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The local action (2) still presents a strongly correlated
problem. SY [23] made further progress on the random
Heisenberg model by extending the spin symmetry to
SU(M) and taking the M ! 1 limit, which allows for
an analytical calculation of the spin-spin correlator of (2)
and reduces the self-consistent problem to a non-linear in-
tegral equation. This was extended to itinerant fermions
within the t-Jij model by Parcollet and Georges (PG)
[24], who obtained a FL regime of the doped model at
low-T , and a quantum critical regime associated with the
proximity of the spin-liquid Mott insulator characterized
by a

p
!,

p
T self-energy but, remarkably, ‘bad metal’ be-

haviour with linear resistivity. Recently, fermionic ver-
sions of the random coupling problem, the so-called SYK
models [36, 37], garnered much interest with again a solv-
able limit for a large number of flavors M ! 1. Recent
works [38–42] extended the mechanism of PG [24] for
linear-T resistivity to a lattice of SYK ‘quantum dots’
with hopping. Interestingly, when SYK dots are coupled
to another band of otherwise free and translationally in-
variant (uniform hopping) fermions, not only does the
T -linear resistivity extend down to zero temperature but
the mechanism switches to that driven by the MFL T -
linear scattering rate [43, 44].

For the physical limit of a single flavor of spin-1/2
fermions that is of our interest, the self-consistency equa-
tions above require computing two- and four-point cor-
relators in the local model with SU(2) symmetry. We
use an implementation [45] of Rubtsov’s continuous-
time interaction-expansion quantum Monte Carlo (CT-
INT) [46] algorithm which is based on the TRIQS li-
brary [47]. The algorithm works in imaginary time, so
we will discuss most of our results directly on the imag-
inary axis without analytic continuation, except in the
discussion of transport. Our implementation determines
the local spin-spin correlator from the impurity three-
point vertex function rather than through an operator
insertion measurement. This algorithmic improvement
allows for a drastic speed-up of the calculations [45].

Let us first consider the long time spin dynamics. In
Fig. 2, we display the local spin-spin correlation func-
tion Q(⌧) at a fixed low temperature T/t = 0.01, for
various t/U approaching the QCP at (t/U)c ⇡ 0.31
from the FL limit cutting the phase diagram Fig. 1
along the horizontal axis. In the inset, we also dis-
play how Q(⌧) varies upon raising temperatures for fixed
t/U = 0.357 making a vertical cut in the phase diagram
slightly away from the QCP. Since we work in the Mat-
subara formalism, a zero temperature long time asymp-
totic form Q(t) ⇠ 1/t↵ transforms into a scaling function
Q(⌧) ⇠ (1/� sin(⇡⌧/�))↵ and the data should be exam-
ined near ⌧ = �/2. Away from the critical point, for
t/U = 1.0, we obtain the FL behaviour at long time
Q(t) ⇠ 1/t2 (↵ = 2). The closer one gets to the critical
point, the longer it takes to reach this asymptotic regime,
reflecting the decrease of the FL coherence scale close to

FIG. 2. Main: Spin susceptibility log[Q(⌧)/Q(�/2)] vs ⌧/�
for J/t = 0.5 and T/t = 0.01, across several t/U . Grey curves
show (1/ sin⇡⌧/�)↵ with ↵ = 1 (solid) and ↵ = 2 (dashed).
Color scheme follows the blue (FL) and red (QSL) gradi-
ent of Fig. 1. Inset: Spin susceptibility log[Q(⌧)/Q(�/2)]
vs � log[sin(⇡⌧/�)], for J/t = 0.5 and t/U = 0.357, across
a range of T , demonstrating scaling behavior of Q(⌧) near
⌧ = �/2. Grey curves show ↵ = 1, 2 (solid, dashed).

