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A. Effective field theory, renormalization group analysis, and dynamic spin susceptibility
for the high-energy weak-coupling fixed point

1. Construction of an effective field theory

In order to construct an effective field theory, we start from a ferromagnetic Kitaev Hamiltonian (1)

— X X _ y_ .y _ Z  Z
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Here local spins satisfy the commutation relation [, ajﬁ ]1= Zieaﬁyaiyrﬁi ;. The lattice vector is given by r =
nya, +ny,a, with n,,n, € Z, where the lattice unit cell is spanned by a, = a(v/3/2,3/2) and a, =

a(—/3/2,3/2) for the hexagonal bond length a. The subscripts “w” and “b” represent two triangular sublattices
as shown in Fig. S1 A (white and black filled circles).

(SD
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Fig. S1 Schematic figure of the model. (A) Honeycomb lattice, Kitaev interaction, zigzag antiferromagnetic
order, lattice and basis, and lattice unit cell. (B) Order of lattice points.

Now we introduce zigzag AFM ordering observed below 7y in a-RuCl; as shown in Fig. S1A (2-5). This AFM
order likely results from the interplay among Kitaev, Heisenberg, and ansiotrpic spin exchange interactions on the
honeycomb lattice. Here, we implement a zigzag AFM fixed point in the Kitaev spin liquid state and investigate
emergent physics near this conjectured fixed point. The corresponding effective Hamiltonian, which represents
the coupling between the zigzag AFM fluctuation and Kitaev spins, can be given by

Hzz = _gz $iof, (S2)

where ¢; = (of) and g is an effective coupling constant. In the zigzag AFM phase, ¢; become finite with

¢r,w = _¢r,b-
6,7)

of=2ffi-1, o =X(of +id)) = 1_[ KG) |07 = (oF —ia?) = 1_[ KG) |f  (53)

j<i j<i

where K(j) =2 fjJr fj — 1 and the order of lattice points is shown in Fig. SIB. Here, the spinless fermion field
represents a domain wall excitation, where the nonlocal string operator implies a topological defect (8). It is

straightforward to check out [o, O']-i] = iZaiSU, [ai+,aj_] = 0{8;; for spin operators and {f;r,fj 1=0i;,



{fi f]-}:{ fiT, ij}IO for the JW fermions. This nonlocal transformation makes us to rewrite Kitaev and AFM Ising
spin interaction terms as follows;

= _K Z(frt—xb +fr+xb)(frw frw) K Z (fr-l-l—yb +fr+yb)(frw frw)

(54)
_K Z (Zfrbfrb 1)(2f‘rwfrw_ ),

Hy; = _gz [¢r,w(2ﬂwa‘r,w - 1) + érp (Zf‘rbeTrb - 1)] (83)

The Kitaev Hamiltonian can be diagonalized by introducing two complex fermions, which correspond to
mixtures of fermions on two sites (black and white) linked by the directional z-bond in Fig. S1A, defined as (6)

Xr = Refy —ilmfyp, Y, = Imf,.,, + iRef . (S6)

Then the Kitaev and coupling Hamiltonians are presented by

< = kK, Z(wﬁx Yraw) (B + ) — K Z(wm Vo) (0 + )

(87
+ K, Z(Z)(r)(r - 1) (le:lpr ),

Hyy = —ng o (Wt +vrxr), (S8)

where we set ¢, = —¢,, = ¢, /2. Here )(r Xr canbe recognized to be a conserved quantity, i.e. [)(;r Xr Hyg] =

0, in the absence of zigzag AFM fluctuations. This conservation identifies )(: Xr Wwith the Z, flux density,
described by localized Majorana fermions in the original Kitaev model. As a result, the ground state of the Kitaev

Hamiltonian is described by )(: Xr = 0. Within this sector, the Kitaev Hamiltonian becomes reduced into a same
form as the p-wave superconductivity of chargeless spinons

K= _sz (lp:+x - lpr+x)(lp: + wr) - Kyz (lp:+y - lpr+y)(lp: + lpr)
_ T —
K, Z (@i, - 1) )

iA
=D e+ ) SEWIWT + )
k k

Here, the energy dispersion relation is given by €, = —2K, — 2K, cosk - a, — 2K, cosk - a,, and the p-wave
pairing amplitude becomes A, = 2K, sink - a, + 2K, sink - a,,, where both a, and a, span the lattice unit cell
as discussed before. ;. is the Fourier transform of ,-field given by ¢, = ﬁzk e®T,, where N, is the

number of z-bonds or the number of triangular Bravais lattice sites in the honeycomb lattice.

Performing the Bogoliubov transformation of y;, = u,y, + vklpik, where the coherence factors of u_, =
w, and v_, = —v;, satisfy |ug|? + |vg|> = 1, we found that the quasiparticle spectrum is given by Ej =

V€2 + A%, (13) It turns out that gapless points arise at k = tk, with ko = 3by —3b, in the symmetric case of
K, = K, = K, = K, where the reciprocal lattice vectors are given by b, = 2ma(1/+/3,1/3), b, = 2ma(-1/
V3,1/3). See Fig. S2.
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Fig. S2 Brillouin zone and gapless points. The red points shows two gapless points K (k = Ky) and K’ (k =
—K,) in the Brillouin zone.

Taking into account zigzag AFM fluctuations described by ¢,., )(I Xr 1S not a conserved quantity any more.
Hereafter, we only consider the symmetric case, K, = K,, = K, = K, and the effective Hamiltonians become

g = t B o4t ok S oty 4 2K t t
k=), el + ) = (Wl + i) + Xk ¥y ), KokpraVirq¥i (S10)
k k

k kp.q
Hy; = —igz ¢q(xik+qlp11- + VX -t—q)> (S11)
k.q
where y;, and ¢, are the Fourier transformations as y, = \/%Zk e*Ty, and ¢, =Y, e*T¢,, and an

irrelevant constant term is eliminated. We note that ¢>;r = ¢_q, where ¢, isreal.

