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Abstract

Two of the iconic phases of the hole-doped cuprate materials are the intermediate
temperature pseudogap metal and the lower temperature d-wave superconductor. Following
the prescient suggestion of P. W. Anderson, there were numerous early theories of these
phases as doped quantum spin liquids. However, these theories have had di!culties with two
prominent observations: (i) angle-dependent magnetoresistance measurements (ADMR),
including observation of the Yamaji e”ect, present convincing evidence of small hole pockets
which can tunnel coherently between square lattice layers, and (ii) the velocities of the nodal
Bogoliubov quasiparticles in the d-wave superconductor are highly anisotropic, with
vF → v!. These lecture notes review how the fractionalized Fermi Liquid (FL*) state, which
dopes quantum spin liquids with gauge-neutral electron-like quasiparticles, resolves both
di!culties. Theories of quantum spin liquids employing fractionalization of the electron spin
into bosonic and fermionic partons are reviewed. In the early theories, upon doping, the
bosonic parton theory leads to a candidate holon metal theory of the pseudogap, while the
fermionic parton theory leads to a d-wave superconductor. The construction of the FL* state
is described using a quantum dimer model, followed by a more realistic description using the
Ancilla Layer Model (ALM). Computations using the ALM resolve the di!culties in both the
pseudogap metal and the d-wave superconductor.
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1. Spin density wave order in the Hubbard
model



We consider the onset of magnetism at a non-zero wavevector in a metal, often called a spin
density wave (SDW). We will focus on the case where the wavevector of the SDW is
K = (ω, ω) on the square lattice, and so the ordering has the same symmetry as the Néel state
in an insulating antiferromagnet. The main ingredient here will be a bosonic collective mode
representing antiferromagnetic spin fluctuations in the metal: this boson is the ‘paramagnon’.
Near the transition from the Fermi liquid to the antiferromagnetic metal, it is possible to
derive a systematic approach to the paramagnon modes of a metal. We begin with an
electronic Hubbard model

H =
∑

k,ω

εkc
†
kωckω + U

∑

i

ni→ni↑ (1)

where ni→ → c
†
i→ci→, and similarly for ni↑. Upon using the single-site identity

U

(
ni→ ↑

1

2

)(
ni↑ ↑

1

2

)
= ↑

2U

3
S
2
i +

U

4
, (2)

(which is easily established from the electron commutation relations) it becomes possible to
decouple the 4-fermion term in a particle-hole channel. We decouple the interaction term in



the Hubbard model in (1), by the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation

exp

(
2U

3

∑

i

∫
dωS

2
i

)
=

∫
DP i (ω) exp

(
→

∑

i

∫
dω

[
3

8U
P2

i → P i · c
†
iω

ωωε

2
ciε

])
(3)

We now have a new field P i (ω) which will play the role of the paramagnon field.
The path integral of the Hubbard model can now be written exactly as:

Z =

∫
Dciω(ω)DP i (ω) exp

(
→

∫
dω

{
∑

k,ω

c
†
kω

[
ε

εω
+ ϑk

]
ckω

+
∑

i

[
3

8U
P2

i → P i · c
†
iω

ωωε

2
ciε

]})
. (4)

We can now formally integrate out the electrons, and obtain

Z

Z0
=

∫ ∏

i

DP i (ω) exp

(
→Sparamagnon [P i (ω)]

)
, (5)



where Z0 is the free electron partition function. Close to the onset of SDW order (but still on
the non-magnetic side), we can expand the action in powers of P

Sparamagnon [P i (ω)] =
T

2

∑

q,ωn

|P(q, εn)|
2

[
3

4U
→

ϑ0(q, iεn)

2

]
+ . . . (6)

where ϑ0(q, εn) is the frequency-dependent Lindhard susceptibility, given by the particle-hole
bubble graph shown in Fig. 1
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k + q, "n + !n

Figure 1: Feynman diagram leading to (7).

ϑ0(q, iεn) = →
T

V

∑

p,εn

1

(iϖn → ϱk)(iϖn + iεn → ϱk+q)
(7)



Performing the sum over frequencies by partial fractions, we obtain

ω0(q, iεn) =
1

V

∑

k

f (ϑk+q) → f (ϑk)

iεn + ϑk → ϑk+q
, (8)

From the structure of the P propagator, it is clear that P will first condense at the
wavevector qmax at which ω0(q, iε = 0) is a maximum, and qmax is then the wavevector of
the SDW. In the mean field treatment of (6), the appearance of the this condensate requires
that U is large enough to obey the ‘Stoner criterion’:

3

4U
→

ω0(qmax, iε = 0)

2
< 0 . (9)

This wavevector is in turn determined by the dispersion ϑk of the underlying fermions. For
simplicitly, we will only consider the case of a SDW with wavevector K = (ϖ, ϖ). The
frequency dependence of ω0(q, iε) also has an important influence on the dynamics of the
paramagnon fluctuations.



