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We show that nonlinear transport responses in strange metals are strong, larger by a factor of
EF /T than in Fermi liquids. Within the two-dimensional Yukawa-Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model of a
Fermi surface with a spatially random coupling to a critical scalar, the third order conductivity is
found to diverge as 1/T at low T , indicating the existence of a voltage-temperature scaling regime
in the conductance. Its frequency and orientation dependence contains information on relaxation
times of heat and electron distribution deformations, providing a new set of tools to characterize
strange metals.

Introduction. The strange metal state remains one of
the most enigmatic phenomena in correlated electron sys-
tems. Both its microscopic origin and definitive set of
characteristic behaviors remain under debate, calling for
new probes and predictions. Recent advances in THz
optics have opened the way to probe nonlinear trans-
port properties of correlated electronic systems at fre-
quencies relevant for the low-energy electronic phenom-
ena. So far, these techniques have found applications in
probing collective modes in superconductors [1–4], quan-
tum spin systems [5–8] and strongly disordered semicon-
ductors [9]. Metals remain relatively unexplored in this
regard. Works on nonlinear optical conductivity in semi-
conductors [10–12] have identified that nonparabolicity
of the band structure or energy dependence of scattering
are necessary for any nonlinear response to be present
(vanishing in Galilean invariant systems). In Fermi liq-
uids, both effects are suppressed by the large value of the
Fermi energy scale TF , and thus the nonlinear response
is expected to be weak.

In this work we demonstrate that strange metals, in
contrast, should exhibit strong nonlinear transport re-
sponses. Using the recently proposed two-dimensional
Yukawa-Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (2d-YSYK) model [13, 14],
we derive kinetic equations for non-equilibrium distribu-
tions of fermions and quantum critical bosons, allowing
to treat the problem in presence of strong electric fields.
The third order conductivity is found to be enhanced by
TF /T with respect to the Fermi liquid state (see Fig. 1)
and a potential E/T scaling regime (where E is the elec-
tric field amplitude) in nonlinear transport is predicted
to arise at low temperatures. General arguments allow
to relate this enhancement to the linear in T resistiv-
ity, establishing strong non-linear responses as a robust
property of strange metals, and we discuss applications
to particular materials.

Model. To describe the strange metal, we use the 2d-
YSYK model [13–19], which has been shown to reproduce
the characteristic linear transport (ρ ∼ T down to zero)
and thermodynamic C ∼ T log[1/T ] properties of strange
metals. It contains N flavors of fermions ψi with an

FIG. 1. Predicted behavior of linear and non-linear conduc-
tivity in a strange metal around a QCP. As ∆ is tuned to
criticality, α2(∆) grows until reaches the saturation at the
order of TF /T value at the critical point. This leads to a
crossover from a Fermi liquid into strange metal both in lin-
ear and third order conductivities. Linear conductivity σ is

displayed in the units if e2/ℏ, third order conductivity σ
(3)
Q

is displayed in the units of e2/ℏE2
0 , where E0 = 2k2

F vF /e is
characteristic to the material electric field strength.

action Sψ,

Sψ =

N∑

i=1

∫
dtdr ψ†

i [i∂t − ε(p̂) + µ]ψi − ji ·A, (1)

where ji = e/2im
∑
i(ψ̂

†
i+∇ψ̂i+ − h.c.) is the current op-

erator, A is the vector potential, and ε(p) ≈ vF (p− pF )
is the single-particle dispersion, coupled to N flavors of
scalar bosons with an action Sϕ,

Sϕ =
1

2

N∑

i=1

∫
dtdr

[
ϕ̇2i − c2(∇ϕi)2 −m2ϕ2i

]
(2)

in two spatial dimensions. We assume the systen at the
QCP, such that the mass of the boson m is tuned to
0 at zero temperature [16]. The final two ingredients
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we include are potential disorder for fermions, and the
spatially disordered Yukawa coupling between fermions
and bosons. Here we do not consider the effects of a uni-
form Yukawa coupling [17] (which cancels in perturbative
computations of transport [13]) or random mass disorder
for bosons (which is induced by the Yukawa coupling,
and only important at very low T [20]). The action for
fermion potential disorder Sv has the form

Sv = −
∑

i,j

∫
dtdr

vij(r)√
N

ψ†
i (t, r)ψj(t, r) (3)

with vij(r) = v∗ji(r) and the fermion-boson interaction
comes in the form of Sg′ , where

Sg′ = −
∑

ijl

∫
dtdr

cg′ijl(r)

N
ψ†
i (t, r)ψj(t, r)ϕl(t, r) (4)

with g′ijl(r) = g′jil(r). Disorder strength vij(r) and cou-
pling strength g′ijl(r) are random functions of space and
particle flavor such that

⟨vij(r)v∗nm(r′)⟩ = v2δinδjmδ(r− r′), (5)

⟨gijl(r)g′∗nms(r′)⟩ = g′2δinδjmδlsδ(r− r′). (6)

The total action of the model S then can be written as

S[ψ,ψ†, ϕ] = Sψ + Sϕ + Sv + Sg′ . (7)

Previously, kinetic equations for similar models have
been derived [19, 21] assuming the bosons to be in ther-
mal equilibrium. As is shown below, this is sufficient to
describe the linear response, since the bosons don’t di-
rectly couple to electric field E. In higher orders in E,
however, the boson distribution also changes, affecting
the electronic responses. We address this challenge by
deriving a self-consistent set of effective kinetic equations
for the fermions and bosons in the Yukawa-SYK model
using the Keldysh formalism in the closed time contour
formulation [22] with “+” part going from −∞ to +∞
and “−” part vice versa.
Physical observables in the non-equilibrium field the-

ory can be conveniently expressed via correlators of “+”
and “−” fields. For example, the physical current opera-
tor

ĵ ≡ e

2imN

∑

i

[
ψ̂†
i+∇ψ̂i+ −∇ψ̂†

i+ψ̂i+

]
(8)

can be expressed through a ‘lesser’ Green’s function
G<(x, x′) = ⟨ψ+(x)ψ

†
−(x

′)⟩ (where x = (r, t)) as

⟨ĵ(t, r)⟩ = − e

2m
lim

t′→t+0
r′→r

[∇rG
<(x, x′)−∇r′G

<(x, x′)],

(9)

since ⟨ψ+(x)ψ
†
+(x

′)⟩ = G<(x, x′) for t′ > t.
Since we are primarily interested in the low en-

ergy/wavelength behavior of the theory, we work with

a Wigner transform - a Fourier transform of G<(x, x′)
around the center of mass coordinate (x+ x′)/2 that we
denote as G<((x + x′)/2, ω,k). We focus on the quasi-
classical sources, thus focusing on the case of uniform
electric field with sufficiently small frequency (ν ≪ T , see
below). In equilibriumG<(ω,k) = −2if̄(ω) ImGR(ω,k),
where f̄(ω) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution and GR(ω,k)
is the retarded Green’s function [19, 23]. Analogous
statement is also true for the bosonic “lesser” Green’s
function D< [24]. Motivated by these properties, we de-
fine the non-equilibrium “occupation number function”
f(x, ω, θ) as

f(x, ω, θ) =
i

2BF

∫ +∞

−∞

dk

(2π)
G<(x, ω,k), (10)

where BF =
∫ +∞
−∞ dk ImGR(x, ω,k). Angle θ defines di-

rection of k in the spatial plane. If the Fermi velocity
of the system is large, the Green’s function GR is highly
peaked at k = kf , making BF a constant up to ω/EF cor-
rections [24]. In equilibrium, therefore, f(x, ω, θ) = f̄(ω).
Equivalent construction is used to define the non-

equilibrium “boson distribution”

fB(x,Ω, θ) = − i

2B(Ω)

∫ +∞

0

c2qdq/2πD<(x,Ω,q),

(11)
where Ω is the boson energy and θ defines the direction
of boson momentum, and B =

∫∞
0
c2qdq/2πDR(x,Ω,q).

Unlike the fermion case, quantity B ends up having non-
trivial Ω dependence.
Kinetic equation. To derive the set of equations closed

for f and fB , we use the Σ − G effective action method
[16, 17] to obtain the equations for Green’s functions
in the large-N limit, followed by a quasi-classical ap-
proximation developed in [23]. As neither bosonic or
fermionic self-energies depend on absolute value of mo-
mentum [13, 16, 24], the equations can be integrated over
k, yielding closed system for f (10) and fB (11).
The equations of motion can be the most conveniently

written with the use of angular harmonics fm and fBm,
f =

∑
m fme

iθm and fB =
∑
m fBme

iθm. For m ̸= 0
the result is (details in the supplement [24]):

[a(T )∂t + Γm + g(ω, T ) + δg[fB0, f0]]fm ̸=0 =

=
evF
2

∂ω(E∗fm−1 + Efm+1), (12)

where E = Ex + iEy. Γm ̸=0 = v2kF /vF is the relaxation
rate associated with potential disorder. Below we will
also discuss a more general case of Γm being not all equal,
expected when the discrete lattice symmetry is taken into
account. g(ω, T ) corresponds to the relaxation rate due
to interactions between electrons and bosons, when both
are taken close to equilibrium. In the vicinity of the QCP
(m2, Eq. (2), tuned to zero), g = gcr = α1T (γ(T ) +
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ln ch(ω/2T )), where α1 = g′2kF
4πvF

is the dimensionless cou-

pling constant and γ(T ) = ln(2/π) + ln ln(Λ2
qc

2/cdT ),
cΛq ∼ TF is almost constant apart from extremely low
T (consistent with previous results [13, 16, 17, 19] and
marginal Fermi liquid phenomenology [25]). In partic-
ular, at ω ≫ T , g ∼ |ω| is a nonanalytic function.
In addition, acr(T ) = 1 + α1 ln(Λ