In order to construct an effective field theory, we consider low energy states near the gapless points and
obtain

Hg = Z (€+,k1/JI_k1/)+,k + E—,kl/Jikl/)__k)
3

lA k iA—,k
+ Z {T+ (lpi_kl/)i_k + l/)+,kl/)—,—k) + 2 (lpj.klpi.—k + lp_'klp+'k)}
k
+2K Z T +xtox-
i Ced e + 2 jxe) (S12)
LS + ' '
+ N (X+,pX+.P+q + X—,p){—,p+q)(lp+,k+ql/)+'k + lp—'k"'ql/)_'k)
“ kpa
LANN® + ! +
+ N (X+,p)(—,p+q + X—,p)(+,p+q)(¢+.k+q¢—'k + lp—'kﬂlw”‘)’
Z kpa
Hyz = =ig )" bq(Csa®l + Bikoiq) (S13)
k.q

where €, = vk, and A, = —vk, with v = 3Ka.

Considering two-component Dirac spinors of

Yy, X+,
O VA A 519

we reformulate the effective Hamiltonian as follows



Hy = z Wl (vk,t? + vk, )W) + ZKZ Xl X, + Hj, (S15)
k k

Hyz = —igz ¢q(XE+qT"‘Vk - Lpl:r'[xXk—q)' (S16)
k.q

where H,; represents four-fermion interactions between itinerant and localized fermions. It turns out that these
effective interactions are not relevant in the renormalization group (RG) sense, which will be discussed below.
Then, the effective action is given by

[ PR a3k _ ,
S = f Gy T ok W + f Gy X0Oroko + i MOX () + 5, .

[ dPkdPq ~
Y f 216 Xk + QW) — FUOX (k — @) (a),

where P(k) = WT(k)y, and X(k) = XT(k)y,. Dirac gamma matrices are y, = 6%, y; = —0”, and y, = o”.
S; is the action term corresponding to H,;. The excitation gap for the Z,-flux fluctuations is My = 2K and the
interaction strength between itinerant and localized fermionic spinons (S;) is 4K. It is rather unexpected to see
that the gap of localized spinon excitations appears with the y; matrix, which implies that My plays the role of
an effective gauge field to generate the spinon current iX (k)y, X (k).

It is natural to introduce an effective action Sy for the dynamics of zigzag AFM fluctuations into the above
effective action, and Sy is given by

d3kd3pd3q

) d(—Kk)p(k + )p(—p — @) (). (S18)

g 1 d3k 102 " A
v=3] G 9002+ 00 + 5 [

Here, 7 is an effective mass parameter and A is an effective self-interaction constant. This ¢*-theory is an
effective field theory in an Ising AFM lattice model (/0).

Through the g-vertex, critical fluctuations of the ¢-fields generate a kinetic term of the X-field. Including
this kinetic term, we construct the partition function in an effective field theory as

Zus = f DW(I) DX (k) Dp (k) exp (=S s [ (), X (), p(K)])

d3k
(2m)?

_ 3k _
Serr[W(K), X (), (k)] =f P(K)iy - k¥ (k) +f @} X()iy - (k + M)X (k)

(S19)

. d3kd3q B ~
_lgf W ¢(Q)(X(k+q)lp(k)—lp(k)X(k_q))

1 d3k (k2 " 2 d3kd3pd3q ) .
+7] Gay $CREE +19( + 4| LUV (gt + -~ D0

Here, we neglect the four-fermion interaction term since it is irrelevant in RG sense (/7). Also we set the velocities
of two fields be identical because the Dirac theory recovers the Lorentz symmetry as it flows to the low-energy
limit in RG (/2). It is interesting to observe that the gapless point of being-itinerant spinons X (k) is separated
from that of W(k) in an amount of M = (0, My, 0) in the momentum space. This means that Z, flux
fluctuations driven by zigzag AFM excitations are represented by a current-flowing state in the Kitaev spin liquid
phase.

2. Wilsonian renormalization group analysis

We rewrite the effective action in a D-dimension with a cutoff A as



dPk
~ X(k)iy - (k + M)X (k)

d’k  _
S=fA > ‘P(k)ty-k‘l’(k)+fA )

(2m)

dPkdP _ _
~ig [ G (X + D90 - PR - )o@ ($20)

1 d% A [ d’kdPpdPq
+§J;\(2n)D k M‘““"”af/\w (k) p(k + p(—p — Db (D).

In order to perform the Wilsonian RG analysis, we separate all field variables into low and high energy-momentum
parts

w(k) = $(k)O :k (% - k) W0 :(A ) (k - %) = W, (k) + W, k),

X(k) = X(k)0 :k (% - k) + X(k)e :(A ) (k - %) = X, (k) + Xy (K), (s21)

0 = 900 [k (5~ k)| + pr0 [~ 1) (k= 5)] = 9.0 + 40,

Here, k = / z=0 ki in the Euclidean signature and b is a scaling parameter to define the observation energy

scale. O(x) is a step function with ©(x) =1 for x =0 and O(x) =0 for x < 0.

