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Global symmetries that define the number of low energy degrees of freedom have profound con-
sequences on universal properties near topological quantum critical points and in other gapless or
nearly gapless states of emergent fermions. We take a Z2 global symmetry (such as time-reversal) as
an example to study its effect on thermodynamic and transport properties. Although the thermal
entropy density of Z2 symmetric systems is simply twice of their counterparts without any global
symmetries or the Z1 class, the temperature dependence of thermal conductivity κ is distinctly and
drastically different for different symmetries. For systems with dynamic exponent z = 1, in the Z2

symmetric class, we have κ ∝ T−(d−1) in the quantum critical regime near weakly interacting fixed
points, while for systems with no global symmetries (i.e., the Z1 class), we have κ ∝ T−(d+3), with
d being the spatial dimension. Only near strong coupling fixed points, both cases with or without
Z2 global symmetries follow the same scaling function, κ ∝ T d−1. These distinct scalings of thermal
conductivity can also appear in gapless surface Majorana states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Tremendous efforts have been made to understand
emergent Majorana fermions in electronic systems [1–
3]. Many previous studies on Majorana fermions in con-
densed matter have mainly focused on Majorana zero
modes localized in vortices or on the edge of topological
superconductors [4–14]. One major motivation of those
efforts is to trap and manipulate these decoherence free
states as a fundamental building block for topological
quantum computers [15, 16]. On the other hand, propa-
gating Majorana fermions as low energy emergent parti-
cles have received relatively less attention, partly because
they are hard to separate experimentally. The main pur-
pose of this article is to reveal some surprising collective
dynamics of Majorana fermions that are distinct from
complex fermions and can be potentially studied in ex-
periments.

There are at least two different classes of phenomena
where the dynamics can be characterized by the theoret-
ical results presented in this article. The first class of
phenomena are boundary or surface dynamics in a topo-
logical state. Around a typical topological bulk, surface
fermions are gapless and protected by symmetries [17–
19]. Many aspects of interaction dynamics on gapless
surfaces can be related to quantum critical phenomena
[20], as was discussed in Ref. [21]. Consequently, its
transport properties should resemble those in a quantum
critical regime after a proper symmetry identification.

The other class is related to quantum critical regimes
where universality classes are defined by emergent gapless
real fermions, which also turn out to be topological in na-
ture. Generally, between quantum phases with the same
local ordering but different topologies, there are always
topological quantum critical points (TQCPs). These
TQCPs are not induced by usual spontaneous symmetry
breaking, and are beyond the standard Landau paradigm
of order-disorder phase transitions. Instead, they appear
to signify a change of global topologies. Depending on

the topological phases involved [22–27], TQCPs possess
different discrete global symmetries or no symmetries at
all. A particularly interesting subset is the TQCPs in
fermionic superfluids and superconductors [21, 28, 29].
One unique aspect of superconductors is that particle and
hole excitations are indistinguishable due to the presence
of the condensate of Cooper pairs. Thus, TQCPs in su-
perconductors are naturally characterized by dynamics
of real fermions in the bulk [4, 21, 28, 29]. Below we will
mainly carry out our discussions in the context of TQCPs
although one shall keep in mind that their main practical
applications are to gapless Majorana fermions as surface
or edge states that are experimentally more accessible.

The key concept here is that it is discrete global symme-
tries at TQCPs that define the degrees of freedom at low
energies [29]. For example, if apart from the emergent
particle-hole symmetry no other symmetries are present,
generically the low energy effective field theory describ-
ing the TQCPs should only consist of a minimum n = 2
or two-component real fermion fields in its fundamental
representation. This case of no global symmetries can
also be named as the class of Z1 [30].