2
qc

2/2πcdT )/2π also
shows a log divergence at the QCP. Away from the crit-
ical point m2 = ∆2, Fermi liquid behavior is obtained:
gFl = 3α2(T

2 + ω2/π2)/4kF vF with α2 = g′2k2F cd/6∆
2,

and the dynamic coefficient aFL is constant at low T .
The non-equilibrium correction to the scattering rate

δg depends only on m = 0 harmonics of f, fB and takes
the form [24]

δg[fB0, f0] =
2g′2kF
vF

∫
dΩ

2π
(Kδg[fB0, f0]−Kδg[f̄B , f̄ ])

(13)
with Kδg[fB0, f0] = B(Ω)(fB0(Ω) − f0(ω − Ω)). The
kinetic equation for f0 is more complicated than for m ̸=
0

a(T )∂tf0 − I[fB0, f0, ] = ∂ω(E∗f−1 + Ef+1) (14)

where

I[fB0, f0] = −g(ω, T )(f0 − f̄)− (f0 − 1/2)δg[fB0, f0]+

+
g′2kF
2vF

∫
dΩ

2π
(Kg′ [fB0, f0]−Kg′ [f̄B , f̄ ]), (15)

and Kg′ [fB0, f0] = B(Ω)(2fB0(Ω)+1)(f0(ω+Ω)+f0(ω−
Ω) − 1). Dynamics of the m = 0 harmonic involves the
deviations from equilibrium of both fermions and bosons
in an essential way and has to be included to obtain
nonlinear responses. Note the absence of contribution
of potential scattering to (14); this is due the m = 0
harmonic characterizing the change in energy of the sys-
tem, so elastic scattering can not lead to its relaxation.
For a closed system of fermions and bosons, one further-
more expects energy conservation to impose zero energy
relaxation rate, as shown below.

The dynamics of boson distribution is dominated by
the Landau damping such that the steady state fB can
be found explicitly [24]:

fB = f̄B(Ω)−
λcd
4Ω

∫ +∞

−∞
dω(KB [f0]−KB [f̄ ]), (16)

where KB [f0] = (1 − 2f0(x, ω + Ω))(1 − 2f0(x, ω)), and
λ = 1 for the action above. Below we will also discuss
the case of bosons remaining in equilibrium [19] (e.g. due
to interactions with other degrees of freedom) by setting
λ = 0.

Non-linear responses. We first analyze nonlinear con-
ductivity perturbatively, solving Eqs. (12), (14), and
(16) order by order in E. In first order, E generates
m = ±1 angular harmonic from the initial f in Eq. (12),

FIG. 2. Structure of perturbation theory for Eqs. (12,14)
is displayed. First order involves only dipolar m = ±1 har-
monics and leads to a linear contribution to current. Second
order involves density m = 0 and quadrupolar m = ±2 de-
formations that do not contribute to current due to inversion
symmetry. Both m = 0 and m = ±2 distortions serve as
sources to generate m = ±1 distortions in third order, lead-
ing to a non-linear contribution to current.

f1m(ω, T ) ∝ EvF∂ω
f

ia(T )ν+Γm+g(ω,T )δm,±1. From (9) and

assuming Γm ≫ g(ω, T ) we get the result [13] for linear

conductivity σ(ν, T ) = e2

4πℏW̄1(ν, T ), where

W̃k(ν, T ) =
kF vF

ia(T )ν + Γk + g̃(T )
, (17)

and g̃(T ) ≈
∫
dω∂ω f̄g(ω, T ). At the QCP g̃cr =

α1T γ̃(T ), where γ̃(T ) = γ(T )+ln(e/2), such that a linear
in T corrections to resistivity is obtained. Away from the
QCP, the Fermi liquid behavior g̃FL = g̃′FL = α2T

2/kF vF
is recovered, where α2 has been defined above.
In second order in electric field, Eqs. (12),(14) pro-

duce m = ±2 and m = 0 harmonics. Generally, the
structure of these equations implies that in each next or-
der, harmonics with δm = ±1 are generated (see Fig. 2).
Most importantly, the n-th order correction to distribu-
tion function contains n derivatives with respect to ω,
which can act on the nonanalytic (in the T → 0 limit)
g(ω), such that f (n) contains a part ∝ ∂n−1g(ω). We
show below explicitly that this leads to singular behavior
of observable non-linear responses.
Involvement of (14) warrants a separate discussion.

The collision integral in (14) can be shown to pos-
sess an eigenstate [24] that depends on λ in Eq.
(16). Generally, the result takes the form f (2) ∝
W0(νij , T )

∂
∂ω

[
W1(νi, ω, T )

∂f̄(ω)
∂ω

]
where W0(ν, T ) =

kF vF
iνa(T )+g0(T,λ)

is independent of ω and related to the

eigenvalue. For the actual model λ = 1, g0(T, λ = 1) =
0, reflecting energy conservation. In this case, the 0-
eigenvalue eigenfunction δf0 ∼ ∂T f̄ , δf0 ∼ ∂T f̄B , which
corresponds to response to change of effective tempera-
ture (Joule heating). For bosons forced to be in thermal

equilibrium g0(T, λ = 0) = g′2kF
4πvF

T ∼ g(ω ∼ T, T ), much
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stronger than what’s expected for electron-phonon inter-
actions [26].

No contribution to current is produced by the fm=±2,0

reflecting inversion symmetry, but they serve as sources
for m = ±1 harmonics at order E3 (Fig. 2). We can
thus decompose the third-order current response into two

contributions j
(3)
0 and j

(3)
±2:

j
(3)
0,±2 = − e2

4πℏ
AQ

∑

ijl

El
(Ej ·Ei)
E2

0

×

× W̃0,±2(νij)W̃
′(νi)W̃

′2(νijl). (18)

The main difference between the strange metal and the
Fermi liquid comes in the numeric coefficient AQ in front
that determines the overall magnitude of the response.
In case of strange metal AQ,cr = 2α1kF vF /3T ∼ TF /T ,
while in a Fermi liquid one obtainsAQ,FL = 3α2/2π

2 ∼ 1.
At T ≪ TF strange metal thus has a much stronger (by
TF /T ) nonlinear response (Fig. 1), formally diverging as
T → 0.

The divergence of the third-order response in non-
Fermi liquid suggests the breakdown of perturbation the-
ory at low T . To understand this regime, we consider
higher order terms in the perturbation theory to the
set of kinetic equations in question. Examination of
the structure of the perturbation series one can see that
at the leading order in the limit of small temperature
j(n) ∼ j(n−2)E2/T 2, where factor of T arises from addi-
tional derivatives of gcr(ω/T ) (and thus ΣR(ω/T )) over
ω. This suggests a universal scaling of the temperature-
dependent part of the total current (including all non-
linear currents) of the form

jtot(T )− jtot(0) = T 2F

(
E

T

)
. (19)

This form has similarities to that found near quantum
critical points of bosons [27, 28].

Discussion and Conclusions: The results presented
above for the 2d-YSYK model can be reinforced with
general arguments. In particular, the EF /T enhance-
ment can be understood for the nonlinear response aris-
ing from Joule heating (m = 0 harmonic taken at sec-
ond order). The temperature change due to heating is
∆T ∝ V 2/(RCel), which leads to the nonlinear correc-
tion R(T ) ≈ R(T0) + R′(T )∆T , such that ∆R ∝ V 2.
This is the basis of the so-called 3-ω method [29]. The
difference between strange metal and Fermi liquid is re-
duced then to R′(T ) being constant (strange metal) or of
the order T/TF (Fermi liquid). However, the same differ-
ence between the Fermi liquid and strange metal appears
also from the m = ±2 harmonic taken at second order
that cannot be attributed to such a simple heating phe-
nomenology and is also a general feature of strange met-
als. The argument above points to the intimate relation
between inelastic scattering, temperature dependence of

resistivity and nonlinear responses (see Fig. 1). Since
the conventional definition of strange metal is based on
the second property, our work opens another perspective
on studying this phenomenon.

Our results also highlight that nonlinear response con-
tains much more information about the correlated elec-
trons, than the linear one. In present model, scatter-
ing rates for all angular harmonics m are equivalent;
however, this no longer holds when lattice symmetry
is taken into account [24]. Instead, different scattering
rates should be attributed to different irreducible rep-
resentations of the point group. For example, for D4h

group appropriate for square lattice materials, such as
cuprates, instead of m = ±2 Fermi surface deformations,
there would be B1g and B2g ones, characterized by dif-
ferent scattering rates. Those scattering rates can be
extracted from the frequency dependence of the third-
order response, Eq. (18). The main obstacle on the
way to successfully study these quadrupolar relaxation

rates is that j
(3)
0 is generally larger then j

(3)
±2, since the

relaxation rate g0 of the energy density is much smaller
than the relaxation of quadrupolar harmonics Γ2. How-
ever, exploiting polarization dependence of the response
can allow to isolate the quadrupolar part. Assuming x-
and y- directions are chosen to be along the principal
axes, E applied along the axes would cause only B1g-type
quadrupolar response. When E applied along diagonals,
only B2g-type quadrupolar response will be triggered. In

both cases j
(3)
0 , j

(3)
±2 ∥ E, but only j

(3)
0 would be the same,

such that subtracting two results allows to isolate the
quadrupolar-mediated part. Furthermore, when E is not
directed along the main axes or diagonal, the component

of j
(3)
±2 perpendicular to E is solely quadrupolar-mediated

(see Appendix IV in Supplemental Information [24] for
full expressions).