Implementing these expressions into the effective field theory and integrating over high energy degrees of
freedom, i.e., performing the functional integral of [ DWy(k)DXy(k)D¢y (k) in the perturbative way of the
cumulant expansion, we obtain quantum-fluctuation corrections on the dynamics of low energy degrees of
freedom. Both self-energy and vertex corrections can be absorbed into the original form of an effective action,
introducing renormalization constants for the relation between unrenormalized and renormalized physical
quantities (/0). As the results, we find the renormalized field variables and constants as follows

W = b2, (D), Koo =075 (5), a0 = boez 7, (5),

b b b (S22)
D 111
gr = bz‘fZ;lz¢z§Z§J g, AR =b*PZy'Z32, Mg =bZy'ZxM.
Here the renormalized constants reflect effects of both self-energy and vertex corrections, and Ay = Ay = —(D +

1)/2, Ay =—(D+2)/2 are mass dimensions of the fields. We also introduce not only the vertex
renormalization constants of Z; and Z, to include their vertex corrections but also the ‘mass’ renormalization
constant of Zy, together with the wave-function renormalization constants such as Zy, Zy, and Zy to absorb
their self-energy corrections. As a result, we rewrite the effective field theory in terms of renormalized field
variables and renormalized interaction-strength coefficients with rescaling of the energy-momentum space, which
reproduces the original form of an effective field theory.

Now the ‘integral’ equations (S22) become translated into differential equations as follows

_ ldlogZy _ ldlogZy _ ldlogZy
™= dlogh . T 2dlogh’ "* T 27dlogh
dgr D dlogZ,
= = ——— S23
_dig dlogZ;,
L= Giogh ~ ® (4 ~ D dlogh ”"’)

Here, 1y, nx, and 14 represent anomalous scaling dimensions of each field variable, which results from
correlated dynamics near quantum criticality. 8, and f; describe how each interaction parameter evolves as a

function of an energy scale b self-consistently due to correlation effects. The initial condition of the effective
field theory at A is definedas b =1 while b — oo gives rise to the low energy renormalization.



The functional integration for high energy degrees of freedom contributes self-energy corrections to low
energy degrees of freedom

A Dq A qu
Ty (k) = g* h 2mp Gx(k +q)Gy(q),  Zx(k) = g° \ 2o Gy(k+q)Gy(q),
b b (S24)
, (M dPk A (N dPk
Zp1(q) = —2g f% @nP Tr Gy(k + q)Gx(k),  Z42(q) = _Eﬁ\ @oP Gy (k),

b
as represented in the form of Feynman diagrams of Fig. S3. In this context, the three-point vertex with the coupling
constant g contributes self-energy corrections to all excitations of W(k), X(k),and ¢(q) inthe one-loop level.

In addition, the self-interaction vertex with the coupling constant A results in the self-energy correction on the
Ising spin AFM fluctuations (/4). Green’s functions are given by

iy -k iy-(k+M) 1

Gy(k) = - PERE Gx (k) = Tk Gy(k) = i (S25)

The W-propagator Gy(k), X-propagator Gx(k), and ¢-propagator G4 (k) are represented by a single line,
double line, and dashed line, respectively, as shown in Fig. S3. Hereafter, we focus on the zigzag AFM quantum
criticality at r = 0.

Such quantum fluctuations also affect the vertices and contribute corrections of

A D

. d”q
Fg=—lg3 A (ZT)D Gy (q)Gw(q)Gx(q),
b (S26)

313 A qu A dD
- )

1=—— W amp [Go(@]?, To=g* A (Zn;ID Tr Gx(q)Gy(q)Gx () Gy (q).
b b

See Fig. S3 for Feynman diagrams. The three-point vertex is renormalized by itself in the one-loop level and also
gives rise to the vertex renormalization for the four-point A-vertex of the Ising spin fluctuations. The self-
interaction vertex is also renormalized by itself in the one-loop level and its renormalization typically leads to the

Wilson-Fisher fixed point (/0). Here, we only consider most relevant interaction channels with zero energy-
momentum transfer.
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Fig. S3 Feynman diagrams for self-energies and vertex corrections. (A) The solid line, double line, and dashed
line represent the W propagator Gy (k), X propagator Gy(k),and ¢ propagator Gg(k), respectively. (B) The
three-point interaction vertex with g contributes self-energy corrections to all excitations of W(k), X(k), and
¢(q) in the one-loop level. In addition, the self-interaction vertex with A causes the mass renormalization, but
does not the wave-function renormalization in the one-loop level. (C) The three-point (four-point or self-



interaction) vertex becomes renormalized by itself and additionally gives rise to the four-point vertex
renormalization in the one-loop level.

In Appendix A, we describe all details of integrals for both self-energy and vertex corrections. Here we present
all renormalization constants as follows

g3 g2 dl
Zy=1-S Sl (M) mp, Zx=1-Sop  Zp=1- GRSoF (M)~ e
4
Zy =1+ G806 (M5t Zi= 14528, it — 12985,GA(M) 155, and (527)

Zy=1 +9R5DG (M) —=

A4—D’

2nD/2
(2m)Pr(p/2)
is dl =logbh. The wave-function renormalization constant Zy for the zigzag spin-fluctuation field ¢ (k)
originates from the three-point interaction vertex rather than the four-point self-interaction vertex in the one-loop
level. Both three-point and four-point interaction vertices contribute to the four-point vertex renormalization
constant in the one-loop level.

where S, = is the surface area of the D-dimensional sphere and the high energy-momentum domain

The mass dependent functions, FDW"’J (M) and GJ AM (M) in the renormalization constants are as follows