If there do exist discrete global symmetries, the ef-
fective field theory should consist of n ≥ 4-component
real fermions. In particular, if only a Z2 global sym-
metry such as time-reversal symmetry (TRS) is present,
we have an n = 4 real-fermion field representation for
TQCPs. The differences in n, the degrees of freedom
near TQCPs, dictate the structure of effective interac-
tions, which in turn determines the universal behavior of
thermodynamic and transport quantities in the quantum
critical regime. In our studies, we have found two distinct
classes of scaling behaviors of thermal transport: (1) the
Z1 class without global symmetries where n = 2; (2) the
class with Z2 or higher discrete global symmetries where
n ≥ 4. Below we will focus on Z1 (n = 2) and Z2 (n = 4)
cases only, as the conclusions on the cases with discrete
global symmetries higher than Z2 symmetries remain the
same as that for the Z2 case. We also note that the low
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energy degrees of freedom only depend on the presence
or absence of discrete symmetries, but does not depend
on whether the symmetry is unitary or anti-unitary.

For strongly interacting TQCPs, the effect of global
symmetries has been analyzed before. The presence of
global symmetries does change the universality of these
TQCPs as suggested in Ref. [29]. On the other hand, for
weakly interacting TQCPs between gapped superfluid or
superconducting phases, Z2 global symmetries, such as
TRS, are found not to change the universal scaling of
thermodynamic quantities near TQCPs or the order of
phase transitions [28] in high dimensions d = 2, 3. How-
ever, as to be elaborated in this article, the entropy den-
sity and scaling of dynamics such as thermal conductivity
are distinct in quantum critical regimes with and without
any global symmetries. Practically, they can be robust
smoking guns for detecting underlying global symmetries
and their impact on relevant degrees of freedom in emer-
gent real fermion dynamics.

II. EFFECTIVE FIELD THEORY AND
THERMODYNAMIC PROPERTIES

For concreteness, we use a Z2 TRS as an example to
demonstrate the effect of global symmetries. But the
results are applicable to discrete symmetries in general,
as elaborated above. We will carry out the discussions in
the context of TQCPs in superconductors. We compare
TQCPs with no symmetry (Z1 class) and those with only
TRS (Z2 class).

Following previous works [21, 28, 29], the TQCPs can
be described by an effective field theory of real fermions
in the superconducting bulk interacting with massive real
scalar fields. The generic low energy effective Hamilto-
nian for the bulk near TQCPs has the following emergent
relativistic form

H =
1

2
ψT

[
cψ

d∑
j=1

(−i∂j)Γj + Γ0m

]
ψ +H′, (1)

H′ =
1

2

[
π2 + c2φ(∇φ)2 +M2φ2

]
+ gψTΓ0ψφ. (2)

ψ is the real fermion field in the bulk. It is a two-
component (n = 2) real fermionic field for Z1 class, and a
four-component (n = 4) real fermionic field for Z2 class.
Γi, i = 1, ..., d, and Γ0 are mutually anti-communting ma-
trices whose details depend on representations [31]. φ is
a massive real scalar field representing the Higgs mode
in superconductors, π is the canonical conjugate field of
φ, M is proportional to the condensate amplitude, and
d is the spatial dimension. The fermion gap in the bulk
is given by mass m. A TQCP occurs at m = 0 when
bulk gap closes. The mass operator is consistent with
the symmetries of the gapped phases on both sides of
the topological transition and can be tuned by, e.g., the
chemical potential. Here, we focus on a generic model

where fermions only couple to one single most relevant
scalar field. When cφ = cψ, the Hamiltonian further ex-
hibits an emergent Lorentz symmetry.

The effective Hamiltonian is valid in the vicinity of the
TQCP where real fermions are almost massless but φ field
is always massive [28] unless further fine tuned so that
the TQCP falls into a conformal fixed point. Therefore,
generically near TQCPs, we can have m � ΛT � M ,
with ΛT being a running (ultraviolet) scale of the effective
theory; ΛT can be simply set to be T for our purpose.