1.1. Fermi surface reconstruction



Let us now move into the antiferromagnetic metal phase, where we assume there is a P
condensate at wavevector K = (ω, ω)

→P i ↑ = εi N ẑ , (10)

where the factor
εi = ±1 (11)

on the two checkerboard sublattices of the square lattice, and N measuring the strength of the
Néel ordered moment shown in Fig. 2.

(a)

(b)

(a)

(b)

or
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Figure 2: Antiferromagnetic (Néel) order N of the spin density wave state. This can be an insulator at
p = 0, provided ! = N is large enough, as shown in Fig. 3. Otherwise, it is a metal with electron
and/or hole pocket Fermi surfaces, as shown in Fig. 3-5.

We wish to describe the excitations of this state. One class of excitations are spin waves:
these can be obtained by considering transverse fluctuations of P about the condensate in
(10) using the full action in (5). However, there are also low energy fermionic excitations in
the antiferromagnetic metal, which are gapped in the insulator. We can determine the
spectrum of the fermions by inserting (10) into the Yukawa coupling; using ωi = e

iK ·ri , with
K = (ε, ε), we can write the fermion Hamiltonian in momentum space

HAFM =
∑

k

[
ϑkc

†
kωckω → ! c

†
kωϖz

ωωck+K ,ω

]
+ constant. (12)

The is the analog of the BCS Hamiltonian for superconductivity, and the analog of the pairing
gap is the energy

! = N . (13)

But, in general, the spectrum of HAFM does not have a gap, as we will see below. As in BCS
theory, the value of N has to be determined self-consistently from the mean-field equations.
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Figure 3: Fermi surfaces of the Néel state at half-fillng, i.e. doping p = 0. The pockets intersecting the
diagonals of the Brillouin zone have both bands in (15) empty and so form hole pockets, while the
remaining pockets have both bands occupied and form electron pockets. The dashed line in the
insulator shows the boundary of the Brillouin zone of the Néel state

To obtain the fermionic excitation spectrum, we have to perform the analog of the Bogoliubov
rotation in BCS theory. This is achieved by writing HAFM in a 2 → 2 matrix form by using the
fact that 2K is a reciprocal lattice vector, and so ωk+2K = ωk ; correspondingly, the prime over
the summation indicates that it only extends over half the Brillouin zone of the underlying
lattice, shown in the left panel of Fig. 3, which is the Brillouin zone of the lattice with Néel
order.

HAFM =
→∑

k

(c†kω, c†k+K ,ω)

(
ωk ↑!εz

ωω

↑!εz
ωω ωk+K

)(
ckω

ck+K ,ω

)
. (14)

It is now easy to diagonalize the 2 → 2 matrix in (14), and we obtain

Ek± =
ωk + ωk+K

2
±

[(
ωk ↑ ωk+K

2

)2

+!2

]1/2

(15)



The spectrum in (15) is not gapped, or even positive definite. Rather, it is the spectrum of a
metal, in which the negative energy states are filled, and bounded by a Fermi surface. The
Fermi surfaces so obtained is shown in Figs. 3, 4, 5 for di!erent values of the electron density
1 → p. Here p is conventionally the hole doping, and electron doping corresponds to p < 0.
The dispersion ωk has hoppings t1,2,3 to first, second, and third neighbors with t1,3 > 0 and
t2 < 0 as appropriate for the cuprates.
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Figure 4: Fermi surfaces of the Néel state at p > 0. The pockets are as in Fig. 3. From (16), the area
of each hole pocket on the left (when ! is large and there are no electron pockets) is p/4, in units with
the square lattice Brillouin zone having unit area. This follows from the existence of 2 independent hole
pockets in the magnetic Brillouin zone, each with a spin degeneracy of 2.
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Figure 5: Fermi surfaces of the Néel state at p < 0, with pockets as in Figs. 3. From (16), the area of
each electron pocket on the left (when ! is large and there are no hole pockets) is |p|/2, in units with
the square lattice Brillouin zone having unit area. This follows from the existence of 1 independent
electron pocket in the magnetic Brillouin zone with a spin degeneracy of 2.