the critical point. Once in the quantum critical regime,
for t/U = (t/U)c ⇡ 0.31, the long time spin dynamics
crosses over to Q(t) ⇠ 1/t (↵ = 1), which is the same
power law as in the SY M = 1 model. The QSL to
FL crossover is also visible in the temperature cut shown
in the inset, where we observe the crossover from 1/t
within the quantum critical fan above the Fermi liquid
coherence temperature to 1/t2 at low-temperatures. The
phase classification at each point in Fig. 1 follows the
above criterion to identify the FL regime and the QSL
regime.
These results establish that our SU(2) t-U -J model

has, in the quantum critical regime, the same QSL lo-
cal spin dynamics (↵ = 1) as the SY model in the
M = 1 limit. Renormalisation group (RG) methods
should prove useful in establishing analytically our nu-
merical findings for SU(2). For simplified versions of
the e↵ective action (2), e.g. involving only localized
spins [48], RG methods have indeed established [48–58],
that the Q(t) ⇠ 1/t spin liquid behaviour is the only one
consistent with the self-consistency condition (3). This
was recently extended to the QCP obtained by doping
the U = 1 model [59].
Let us now consider the one particle properties, en-

coded by the self-energy ⌃. In the FL regime for
(t/U)c ⌧ (t/U), the self-energy has the low energy
expansion[60] :

Im⌃(i!n, T ) ⇡

✓
1�

1

Z

◆
!n+

!2
n � (⇡T )2

E
+O(!3

n) (5)

In the small hopping limit (t/U) ⌧ (t/U)c, ⌃ diverges at
low frequencies as 1/!n, indicating a transition into an

4

FIG. 3. (a) Imaginary part of the self-energy at the first
Matsubara point �Im⌃(i!0 = i⇡T ) vs temperature T , for a
range of t/U . Solid grey lines stand for the FL prediction of
Im⌃(i!0) / T from the lowest temperature. Arrows indicate
the Fermi-liquid coherence temperature T ⇤ for each value of
t/U . The solution at t/U = 1.0 remains in the Fermi-liquid
regime over the entire range of temperature considered. (b)
Quasi-particle residue Z and coherence scale E as obtained
by fitting (5) to the self-energy data, ordering criterion for
the SG phase 1 � J�, and the energy scale determined from
scaling plot (!⇤)2, vs t/U . Inset : logE vs logZ2 illustrating
a dependency E / Z2 close to the QCP. Grey line with slope
1 is plotted to guide the eye.

insulating phase (see Supporting Information C). We ex-
amine the crossover from the FL to the quantum critical
regime in several ways. First, a direct consequence of (5)
is that the self-energy at the first Matsubara frequency
is linear in temperature with vanishing quadratic correc-
tions [61]: Im⌃(i!0 = i⇡T ) = (1 � 1/Z)⇡T + O(T 3).
Deviation from linearity in T at a temperature T ⇤ sig-
nals the FL coherence scale, and hence the crossover to
the quantum critical regime. This is illustrated on Fig.
3a : when t/U approaches (t/U)c, the self-energy in-
creases and T ⇤ (indicated by arrows on the figure) de-
creases. More precisely, we extract the quasi-particle
residue Z and the coherence scale E by fitting the func-
tional form (5) to the low-energy data using weighted
least squares. Fig. 3b shows that Z and E vanishes at the
QCP. The susceptibility to SG order is given by [34, 35]

FIG. 4. (a) Imaginary part of self-energy with the scat-
tering rate subtracted � (Im⌃(i!n)� Im⌃(0)) vs the scaled
frequency !/!⇤ for various values of U near the QCP at
T/t = 0.01, demonstrating the collapse onto the universal
scaling function f(!/!⇤) (grey solid curve). Color scheme
follows the legend of (b). Inset: Imaginary part of self-energy
�Im⌃(i!n) vs Matsubara frequencies !n at the QCP t/U =
0.312 and lowest accessible temperature T/t = 0.01. Also
shown are low-frequency fits of self-energy to the MFL form
c+ a!n log!n/b (orange) and the SYK form c+ a

p
!n + b!n

(green). (b) Scattering rate �Im⌃(0) vs temperature T/t at
various values of t/U near the QCP. At the QCP (t/U =
0.312, green), the scattering rate is T -linear (linear fit in
grey), in contrast to the quadratic behavior in the FL regime
(blue). (c) Resistivity ⇢DC/⇢0 vs temperature T/t at the
QCP, computed with the analytically continued Green’s func-
tion. The unit of resistivity is the MIR value ⇢0 = ~/e2�(0),
where � is the transport function. (d) Imaginary part of
self-energy at fixed, interpolated values of Matsubara fre-
quency �Im⌃(i! = fixed, T ) vs temperature T/t at the QCP
t/U = 0.312, for various fixed values of frequency.