Let us first focus on the weakly interacting case. A
direct consequence of different degrees of freedom near
TQCPs due to different symmetries is different amounts
of thermal entropy in the quantum critical regime. The
degrees of freedom near a TQCP of Z2 class is twice
that of a TQCP of Z1 class. Thus, thermal entropy
in the quantum critical regime should also be twice for
systems with a Z2 symmetry, like TRS, compared with
those without any symmetries. Near a weakly interacting
TQCP, interactions always flow to zero [28]. Therefore,
we can approximate the thermal entropy density S in the
quantum critical regime using simple thermodynamic re-
lations for noninteracting systems. The free energy den-
sity F is given by [32]

F ≈ − (2s+ 1)T

V

∑
k

ln(1 + e−βεk) ≈ −(2s+ 1)αd
T d+1

cdψ
,

(3)

with V the total volume and εk =
√
c2ψk

2 +m2. There-

fore, the thermal entropy density is

S = −∂F
∂T
≈ (2s+ 1)(d+ 1)αdc

−d
ψ T d, (4)

where s is the total spin, and αd =
(2π)−dΩd−1

∫
dxxd−1 ln(1 + e−x), with Ωd−1 the

solid angle for a (d − 1)-sphere. Note that the Z2 class
with TRS has s = 1/2, while the Z1 class breaking TRS
has s = 0. For Z2 symmetries other than TRS, s can
be viewed as a pseudo-spin. Thus, although the entropy
always scales as T d regardless of global symmetries, the
value of entropy density measured in units of (T/cψ)d

is doubled when a Z2 symmetry is present; so is the
specific heat CV that directly measures the entropy.

III. THERMAL CONDUCTIVITY

Another aspect of different symmetries is the scaling
of transport properties such as longitudinal thermal con-
ductivity. For the weakly interacting case, since the
scalar field φ is too massive to be excited, it is the elastic
scattering between fermions that enters thermal conduc-
tivity. Z2 symmetry such as TRS plays an important role
in determining the scaling of the scattering amplitude.
In the following, we consider scattering between two-
component real fermions with given spin (χ+,si , χ−,si)

T

(Fig.1) where the index i denotes energy εi, momentum
ki, and spin si.
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Figure 1. Effective fermion-fermion scattering in the massive
scalar field limit. Solid lines represent two-component real
fermions with given spin, and wavy lines represent massive
scalar fields.

For the Z1 class of spinless fermions, we find that the
direct and exchange processes in Fig.1 cancel in the lead-
ing order O( 1

M2 ) resulting in a subleading term of O( 1
M4 )

in the limit M � ΛT ,

a(1, 2; 3, 4) ∝ g2

M4

[
(ε1 − ε4)2 − c2φ(k1 − k4)2

− (ε1 − ε3)2 + c2φ(k1 − k3)2
]
.

(5)

Thus, for the Z1 case without any symmetry, a vanishes
in the infrared limit when the frequency and momentum
approach zero with a scaling dimension Ds = 2.

In contrast, for the Z2 case of spin-1/2 fermions, the
direct and exchange processes do not cancel and the term
of O( 1

M2 ) is dominating in the same limit, and we have

a(1, 2; 3, 4) ∝ g2

M2
δs1,−s2δs3,−s4δs1,s3 . (6)

a in the presence of a global symmetry such as a Z2

(or higher symmetry groups) remains a constant in the
infrared limit with a scaling dimension Ds = 0, in stark
contrast to the Z1 case without global symmetries.