Let us now discuss the application of our results to
known strange metals. For cuprates, we estimate the
non-linear conductivity not arising from heating for Bi-
2212 assuming all Γm ̸=0 are equal with the set of parame-
ters taken at T ∼ 40 K: ρ ∼ 40µΩ·cm, TF ∼ 2·103K [30],
vF ∼ 3 · 105 m/s [31, 32], and kF ∼ EF /vF . We obtain
σ(3)/σ(1) ∼ 10−10AQ (V/m)−2. For a Fermi liquid AQ ∼
1 with the same parameter, non-linear response becomes
comparable to linear one at electric fields ∼ 1000V/cm,
while for a non-Fermi liquid with AQ ∼ TF /T ∼ 50 only
fields of strength 100V/cm are required (see Appendix V
in Supplemental Information [24] for details). In modern
THz experiments, field strengths well in excess of that
can be generated [33]. For pulsed field experiments, we
can also estimate nonlinear response due to heating, as-
suming the energy of the pulse fully converted to heat.
For a pulse of ∼ 10 ps [34], specific heat c ∼ 50mJ/gK

[35] and mass density ρm ∼ 6.5 · 106 g/m3
[36], we get

σ
(3)
J /σ(1) ∼ 10−12 (V/m)−2, which can still be apprecia-

ble for fields ∼ 10kV/cm [33]. However, our estimate for
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non-heating related nonlinear response is still larger in
this case. An alternative setup may be DC pulse experi-
ments [37] that will also allow to suppress superconduc-
tivity without the need for high magnetic field.

In conclusion, we demonstrated that a strong TF /T
enhancement of nonlinear responses is a characteristic
feature of strange metals with respect to Fermi liquids.
Our results suggest the existence of an E/T scaling be-
havior of nonlinear conductivity of strange metals at low
temperatures. Third order responses in particular have
been shown to contain information about relaxation time
of quadrupolar distortions of the Fermi surface that can
be deduced in experiments with controlled field orienta-
tion. Our estimates show that the predicted phenomena
are well within reach of modern THz experiments.
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I. LARGE-N EXPANSION OF THE YUKAWA-SYK MODEL IN THE KELDYSH FIELD THEORY

To derive the self-consistent large-N expansion in the Yukawa-SYK model of interest, we adopt a routine procedure
previously described in [1–3] for Matsubara field theory. We average over the ensemble of gaussian-distributed random
disorder vij(r) and random coupling gijl(r) with the averages and variances given by

⟨vij(r)⟩ = 0, (1)

⟨gijl(r)⟩ = 0, (2)

⟨vij(r)⟩ =
〈
g′ijl(r)

〉
= 0, (3)

〈
v∗ij(r)vab(r

′)
〉
= v2δiaδjb δ(r− r′), (4)

〈
g∗′ijl(r)g

∗′
abc(r

′)
〉
= g′2δiaδjbδlc δ(r− r′), (5)

where the averaging for any observable f is done by

⟨f⟩ =
∫
D[v, g′]f(v, g′)e−2

∑
i≤j

|vij |2(r)

v2 e
−2

∑
i≤j

2|g′ijl|
2(r)

g′2 . (6)

Following the usual procedure of Σ−G method [1–3], we average over the partition function Z of the original theory
given by

Z =

∫
D[ψ±, ψ

†
±, ϕ±] e

iStot , (7)

where Stot is given by Eq. 8 in the main text. Averaging over the random variable ensemble for Z results in

⟨Z⟩ =
∫
D[ψ†, ψ, ϕ] eiSϕ+iSψ×

× exp


− v2

2N

∑

ij

∫
dx dx′ δ(r− r′)ψ†

αiψβj(x)ψ
†
µjψνi(x

′)δF,αβδF,µν


×

× exp


−g

′2c2

2N2

∑

ijl

∫
dx dx′ δ(r− r′)ψ†

αiψβjϕλl(x)ψ
†
µjψνiϕρl(x

′)δ̃αβλδ̃µνρ


 , (8)

where we introduced the new notation as following. We denote the ± time contour index as a Greek index: field
ψi+ = ψi1, and ψi− = ψi2. The coefficients δ̃F,αβ and δ̃αβρ are

δ̃F,αβ =

[
1 0
0 −1

]

αβ

δ̃αβ1 =

[
1 0
0 0

]
δ̃αβ2 =

[
0 0
0 −1

]
(9)

To reproduce Eq. 8 of the main text.
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We proceed by defining bilocal in spacetime fields Gαβ(x, x
′) and Dρλ(x, x

′) as

iGαβ(x, x
′) =

1

N

N∑

i=1

ψαi(x)ψ
†
βi(x

′), (10)

iDρλ(x, x
′) =

1

N

N∑

i=1

ϕρi(x)ϕλi(x
′), (11)

where x = (t, r). This definition is consistent with the definition of Green’s functions in real time up to averages.
We can now decouple the interaction terms in the action, Eq.(8) by introducing Lagrange multipliers Σαβ(x, x

′)

and Παβ(x, x
′) via

∫
D[Σ] exp

[
−iΣ

(
iG− 1

N

∑N
i=1 ψαi(x)ψ

†
βi(x

′)
)]

= δ
[
−iΣ

(
iG− 1

N

∑N
i=1 ψαi(x)ψ

†
βi(x

′)
)]

. The

transformation leads to an action quadratic in ψ and ϕ. Integrating out the original fields results in effective action
(note that we work in 2 + 1 dimensions so

∫
d3x is over both space and time):

Seff

N
= −iTr ln

(
G−1

0 − Σ
)
+
i

2
Tr ln

(
D−1

0 −Π
)

+ i

∫
d3x d3x′

(
1

2
Πλρ(x

′, x)Dρλ(x, x
′)− Σαβ(x

′x)Gβα(x, x
′)

)

+
iv2

2

∫
d3x d3x′ δ(r− r′)δ̃F,αβ δ̃F,µνGνα(x

′, x)Gβµ(x, x
′)

− c2g′2

2

∫
d3x d3x′ δ̃αβρδ̃µνλGνα(x

′, x)Gβµ(x, x
′)Dρλ(x, x

′). (12)

This expression consists of several parts. The traces in the first line of Eq. (12) come from integrating out the fields
ψ and ϕ. The expressions for G0,αβ and D0,ρλ are the corresponding bare fermion and boson Green’s functions of our
model. The terms with ”self-energies” Σ and Π arise from the Lagrange multiplier term. The term in the third line
corresponds to the potential disorder, and finally, the last line corresponds to the interaction averaged over disorder
realizations.

Since the whole action is proportional to N , we apply a large-N expansion that leads to the equations of motion
for fields G,D,Σ, and Π for the action that correspond to the saddle point of the action in Eq. (12).

Varying over the self-energies results in the Dyson equations

Gαβ(x, x
′) =

[(
G−1

0 − Σ
)−1
]
αβ

(x, x′), (13)

Dρλ(x, x
′) =

[(
D−1

0 −Π
)−1
]
ρλ

(x, x′). (14)

Varying the action over G results in

iΣαβ(x, x
′) = iΣv,αβ(x, x

′) + iΣg′,αβ(x, x
′), (15)

The corresponding v and g′ contributions are

iΣv,αβ(x, x
′) = iv2δ(r− r′)δ̃αµδ̃νβGµν(x, x

′) (16)

iΣg′,αβ(x, x
′) = −c

2g′2

2
δ(r− r′)δ̃ανρδ̃µβλGνµ(x, x

′) (Dρλ(x, x
′) +Dλρ(x

′, x)) . (17)

Varying over D results in

iΠλρ(x, x
′) = c2g′2δ(r− r′)δ̃αβρδ̃µνλGνα(x, x

′)Gβµ(x
′, x). (18)

The Eqs (15) and (18) correspond to 1-loop self-consistent large-N expansion in the Keldysh theory. These results
are used to construct a system of kinetic equations that would describe v − g′ model, but first a Keldysh rotation
needs to be performed.
We construct a Keldysh rotation in a manner similar to the method employed by Kamenev in [4]. We define the

Keldysh rotation for bosons by a transformation of the form
[
ϕ1
ϕ2

]
=

1√
2

[
1 1
1 −1

] [
ϕ+
ϕ−

]
= Λ

[
ϕ+
ϕ−

]
. (19)
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The Keldysh rotation for fermions is defined in a more complicated but consistent with literature manner, since
hermitian conjugated fields transform differently from their counterparts:

[
ψ1

ψ2

]
=

1√
2

[
1 1
1 −1

] [
ψ+

ψ−

]
= U

[
ψ+

ψ−

]
,

[
ψ†
1

ψ†
2

]
=

1√
2

[
1 −1
1 1

] [
ψ†
+

ψ†
−

]
= V

[
ψ†
+

ψ†
−

]
. (20)

The Keldysh rotation defined by matrices Λ, U , and V naturally induces the Keldysh rotation for the Green’s functions
Gαβ and Dρλ defined by Eqs. (10) and (11). Since the Keldysh rotation is nearly a basis change for the fields, the
action Seff has to be invariant under the rotation. In turn, this naturally induces the transformation for Σαβ and Πρλ.

If the theory is self-consistent, the four components of the Green’s function matrix are linearly dependent. Keldysh
rotation is designed to explicitly eliminate one of the components by a change of basis. With our choice of the rotation
in Eqs. (19) and (20) we expect the structure of the Green’s functions after Keldysh rotation to be

Gαβ =

[
GR GK
0 GA

]
(21)

for fermions and

Dρλ =

[
DK DR

DA 0

]
(22)

for bosons. Thus in a self-consistent theory we expect G21 = D22 = 0 after a Keldysh rotation, which we will self-
consistently check in the derivation process. Green’s functions GR and DR are the retarded Green’s functions, and
GA and DA are advanced Green’s functions, and GK and DK are Keldysh Green’s functions.