D
2 F 2 ! T (1— ) D—2¢
FBP(M):_D(—3>1)_L dsJ; dp s)sin

2 2
‘/El" +_s/1é +—2§\M cosd))
Fy (M)
2
9 F(Q) 3s(1—5s) +sz(1—s)M—2+25(1—sz)Mcos¢
\/_—2 f dsf d¢ sinP~2¢ AZ v A )
s
F(Z) (1+A2+AC¢)
6o ” 1- s)st 2¢ (1 + 1\//\1 cosqb) (528)
) = — 1 f f L SM?  2sM P
v +Tcos¢)
F(B) 1 - 1+mcos¢+%cosz(1>—M—22
GE(M) = L2 ds [ d¢ s(1—s)sin®~2¢—2 A=, and
P \a F(%) fo fo (1+%+¥cos¢)4
D2
u sin” "“¢
6o (M) = —1 f f ¢ L sM? _ 2sM z
Szt ¢ osqb)

Fy (M) (FD¢ (M)) results from the self-energy correction for W spinons (¢ Ising spin fluctuations). G5 (M) and
GA(M) come from quantum corrections for the three-point vertex with g and the self-interaction vertex with A,
respectively. Self-energies of the W and X fields cause mass renormalization G (M), which expands the
difference between zero energy momentum points (the so-called Dirac points) of the ¥ and X fields.

Inserting the renormalization constants in Eq. (S27) into Eq. (S23), we derive the anomalous scaling
dimensions

1d10ng,-
2 dl " 32m2

N ldlogZX __ g
F4 G 2 dl 32¢%

Ny =
(S29)

1dlogZy _

_ ¢
o =3 " len ZF (),



and the [-functions

By =2 L (26I M) +2EF D) + P () +2), By =222+ 3 67, (830)

2 162

Here we consider D = 4 — € with € = 1 and obtain the mass dependent functions as follows

1-s
(1 + sM?2 + 2sMcos¢)?’

1 T
FY (M) =%f dsf d¢ sin’¢p

é 35(1—s) +s%2(1 — s)M? + 2s(1 — s?)Mcos¢
Fo (M) = f dsf dg sin*¢ (1 +sM? + 2sMcosg)? ’
g _ i n ) (1 —5)(1 + 2Mcos¢) (S31)
Gy (M) = nJ; dsfo de sing (1 + sM2 + 2sMcos¢)3’
2M 2M2 M2

1 +Tcos¢ +

sM? ZSM
(1+ S ¢)

> Cosp — =

1 s
GHM) = %f dsf de s(1 — s)sin’¢
0 0
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Fig. S4 The functions Fj (M), Ff(M), Gf (M) and the B-function B,. We plot (A) FY (M), (B) Ff’ M),
and (C) GJ(M) as a function of M, respectively. (D) By in terms of g with M =0 (blue) and M =1
(magenta).

It is straightforward to solve the coupled S-functions (S30), and the interaction parameter g between spinon
excitations and Ising spin fluctuations evolves to decouple from the self-interaction constant A. The fixed point
for the three-point interaction vertex is given by

-1

2 1
+EP (M) + 5) : (832)

9
8m?

v
= (ch M) + il ;M)

This interacting fixed point is stable as expected for the three-point interaction vertex in the abelian case. However,
this effective interaction causes instability on the Wilson-Fisher fixed point, leading to a novel interacting fixed
point

)tWF \//1 +32gf‘G'1(M)

* )

(S33)

where Ay r = 16m2/3 is the Wilson-Fisher fixed point. Figure S5 displays the flow diagram of the B-functions
together with the new fixed point.
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Fig. S5 The renormalization group flow diagram of coupling constants. Solving the coupled [-functions, we

find RG flows in a § — 1 coupling space with §2 = g?/8n? and A = 1/8m?2, and obtain a novel interacting
fixed point.

Inserting this fixed-point value into Eq. (S29), we have

e = F,' (M)
v= T )
(ZG“’(M) A M) 4 Ry + %)

1
Nx =— ,
4<ZGf(M) +m+ EP (M) +%) (S34)

ny = E (M)
$= :
( G} (M) +—=—5— i (M) +EP (M) +%>

It is interesting to observe that the Ising spin field ¢ (k) acquires an anomalous scaling dimension in the one-
loop level through interactions with spinon excitations. Meanwhile, without the three-point vertex, the anomalous
scaling dimension requires the two-loop order at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point.
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Fig. S6 Anomalous scaling dimensions. Anomalous scaling dimensions as a function of the Z, flux gap M
for (A) 1y, (B) 7, and (C) 7.

3. Dynamic spin susceptibility

In order to extract the dynamical spin susceptibility at the I'-point, we introduce a uniform field Zeeman
coupling Hy, = —g, >; o H*, which can be reformulated as



d3kd? _ _
Hyz = ig f (ZT)" Ho (@ (R + Qro® (k) — BUOyoX (k — ). (535)

Here, we do not take into account for the coupling between the zigzag AFM ¢ (k) and the uniform field since its
effect is negligible in comparison with the ferro-component contribution of the I -point. Then, the spin
susceptibility is given by

1 62InZ,¢¢[H(q)]
xu(q) = VW ) (S36)
u q u q H(q)=0
where Z,g, is the effective partition function including the Zeeman term. This 2™ derivative of the effective free
energy with resect to the magnetic field reduces to the Kubo formula for the spin susceptibility as like

1 _ _
xu(q) = Z‘PZX % (Xr(k + @)yoPr(B)Wr (KDY Xr (k' + ),
k&'
HPr(K)yoXp(k — DX (k' — @)voPr(k))c) (S37)

= 222 747y f Tr [{Gx(k + q) + Gy (k — yoGu(Ove] = 4222, ZuZyitn (@),
k

where Z, is the renormalization constant for the effective coupling constant in the Zeeman term. The
renormalization factors play roles of anomalous scaling dimensions in the spin susceptibility and account for the
absence of well defined quasiparticle excitations near the interacting fixed point.