The scattering amplitude between real fermions sets
the scattering rate between quasiparticles. This scat-
tering rate can be obtained from Fermi’s Golden rule
[32, 33]. Accordingly, the scattering rate has the follow-
ing scaling behaviors for low energy quasiparticles with
ε1 ∼ O(T ). For the Z1 case, we have

1

τsc
∝ g4

M8
T 2d+3. (7)

In contrast, for the Z2 case we have

1

τsc
∝ g4

M4
T 2d−1. (8)

As a result, longitudinal thermal conductivity in the
quantum critical regime should scale differently for sys-
tems with and without Z2 symmetries. Applying the
Boltzmann transport equations, we indeed find that the
longitudinal thermal conductivity scales differently with
temperature in the quantum critical regime for different
symmetries. For the Z1 class with no global symmetries,
we have

κ ∝ T−(d+3). (9)

While for the Z2 class, it becomes

κ ∝ T−(d−1). (10)

These scalings are valid in a typical quantum critical
regime with M � T � m. This is one of the main re-
sults of this article. The example of the Z1 class can be
two dimensional p+ ip chiral superfluids (d = 2). Mean-
while, Z2 TRS protected topological superconductors can
appear in both two and three dimensions (d = 2, 3).

We would like to emphasize that different scalings of
transport quantities and mass renormalization are unique
to gapless real fermions [34]. This robust difference arises
from the fact that when no symmetry is present, TQCP
dynamics are determined by minimum two-component
real fermion fields (i.e., n = 2). Two real fermions can-
not interact locally and there can be no four-fermion op-
erators without involving gradient operators. The most
relevant four-fermion interaction operator has the scal-
ing dimension of D4ψ = d + 1. This is in stark contrast
to the case of n ≥ 4 fermions, where four-fermion local
interactions (without gradient operators) typically dom-
inate in the long wavelength limit and the most relevant
four-fermion operator has a lower scaling dimension of
D4ψ = d − 1. The distinction between Z1 and other
cases is generic and universal, and is independent of the
models we have adapted for quantitative discussions.

IV. SURFACE MAJORANA STATES

Without fine tuning, a topological superconductor typ-
ically is not gapless or quantum critical. However, prac-
tically the results above can be easily applied to other
gapless Majorana systems. For example, the surface Ma-
jorana states of 3D topological superconductors are al-
ways gapless and can be viewed as quantum critical from
a surface point of view [21]. Therefore, it might be more
plausible to examine the role of global symmetries by
studying thermal conductivity of surface states. There
is a subtle difference between bulk and surface states.
Since the degrees of freedom of surface states are half of
those in the bulk, surface states with only one Z2 global
symmetry such as TRS are described by two-component
real fermions rather than four-component real fermions
in the bulk, mapping the dynamics into the Z1 case.

For instance, consider a 3D topological superconductor
with a global Z2 symmetry (e.g., TRS). The effective
Hamiltonian on the xz-surface can be written as

Hsurf =
1

2
ψT cψ[σz(i∂x)− σx(i∂z)]ψ +H′, (11)

where ψ = (χ+↑, χ+↓)
T is a two-component real fermion

on the surface. σx,z are Pauli matrices in the spin space,
and H′ is the same as Eq. (2). This effectively describes
a two-dimensional weakly-interacting massless real sys-
tem, which can be mapped into a 2D TQCP without any
global symmetry, i.e. the Z1 class. Thus, the surface
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transport properties of 3D topological superconductors
with a Z2 symmetry should resemble the transport prop-
erties of a 2D topological superconductor with no symme-
tries in the quantum critical regime. Consequently, the
surface thermal conductivity should scale as Eq. (9) with
d = 2. Since the surface states remain gapless as long as
the bulk gap remains open, no fine-tuning is required to
observe such dynamics.

V. STRONG COUPLING LIMIT

Next, let us briefly comment on strongly interacting
cases. Details of thermal transport in this limit remain a
challenging topic. Here we focus on transport properties
dictated by strong coupling fixed points. The strong cou-
pling limit corresponds to massless scalar fields or M = 0
limit. The one-loop renormalization group equation for
g has the following form

dg̃2

d ln(Λ/Λ0)
= −εg̃2 + cdg̃

4, (12)

where Λ and Λ0 are the running and ultraviolet momen-
tum cutoff, ε = 3− d, g̃2 = g2/Λε, and cd is a numerical
factor [29]. This suggests an infrared stable strong cou-
pling fixed point at M = 0, g̃2

c = c−1
d ε for dimensions

d = 3− ε < 3. These strong coupling fixed points belong
to the Gross-Neveu type and are represented by confor-
mal field theories. The fixed point of the Z1 class fur-
ther exhibits supersymmetry in addition to the standard
scale-conformal symmetry [29]. Nevertheless, in both Z1

and Z2 classes, dynamics are manifestly scale invariant,
differing from the weakly coupling cases as the scalar field
is now massless.