We observe that the ‘large’ Fermi surface of the paramagnetic metal has ‘reconstructed’ into
small pocket Fermi surfaces in the SDW state. The excitations of the SDW metal are hole-like
quasiparticles on the Fermi surfaces surrounding the hole pockets, and electron-like
quasiparticles on the Fermi surfaces surrounding the electron pockets. The spin wave
excitations interact rather weakly with the fermionic quasiparticle excitations: this can be see
from a somewhat involved computation from the e”ective action.
Finally, we discuss the fate of the Luttinger relation in this metal. The Luttinger relation
connects the volume enclosed by the Fermi surface to the density of electrons, modulo 2
electrons per unit cell. It should be applied in the Brillouin zone of the Néel state, which is
half the size of the Brillouin zone of the underlying square lattice, as shown in Fig. 3. In real
space, this corresponds to the fact that the unit cell has doubled, and so the density of
electrons per unit cell is 2(1 → p). For spinful electrons, the Luttinger relations measures
electron density modulo 2, and so the density appearing in the Luttinger relation is →2p. This
has to be equated to twice the volumes enclosed by the electron and hole pockets within the



diamond shaped Brillouin zone in Fig. 3. Let Ah be the area of a single elliptical hole pocket:
there are 4 such pockets in the complete Brillouin zone of the square lattice or 2 pockets in
the Brillouin zone of the Néel state, as is apparent from Figs. 3, 4, 5. Similarly, let Ae be the
area of a single elliptical electron pocket: there are 2 such pockets in the complete Brillouin
zone of the square lattice or 1 pocket in the Brillouin zone of the Néel state. These arguments
show that the Luttinger relation becomes

2 →
1

(2ω)2/2
→ (↑2Ah + Ae) = ↑2p . (16)

On the left hand side, the first factor is the spin degeneracy, and the second factor is the
inverse of the volume of the Brillouin zone of the Néel state. To reiterate, this is the
conventional Luttinger relation applied after accounting for the doubling of the unit cell, and it
determines a linear constraint on the areas of the electron and hole pockets.



Figure 6: Spectral density of hole (left) and electron (right) pockets at p = 0.16 and p = →0.16
respectively for the SDW state. The fractional area of each hole pocket is p/4, and the fractional area
of the electron pocket is |p|/2.

Fig 6 shows the electron spectral density (as measured by photoemission) at zero frequency for



both the electron and hole pockets.
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Triangular lattice antiferromagnet

Nearest-neighbor model has ordered spins
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Patrik Fazekas and P. W. Anderson, Philos. Mag. 30, 23 (1974).
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2. Bosonic spinon theory of quantum spin
liquids



Section 1 has obtained an insulator at p = 0 with Néel order N . Decreasing N eventually
leads to a metallic state with N = 0, even at p = 0. In this section we study the possibility of
decreasing N to zero at p = 0 while the system remains an insulator i.e. without closing the
gap to charged excitations.
As long as the charge gap is finite, we can perform a canonical transformation of the Hubbard
model in Eq. (1) to spin-only Heisenberg antiferromagnet

HJ =
∑

i<j

Jij Si · Sj . (17)

The Jij are short-ranged antiferromagnetic exchange interactions between S = 1/2 spins Si on
sites i . We will consider here the square and triangular lattices with nearest neighbor
interactions, but the methods generalize to a wide class of lattices and interaction ranges.
In this section, we employ a method which fractionalizes the spin operator into bosonic
partons. On the square lattice, this leads to the low energy U(1) gauge theory with complex
scalars in Eq. (72), and to the phase diagram in Fig. 16. This phase diagram is in good
agreement with numerical studies
[Ferrari and Becca, 2020, Nomura and Imada, 2021, Liu et al., 2024] of the square lattice
antiferromagnet with first and second neighbor exchange (the J1-J2 model), and also of
Sandvik’s J-Q model [Takahashi et al., 2024].



Section 3 fractionalizes the spin operator into fermionic partons. This leads ultimately to a
seemingly di!erent low energy theory on the square lattice: a SU(2) gauge theory with
massless Dirac fermions in Eq. (87), which initially did not agree with numerical studies of
square lattice antiferromagnets. Wang et al. [Wang et al., 2017] argued that the bosonic and
fermionic theories are equivalent, and that the confining phases of the SU(2) gauge theory
lead to the same phase diagram as the bosonic partons. This equivalence is powerful, as it
yields a toolbox of di!erent approaches to study the square lattice spin liquid. In particular,
upon including charge fluctuations, it is the fermionic parton theory that allows study of the
confining instability of the square lattice spin liquid to d-wave superconductivity that we study
in Sections 5 and 6.
In the bosonic parton approach, we introduce the Schwinger boson description
[Arovas and Auerbach, 1988], in terms of elementary S = 1/2 bosons. For the group SU(2)
the complete set of (2S + 1) states on site i are represented as follows

|S ,m→ ↑
1√

(S +m)!(S ↓ m)!
(b†i→)

S+m(b†i↑)
S↓m

|0→, (18)

where m = ↓S , . . . S is the z component of the spin (2m is an integer). We have introduced
two flavors of Schwinger bosons on each site, created by the canonical operator b†iω, with