Inserting the spinon Green’s functions into the above expression, we obtain yz(q) = )(IEO)(L'V, q) at finite
temperatures,

xr (v,q) = — Zf C

| T @ Gegabe 0wtk | (S39)
+(q~-a).

After detailed calculations presented in Appendix B, we obtain )(IEO) (iv,q) in a BCS (Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer)
form with a coherence factor. Taking the analytic continuation for the frequency iv — v +id, we finally
determine the imaginary part of the spin susceptibility y, (q) = xr(iv,q) atthe T point (§ — 0) as follows,

Imyr(v,q - 0)

2ky — Mcos6 ko ko —v
f a9 v + Mcos8 (anhﬁ—ta h 2T ) (v>M)
= 72 ZyZx 4 g_ﬁf" 40 k1v+2k1+Mc056<tanhk1+v_tanhﬁ>
21 )y, v — Mcosf 2T
g2 (™ v — 2k, — Mcos@ k, ky—v (v <M)
+§_L_92 46 kz v + Mcosf (tanhﬁ—tanh 2T )

where we used short-hand notations

" 1 v? — M? 1 M? —v? " 1 v?— M? .
00— 5 ) 1= 3 ] 2 =5 = Ko,
2v + Mcos6 2v — Mcosf 2v + Mcos6 (S40)
v v
cosf, = w cosf, = v

In order to introduce anomalous scaling dimensions, we rewrite the renormalization constants as



9&Sp IROD ¥ (M)Inb

gk
Zy=1- 55 Ff (Mnb ~ e ey = p2mw,
S41
9#So _GRSD o
Zy=1-— SAGD Inb ~ e 2a* D" = p~21x,

Here, we do not take into account the anomalous scaling of g, givenby Z; atthe leading order. Then, we find
the scaling theory for the spin susceptibility

v M T v M
_ J1+2ny+27n _ _ 1+2nyp+2n
Imy(v,M,T) = st*tm¥ le)((s o’ s) Titeme le)(<T Tom 1), (S42)

where we set s = T in the second equality and y,, is the scaling dimension of M. Assuming M/TYM < 1, we
can expand y(v/T,M/TYM,1) in M/T¥M. Based on Eq. (S39), we find that the lowest non-vanishing term is
(M /TYM)2, Accordingly, the spin susceptibility is given by

22 2 (MY T Y v 543
— + n + n y _ - = -n J—
Imy(v, M,T) = y T T*1¢TNx(MTIM) (v) tanh 4T = rixf (T)’ (543)

where x, is a cut-off dependent and non-universal constant. The anomalous scaling dimension of the spin

e eqel s . . . v T\1-2Mw-2nx v
susceptibility is 7, = 2yy — (1 + 20y + 21ny) and the scaling functionis f (;) = yoM? (—) anh w

v

B. Effective field theory, dynamic spin susceptibility, specific heat, and dynamical mean-
field theory analysis for the low-energy strong-coupling fixed point

1. Effective field theory, dynamic spin susceptibility, and specific heat for the local quantum criticality

We start from an empirical formula for the spin susceptibility with an external magnetic field H (/3)

A
(aT — iw)® + a®*Ty’

Xrocp(@, T, H) = Ty = Ty(H = 0)6h~. (S44)

Here, w and T are frequency and temperature, respectively. Ty is the Néel temperature, and Sh =1 — H/H,,
where H, is the critical field. The exponent vz = 0.125 is experimentally determined from the specific heat
data shown in Fig. 4(b) in the main text. Parameters A, a, and a can be obtained from fitting of the spin
susceptibility data. The explicit form used in the fitting is the imaginary part of y,ocp at the critical field, H =
H; so Ty = 0;

I (@, T,H,) =1 4 e 4 in(a t —1“’) (S45)
Mypocp\®, 1, He) = m(aT—iw)“_ (a2T2+w2)“/25m a tan ar)

which is Eq. (2) in the main text.

Based on this local form of the spin susceptibility, we write an effective action for the low-energy region as
Z= f DyYDyD¢ e S¥xél

B
St gl = [ dr [ [B0(r0.+ vy 0w 0 + K@ 0G0, + iy MO (e, 2)
0

_ (S46)
— il @, %) (XY@, ) = Plr, )@ 0) )|

1 B
+§f0 dr dr’fdzx ¢, ) xigep (T — NPT, %).

This expression looks quite similar to that for the description of high energy delocalized quantum criticality.



However, there exist two essential different aspects. Firstly, the spin dynamics is locally critical, described by
)(L_Qlcp in the AFM spin-fluctuation part instead of the relativistic dispersion. In the Matsubara frequency space,
Xioce has the following form (/4)

Xiger(iw, T, H) = [(aT + oD + a®Ty¥1/A (547)

assumed to be momentum independent based on both spectroscopy and specific heat results (experiments) as
shown in the main text. Secondly, the dynamics of Z, flux excitations is also local. Below, we perform the
dynamical mean-field theory analysis in the non-crossing approximation (/5, /6), which confirms that this
renormalization ansatz is self-consistent.

Integrating over the ¢-field, we obtain the following effective action
7= f DyYDy e Sl

1
NS ETF log xioce

B
+f0 drf d*x [P, ) (y70, + vyy'0) Y (t, %) + 1(T, ) (¥ 0, + iy' M) (r,x)] (548)
A2 B _
-5 [Car v [ @ e 0w g0 @ - X 0BE 2
0

+ (T, 0T, ) xugce (T — TP (', )X, %)].

Performing the self-consistent one-loop analysis in this effective field theory, we find that this effective field
theory yields a fixed point, which is locally quantum critical, as a self-consistent solution. Here the pairing channel
has been neglected for simplicity.