At finite T , the scalar fields develop a mass gap of or-
der of f(g̃2

c )T where f(g̃2
c = c−1

d ε) is a universal function
that only depends on ε. In the standard ε-expansion, one
obtains that f(ε) ∝ ε [33]. Following general considera-
tions, the scattering rate has the following generic scal-
ing form, for both Z1 and Z2 type strong coupling fixed
points, ~

τsc
∝ Λzh(g̃(Λ), Λz

T ), where Λ is the ultraviolet

scale of an effective field theory, g̃(Λ) is the dimension-
less coupling constant for a running scale Λ and h(x, y)
is a dimensionless function. z = 1 is the dynamic scaling
exponent in our case.

The key idea here is that at strong coupling fixed
points, g̃(Λ) = g̃c ∼ ε is independent of the running scale
Λ. So by simply setting the running scale so that Λz = T ,
we find that the scattering rate 1/τsc is naturally related
to the Planckian time scale ~/T at fixed points, regard-
less of symmetry. Indeed, we find that in d = 3 − ε (i.e.
slightly below 3D) [33]

~
τsc

= Th(g̃c, 1) ∝ εT. (13)

Consequently, unlike in the weakly coupling limit where
we have found distinctly different scaling properties, lon-
gitudinal thermal conductivity at strong coupling fixed

points shall always scale as, for both Z1 and Z2 classes,

κ ∝ T d−1. (14)

So in this limit, scaling behaviors of thermal transport
κ turn out to be the same with or without Z2 global
symmetries.

VI. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION

So far, we have mainly focused on the effects of dis-
crete global symmetries without considering any addi-
otional continuous symmetries, and we can exclusively
restrict ourselves to the field theories of dynamic expo-
nents z = 1. However, it is straightforward to generalize
to gapless fermions with other dynamic exponents such as
z = 2 Lifshitz Majorana fields [21] that form natural rep-
resentations for TQCPs with potential nodal structures
or additional continuous symmetries. So before closing,
we list the results for z = 2 fields in the weak coupling
limit here as a brief reference. We have

κ ∝ T− d2 (15)

for the Z1 class without any discrete global symmetries,
and

κ ∝ T−( d2−2) (16)

for the class with Z2 or higher discrete global symmetries.
Like in the previous discussions, a discrete global sym-
metry again plays a paramount role in thermal transport
and sets the scaling properties.

In conclusion, we have examined the effect of dis-
crete global symmetries on interacting gapless Majorana
fermions in superfluids and superconductors. We find
that discrete global symmetries can set the values of en-
tropy density and scaling properties of transport quan-
tities such as thermal conductivity. Global symmetries
determine degrees of freedom at low energies, which not
only directly affect entropy but also put stringent con-
straints on effective fermion-fermion interactions. In this
article, we have used TRS as an example to discuss these
effects, but the results can be generalized to other global
symmetries such as parity and crystalline symmetries.
We also note that the scalings of thermal conductivity
are applicable to gapless surface Majorana systems that
are accessible to experiments.