With the structures in Eqs. (21) and (22), the explicit expressions for the components of bosonic self-energies can
be written as

ΠR = Π21 = −ig
′2c2

2
δ(r− r′) [GR(x, x

′)GK(x′, x) +GK(x, x′)GA(x
′, x)] (23)

ΠA = Π12 = −ig
′2c2

2
δ(r− r′) [GA(x, x

′)GK(x′, x) +GK(x, x′)GR(x
′, x)] (24)

ΠK = Π22 = −ig
′2c2

2
δ(r− r′) [GK(x, x′)GK(x′, x) +GA(x, x

′)GR(x
′, x) +GR(x, x

′)GA(x
′, x)] (25)

Π11 = −ig
′2c2

2
δ(r− r′) [GA(x, x

′)GA(x
′, x) +GR(x, x

′)GR(x
′, x)] (26)

The corresponding fermionic self-energies are

ΣR,g′ = Σ11,g′ = i
g′2c2

4
δ(r− r′) [(DK(x, x′) +DK(x′, x))GR(x, x

′) + (DR(x, x
′) +DA(x

′, x))GK(x, x′)] (27)

ΣA,g′ = Σ22,g′ = i
g′2c2

4
δ(r− r′) [(DK(x, x′) +DK(x′, x))GA(x, x

′) + (DA(x, x
′) +DR(x

′, x))GK(x, x′)] (28)

ΣK,g′ = Σ12,g′ = i
g′2c2

4
δ(r− r′) [(DK(x, x′) +DK(x′, x))GK(x, x′)+ (29)

+ (DR(x, x
′) +DA(x

′, x)GR(x, x
′)) + (DA(x, x

′) +DR(x
′, x))GA(x, x

′)] (30)

Σ21,g′ = i
g′2c2

4
[(DR(x, x

′) +DA(x
′, x))GA(x, x

′) + (DA(x, x
′) +DR(x

′, x))GR(x, x
′)] (31)

If the theory is self-consistent, we should see Π11 = Σ21 = 0 in the process of evaluating the expressions in Eqs. (23)
- (31). The resulting equations are the self-consistent equations for the large-N expansion of the SYK model and can
be used as ordinary input into the Keldysh field theory methods.

II. DERIVATION OF KINETIC EQUATION

Before constructing kinetic equations itself, we first for the sake of completeness define and showcase the basic useful
properties for the derivation properties of the Wigner transform. We are interested in studying the quasi-classical
limit of the theory, and therefore, instead of studying functions A(x, x′), we would like to focus on the dependence on
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the ”center of mass” coordinate x+ x′. We assume that all the 2-point functions in the theory are slow-varying with
the change of (x + x′)/2 and fast-varying with the change of (x − x′)/2. It is useful to define a Fourier-transformed
in the x− x′ degree of freedom quantity as

A(x, p) =

∫
d3x̃ e−ip·x̃A

(
x+

x̃

2
, x− x̃

2

)
(32)

and study it instead of an original 2-point function. In the equation above p is a shorthand notation for a pair
p = (ω,k) similar to x = (t, r), and p · x̃ = −ωt̃ + kr̃. During the derivation of equations that govern Keldysh
Green’s functions and self-energies we have encountered two operations: one of them is a product of two functions
and another is a convolution. The product of two bilocal functions A(x, x′) and B(x, x′), when Wigner transformed,
leads to equations similar to the loop integrals in ordinary quantum field theory:

[C(x, x′)](x,Ω,k) ≡ [A(x, x′)B(x′x)](x,Ω,k) =
∫

d3pB
(2π)3

A(x,Ω+ ΩB ,k+ kB)B(x,ΩB ,kB), (33)

[C(x, x′)](x,Ω,k) ≡ [A(x, x′)B(x, x′)](x,Ω,k) =
∫

d3pB
(2π)3

A(x,Ω− ΩB ,k− kB)B(x,ΩB ,kB). (34)

In the equations above the rectangular brackets denote the Wigner transform, and pB = (ΩB ,kB). The second
operation in real space, the convolution, can be formally defined as

C(x, x′) ≡ (A ◦B)(x, x′) =
∫
d3y A(x, y)B(y, x′). (35)

In Section I of Supplemental Information we implicitly encounter this operation in Eqs. (13) and (14), because the
inverse operation in those equations is formally defined as an inverse with respect to the convolution defined in Eq.
(35), similar to ordinary field theory in real space. The Wigner transform of the convolution, in fact, involves infinite
series, however in the quasi-classical limit the series can be truncated to

(A ◦B)(x, p) ≈ A(x, p)B(x, p) +
i

2

(
∂A

∂x

∂B

∂p
− ∂A

∂p

∂B

∂x

)
(36)

Eq. (36) is the central approximation of the theory that limits the applicability of the theory to the large wavelength
and small frequency perturbations, since it involves the infinite series truncation under assumption that the higher
order terms in the series are small.

In this paper we are interested in non-linear conductivity, and thus a current density expectation value j. In Keldysh
field theory every physical observable is obtained by the operator insertions on the forward in time contour, thus with
the ”+” operators. The expectation for the current j can be written as

⟨ĵ(t, r)⟩ ≡ ⟨ĵ++(t, r)⟩ =
e

2imN

∑

i

[
ψ̂†
i+(t, r)∇ψ̂i+(t, r)−∇ψ̂†

i+(t, r)ψ̂i+(t, r)
]
, (37)

which can be rewritten through a ”lesser” Green’s function G<(x, x′) = (GK(x, x′)−GR(x, x
′) +GA(x, x

′))/2

⟨ĵ(t, r)⟩ = − e

2m
lim
t′→t
r′→r

[∇rG
<(x, x′)−∇r′G

<(x, x′)], (38)

instead of G++, since G++(x, x
′) = θ(t− t′)G>(x, x′) + θ(t′ − t)G<(x, x′).

if the ”++” component of the Green’s function is written through the degrees of freedom in Keldysh basis. Per-
forming the Wigner transform leads to

⟨ĵ(t, r)⟩ = −ie
∫
dω

2π

∫
d2k

(2π)2
vFG

<(t, r, ω,k). (39)

To proceed, forward from here, we would like to establish the intuition for the choice of function f(x, ω, θ) from the
main text in more detail. In general, the thermal equilibrium expressions for a lesser Green’s functions G< and D<

according to Keldysh field theory are completely fixed by the structure of GR and DR correspondingly and are given
by

G<(ω,k) = −f̄(ω)(GR(ω,k)−GA(ω,k)), f̄(ω) =
1

eβω + 1
, (40)

D<(Ω,q) = f̄B(Ω)(DR(Ω,q)−DA(Ω,q)), f̄B(Ω) =
1

eβΩ − 1
. (41)
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According to [5, 6], it is possible to define a quantity in Keldysh field theory that would play a role of an analog
of occupation number in the free theory even when the notion of the quasiparticle is suppressed by damping. The
conditions for the definition consistent being: self-energies independent from momentum and presence of a sharp
Fermi surface. The presence of a sharp Fermi-surface is required for a presence of a relatively sharp spectral density
peak, while the independence of self-energies of momentum is required to make the system of kinetic equations being
closed under the new ”occupation numbers”. From the calculations in thermal field theory in [1–3] we know that the
structure of the thermal, and thus by analytic continuation, equilibrium retarded Green’s functions takes a form

ḠR(ω,k) =
1

ω − vF k − vF ·A− ΣR(ω)
, D̄R(Ω,q) =

1

Ω2 − c2q2 −m2 + icdΩ
. (42)

The parameter vF is a Fermi velocity, ΣR(ω) - momentum independent self-energy rougly independent of ω at small
ω, c ≲ vF - boson velocity, m - boson thermal mass, and cd = g′2c2k2F /4πv

2
F - self-consistent Landau damping. The

expressions above assumes a linearized dispersion of the fermion band in the vicinity of the Fermi surface. Interestingly,
in this model even away from equilibrium the self-energies for boson and fermion don’t depend on the momentum,
which allows us to define

f(x, ω, θk) =

∫ +∞
−∞

kF dk
2π G<(x, ω,k)

−2i
∫ +∞
−∞

kF dk
2π ImGR(x, ω,k)

, fB(x,Ω, θq) =

∫ +∞
0

c2qdq
2π D<(x,Ω,q)

2i
∫ +∞
0

c2qdq
2π ImDR(x,Ω,q)

, (43)

where θk and θq are the angles that define the direction of k and q correspondingly. Substituting Eqs. (42) into the
definition of f and fB leads us to

f(x, ω, θk) = −i vF
kF

∫
kF dk

(2π)
G<(x, ω,k), fB(x,Ω, θ) =

i

2

1

B(x,Ω, θq)

∫ +∞

0

c2qdq

2π
D<(x,Ω,q), (44)

with B(Ω) being proportional to the momentum integrated spectral density

B(x,Ω, θq) = −
∫
c2qdq

2π
ImDR(x,Ω, q). (45)

From the expressions above we can instantly see the importance of the sharp Fermi surface requirement: the generalized
fermionic distribution f is just proportional to the integral of a lesser Green’s function G< with a coefficient that is just
a density of states at the Fermi surface regardless of the perturbation. Meanwhile, the generalized bosonic distribution
function fB has a complicated function modifying the integral of D<. Below we will show that DR stays unperturbed
from equilibrium value at least in perturbation theory, thus B is independent from x and θq. However, the non-trivial
dependence on Ω will remain the feature of the theory. Note that we only used Eqs. (40) and (41) as an inspiration
for constructing f and fB in such a way that they coincide with bosonic and fermionic equilibrium distributions when
the system is in thermal equilibrium. As a consistency check of the theory, this fact will be explicitly proven below.
Therefore, in all the calculation below we will treat f̄(ω) and f̄B(Ω) as equilibrium expressions for f and fB without
assuming any explicit form.