Based on this effective field theory, we calculate the free-energy

1 _
F= iTrlog)(LQlcp. (S49)

Here we neglect contributions of both fermions 1 and y since excitations at low temperatures are dominated
by the AFM critical bosons. It is because the Z, flux excitations are “gapped” and the itinerant Majorana
fermions have the Dirac dispersion. Now the specific heat is

ey = 12 _ Tfde 62( th Imlog xik ) (S50)
mU) = TG T T ), @ Grz\ O gr MO8 Xiace )
where
a? + x2) sinaf E T,
Imlog xjgcp = —tan™* ( - ) ., x==, y=—, (S51)
(a? + x?)z cos ab + a*y“ T T

and 0 = tan‘lf—T. From this analytic form, one can deduce Eq. (S51) as a function of Ty /T, or 6hV?/T. This

scaling behavior originates from the local behavior of xpocp. Using the values a ~ 0.30 and a = 0.95
obtained from fitting the dynamic spin susceptibility (Fig. 3(d) in the main text), the calculated specific heat is
shown in Fig. S7.
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Fig. S7 Cacluated specific heat (A) Specific heat C,, versus temperature T with various &h. (B) Scaling
behavior of C,,. All curves with different 6h collapse into a single curve. The value for the critical point (6h =
0) corresponds to the value at T — oo,

Note that the parameter @ = 0.30 is much smaller than @ = 1 for the dynamics of a decoupled local
moment. This critical exponent of the spin susceptibility could explain the plateau behavior of the specific heat in
the intermediate temperature regime as shown in the main text. We show that this small value is supported by the
self-consistent one-loop calculation in the next section. We also point out that the slow convergence to the critical
value is due to the small value of vz = 0.125, which is not well understood within the first principle.

2. Dynamical mean-field theory analysis for the low-energy strong-coupling fixed point

One-loop self-energies for both ¥ and y fermions are

A2 d¢
Zy(iw, k) = _ﬁz f ﬁ Xrocp (i) gy (iw — iQ, k — q), (S52)
iQ
A2 d¢
I, (lw, k) = ‘ﬁZfﬁ Xrocp (i) gy (iw — iQ k — q), (S53)
i

where gy (iw, k) and g, (iw, k) are renormalized Green’s functions of the ¥ - and y -fields. These
renormalized Green’s functions satisfy the Dyson equations as follows

gyt (i, k) = g7 (iw, k) — Zy(iw,k) = 7 (iw — %y (o, k)) +yt (ivwki — %y, k)), (S54)
g7 (i, k) = g0 (iw, k) — T, (i, k) =y (iw ~ %, (i, k)) +yt (iMl- -3, k)). (S55)

Here, gf;)(iw, k) = [y*(iw) + yi(ivwki)]_l ( g;o)(iw, k) = [y (iw) + y'(iM;)]"' ) is the bare Green’s
function for the ¥ (x) fermion field. Xy, (iw, k) and Zy,,;(iw, k) are the temporal and spatial components
of Zy ) (iw, k), respectively.

The last self-consistent condition is derived from the renormalized spin susceptibility. The spin susceptibility
calculated with the renormalized Green’s functions should be the same as y;ocp (iw) from which we have started.
Thus, the self-consistent condition is

. 1 d%k - L
Xrocp(iw) = EZIW Tr g,(i0', K)gy(io" + iv, k + q). (S56)

Now we solve self-consistent equations formed by Egs. (S52), (S53), and (S56). As discussed in the main text,
we consider the power-law ansatz in frequency for the self-energy corrections,

Xy (iw, k) = Zy(iw) = Cylw]*¥, X, (i, k) = I, (iw) = Cylo|. (S57)



Inserting these expressions into Eqs. (S52) and (S53) with the Dyson equations and the local spin susceptibility
ansatz, we obtain

, Y(iw—i2—%,,) —v'Zy,
Y Zyp (i) + ¥'Ey,(iw) = Z f y £ . (S58)
2B (2m) (aT lﬂ)a (iw — i — . T) + sz i)
szr(iw) + )/ile(iw)
Z f xo  vi(iw—i2—3y,) —yi(ivy ki — q) — Iy, L)l (S59)
d
2B @@l =D (o —i0 —2,,)" + (ivy Uk — ) — Zy) to—i
Perfoming the momentum integral in the second equation, we have
A 1
Ty (lw) = ——Z —— ——, Iy,;=0, (S60)
' 2B -~ (aT — iM% iw — i — %, ;(iw — i) ’
L
22 s nd Xo d-1
z (i(u)z——(— c—Sd>Z—,|im—i!)—Z (iw —iD)|"
xXT _ a YT
2B 2(117 ) 2 = (aT — i) (S61)
Z,i=0.

Substituting the power-law form of the self energies, we obtain their explicit expressions as follows

1 A2 Xo 1

Cylw|™ = —— - - - === - )
¥
2B = (aT —iN)%iw — i — Clw — 2| 2B = (aT —iD)* Cylw — 0% (S62)

C|a)|“x——£ LCSCES thm—i!)—Z (i(u—i.())|d_1
d 26\2(iv,)" 2 °) 45 @l —in)" v

2 y (S63)
T T Xo d-1 (d-1a
~ —— ﬁCSC—Sd>ZfC¢ |(1.)—..Q| Y,
2B <2(”’w) 2 = (aT — iN)«
The self-consistenct condition for the renormalized local susceptibility is
A dk o
Xrocp (iw) = EZJ-W Tr g, (iw', kK)gy(io" +iw, k + q)
”‘” (S64)

=5 d i, _ o 2 '
) Cm® i =2l (4 4 iy — 3y (i + i)+ (ivgke)”

Performing the momentum integral and substituting the power-law form of the self energies and the spin
susceptibility, we have

Xo 2 T nd a B
~ 5 Z 11,/ (a 1)051,,'
(@ = i) (2(117 ) ol el (565)

iwr

To obtain the w/T-scaling, the power of T should be matched in Egs. (S62), (S63), and (S65). As a result,
we find the self-consistent condition for all the critical exponents of the power-law behaviors in frequency

ay =1—a—aq,, ay=1—a+(d—-Day, —a=1-a,+(d—Day. (S66)
Solving these equations with d = 2, we obtain

ay, =0, a, =1, a=0. (S67)

Indeed, these critical exponents cannot explain our experiments and the phenomenological analysis above.