One of the applications of the results obtained in this
article is to utilize them as an approach to detect Majo-
rana fermions in the presence or absence of global sym-
metries as thermal transport properties are distinctly dif-
ferent. Generally, global symmetries such as TRS can-
not be easily detected directly in experiments. The mea-
surement on thermal conductivity can offer information
about possible global symmetries present in interacting
Majorana fermions.
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Appendix A: Computing thermal conductivity using
Fermi’s golden rule and Boltzmann equation

The scattering rate is given by Fermi’s golden rule

1

τsc
=

2π

~
∑

k2,k3,k4
s2,s3,s4

{
|ã(1, 2; 3, 4)|2δ(ε1 + ε2 − ε3 − ε4)

× (2π~)dδ(k1 + k2 − k3 − k4)

× [f2(1− f3)(1− f4) + (1− f2)f3f4]
}
,

(A1)

where fi = 1/(eεi + 1) and εi =
√
c2ψki

2 +m2 are

the quasiparticle distribution function and energy, and
ã(1, 2; 3, 4) is the scattering amplitude between quasipar-
ticles with coherence factors further included [35].

The scattering amplitude of quasiparticles ã(1, 2; 3, 4)
differs from that of real fermions a(1, 2; 3, 4) due to the
presence of coherence factors. For the Z1 class, ã is

ã ∝ g2

M4

{[(
(ε1 − ε4)2 − c2φ(k1 − k4)2

)
× (u∗k1

uk4 − vk1v
∗
k4

)(u∗k2
uk3 − vk2v

∗
k3

)
]

−
[(

(ε1 − ε3)2 − c2φ(k1 − k3)2
)

× (u∗k1
uk3 − vk1v

∗
k3

)(u∗k2
uk4 − vk2v

∗
k4

)
]}
.

(A2)

At the TQCP, we have uk = 1/
√

2 and vk =

∆k/(
√

2|∆k|), where we have chosen uk to be real and
positive by convention. ∆k is the superconducting order
parameter. For the Z1 example considered in this article,
we choose a time-reversal breaking p+ ip superconductor
with ∆k = cψ(kx + iky).

For the Z2 class, we have

ã ∝ g2

M2
(u†k1

uk3 − vk1v
†
k3

)s1s3(u†k2
uk4 − vk2v

†
k4

)s2s4

× δs1,−s2δs1,s3δs2,s4 .
(A3)

Here uk, vk are 2 × 2 matrices. At the TQCP, we have

ukσσ′ = δσσ′/
√

2, and vkσσ′ = ∆kσσ′/
√

2(∆k∆†k)σσ.

Here, we choose the time-reversal invariant Balian-
Werthamer (BW) phase of Helium 3 as an example,
whose order parameter is given by ∆k = cψiσ · kσy.

The thermal conductivity can be computed using the
Boltzmann equation

∂tf
′+(∇kεk)·(∇rf

′)−(∇rεk)·(∇kf
′) = −f

′ − f
τsc

, (A4)

where ∇r and ∇k are gradients in spatial and momen-
tum spaces, respectively, and f ′ and f are quasiparticle
distribution functions away and at equilibrium. In the
limit m→ 0, we have

κ = (2s+ 1)τscT
dc2−dψ Id, (A5)

where Id =
∫ dΩd−1

(2π)d
cos2 θ

∫
dxxd+1 ex

(1+ex)2 .

Appendix B: Fermion mass renormalization in the
weak coupling limit

Global symmetries affect the fermion mass renormal-
ization in the weak coupling limit, which is given by the
diagrams in Fig. 2. The two diagrams differ by a factor
of −(2s+ 1) as a result of the fermion loop in the second
one. For Z1 class of spinless fermions (s = 0), the two
diagrams exactly cancel each other in the order of 1/M2

in the large mass limit M � Λ0. Thus, the fermion mass
renormalization is given by

δm(B) ≈ g2cψΛ3
0

18π2M4

(
1 +

2c2φ
c2ψ

)
m. (B1)

However, for Z2 class of spin-1/2 fermions, these two di-
agrams no longer cancel in the order of 1/M2, and the
fermion mass renormalization becomes

δm(I) ≈ (2s)
g2Λ0

2π2M2cψ
m. (B2)

q=0

Figure 2. One-loop diagram for the fermion propagator.