It is useful to re-express the fermionic and bosonic non-equilibrium self-energy expressions obtained in Eqs. (23) -
(31) with the use of f and fB . We start from bosonic self-energies ΠR, ΠA, ΠK , and Π11. After performing a Wigner
transform to Eqs. (23) - (26) and substituting Eq. (44) into the result we obtain

ΠR(x, ω) = −ig
′2k2F
v2F

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
[f(x, ω, θ)− f(x, ω +Ω, θ)] (46)

ΠA(x, ω) = i
g′2k2F
v2F

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
[f(x, ω, θ)− f(x, ω +Ω, θ)] (47)

ΠK(x, ω) = i
g′2k2F
2v2F

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π

dθ′

2π
[(1− 2f(x, ω +Ω, θ))(1− 2f(x, ω, θ′))− 1] . (48)

The expression for ΠK has two momentum angles θ and θ′ decoupled due to spatially randomized coupling, which
averages out the interaction of all but density harmonics. The expression for Π11 reads

Π11(x,Ω) = −ig
′2c2

2

∫
d2k

(2π)2
d2k′

(2π)2

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
[GA(x, ω +Ω,k)GA(x, ω,k

′) +GR(x, ω +Ω,k)GR(x, ω,k
′)] = 0, (49)



6

because the poles of the products of two retarded and two advanced Green’s functions have poles only on one side of
the contour. Therefore, correct bosonic field causality structure is preserved and expressions for bosonic field are so
far self-consistent.

Before considering fermionic self-energies, we will detour to understand the structure of the bosonic self energies
better. First of all, we expect the total number of fermions NF to be unchanged by external perturbations. The total
fermion number can be expressed as

NF =
1

N

∑

i

∫
d2 r⟨ψ†

i+(t, r)ψi+(t, r)⟩ =
∫
d2r

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
f(x, ω, θ). (50)

Since in this work we resort only to spatially homogeneous fields, appearance of the charge redistribution in space is
not expected and function f is independent of r. Since the charged particle density remains constant in space, one
can express charge conservation as

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
(f(x, ω, θ)− f̄(ω)) = 0 (51)

Thus, expression for ΠR(t,Ω) will be equal to the equilibrium expression Π̄R(Ω), because using Eq. (51) it can be
rewritten as as

ΠR(x, ω) = −ig
′2k2F
v2F

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π

[
f̄(ω)− f̄(ω +Ω)

]
= Π̄R(Ω) = −icdΩ, (52)

where Π̄R is obtained by analytic continuation from thermal field theory in previous works. Assuming f̄(ω) =
1/(eβω + 1), the value of the integral is consistent with the thermal field theory expression for cd = g′2c2k2F /4πv

2
F .

Since bosonic self-energy remains uncorrected by non-equilibrium effects, the thermal mass m2 and retarded bosonic
Green’s function DR will also be equal to their equilibrium expressions. Thus

DR(t,Ω,q) = D̄R(Ω,q) =
1

Ω2 − c2q2 +m2 + icdΩ
, B(t,Ω) = B(Ω) = −

∫
c2qdq

2π
Im D̄R(Ω,q) =

1

4π
arctg

(
cdΩ

m2

)
.

(53)
Analogous but complex conjugated expression one can obtain for Π̄A(Ω). By applying Wigner transform to the
expressions for fermionic self-energies ΣR, ΣA, and ΣK given by Eqs. (27) - (31) and substituting expressions for f
and fB from Eq. (44) we obtain

ImΣR(x, ω) = −Γ

2
− g′2kF

vF

∫
dΩ

2π

∫
dθ

2π
B(Ω) [fB(x,Ω, θ)− f(x, ω − Ω, θ) + 1] (54)

ReΣR(x, ω) =
g′2kF
2vF

∫
dΩ

2π

∫
dθ

2π
B′(Ω)(2f(x, ω − Ω, θ)− 1), (55)

ΣK(x, ω) = 4iΓ

∫
dθ

2π
f(x, ω, θ)− 2iΓ + i

g′2kF
vF

∫
dΩ

2π

∫
dθdθ′

(2π)2
B(Ω)(2fB(Ω, θ

′) + 1)(f(ω +Ω, θ) + f(ω − Ω, θ)− 1)

(56)

where Γ = v2kF /vF and

B′(Ω) = c2
∫

d2q

(2π)2
ReDR(Ω,q) =

1

8π
ln

(
c4Λ4

q

m4 + c2dΩ
2

)
(57)

with Λq being a UV cutoff such that cΛq ∼ TF . The expression for Σ21 is

Σ21,g′ = i
g′2c2

4

∫
d2k

(2π)2
d2k′

(2π)2

∫
dΩ

2π
[DR(x,Ω,q)GA(x, ω − Ω,k) +DA(x,Ω,q)GA(x, ω +Ω,k) +

+ DA(x,Ω,q)GR(x, ω − Ω,k) +DR(x,Ω,q)GR(x, ω +Ω,k)] = 0 (58)

due to all the poles for contour integration over Ω being on one side of the contour for every term in the integral.
Therefore, the causality structure of the fermionic Green’s functions is also self-consistent, and our Keldysh expansion
is performed correctly.
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Now we proceed to deriving the closed form of the kinetic equations for f and fB with the use of all the self-energies
expressed as functionals of f and fB . To perform the derivation, we need to transform the Dyson equations for GK
and DK , which according to Eqs. (13) and (14) are

GK = GR ◦ ΣK ◦GA, DK = DR ◦ΠK ◦DA, (59)

can be converted into the corresponding Dyson equations for G< and D<:

G< =
1

2
GR ◦ ΣK ◦GA − 1

2
GR +

1

2
GA, D< =

1

2
DR ◦ΠK ◦DA − 1

2
DR +

1

2
DA. (60)

As the next step towards kinetic equations we compute the commutator of inverse bare Green’s functions with the
lesser Green’s functions, in a similar to Kamenev manner in [4] with the use of Eq. (60):

[G−1
0 ;G<] = ΣR ◦G< −G< ◦ ΣA +

1

2
(ΣK +ΣA − ΣR) ◦GA − 1

2
GR ◦ (ΣK +ΣA − ΣR) (61)

[D−1
0 ;D<] = ΠR ◦D< −D< ◦ΠA +

1

2
(ΠK +ΠA −ΠR) ◦DA − 1

2
DR ◦ (ΠK +ΠA −ΠR) (62)

Eqs. (61) and (62) are the kinetic equations for the lesser functions in the real space. To show that they are, in
fact, closed equations for f and fB , we perform a Wigner transform on Eqs. (61) and (62) and integrate them over
corresponding absolute values of momenta. The independence of self-energies on momenta will allow to close the
equations on momenta-independent f and fB . Before obtaining full, non-equilibrium, expressions, it is useful to first
understand the relations between the equilibrium solutions to these equations. In thermal equilibrium Eqs. (61) and
(62) reduce to

(
2f̄(ω)− 1

)
Im Σ̄R(ω)−

i

2
Σ̄K(ω) = 0, (63)

(
f̄B(Ω) +

1

2

)
Im Π̄R(Ω) +

i

4
Π̄K(Ω) = 0. (64)

These equations can be trivially satisfied by a solution of the form

f̄(ω) =
1

eβω + 1
, f̄B(Ω) =

1

eβΩ − 1
, β =

1

T
. (65)

Therefore, our initial guess about the structure of the thermal equilibrium ground state is correct. After a Wigner
transform and integration over the absolute value of momenta, with the use of relations in Eqs. (63) we obtain the
equations for fermion and boson distributions. Kinetic equation for fermions can be the most conveniently written as

A[f, ∂tf ] + e(vF ·E) ∂ωf = −Γ (f − f0)− ḡ(ω, T )(f − f̄) + Ig′ [fB , f ]− (f − 1/2)δg[fB , f ], (66)

where f0 =
∫
dθ
2πf , kinetic term A[f, ∂tf ] can be written as

A[f, ∂tf ] = (1− ∂ω ReΣR)∂tf + ∂ωf∂tReΣR (67)

with ReΣR given by Eq. (55), collision integral term g(ω, T ) = − ImΣR,g′ , and terms Ig′ nad Iδg are

Ig′ [fB , f ] =
g′2kF
2vF

∫
dΩ

2π

∫
dθdθ′

(2π)2
(Kg′ [fB , f ]−Kg′ [f̄B , f̄ ]) (68)

δg[fB , f ] =
2g′2kF
vF

∫
dΩ

2π

∫
dθ

2π
(Kδg[fB , f ]−Kδg[f̄B , f̄ ]) (69)

with

Kg′ [fB , f ] = B(Ω)(2fB(Ω, θ) + 1)(f(ω +Ω, θ′) + f(ω − Ω, θ′)− 1) (70)

Kδg[fB , f ] = B(Ω)(fB(Ω, θ)− f(ω − Ω, θ)) (71)

Kinetic equation for boson can be written as

∂tfB + cd(fB − f̄B) = IB [f ] + C(Ω) ∂tIB [f ], (72)
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where we introduced following notation:

IB [f ] = − cd
4Ω

∫ +∞

−∞
dω

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π

dθ′

2π
(KB [f ]−KB [f̄ ]), KB [f ] = (1− 2f(x, ω +Ω, θ))(1− 2f(x, ω, θ′)), (73)

and C(Ω) = ∂ΩB
′(Ω)/2B(Ω). Expression for cd = g′2k2F c

2/4πv2F coincides with the corresponding thermal field
theory expression.