�sg / �2/(1 � J2�2) with � the local susceptibility. As
shown in Fig. 3, we find that 1 � J� also vanishes close
to the QCP, indicating the boundary of the SG phase.
Within our numerical accuracy, we cannot however ex-
clude that 1�J� vanishes at a slightly larger value of t/U
than E, possibly indicating a small intervening region of
metallic SG [59].
In order to analyse the quantum critical point, we at-

tempt to scale the self-energy for t/U close to (t/U)c, for
our lowest temperature T/t = 0.01, with an ansatz of the
form

Im⌃(i!n) ⇡ Im⌃(0) + f
⇣!n

!⇤

⌘
(6)

which applies for !n and !⇤ smaller than the high-energy
cuto↵ J , but !n/!⇤ otherwise arbitrary. We determine
numerically Im⌃(0), !⇤ and the scaling function f by
requesting that optimal data collapse is obtained, using
a minimisation procedure. We obtain a remarkable col-
lapse of the data, presented in Fig. 4a, with !⇤ presented
in Fig. 3b.
For ! < !⇤, the ansatz (6) has to reproduce (5), which
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in the inset, where we observe the crossover from 1/t
within the quantum critical fan above the Fermi liquid
coherence temperature to 1/t2 at low-temperatures. The
phase classification at each point in Fig. 1 follows the
above criterion to identify the FL regime and the QSL
regime.
These results establish that our SU(2) t-U -J model

has, in the quantum critical regime, the same QSL lo-
cal spin dynamics (↵ = 1) as the SY model in the
M = 1 limit. Renormalisation group (RG) methods
should prove useful in establishing analytically our nu-
merical findings for SU(2). For simplified versions of
the e↵ective action (2), e.g. involving only localized
spins [48], RG methods have indeed established [48–58],
that the Q(t) ⇠ 1/t spin liquid behaviour is the only one
consistent with the self-consistency condition (3). This
was recently extended to the QCP obtained by doping
the U = 1 model [59].
Let us now consider the one particle properties, en-

coded by the self-energy ⌃. In the FL regime for
(t/U)c ⌧ (t/U), the self-energy has the low energy
expansion[60] :

Im⌃(i!n, T ) ⇡
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In the small hopping limit (t/U) ⌧ (t/U)c, ⌃ diverges at
low frequencies as 1/!n, indicating a transition into an
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FIG. 3. (a) Imaginary part of the self-energy at the first
Matsubara point �Im⌃(i!0 = i⇡T ) vs temperature T , for a
range of t/U . Solid grey lines stand for the FL prediction of
Im⌃(i!0) / T from the lowest temperature. Arrows indicate
the Fermi-liquid coherence temperature T ⇤ for each value of
t/U . The solution at t/U = 1.0 remains in the Fermi-liquid
regime over the entire range of temperature considered. (b)
Quasi-particle residue Z and coherence scale E as obtained
by fitting (5) to the self-energy data, ordering criterion for
the SG phase 1 � J�, and the energy scale determined from
scaling plot (!⇤)2, vs t/U . Inset : logE vs logZ2 illustrating
a dependency E / Z2 close to the QCP. Grey line with slope
1 is plotted to guide the eye.

insulating phase (see Supporting Information C). We ex-
amine the crossover from the FL to the quantum critical
regime in several ways. First, a direct consequence of (5)
is that the self-energy at the first Matsubara frequency
is linear in temperature with vanishing quadratic correc-
tions [61]: Im⌃(i!0 = i⇡T ) = (1 � 1/Z)⇡T + O(T 3).
Deviation from linearity in T at a temperature T ⇤ sig-
nals the FL coherence scale, and hence the crossover to
the quantum critical regime. This is illustrated on Fig.
3a : when t/U approaches (t/U)c, the self-energy in-
creases and T ⇤ (indicated by arrows on the figure) de-
creases. More precisely, we extract the quasi-particle
residue Z and the coherence scale E by fitting the func-
tional form (5) to the low-energy data using weighted
least squares. Fig. 3b shows that Z and E vanishes at the
QCP. The susceptibility to SG order is given by [34, 35]