However, this failure should be regarded as an artifact of the one-loop level analysis. The unitarity of this system
has to give positive critical exponents for both @, and a (17-19). If we introduce the flavor degeneracy N for
both fermion excitations and take the large N limit as a theoretical device for a controllable approximation, the
next leading order quantum corrections are in the order of 1/N. It is beyond the scope of the present theoretical
analysis to find such critical exponents with the introduction of vertex corrections. However, we claim that the
appearance of 1/N quantum corrections to the critical exponent o supports why it is quite small compared to the
dynamics of decoupled local magnetic moments. The present dynamical mean-field theory analysis at least
confirms existence of the heavy-fermion-like local quantum criticality at low energies involving the emergent
local dynamics of both Z, flux and Ising AFM fluctuations.



Appendix

A. Self-energy and vertex corrections

The self-energy correction for the W-field is given by

Lo (k) = g AdPq 1 —-iy-(k+q+M)

VT G @ et g+ my?

3 A dPq fl —iy-(k+qg+M)
g A (2m)P [q + s(k + M)]? (SA)
, (M dPq (1 =iy [(1—9)k+M]

T @)y T sy

= —Ay(g, M; N)iy -k — Ay(g, M; A) iy - M,

where the renormalization coefficients are

D
w2
Ay(g,M; ) = g> ———F;F (M) ,
wy (Zn)D ( ) A4 -D
2 (1 —s)sin®~2¢
Fy(M) = =—x=" d¢ ,
\/_ f f sjzgz N Zj\M COS¢)2
) (SA2)
Aw(g, M5 1) = gzLDG# =
(2m)PT (7)

cvan < 2 1@ [las[[ap 78
’ \/EF(%) 0 0 (1 SAﬂzz+¥cosq§)2

Here, the generalized polar coordinate in a D-dimension has been used. We note that A = A — A/b = Adl,
FY(M=0)=1,and GY¥(M =0) = 1.

Similarly, the self-energy correction for the X-field is given by

B 1-iy-(k+q)
B =g f (Zn)D 7 (k+q)?

where the renormalization coefficient is

~ —Ay (g, M;A) iy -k, (SA3)

N|T

T dl
(Zﬂ)DF (%) A4-D’

Renoralization of M, the so-called mass renormalization, is irrelevant to Xy and is caused by Xy. To show this
renormalization, we introduce iy - My in the W sector. Then, the self-energy of the X-field is the same as that
of the W-field by replacing M with My. Demanding My ,., = My + 6My = 0, we have the renormalization
as M > M—AyM.

Ax(g9, M; ) = g? (SA4)

The self-energy correction for the ¢-field is given by



A gb —iy-q—iy-(k+q+M) A dPq ? (q+k+M)
Zu):_zfA q Tr[ v-q-iy q - 2f qf 434 (SA5)

s 2nP | @7 k+q+ My s 2P )y @ Tq+ s+ P

Expanding Z((;) (k) interms of k2, we have the field renormalization of the form —Ay (g, M; A) k?, where

2 TE% ¢
A¢(g,M;A) =g ﬁ Trl FD (M)A4_D,
@01 (3)
2 (SA6)
r (Q) 3s(1—s) +s%2(1 — S)M—2 +2s(1 - sz)Mcos¢
FOM)=——222_ [ 45| dg sin®2¢ A A
p V=TT D), “ sM2  2sM .\’ '
F(Z) <1+A2+AC¢)
We note that FD¢ (M = 0) = 1. The self-energy correction due to the A-coupling effect is given by
A gb 1
@ a
2,0 =-21 —
¢ fA (27‘[)D (SAT)
which does not cause the field renormalization in this one-loop level.
The three-point vertex correction for the coupling constant g is given by
AdPqg' 1 —iy-(k+q+q)—iy-(k+q +M)
. q y qrq 14 q
T,(k,k+q,q9) =ig? —
R N L N (R B N (R (5A9
Here, we set k = g = 0 for all external momenta and perform the integral
AdPq 1 -iy-q' -iy-(q+M
[,(0,00) = ig® A Rl ,(q )
h @OP @7 q7 (@MY
(SA9)

Y qu’ s(@*+y-q v M)
=44 f as | @0P ([ + - ME + s(1 - )MF

For this T, vertex correction, we have to consider a term proportional to the unit matrix in the spinor space.
Taking into account y;y; — y;¥;, we obtain

AdPq (A-9)(q%+q M)
2m)P (q'*+2sM - q' + sM?)3

[,(0,0,0) » —2ig3 f dsf

D (SA10)
T2 dl
~ —2ig? —Gg(M) =l
@mrr(3)
where the renormalization coefficient is

g 2 (1 — s)sin®™2¢ (1 + 1\1([ cosq.’))

G n - f [ |
» (M) \/Er é Lo 2 M (SAL1)

+ 257 + =5 cose

We note that G,(M = 0) = 1.

The four-point vertex correction for the coupling constant A is given by



D
2

3,12 A gPq 1 3,12 2 dl
& = - _
2 @Y @2 (grpop (D)A

(SA12)

as well known (10).