Kinetic equations in Eqs. (66) and (72) have a very complicated form, however, as we will see below, some of the
terms will always remain small and thus can be neglected leading to a more tractable model. First of all, we would
like to note that equations above use the ”small external frequency assumption” used in Eq. (??), which requires
inequalities

|∂ω Re Σ̄R ∂tδf | ≪ | Im Σ̄R f | (74)

|∂ω f̄∂tRe δΣR| ≪ |(2f̄ − 1) Im Σ̄R| (75)

|C(Ω)∂tΠK | ≪ |ΠK | (76)

to hold. All three of these inequalities can be eventually simlified to ν ≤ T , where ν is a characteristic frequency of
external perturbation and T is the temperature of the system. Additionally, we require T ≤ cd to hold, so Landau
damping term cDΩ ≫ Ω2 in the structure of DR. These inequalities naturally create a hierarchy of energy scales

ν ≲ T ∼ ω ∼ Ω ≪ cd ≲ TF (77)

that allows us to simplify the kinetic equations. We start our analysis from the boson kinetic equation. We notice that
all the terms in Eq. (72) are of the order of cdfB , while the ∂tfB term is of the order of νfB . The term proportional to
C(Ω) can be neglected for a similar reason as one proportional to cdν/TfB . Thus the time derivative term in Eq. (72)
can be neglected. We will introduce one more modification, which this time is phenomenological. In a more realistic
system one can imagine other types of disorder and interaction that might lead to an additional Landau damping
on top of the self-consisted damping that comes from the Fermion interaction. Thus the damping term c′d(fB − f̄B)
can have a constant c′d ≥ cd. Thus, one of the ways to phenomenologically include extra damping is to modify the
constant cd in the landau damping term. We define a coeficient λ = cd/c

′
d and we can write down a resulting boson

kinetic equation as

fB(t,Ω) = f̄B(Ω) + λIB [f ](t,Ω). (78)

Thus, when no additional Landau damping is present (λ = 1), the non-equilibrium distribution of a fermion drives
the distribution of a boson out of equilibrium. When the additional Landau damping dominates over self-consistent
part cd (λ = 0), the boson will always remain in a thermal distribution. Thus case of λ = 0 corresponds to a scenario
considered in [6], while λ ̸= 0 is new to this model and interpolates betweeen the thermalized boson and a fully
self-consistent boson dynamics.

We begin simplifying the fermion kinetic equation from considering the structure of equilibrium fermionic self-
energies as a function of T , ω, and m. We consider a small T expression for the fermion self-energy derived in [3, 6]
and given by

Σ̄R = −iΓ + i
g′2kF
8πvF

T

[
ln

(
c2Λ2

q

m2

)
− 2

(
ln Γ

(
c2Λ2

q

2πcdT
+

1

2
− iω

2πT

)
− ln Γ

(
m2

2πcdT
+

1

2
− iω

2πT

)

− ln Γ

(
c2Λ2

q

2πcdT

)
+ lnΓ

(
m2

2πcdT

))]
, (79)

where Γ(z) is an Euler gamma-function and Λq – a UV cutoff of the boson. Assuming that scale of the UV cutoff Λq
is dominant over all the other scales, the expression for the self-energy can be further simplified based on the structure
of m(T ). The structure of boson thermal mass at the critical value, according to [3], in the leading order is

m2(T ) ≈ πcdT

ln
(

Λ2
qc

2

cdT

) (80)

With this expression for thermal mass, relevant for the equation quantities become (expanding for cΛq ≫ m, cd, T ):

a(ω, T ) = 1− ∂ω Re Σ̄R = 1 +
g′2kF
8π2vF

[
ln

(
c2Λ2

q

2πcdT

)
− Reψ(0)

(
1

2
+

m2

2πcdT
− iω

2πT

)]
(81)

ḡ(ω, T ) = −2 Im [Σ̄R + iΓ] =
g′2kF
4πvF

T

[
− ln

(
2πcdT

m2

)
+ 2 lnΓ

(
m2

2πcdT

)
− 2Re ln Γ

(
1

2
+

m2

2πcdT
− iω

2πT

)]
(82)
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For T ≪ TF , m
2 ≪ cdT and the expressions above in the leading order (assuming ω to be of the order or smaller

than T ) become

acr(ω, T ) ≈ 1 +
g′2kF
8π2vF

[
ln

(
c2Λ2

q

2πcdT

)]
(83)

gcr(ω, T ) ≈
g′2kF
4πvF

T ln

(
2cdT

m2
ch
( ω
2T

))
(84)

The structure of the self-energy Σ̄R sufficiently away from the critical doping, is still guided by Eq. (79), but now
involves

m2(T ) ≈ ∆2 = const, (85)

which gives the boson a temperature-independent gap ∆ in the leading order. Assuming we are in the low temperature
regime and ∆ ≫ T , the expressions for a(ω, T ) and g(ω, T ) simplify to the form one would expect from a Fermi liquid:

aFL(ω, T ) = 1 +
g′2kF
8π2vF

ln

(
c2Λ2

q

e∆2

)
, (86)

gFL(ω, T ) =
g′2kF cd
8π2vF∆2

(
π2T 2 + ω2

)
. (87)

The expressions above allow us to better understand the structure of the kinetic and collision integral terms in Eq.
(66) close and away from the critical point. From the expression in Eq. (67) we can see that in the critical case
the second term, proportional to ∂tΣR, is suppressed by ν/T ln(TF /T ) in comparison to the first term. Away from
the critical point, the second term is suppressed by νT/∆2. Thus in both cases the second term can be neglected.
Moreover, the non-equilibrium correction to ∂ω ReΣR can also be neglected in the first term in Eq. (67), because in
the perturbation theory it will always produce terms suppressed by similar to the aforementioned second term factors.
Therefore, the complicated dynamic term can be reduced to

A[f, ∂tf ] = a(ω, T )∂tf(t, ω, θ), (88)

where a(ω, T ) takes a form acr close to the QCP, or aFL away from the QCP with

acr(ω, T ) = 1 +
g′2kF
8π2vF

ln

(
c2Λ2

q

2πcdT

)
, (89)

aFl(ω, T ) = 1 +
g′2kF
8π2vF

ln

(
c2Λ2

q

e∆2

)
. (90)

To summarize the structure of the theory, it is convenient to write it in terms of the angular harmonics eiθm

fm(t, ω) =

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
e−iθmf(t, ω, θ), fBm(t, ω) =

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
e−iθmfB(t,Ω, θ). (91)

The equations for fm with m ̸= 0 can be written in a relatively simple form

(a(ω, T )∂t + g(t, ω, T ) + Γm) fm = −evF
2

∂ω(E∗fm−1 + Efm+1), (92)

where E = Ex + iEy. In our model all Γm = Γ for m ̸= 0, but we would consider a more generic model with different
eigenvalues for different harmonics. Since disorder is elastic, we naturally get Γ0 = 0 exactly. The equation for an
m = 0 harmonic of fm is more complicated:

a(ω, T )∂tf0 + ḡ(ω, T )(f0 − f̄) + (f0 − 1/2)δg(t, ω, T )− Ig′ [f0, fB0] = −evF
2
∂ω(E∗f−1 + Ef+1) (93)

The and a(ω, T ) and g(t, ω, T ) for the form close to the critical point take a form acr(t, ω, T ) gcr(t, ω, T ), and
aFL(t, ω, T ) and gFL(t, ω, T ) away from the critical point. The expressions for acr(ω, T ) and aFL(ω, T ) are given by
Eqs. (89) and (90) correspondingly. Expressions for gcr(t, ω, T ) and gFl(r, ω, T ) can be written as

gcr(t, ω, T ) = ḡcr(ω, T ) + δg[f0, fB0], gFL(t, ω, T ) = ḡFL(ω, T ) + δg[f0, fB0]. (94)
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Expressions for ḡcr(ω, T ) and ḡFL(ω, T ) are given by Eqs. (84) and (87), while Ig′ and δg is given be Eqs. (68) and
(69) with an appropriate choice of mass m2.

As a last note, we would like to point out a few features of the behavior of f0 collision integral. For fully consistent
boson dynamics with λ = 1, the linearized collision integrals for density harmonics f0 and fB0 have a natural 0-
eigenvalue mode

δf0 ∼ ∂

∂T
f̄(ω), δfB0 ∼ ∂

∂T
f̄B(Ω), (95)

since thermal distributions naturally satisfy kinetic equations of this model. These modes are associated with the
enery conservation. Probably a more peculiar feature belongs to a λ = 0 model, where the boson is thermalized.
Since the temperature of the thermal bath is fixed by the strong boson thermalization and the bath strongly interacts
with the fermions, the energy is no longer conserved. The smallest eigenvalue of the fermionic collision integral now
will correspond to

δf0 ∼ ∂2

∂ω2
f(ω), Γ0 = −g

′2kF
4πvF

(96)

with eigenvalue Γ0, which can be checked by linearizing f0 = f̄ + δf0 in δf the expression in (66). Linearized part of
the collision integral integral from Eq. (93) is produced by ḡ, δg, and Ig′ terms and reads

Ilin[δf0](ω) = −g
′2kF
vF

∫
dΩ

2π
B(Ω)

[(
cth

(
Ω

2T

)
+ th

(
ω − Ω

2T

))
δf0(ω)+

+ th
( ω
2T

)
δf0(ω − Ω)− cth

(
Ω

2T

)
δf0(ω − Ω)

]
(97)

When δf0(ω) = ∂2ω f̄(ω) is substituted in the equation above it simplifies to

Ilin[∂
2
ω f̄ ](ω) = −g

′2kF
vF

∂2ω f̄

∫ +∞

0

dΩ

2π
B(Ω) cth

( ω
2T

)[
th 2

(
ω +Ω

2T

)
− th 2

(
ω − Ω

2T

)]
≈ −g

′2kF
4πvF

∂2ω f̄(ω). (98)

Where the last approximate equality only holds when m2 ≪ cdT that holds at sufficiently low temperatures at the
critical point. In this work we will not consider the case of thermalized boson away from the quantum critical point
and will restrict ourselves to only a fully dynamic case.