FIG. 4. (a) Imaginary part of self-energy with the scat-
tering rate subtracted � (Im⌃(i!n)� Im⌃(0)) vs the scaled
frequency !/!⇤ for various values of U near the QCP at
T/t = 0.01, demonstrating the collapse onto the universal
scaling function f(!/!⇤) (grey solid curve). Color scheme
follows the legend of (b). Inset: Imaginary part of self-energy
�Im⌃(i!n) vs Matsubara frequencies !n at the QCP t/U =
0.312 and lowest accessible temperature T/t = 0.01. Also
shown are low-frequency fits of self-energy to the MFL form
c+ a!n log!n/b (orange) and the SYK form c+ a

p
!n + b!n

(green). (b) Scattering rate �Im⌃(0) vs temperature T/t at
various values of t/U near the QCP. At the QCP (t/U =
0.312, green), the scattering rate is T -linear (linear fit in
grey), in contrast to the quadratic behavior in the FL regime
(blue). (c) Resistivity ⇢DC/⇢0 vs temperature T/t at the
QCP, computed with the analytically continued Green’s func-
tion. The unit of resistivity is the MIR value ⇢0 = ~/e2�(0),
where � is the transport function. (d) Imaginary part of
self-energy at fixed, interpolated values of Matsubara fre-
quency �Im⌃(i! = fixed, T ) vs temperature T/t at the QCP
t/U = 0.312, for various fixed values of frequency.

�sg / �2/(1 � J2�2) with � the local susceptibility. As
shown in Fig. 3, we find that 1 � J� also vanishes close
to the QCP, indicating the boundary of the SG phase.
Within our numerical accuracy, we cannot however ex-
clude that 1�J� vanishes at a slightly larger value of t/U
than E, possibly indicating a small intervening region of
metallic SG [59].
In order to analyse the quantum critical point, we at-

tempt to scale the self-energy for t/U close to (t/U)c, for
our lowest temperature T/t = 0.01, with an ansatz of the
form

Im⌃(i!n) ⇡ Im⌃(0) + f
⇣!n

!⇤

⌘
(6)

which applies for !n and !⇤ smaller than the high-energy
cuto↵ J , but !n/!⇤ otherwise arbitrary. We determine
numerically Im⌃(0), !⇤ and the scaling function f by
requesting that optimal data collapse is obtained, using
a minimisation procedure. We obtain a remarkable col-
lapse of the data, presented in Fig. 4a, with !⇤ presented
in Fig. 3b.
For ! < !⇤, the ansatz (6) has to reproduce (5), which
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The local action (2) still presents a strongly correlated
problem. SY [23] made further progress on the random
Heisenberg model by extending the spin symmetry to
SU(M) and taking the M ! 1 limit, which allows for
an analytical calculation of the spin-spin correlator of (2)
and reduces the self-consistent problem to a non-linear in-
tegral equation. This was extended to itinerant fermions
within the t-Jij model by Parcollet and Georges (PG)
[24], who obtained a FL regime of the doped model at
low-T , and a quantum critical regime associated with the
proximity of the spin-liquid Mott insulator characterized
by a

p
!,

p
T self-energy but, remarkably, ‘bad metal’ be-

haviour with linear resistivity. Recently, fermionic ver-
sions of the random coupling problem, the so-called SYK
models [36, 37], garnered much interest with again a solv-
able limit for a large number of flavors M ! 1. Recent
works [38–42] extended the mechanism of PG [24] for
linear-T resistivity to a lattice of SYK ‘quantum dots’
with hopping. Interestingly, when SYK dots are coupled
to another band of otherwise free and translationally in-
variant (uniform hopping) fermions, not only does the
T -linear resistivity extend down to zero temperature but
the mechanism switches to that driven by the MFL T -
linear scattering rate [43, 44].

For the physical limit of a single flavor of spin-1/2
fermions that is of our interest, the self-consistency equa-
tions above require computing two- and four-point cor-
relators in the local model with SU(2) symmetry. We
use an implementation [45] of Rubtsov’s continuous-
time interaction-expansion quantum Monte Carlo (CT-
INT) [46] algorithm which is based on the TRIQS li-
brary [47]. The algorithm works in imaginary time, so
we will discuss most of our results directly on the imag-
inary axis without analytic continuation, except in the
discussion of transport. Our implementation determines
the local spin-spin correlator from the impurity three-
point vertex function rather than through an operator
insertion measurement. This algorithmic improvement
allows for a drastic speed-up of the calculations [45].