Appendix C: Strong coupling limit

We discuss the detailed structure of the imaginary part
of fermion self-energy near strong coupling fixed point.
For simplicity, we focus on the case where cφ = cψ = 1.
The scalar field acquires a finite mass at T > 0 and d < 3.
Let ε = 3− d, we have

M2 = (2s+ 1)g2T d−1

∫
ddx

(2π)d
1

x(ex + 1)
. (C1)
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As g2
c ∼ εT 3−d, we have M2 ∼ εT 2.

The imaginary part of the on-shell retarded self-energy
can be written as

ImΣR(εk,k) = ImΣR0 (εk,k)I + ImΣRj (εk,k)Γj , (C2)

where I is the identity matrix, the repeated index j is
summed over from 1 to d.

We have

ImΣR0 (εk,k) =− πg2

∫
ddq

(2π)d
1

4ξq

{
(1− fk−q + nq)

×
[
δ(εk − ξq − εk−q) + δ(εk + ξq + εk−q)

]
+ (fk−q + nq)

[
δ(εk − ξq + εk−q)

+ δ(εk + ξq − εk−q)
]}
,

(C3)

and

ImΣRj (εk,k) =πg2

∫
ddq

(2π)d
kj − qj
4ξqεk−q

{
(1− fk−q + nq)

×
[
δ(εk − ξq − εk−q)− δ(εk + ξq + εk−q)

]
+ (fk−q + nq)

[
− δ(εk − ξq + εk−q)

+ δ(εk + ξq − εk−q)
]}
.

(C4)

Here εk−q = |k− q|, ξq =
√
q2 +M2, fk−q = 1/(eεk−q +

1), and nq = 1/(eξq − 1). For M > 0, only δ(εk − ξq +
εk−q) can be satisfied. This puts a constraint on the
angle between k and q for each given ξq.

The δ-function can be rewritten as

δ(εk − ξq + εk−q) =δ(cos θ − cos θ0)

×

(√
1 +M2/q2

k
− 1

q

)
Θ1Θ2Θ3,

(C5)

where θ is the angle between k and q,

cos θ0 =

√
1 +

M2

q2
− M2

2kq
, (C6)

Θ1 = Θ(
√
q2 +M2 − k), (C7)

Θ2 = Θ

(
q − k +

M2

4k

)
, (C8)

Θ3 = Θ

(
k2 − M4

8q2 + 4M2 + 8q
√
q2 +M2

)
, (C9)

and Θ(·) is the Heaviside step function.
Thus, we have

ImΣR(εk,k) =− πg2

∫
ddq

(2π)d

{(
1

4ξq
I +

kj − qj
4ξqεk−q

Γj

)

×

[
(fk−q + nq)

(√
1 +M2/q2

k
− 1

q

)

× δ(cos θ − cos θ0)Θ1Θ2Θ3

]}
,

(C10)

where the summation over index j is assumed. For
d = 3 − ε, we can first perform the angular integration,
this restricts the direction of q for each given k. The
step functions puts a constraint on the minimum value
of q. Although ImΣR(εk,k) is anisotropic, all its matrix
elements have the same scaling in T . For εk ≈M/2, the
step functions can be satisfied for qmin → 0. In this case,
each matrix element of ImΣR(εk,k) is proportional to

g2T d−2 ln ε ∝ Tε ln ε, εk ≈
M

2
. (C11)

For εk � M/2, the step functions require that qmin &
k � M . For εk � M/2, the step functions require
qmin �M2/k �M . In both cases, each matrix element
of ImΣR(εk,k) is proportional to

g2T d−2 ∝ εT, εk �
M

2
or εk �

M

2
. (C12)

For the typical case, the fermion energy εk is of the or-
der O(T ), which is much larger than M/2 ∼ O(εT ). The
scattering rate between quasiparticles is determined by
ImΣR(εk,k). Thus, the scattering rate has the following
scaling

1

τsc
∝ εT. (C13)
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