III. PERTURBATIVE SOLUTION

A. Distribution function

We construct the perturbation theory in electric field E to obtain the higher orders of conductivity. We denote the
order of perturbation in E with a superscript:

fm =
∑

i

f (i)m , (99)

where f
(i)
m is a contribution of i’th order of perturbation theory. We start from the linear perturbation. It involves only

harmonics with m = ±1, which can be extracted from a linearized in E version of Eq. (92) and can be conveniently
written with the help of

Wm(ν, ω, T ) =
kF vF

iνa(T ) + Γm + ḡ(ω, T )
(100)

for m ̸= 0 assuming the incoming electric field takes a form

E =
∑

i

Eνieiνit Eνi = Eνix + iEνiy. (101)

The expressions for f
(1)
±1 become

f
(1)
−1 = (f

(1)
+1 )

∗ = − e

2kF

∑

i

W1(νi, ω, T )Eνi∂ω f̄(ω). (102)
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The second order perturbation involves quadrupolar harmonics m = ±2 and a density harmonic m = 0. The
quadrupolar harmonics at the level of second order perturbation theory are still described by the linearized version
of Eq. (92) and thus can be easily written as

f
(2)
−2 = (f

(2)
+2 )

∗ =
e2

4k2F

∑

i,j

W2(νij , ω,R)W1(νi, ω, T )EνjEνi∂2ω f̄(ω), (103)

where νij = νi + νj . The density harmonic is more complicated due to complicated structure of the collision integral
in Eq. (93). In general, it has to be solved separately for every value of λ in Eq. (78), but we are going to focus on
the case of a fully thermalized boson λ = 0 and a fully dynamic boson λ = 1. Since the structure and behavior of the
collision integral is very different in the limiting cases. First consider the case of thermalized boson λ = 0, it appears
that the source term in linearized Eq. (78) is proportional to ∂2ω f̄(ω), which is, luckily, an approximate eigenvector
of the collision operator. Thus the response for thermalized boson can be conveniently written with a help of

W0(ν, T ) =
kF vF

iνa(T ) + g0(T, λ)
, g0(T, λ = 0) =

g′2kF
4πvF

T ∼ g(ω ∼ T, T ). (104)

The expression for f
(2)
0 becomes

f
(2)
0,λ=0 =

e2

4k2F

∑

i,j

W0(νij , ω, T )
[
E∗
−νjEνi + EνjE∗

−νi

] ∂

∂ω

[
W1(νi, ω, T )

∂f̄(ω)

∂ω

]
(105)

The structure of the response for a dynamic boson (λ = 1) is principally different. With a dynamic boson the model
has a 0-eigenvalue mode as in Eq. (95), which corresponds to the energy conservation. In a more realistic system, there
is always some finite but usually small relaxation rate that comes from the energy being drained from electrons into
phonons. Moreover, since the eigenvalue of the mode is especially small, the inverse of the collision operator becomes
proportional to projector on the 0-eigenmode. Since the projector reduces the responce to ∂T f̄ , the proportionality
coefficient can be interpreted as the variation of temperature ∆T due to the presence of the drive. Thus, the second
order correction can be written as

f
(2)
0,λ=1 ≈ ∆T (t)

∂f̄

∂T
, (106)

where the expression for ∆T is model dependent. For a critical regime numeric inversion of the collision integral
suggests a form

∆T ≈ A
k2F v

2
F

TE2
0

∑

i,j

W0(νij , T )W̃
′
1(νi, T )

[
E∗
−νjEνi + EνjE∗

−νi

]
, (107)

where E0 = 2k2F vF /e. Expression for W0 is the same as in Eq. (104) but g0(T, λ = 1) ≪ g(ω ∼ T, T ) and in the
critical regime

Acr =
3

4
√
2π2 − 12

, W̃ ′
k,cr(ν, T ) =

kF vF
iνacr + Γk + g̃′cr(T )

, g̃′cr(T ) =
g′2kF
4πvF

T

(
5

6
+ ln

(
cdT

m2

))
. (108)

Away from the equilibrium, where the Fermi liquid regime takes place, we obtain

AFL =
1

2π
, W̃ ′

1,FL(ν, T ) =
kF vF

iνaFL + Γ1 + g̃′FL(T )
, g̃′(T ) =

g′2kF cd
8π2vF∆2

14π2T 2

5
. (109)

Expression for Acr, AFL, g̃
′
cr, and g̃

′
FL is obtained from a numerical inversion of the corresponding linearized collision

operators. Even though exact expression might be useful for measuring the relaxation rates, as we will see below, the
overall response driven by the effective temperature change can be completely understood through ∆T only.

The third order perturbation involves the responses attributed to the excitation of the quadrupolar f±2 and a
density f0 harmonics. We distinguish those by the rates that those involve: the quadrupolar-induced responses would
always involveW2, while the density-induced responses will always involveW0. We construct and treat those responses
separately. First we focus on the third order response arising from the quadrupolar excitation of the second order.
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The third order perturbation of f
(3)
±1 that is associated with a perturbation of a quadrupolar harmonic f

(2)
±2 can be

written as

f
(3)
−1,quad = (f

(3)
+1,quad)

∗ = − e3

8k3F

∑

i,j,l

EνiEνjE∗
−νlW1(νijl, ω, T )

∂

∂ω

[
W2(νij , ω, T )

∂

∂ω

[
W1(νi, ω, T )

∂f̄

∂ω

]]
(110)

and is the only term of that type.
The contributions from the perturbations of the density harmonics at the 2nd order of perturbation theory takes a

more complicated form. The third order approximation is the leading order at which non-linear corrections appear,
in particular, correction to the scattering rate δg[f0, fB0]. However, as a non-linear correction, it only plays a role
of an extra source term and thus can be easily included in the dynamics. As δg correction comes from the density

harmonic distortion f
(2)
0 , and thus it has to be attributed to all the the other responses originating from f

(2)
0 . As an

additional complication, the details of the third order perturbation become dependent on the value of λ, since the

structure δf
(2)
0 depends on λ. One f

(2)
0 -driven contribution into f

(3)
±1 comes from the right hand side term in Eq. (92),

which we denote as f
(3)
±1,lin. Another contribution that appears at the 3rd order is coming from the perturbation δg,

we denote it as f
(3)
±1,δg. The corresponding expressions take a form

f
(3)
−1,lin = (f

(3)
+1,lin)

∗ = − e

2kF

∑

i

W1(νijl, ω, T )Eνi∂ωf (2)0 (ω), (111)

f
(3)
+1,δg = (f

(3)
−1,δg)

∗ = − 1

kF vF

∑

ijl

W1(νijl, ω, T )δg[f
(2)
0 ]f

(1)
1 . (112)

where the expressions for f
(2)
0 and δg are λ-dependent. The expressions for f

(2)
0 for both λ = 0 and λ = 1 have already

been shown in Eqs. (105) and (106). Expressions for δg differ in the case of λ = 0 and λ = 1, because in the λ = 0

case the bosonic dynamics is absent and f
(2)
B0 = 0. The corresponding expressions are

δgλ=0 = −2g′2kF
vF

∫ +∞

−∞

dΩ

2π
B(Ω)f

(2)
0,λ=0(ω − Ω) (113)

δgλ=1 = −2g′2kF
vF

∫ +∞

−∞

dΩ

2π
B(Ω)

[
f
(2)
0,λ=1(ω − Ω)− 1

Ω

∫ +∞

−∞
dω(1− f̄(ω +Ω)− f̄(ω − Ω))f

(2)
0,λ=1(ω)

]
(114)

In case of λ = 1 a general solution can be constructed in a simple manner due to f
(2)
0 ∼ ∂T f̄ . This property simplifies

the expression for δg in a general form to be δg = ∆T∂T ḡ(ω, T ). The total response then can be expressed as

f
(3)
−1,J = f

(3)
+1,lin + f

(3)
+1,δg =

∑

ijl

∆T (t)
∂

∂T

[(
− e

2kF

)
W1(νijl, ω, T )El∂ω f̄(ω)

]
(115)

The expression for λ = 0 density response can be written as

f
(3)
−1,J = −g

′2kF
4πvF

(
e

2kF

)3∑

ijl

El(E∗
−jEi + EjE∗

−i)

[
W0(νij , T )W1(νi, ω, T )W1(νl, ω, T )W1(νijl, ω, T )

(
∂f̄

∂ω

)2

+

+ W1(νijl, ω, T )W0(νij , T )
∂2

∂ω2

(
W1(νi, ω, T )

∂f̄(ω)

∂ω

)]
(116)

B. Current and conductivity

Using the expressions for the perturbations f (1), f (2), and f (3) to compute linear conductivity and corrections to it
using expression in Eq. (43) for current. Corresponding linear response σ(ν, T ) is obtained by substituting Eq. (102)
into Eq. (39) and can be written as

σ(ν, T ) =
e2

4πℏ
W̃1(ν, T ), (117)
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where we introduce a convenient for the theory notation

W̃k(ν, T ) = −
∫ +∞

−∞
dωWk(ν, ω, T ) ∂ω f̄ . (118)

For finite Γk and low enough temperature T and external frequency ν we can evaluate the integral by expanding Wk

as a series in g(ω, T ) around ν = 0 and T = 0 to obtain

W̃k(ν, T ) ≈
kF vF

iν a(T ) + Γk + g̃(T )
, g̃(T ) = −

∫ +∞

−∞
dω g(ω, T ) ∂ω f̄ . (119)

where corresponding critical and non-critical expressions take a form

g̃cr(T ) = α1T γ̃(T ), α1 =
g′2kF
4πvF

, γ̃(T ) = ln

(
e

π
ln

(
Λ2
qc

2

cdT

))
. (120)

g̃FL(T ) = α2T
2, α2 =

4π2

3

g′2kF cd
8π2vF∆2

, (121)

βcr(T ) = 1 +
α1

2π
ln

(
c2Λ2

q

2πcdT

)
, (122)

βFL = 1 +
α1

2π
ln

(
c2Λ2

q

e∆2

)
. (123)

The values α1, α2, and aFL are independent of temperature, functions γ̃(T ) and acr(T ) are slowly varying functions
of temperature, which can be regarded as roughly constant in a wide range of temperature intervals. Near the critical
point we reproduce the conductivity of a strange metal, and away from the criticality we reproduce a Fermi liquid.