Let us first consider the long time spin dynamics. In
Fig. 2, we display the local spin-spin correlation func-
tion Q(⌧) at a fixed low temperature T/t = 0.01, for
various t/U approaching the QCP at (t/U)c ⇡ 0.31
from the FL limit cutting the phase diagram Fig. 1
along the horizontal axis. In the inset, we also dis-
play how Q(⌧) varies upon raising temperatures for fixed
t/U = 0.357 making a vertical cut in the phase diagram
slightly away from the QCP. Since we work in the Mat-
subara formalism, a zero temperature long time asymp-
totic form Q(t) ⇠ 1/t↵ transforms into a scaling function
Q(⌧) ⇠ (1/� sin(⇡⌧/�))↵ and the data should be exam-
ined near ⌧ = �/2. Away from the critical point, for
t/U = 1.0, we obtain the FL behaviour at long time
Q(t) ⇠ 1/t2 (↵ = 2). The closer one gets to the critical
point, the longer it takes to reach this asymptotic regime,
reflecting the decrease of the FL coherence scale close to

FIG. 2. Main: Spin susceptibility log[Q(⌧)/Q(�/2)] vs ⌧/�
for J/t = 0.5 and T/t = 0.01, across several t/U . Grey curves
show (1/ sin⇡⌧/�)↵ with ↵ = 1 (solid) and ↵ = 2 (dashed).
Color scheme follows the blue (FL) and red (QSL) gradi-
ent of Fig. 1. Inset: Spin susceptibility log[Q(⌧)/Q(�/2)]
vs � log[sin(⇡⌧/�)], for J/t = 0.5 and t/U = 0.357, across
a range of T , demonstrating scaling behavior of Q(⌧) near
⌧ = �/2. Grey curves show ↵ = 1, 2 (solid, dashed).

the critical point. Once in the quantum critical regime,
for t/U = (t/U)c ⇡ 0.31, the long time spin dynamics
crosses over to Q(t) ⇠ 1/t (↵ = 1), which is the same
power law as in the SY M = 1 model. The QSL to
FL crossover is also visible in the temperature cut shown
in the inset, where we observe the crossover from 1/t
within the quantum critical fan above the Fermi liquid
coherence temperature to 1/t2 at low-temperatures. The
phase classification at each point in Fig. 1 follows the
above criterion to identify the FL regime and the QSL
regime.
These results establish that our SU(2) t-U -J model

has, in the quantum critical regime, the same QSL lo-
cal spin dynamics (↵ = 1) as the SY model in the
M = 1 limit. Renormalisation group (RG) methods
should prove useful in establishing analytically our nu-
merical findings for SU(2). For simplified versions of
the e↵ective action (2), e.g. involving only localized
spins [48], RG methods have indeed established [48–58],
that the Q(t) ⇠ 1/t spin liquid behaviour is the only one
consistent with the self-consistency condition (3). This
was recently extended to the QCP obtained by doping
the U = 1 model [59].
Let us now consider the one particle properties, en-

coded by the self-energy ⌃. In the FL regime for
(t/U)c ⌧ (t/U), the self-energy has the low energy
expansion[60] :

Im⌃(i!n, T ) ⇡
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In the small hopping limit (t/U) ⌧ (t/U)c, ⌃ diverges at
low frequencies as 1/!n, indicating a transition into an
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FIG. 3. (a) Imaginary part of the self-energy at the first
Matsubara point �Im⌃(i!0 = i⇡T ) vs temperature T , for a
range of t/U . Solid grey lines stand for the FL prediction of
Im⌃(i!0) / T from the lowest temperature. Arrows indicate
the Fermi-liquid coherence temperature T ⇤ for each value of
t/U . The solution at t/U = 1.0 remains in the Fermi-liquid
regime over the entire range of temperature considered. (b)
Quasi-particle residue Z and coherence scale E as obtained
by fitting (5) to the self-energy data, ordering criterion for
the SG phase 1 � J�, and the energy scale determined from
scaling plot (!⇤)2, vs t/U . Inset : logE vs logZ2 illustrating
a dependency E / Z2 close to the QCP. Grey line with slope
1 is plotted to guide the eye.

