ξeπ/2 − 2∆0Υ0Ξeπ/2

+ 2∆πΥ0Ξeπ/2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υ0Ξeπ/2 − 2Γeπ−θ1Υ0Ξeπ/2 + 2Γeθ1Υ0Ξeπ/2 + 2∆π−θ1Υd
θ1Ξeπ/2 − 2∆θ1Υd

θ1Ξeπ/2 + 2Υ0Υd
θ1Ξeπ/2

− 2∆π−θ1Υe
θ1Ξeπ/2 − 2∆θ1Υe

θ1Ξeπ/2 + 2Υ0Υe
θ1Ξeπ/2 + 2∆0Γdπ−θ1Ξeθ2 − 2∆πΓdπ−θ1Ξeθ2 + (Γdπ−θ1)2Ξeθ2 − 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Ξeθ2

− 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Ξeθ2 + (Γeπ−θ1)2Ξeθ2 + (Γdθ1)2Ξeθ2 + 2∆0Γeθ1Ξeθ2 + 2∆πΓeθ1Ξeθ2 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Ξeθ2 + (Γeθ1)2Ξeθ2 − 2∆0Υd
θ1Ξeθ2

− 2∆πΥd
θ1Ξeθ2 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1Ξeθ2 − 2Γeθ1Υd
θ1Ξeθ2 + (Υd

θ1)2Ξeθ2 − 2∆0Υe
θ1Ξeθ2 + 2∆πΥe

θ1Ξeθ2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1Ξeθ2

+ (Υe
θ1)2Ξeθ2 − 2Γdθ1

(
−∆π−θ1Ξeπ/2 −∆θ1Ξeπ/2 + Υ0Ξeπ/2 + ∆0Ξeθ2 −∆πΞeθ2 − Γdπ−θ1Ξeθ2 + Υe

θ1Ξeθ2

)

− 2Γ0

(
∆π−θ1Ξeπ/2 −∆θ1Ξeπ/2 + Υ0Ξeπ/2 − Γdπ−θ1Ξeθ2 − Γeπ−θ1Ξeθ2 + Γdθ1Ξeθ2 + Γeθ1Ξeθ2 −Υd

θ1Ξeθ2 + Υe
θ1Ξeθ2

)]
(77)
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A
(2l)

Ξd
π/2

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64Ξdπ/2π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
2∆0Γdπ−θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆πΓdπ−θ1Ξdπ/2 + (Γdπ−θ1)2Ξdπ/2 + 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Ξdπ/2

− (Γeπ−θ1)2Ξdπ/2 + 2(Γdθ1)2Ξdπ/2 + 2∆0Γeθ1Ξdπ/2 − 2∆πΓeθ1Ξdπ/2 − Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆0Υd
θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2∆πΥd

θ1Ξdπ/2

+ Γeπ−θ1Υd
θ1Ξdπ/2 + 2(Υd

θ1)2Ξdπ/2 + 2∆0Υe
θ1Ξdπ/2 − 2∆πΥe

θ1Ξdπ/2 − Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1Ξdπ/2 − 4∆0∆π−θ1Ξdθ2 − 2∆π∆π−θ1Ξdθ2

+ 2∆0∆θ1Ξdθ2 − 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Ξdθ2 + 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Ξdθ2 + 2∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Ξdθ2 − 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Ξdθ2 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Ξdθ2

+ 2∆θ1Γeθ1Ξdθ2 −∆0Υ0Ξdθ2 + ∆πΥ0Ξdθ2 + 2Γdπ−θ1Υ0Ξdθ2 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υ0Ξdθ2 + 2Γeθ1Υ0Ξdθ2 − 2∆π−θ1Υd
θ1Ξdθ2

+ 2∆θ1Υd
θ1Ξdθ2 − 2Υ0Υd

θ1Ξdθ2 + 2∆π−θ1Υe
θ1Ξdθ2 + 2∆θ1Υe

θ1Ξdθ2 − 2Υ0Υe
θ1Ξdθ2 + Γ0

(
2(Γdπ−θ1 + Γeπ−θ1 + Γdθ1 + Γeθ1

+ Υd
θ1 + Υe

θ1)Ξdπ/2 −∆π−θ1Ξdθ2 + ∆θ1Ξdθ2

)
+ Γdθ1

(
2∆0Ξdπ/2 + 2∆πΞdπ/2 + Γdπ−θ1Ξdπ/2 − 2∆π−θ1Ξdθ2 + 2∆θ1Ξdθ2

+ 2Υ0Ξdθ2

)]
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A
(2l)
Ξe
π/2

= − e
− v2

v2
c

64Ξeπ/2π
4N2

f

1

ε

[
2∆0Γdπ−θ1Ξeπ/2 − 2∆πΓdπ−θ1Ξeπ/2 + (Γdπ−θ1)2Ξeπ/2 − 2∆0Γeπ−θ1Ξeπ/2 − 2∆πΓeπ−θ1Ξeπ/2

+ (Γeπ−θ1)2Ξeπ/2 + (Γdθ1)2Ξeπ/2 + 2∆0Γeθ1Ξeπ/2 + 2∆πΓeθ1Ξeπ/2 − 2Γeπ−θ1Γeθ1Ξeπ/2 + (Γeθ1)2Ξeπ/2 − 2∆0Υd
θ1Ξeπ/2

− 2∆πΥd
θ1Ξeπ/2 + 2Γeπ−θ1Υd

θ1Ξeπ/2 − 2Γeθ1Υd
θ1Ξeπ/2 + (Υd

θ1)2Ξeπ/2 − 2∆0Υe
θ1Ξeπ/2 + 2∆πΥe

θ1Ξeπ/2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υe
θ1Ξeπ/2

+ (Υe
θ1)2Ξeπ/2 − 2∆0∆π−θ1Ξeθ2 + 2∆π∆π−θ1Ξeθ2 + 2∆0∆θ1Ξeθ2 − 2∆π∆θ1Ξeθ2 + 2∆π−θ1Γdπ−θ1Ξeθ2 + 2∆θ1Γdπ−θ1Ξeθ2

− 2∆π−θ1Γeπ−θ1Ξeθ2 + 2∆θ1Γeπ−θ1Ξeθ2 + 2∆π−θ1Γeθ1Ξeθ2 − 2∆θ1Γeθ1Ξeθ2 − 2∆0Υ0Ξeθ2 + 2∆πΥ0Ξeθ2 − 2Γdπ−θ1Υ0Ξeθ2

− 2Γeπ−θ1Υ0Ξeθ2 + 2Γeθ1Υ0Ξeθ2 + 2∆π−θ1Υd
θ1Ξeθ2 − 2∆θ1Υd

θ1Ξeθ2 + 2Υ0Υd
θ1Ξeθ2 − 2∆π−θ1Υe

θ1Ξeθ2 − 2∆θ1Υe
θ1Ξeθ2

+ 2Υ0Υe
θ1Ξeθ2 + 2Γ0(Γdπ−θ1Ξeπ/2 + Γeπ−θ1Ξeπ/2 − Γdθ1Ξeπ/2 − Γeθ1Ξeπ/2 + Υd

θ1Ξeπ/2 −Υe
θ1Ξeπ/2 −∆π−θ1Ξeθ2 + ∆θ1Ξeθ2

−Υ0Ξeθ2) + 2Γdθ1(−∆0Ξeπ/2 + ∆πΞeπ/2 + Γdπ−θ1Ξeπ/2 −Υe
θ1Ξeπ/2 + ∆π−θ1Ξeθ2 + ∆θ1Ξeθ2 −Υ0Ξeθ2)

]
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