The second order response to the current is 0 due to inversion symmetry of the system - there are no excitations
to m = ±1 harmonics in the second in electric field order. The corresponding third order responses lead to a few
contributions into the non-linear conductivity. Non-linear contribution into current that arises from the density
harmonic excitation in the second order response for λ = 1 is

j
(3)
λ=1 = ∆T

∂σ

∂T
E. (124)

This contribution is nothing more than a change of a current due to a change of resistance with temperature. The
analogous response for λ = 0 cannot be expressed in such a simple way and cannot be interpreted as a response from

the temperature change, since the perturbation f
(2)
0 is non-thermal according to Eq. (105). Thus the perturbation

coming from a density harmonic is

j
(3)
J,λ=0 = − e2

4πE2
0

(
α1kF vF

6T

)∑

ijl

El(E
∗
−j ·Ei)W0(νij , T )W̃

′
1(νi, T )W̃

′
1(νl, T )W̃

′
1(νijl, T ). (125)

The expression above still has a polarization structure similar to a joule heating E2E, but can no longer be interpreted

in this way, since f
(2)
0 does not have a thermal profile. Thus, this response will violate the normal resistance change

due to Joule heating with respect to its magnitude, but will still have similar response properties. The non-linear
conductivity then can be written as

σ
(3) a,bcd
J,λ=0 (νb, νc, νd;T ) = − e2

4πE2
0

(
α1kF vF

6T

)
δabδcdW0(νcd, T )W̃

′
1(νd, T )W̃

′
1(νb, T )W̃

′
1(νbcd, T ). (126)

The third order non-linear response that arises from the quadrupolar harmonic in the second order response can be
written as

j
(3)
Q = − e2

4π

(
kF vF
E2

0

)∫ +∞

−∞
dω

∑

ijl

∂2W1

∂ω2
(νijl, ω, T )W2(νij , ω, T )W1(νi, ω, T )

∂f̄

∂ω
∆abcEνi,aEνj ,bE−νl,c (127)

where vector ∆abc is ∆abc = (Re vavbvc∗, Im vavbvc∗), v = (1, i). Values Eν,a are x- and y- components of Eν .
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After simplifying the expression above, in the leading order in temperature close to the critical point we obtain

σ
(3),a,bcd
cr,Q (νb, νc, νd;T ) = − e2

4πE2
0

(
2α1kF vF

3T

)
δabδcdW̃

′2
1 (νbcd, T )W̃

′
2(νcd, T )W̃

′
1(νd, T ). (128)

On the other hand, in the Fermi liquid regime we obtain

σ
(3),a,bcd
FL,Q (νb, νc, νd;T ) = − e2

4πE2
0

(
3α2

2π2

)
δabδcdW̃

′2
1 (νbcd, T )W̃

′
2(νcd, T )W̃

′
1(νd, T ). (129)

One can see from Eq. (127) that quadrupolar responses are susceptible to the second derivative ofW over ω, and thus
are susceptible to the derivatives of electron self-energies ΣR. Hence higher order responses are, in general, susceptible
to higher order derivatives of self energy. every two extra orders in E would add two extra derivatives ∂ω and two
extra factors of Wm when non-linear responses are considered. Since ΣR = ΣR(ω/T ) close to the criticality, in the
leading order in 1/T every derivative of ω will results in the extra factor of 1/T contributing to the higher order
conductivity. Therefore, the scaling suggests

σ(2n+1) ∼ E2n+1

T 2n−1
(130)

for n ≥ 1. Thus, non-linear current jnon−lin(E, T ) has to scale as

jnon−lin ∼ T 2F

(
E

T

)
, (131)

where F is a sample-dependent function. In contrast, away from the criticality the dependence of the self-energy goes
as ΣR ∼ ω2/∆2, and thus the scaling of the form of Eq. (131) will not take place.

IV. THIRD-ORDER RESPONSE FOR LATTICE SYSTEMS

Here we propose and analyze a heuristic generalization of the kinetic equations above to lattice systems with discrete
rotations symmetry. To work out the responses for a D4h symmetric system we expand the responses into irreducible
representations of D4h instead of expanding the response in angular harmonics. We assume that scattering rates are
fixed for each separate irreducible representation. Thus, instead of using Wm(ν, ω, T ), where m is a number of an
angular momentum, one should use Wα, where α ∈ {A1g, Eu, B1g, B2g} - irreducible representations of D4h. Thus,
for example, WEu = kF vF /(iaEu(T ) +ΓEu + gEu(ω, T )). We will assume a form of gα(ω, T ) and aα(T ) similar to the
spherically symmetric g(ω, T ) and a(T ) dependence on T and ω.

By applying considerations analogous to a circularly symmetric case, one can construct the third-order response
mediated by quadrupolar excitations of the distribution of B1g and B2g irreducible representations as

j
(3)
Q,B1g/B2g

= −AQ,B1g/B2g

e2

4πℏE2
0

∑

ijl

ΦB1g/B2g
(E, νl, νj , νi)W̃

′2
Eu(νijl)W̃

′
B1/B2(νij)W̃

′
Eu(νi) (132)

Where for B1g we have

ΦB1g
(E, νl, νj , νi) = exEνl,x(Eνj ,xEνi,x − Eνj ,yEνi,y) + eyEνl,y(Eνj ,yEνi,y − Eνj ,xEνi,x), (133)

and for B2g we have

ΦB1g
(E, νl, νj , νi) = exEνl,y(Eνj ,yEνi,x + Eνj ,xEνi,y) + eyEνl,x(Eνj ,yEνi,x + Eνj ,xEνi,y). (134)

Corresponding expressions for AQ,B1g/B2g
are

AQ,B1g
= AQ

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
(v̂4F,x(θ)− v̂2F,x(θ)v̂

2
F,y(θ)), AQ,B2g = AQ

∫ 2π

0

dθ

2π
v̂2F,x(θ)v̂

2
F,y(θ). (135)

Vector v̂F = (v̂F,x, v̂F,y) is a unit vector in the direction of Fermi velocity. When all Eνi are directed either along x

or y, only j
(3)
Q,B1g

is non-zero and j
(3)
Q,B2g

= 0. When all Eνi are directed along the diagonal in the xy plane, j
(3)
Q,B1g

= 0

and j
(3)
Q,B2g

is non-zero.

Since these responses have different magnitude due to ΓB1g
̸= ΓB2g

, when applied electric field is not directed along

x, y, or xy diagonal, the non-linear current arising from quadrupolar responses j
(3)
Q,B1g

+ j
(3)
Q,B2g

will not be collinear

with E. Moreover, the perpendicular to E part of the current will consists only from the quadrupolar responses,
since the response arising from density A1g representation will always be collinear with E. Thus, measuring the

perpendicular to E component of a total non-linear current j(3) allows direct access to the quadrupolar responses.
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V. ESTIMATES FOR BI-2212

We chose Bi-2212, since experimental information both about transport and Fermi surface properties of this material
is available. First, we estimate the non-linear correction to conductivity from quadrupolar processes, not arising from
heat. For this we assume that all the decay rates Γm ̸=0 = Γ are equal and that kF ∼ EF /VF . This allows us to

estimate the non-linear correction σ
(3)
±2 from the value of linear sheet conductivity σ.

Sections 3 and 13 of Supplemental Information to work [7] contain the information about bulk resistivity and single
conducting sheet thickness, which allows us to obtain relevant sheet resistivity data. For temperature taken at T ∼ 40
K: ρ ∼ 40µΩ · cm (see Section 3 Fig. 3 d of Supplemental information of [7] for T = 20 K), TF ∼ 2 · 103K, single
sheet thickness d ∼ 0.8 nm (see Section 13, Table S2 of [7]), vF ∼ 3 · 105 m/s [8, 9]. Cited data and assumptions
above are sufficient to estimate the orders of magnitude of of W̄1(ν = 0, T = 40K) ∼ 100 with use of Eq. (117),
E0 = 2k2F vF /e ∼ 1MV/cm and AQ ∼ TF /T ∼ 50, which results in the value for the non-linear conductivity

σ(3) ∼ 3 · 10−4AQ Ω−1m−1(V/m)−2.
For pulsed field experiments, we can also estimate nonlinear response due to heating; for a pulse of ∼ 10 ps[10]

and magnitude of E = 50 V/cm, specific heat c ∼ 50mJ/gK [11], mass density ρm ∼ 6.5 · 106 g/m3
[12], and

dρ/dT ∼ 0.6µΩcm/K (see Section 13, Table S2 of [7]), the temperature raise per pulse will be ∆T ∼ 2mK, which

will result in non-linear correction to conductivity σ
(3)
J ∼ 3 · 10−6 Ω−1m−1(V/m)−2 and relative value σ

(3)
J /σ(1) =

∆τ
cρmρ

dρ/dT
ρ ≈ 10−12(V/m)−2.

One can also imagine a transport experiment at extremely low temperature. For T ∼ 10K obtained with the

methods similar to [7] and [13] and electric pulse of τ ∼ 0.1µs, one would expect a similar order of magnitude σ
(3)
±2

response to the one computed above, and σ
(3)
0 ∼ 1 · 10−2 Ω−1m−1(V/m)−2, which for AQ ∼ 200 still results in the

non-heating related component being slightly stronger.
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