insulating phase (see Supporting Information C). We ex-
amine the crossover from the FL to the quantum critical
regime in several ways. First, a direct consequence of (5)
is that the self-energy at the first Matsubara frequency
is linear in temperature with vanishing quadratic correc-
tions [61]: Im⌃(i!0 = i⇡T ) = (1 � 1/Z)⇡T + O(T 3).
Deviation from linearity in T at a temperature T ⇤ sig-
nals the FL coherence scale, and hence the crossover to
the quantum critical regime. This is illustrated on Fig.
3a : when t/U approaches (t/U)c, the self-energy in-
creases and T ⇤ (indicated by arrows on the figure) de-
creases. More precisely, we extract the quasi-particle
residue Z and the coherence scale E by fitting the func-
tional form (5) to the low-energy data using weighted
least squares. Fig. 3b shows that Z and E vanishes at the
QCP. The susceptibility to SG order is given by [34, 35]

FIG. 4. (a) Imaginary part of self-energy with the scat-
tering rate subtracted � (Im⌃(i!n)� Im⌃(0)) vs the scaled
frequency !/!⇤ for various values of U near the QCP at
T/t = 0.01, demonstrating the collapse onto the universal
scaling function f(!/!⇤) (grey solid curve). Color scheme
follows the legend of (b). Inset: Imaginary part of self-energy
�Im⌃(i!n) vs Matsubara frequencies !n at the QCP t/U =
0.312 and lowest accessible temperature T/t = 0.01. Also
shown are low-frequency fits of self-energy to the MFL form
c+ a!n log!n/b (orange) and the SYK form c+ a

p
!n + b!n

(green). (b) Scattering rate �Im⌃(0) vs temperature T/t at
various values of t/U near the QCP. At the QCP (t/U =
0.312, green), the scattering rate is T -linear (linear fit in
grey), in contrast to the quadratic behavior in the FL regime
(blue). (c) Resistivity ⇢DC/⇢0 vs temperature T/t at the
QCP, computed with the analytically continued Green’s func-
tion. The unit of resistivity is the MIR value ⇢0 = ~/e2�(0),
where � is the transport function. (d) Imaginary part of
self-energy at fixed, interpolated values of Matsubara fre-
quency �Im⌃(i! = fixed, T ) vs temperature T/t at the QCP
t/U = 0.312, for various fixed values of frequency.

�sg / �2/(1 � J2�2) with � the local susceptibility. As
shown in Fig. 3, we find that 1 � J� also vanishes close
to the QCP, indicating the boundary of the SG phase.
Within our numerical accuracy, we cannot however ex-
clude that 1�J� vanishes at a slightly larger value of t/U
than E, possibly indicating a small intervening region of
metallic SG [59].
In order to analyse the quantum critical point, we at-

tempt to scale the self-energy for t/U close to (t/U)c, for
our lowest temperature T/t = 0.01, with an ansatz of the
form

Im⌃(i!n) ⇡ Im⌃(0) + f
⇣!n

!⇤

⌘
(6)

which applies for !n and !⇤ smaller than the high-energy
cuto↵ J , but !n/!⇤ otherwise arbitrary. We determine
numerically Im⌃(0), !⇤ and the scaling function f by
requesting that optimal data collapse is obtained, using
a minimisation procedure. We obtain a remarkable col-
lapse of the data, presented in Fig. 4a, with !⇤ presented
in Fig. 3b.
For ! < !⇤, the ansatz (6) has to reproduce (5), which
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The local action (2) still presents a strongly correlated
problem. SY [23] made further progress on the random
Heisenberg model by extending the spin symmetry to
SU(M) and taking the M ! 1 limit, which allows for
an analytical calculation of the spin-spin correlator of (2)
and reduces the self-consistent problem to a non-linear in-
tegral equation. This was extended to itinerant fermions
within the t-Jij model by Parcollet and Georges (PG)
[24], who obtained a FL regime of the doped model at
low-T , and a quantum critical regime associated with the
proximity of the spin-liquid Mott insulator characterized
by a

p
!,

p
T self-energy but, remarkably, ‘bad metal’ be-

haviour with linear resistivity. Recently, fermionic ver-
sions of the random coupling problem, the so-called SYK
models [36, 37], garnered much interest with again a solv-
able limit for a large number of flavors M ! 1. Recent
works [38–42] extended the mechanism of PG [24] for
linear-T resistivity to a lattice of SYK ‘quantum dots’
with hopping. Interestingly, when SYK dots are coupled
to another band of otherwise free and translationally in-
variant (uniform hopping) fermions, not only does the
T -linear resistivity extend down to zero temperature but
the mechanism switches to that driven by the MFL T -
linear scattering rate [43, 44].