The three-point interaction vertex gives rise to renormalization for the four-point self-interaction vertex as
follows

r@ _ 19 4f“ dPq Tr—i}/-(q+M)—iy.qiy.(q+M)_iy.q
A A (2m)P (@+M?  q* (@q+M)? ¢?

b dPq q'+2M-q)q* +2(M-q)* — M?q?

= 24g*
T Gy q*(q +M)*
+2(M +2(M - q)* — M?¢?
:24g4f dsﬁ\ @n)? a9t (( Zz)qu2+gsMQ))4
o @n q q (SA13)
~ 2 2
24 27‘[% J-d J‘ i s ) 2 1+2/1:/I ZM 2¢_%
= 24g* s s(1 — s)sin?
o (5 T
2 2 cos¢
A A
D
= 24g* 2 GA(M) dl
= 249" — 5 Gh(M) 155
emer(3) A
Here, we have
2 2
2 F(%) 1+2TMCOS¢+ M cosqu—M—
GE(M) ———f dsf d¢ s(1—s)sin®2¢ (SA14)
Vi ( ) sM2 2$M
14+ + 50 osp)

B. Dynamic spin susceptibility
The T-point spin susceptibility is given by

2m)? (w+ )2+ (k+§ + M)? EEEYE
+ (q - —q) (SA15)
_ Zf d%k iw(iw+iv)+k-(k+4+ M
B (2m)? [(iw)? — k?][(iw + iv)? — (k + 4 + M)?]

d%k —iyp(w+v)—i7-(k+G+M) —iyow—iy -k
(0) _ 0
r (iv,q) = ﬁZf C [ Vol

t@- -9
Performing the Matsubara frequency summation, we obtain

1 iw(iw+ ) + k- (k+q+M)
B4 [(iw)?2 — k2] [(iw + iv)? — (k + G + M)?]

=__<1+E (§+67+ﬂ7)> FUkD = f(Ik + G + M) f(—IkI) f(=Ik +G + M) (SAL6)
|q||§+c?+1\7f| lv+|k| |k+q+M| Lv—|k|+|k+q+M|
_}(1_E (E+¢7+1‘7f)) FUkD = f(=Ik + G + M) f(—lkl) f(|k+Q+M|)
4A\" klk+d+M)| v+kIHlk+d+M] -kl —|k+3+ M|




As a result, we find

- -

1 d% (1 k~(k+c7+1\7)>

(O @) = -3 fARD = fQUK + G + M)
! @n)?

v+ k|- |k +d+ M|

kK + G + M|

e kD) = f(=lk + G + M)

iv— k| + |k +d + M|
1( d% ( k-@+ﬁ+M»fﬂH)—ﬂ—W+ﬁ+ﬁD
2) (2m)? |E||E+c7+1\7| v+ k| + |k + 4+ M|
Wi kD) — f(k + G + M)
v—|k|—|k+q+ M|

+(q - —9.

Taking into account iv = v + i§ and the limit of g — 0, we obtain

1O, = 0)

1 [ n k + Mcos@ k)—f(k -k) - f(—k
[ k(1 M) [ SO~ S ) [ S )
4 ), o ky v+k—ky+id v—k+ky+id
1 (= n k + Mcos@ k)—-f(-k k) - f(k
[T [T k(1Mo (700~ k) SR = )
41 ), 0 kuy v+k+ky+id v—k—ky+id

where the short-hand notation is ky = Vk2 + M2 + 2Mkcos6.

It is straightforward to extract out the imaginary part
Imy @ (v, = 0)

k + Mcos@
) [f (k) — f(ka)]6(v + k — kpp)

1 21
— dkf do k (1 +
47‘[ o

k + Mcos@

+— wdk fzn do k(1+ [F(—=k) = fF(—ka)18(v — k + k)

(=)
(1k+M”wﬁﬂm—ﬂ4www+k+m)

1 [«3) 21
+— dkf do k
4m ),

1 (® om k + Mcosé
+o dkfo o k (1 - T> [F(=k) = FCka)]8 (v — k — kyp).

Without any loss of generality, we consider v > 0. Then, we have

Imy (v, = 0)

1 T v + 2k + Mcos@
— dkf dg k————
v+ k

= [fU) = fle +VIEW + k — ky)

© T v — 2k — Mcos6@
+— dkf de kT[f(—k)—f(—k+v)]8(v—k+kM)
v — 2k — Mcos6@

1 [ee] Vs
+o dkfo do k—— [ (=}) = f (~k + VIS ~ k = k).

(SA17)

(SA1B)

(SA19)

(SA20)

First, we consider v > M. Then, the first and the second delta functions are zero. As a result, we find



Im 20 v, = 0)

v — 2k — Mcos6@ (SA21)

1 (> ("
=2q) f 49 k—————[f (k) = f (ke + VIO = k = k).

Performing the 6-integration, we obtain

ret.(0) s = 1 [vtM2 M? — (2k —v)? k k—v
Imyp v,g=0)= E-[;—Mz dk W(tanhﬁ— tanhT). (SA22)

Second, we consider v < M. Then, the third delta function is zero. As a result, we find

Iy, § = 0)
1 (> d v + 2k + Mcos6,

[f (k) = f(k +v)]

T2 M—v Msin6,

4 1 (> die —v + 2k + Mcos6, " K+

2l Msing, [f (=k) = f( V)]

(SA23)

1 r® dk (2k+v)2—M2<t hk+v . hk)
“an ), mMz—yz  \ o T @My
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an )., Mz—yz  \oor T BT
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where cosf; = WHO" MK and cosf, = lPMPokE cosf,.
2Mk 2Mk
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