For the physical limit of a single flavor of spin-1/2
fermions that is of our interest, the self-consistency equa-
tions above require computing two- and four-point cor-
relators in the local model with SU(2) symmetry. We
use an implementation [45] of Rubtsov’s continuous-
time interaction-expansion quantum Monte Carlo (CT-
INT) [46] algorithm which is based on the TRIQS li-
brary [47]. The algorithm works in imaginary time, so
we will discuss most of our results directly on the imag-
inary axis without analytic continuation, except in the
discussion of transport. Our implementation determines
the local spin-spin correlator from the impurity three-
point vertex function rather than through an operator
insertion measurement. This algorithmic improvement
allows for a drastic speed-up of the calculations [45].

Let us first consider the long time spin dynamics. In
Fig. 2, we display the local spin-spin correlation func-
tion Q(⌧) at a fixed low temperature T/t = 0.01, for
various t/U approaching the QCP at (t/U)c ⇡ 0.31
from the FL limit cutting the phase diagram Fig. 1
along the horizontal axis. In the inset, we also dis-
play how Q(⌧) varies upon raising temperatures for fixed
t/U = 0.357 making a vertical cut in the phase diagram
slightly away from the QCP. Since we work in the Mat-
subara formalism, a zero temperature long time asymp-
totic form Q(t) ⇠ 1/t↵ transforms into a scaling function
Q(⌧) ⇠ (1/� sin(⇡⌧/�))↵ and the data should be exam-
ined near ⌧ = �/2. Away from the critical point, for
t/U = 1.0, we obtain the FL behaviour at long time
Q(t) ⇠ 1/t2 (↵ = 2). The closer one gets to the critical
point, the longer it takes to reach this asymptotic regime,
reflecting the decrease of the FL coherence scale close to

FIG. 2. Main: Spin susceptibility log[Q(⌧)/Q(�/2)] vs ⌧/�
for J/t = 0.5 and T/t = 0.01, across several t/U . Grey curves
show (1/ sin⇡⌧/�)↵ with ↵ = 1 (solid) and ↵ = 2 (dashed).
Color scheme follows the blue (FL) and red (QSL) gradi-
ent of Fig. 1. Inset: Spin susceptibility log[Q(⌧)/Q(�/2)]
vs � log[sin(⇡⌧/�)], for J/t = 0.5 and t/U = 0.357, across
a range of T , demonstrating scaling behavior of Q(⌧) near
⌧ = �/2. Grey curves show ↵ = 1, 2 (solid, dashed).

the critical point. Once in the quantum critical regime,
for t/U = (t/U)c ⇡ 0.31, the long time spin dynamics
crosses over to Q(t) ⇠ 1/t (↵ = 1), which is the same
power law as in the SY M = 1 model. The QSL to
FL crossover is also visible in the temperature cut shown
in the inset, where we observe the crossover from 1/t
within the quantum critical fan above the Fermi liquid
coherence temperature to 1/t2 at low-temperatures. The
phase classification at each point in Fig. 1 follows the
above criterion to identify the FL regime and the QSL
regime.
These results establish that our SU(2) t-U -J model

has, in the quantum critical regime, the same QSL lo-
cal spin dynamics (↵ = 1) as the SY model in the
M = 1 limit. Renormalisation group (RG) methods
should prove useful in establishing analytically our nu-
merical findings for SU(2). For simplified versions of
the e↵ective action (2), e.g. involving only localized
spins [48], RG methods have indeed established [48–58],
that the Q(t) ⇠ 1/t spin liquid behaviour is the only one
consistent with the self-consistency condition (3). This
was recently extended to the QCP obtained by doping
the U = 1 model [59].
Let us now consider the one particle properties, en-

coded by the self-energy ⌃. In the FL regime for
(t/U)c ⌧ (t/U), the self-energy has the low energy
expansion[60] :
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In the small hopping limit (t/U) ⌧ (t/U)c, ⌃ diverges at
low frequencies as 1/!n, indicating a transition into an
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FIG. 3. (a) Imaginary part of the self-energy at the first
Matsubara point �Im⌃(i!0 = i⇡T ) vs temperature T , for a
range of t/U . Solid grey lines stand for the FL prediction of
Im⌃(i!0) / T from the lowest temperature. Arrows indicate
the Fermi-liquid coherence temperature T ⇤ for each value of
t/U . The solution at t/U = 1.0 remains in the Fermi-liquid
regime over the entire range of temperature considered. (b)
Quasi-particle residue Z and coherence scale E as obtained
by fitting (5) to the self-energy data, ordering criterion for
the SG phase 1 � J�, and the energy scale determined from
scaling plot (!⇤)2, vs t/U . Inset : logE vs logZ2 illustrating
a dependency E / Z2 close to the QCP. Grey line with slope
1 is plotted to guide the eye.

insulating phase (see Supporting Information C). We ex-
amine the crossover from the FL to the quantum critical
regime in several ways. First, a direct consequence of (5)
is that the self-energy at the first Matsubara frequency
is linear in temperature with vanishing quadratic correc-
tions [61]: Im⌃(i!0 = i⇡T ) = (1 � 1/Z)⇡T + O(T 3).
Deviation from linearity in T at a temperature T ⇤ sig-
nals the FL coherence scale, and hence the crossover to
the quantum critical regime. This is illustrated on Fig.
3a : when t/U approaches (t/U)c, the self-energy in-
creases and T ⇤ (indicated by arrows on the figure) de-
creases. More precisely, we extract the quasi-particle
residue Z and the coherence scale E by fitting the func-
tional form (5) to the low-energy data using weighted
least squares. Fig. 3b shows that Z and E vanishes at the
QCP. The susceptibility to SG order is given by [34, 35]

FIG. 4. (a) Imaginary part of self-energy with the scat-
tering rate subtracted � (Im⌃(i!n)� Im⌃(0)) vs the scaled
frequency !/!⇤ for various values of U near the QCP at
T/t = 0.01, demonstrating the collapse onto the universal
scaling function f(!/!⇤) (grey solid curve). Color scheme
follows the legend of (b). Inset: Imaginary part of self-energy
�Im⌃(i!n) vs Matsubara frequencies !n at the QCP t/U =
0.312 and lowest accessible temperature T/t = 0.01. Also
shown are low-frequency fits of self-energy to the MFL form
c+ a!n log!n/b (orange) and the SYK form c+ a

p
!n + b!n

(green). (b) Scattering rate �Im⌃(0) vs temperature T/t at
various values of t/U near the QCP. At the QCP (t/U =
0.312, green), the scattering rate is T -linear (linear fit in
grey), in contrast to the quadratic behavior in the FL regime
(blue). (c) Resistivity ⇢DC/⇢0 vs temperature T/t at the
QCP, computed with the analytically continued Green’s func-
tion. The unit of resistivity is the MIR value ⇢0 = ~/e2�(0),
where � is the transport function. (d) Imaginary part of
self-energy at fixed, interpolated values of Matsubara fre-
quency �Im⌃(i! = fixed, T ) vs temperature T/t at the QCP
t/U = 0.312, for various fixed values of frequency.

�sg / �2/(1 � J2�2) with � the local susceptibility. As
shown in Fig. 3, we find that 1 � J� also vanishes close
to the QCP, indicating the boundary of the SG phase.
Within our numerical accuracy, we cannot however ex-
clude that 1�J� vanishes at a slightly larger value of t/U
than E, possibly indicating a small intervening region of
metallic SG [59].
In order to analyse the quantum critical point, we at-

tempt to scale the self-energy for t/U close to (t/U)c, for
our lowest temperature T/t = 0.01, with an ansatz of the
form

Im⌃(i!n) ⇡ Im⌃(0) + f
⇣!n

!⇤

⌘
(6)

which applies for !n and !⇤ smaller than the high-energy
cuto↵ J , but !n/!⇤ otherwise arbitrary. We determine
numerically Im⌃(0), !⇤ and the scaling function f by
requesting that optimal data collapse is obtained, using
a minimisation procedure. We obtain a remarkable col-
lapse of the data, presented in Fig. 4a, with !⇤ presented
in Fig. 3b.
For ! < !⇤, the ansatz (6) has to reproduce (5), which
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Expected to be unstable 
to spin glass order
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Exponents observed  
by Cha et al.