ω =→, ↑, and |0↓ is the vacuum with no Schwinger bosons. The total number of Schwinger
bosons, nb, is the same for all the states; therefore

b
†
iωbiω = nb (19)

with

nb = 2S . (20)

The above representation of the states is completely equivalent to the operator identity
between the spin and Schwinger boson operators

Si =
1

2
b
†
iω ωωε biε (21)

where ε = x , y , z and the ω are the usual 2 ↔ 2 Pauli matrices.
The spin-states on two sites i , j can combine to form a singlet in a unique manner - the
wavefunction of the (unnormalized) singlet state is particularly simple in the boson formulation:

(
ϑωεb

†
iωb

†
jε

)2S
|0↓ (22)



Also, using the constraint in Eq. (19), the following Fierz-type identity can be established

(
ωωεb

†
iωb

†
jε

) (
ωϑϖbiϑbjϖ

)
= →2Si · Sj + n

2
b/2 + εijnb (23)

where ω is the totally antisymmetric 2 ↑ 2 tensor

ω =

(
0 1

→1 0

)
. (24)

This implies that HJ can be rewritten in the form (apart from an additive constant)

HJ = →
1

2

∑

i<j

Jij

(
ωωεb

†
iωb

†
jε

)(
ωϑϖbiϑbjϖ

)
(25)

This form makes it clear that HJ counts the number of singlet bonds.



2.1. Mean-field theory



We begin by the coherent state path integral of HJ in imaginary time ω at a temperature
ε = 1/T

ZJ =

∫
DQDbDϑ exp

(
→

∫ ω

0
LJ dω

)
, (26)

where

LJ =
∑

i

[
b
†
iε

(
d

dω
+ iϑi

)
biε → iϑinb

]

+
∑

<i ,j>

[
Jij |Qi ,j |

2

2
→

JijQ
→
i ,j

2
ϖεωbiεbjω + H.c .

]
. (27)

Here the ϑi fix the boson number of nb at each site; ω -dependence of all fields is implicit; Q

was introduced by a Hubbard-Stratonovich decoupling of HJ .
This procedure is similar to that employed in deriving the Landau-Ginzburg theory of
superconductivity from electron pairing, with the crucial di!erence that now the Lagrangian



LJ has a U(1) gauge invariance associated with the local constraint in Eq. (19):

b
†
iω → b

†
iω exp (iωi (ε))

Qi ,j → Qi ,j exp
(
↑iωi (ε) ↑ iωj (ε)

)

ϑi → ϑi +
ϖωi
ϖε

(ε) . (28)

The functional integral over LJ faithfully represents the partition function, but does require
gauge fixing. This gauge invariance leads to emergent gauge field degrees of freedom, as we
will see below.
We begin with mean-field saddle point of ZJ over the path integrals of Q and ϑ. The
saddle-point approximation is valid in the limit of a large number of spin flavors, but we do not
explore this here. With the saddle point values Qij = Q̄ij , iϑi = ϑ̄i we obtain a mean-field
Hamiltonian for the biω

HJ,MF =
∑

<i ,j>

(
Jij |Q̄ij |

2

2
↑

Jij Q̄
→
ij

2
ϱωεb

ω
i b

ε
j + H.c .

)

+
∑

i ϑ̄i (b
†
iωbiω ↑ nb) . (29)



This Hamiltonian is quadratic in the boson operators and all its eigenvalues can be determined
by a Bogoluibov transformation. This leads in general to an expression of the form

HJ,MF = EJ,MF [Q̄, ω̄] +
∑

µ

εµ[Q̄, ω̄]ϑ†
µωϑµω (30)

The index µ extends over 1 . . .number of sites in the system, EJ,MF is the ground state energy
and is a functional of Q̄, ω̄, εµ is the eigenspectrum of excitation energies which is also a
function of Q̄, ω̄, and the ϑω

µ represent the bosonic eigenoperators. The excitation spectrum
thus consists of non-interacting spinor bosons. The ground state is determined by minimizing
EJ,MF with respect to the Q̄ij subject to the constraints

ϖEMF

ϖω̄i
= 0 (31)

The saddle-point value of the Q̄ satisfies

Q̄ij = →ϱωεbiωbjε↑ (32)

Note that Q̄ij = ↓Q̄ji indicating that Q̄ij is a directed field - an orientation has to be chosen
on every link.



These saddle-point equations have been solved for the square and triangular lattices with
nearest neighbor exchange J, and they lead to stable and translationally invariant solutions for
ω̄i and Q̄ij . The only saddle-point quantity which does not have the full symmetry of the
lattice is the orientation of the Q̄ij . Note that although it appears that such a choice of
orientation appears to break inversion or reflection symmetries, such symmetries are actually
preserved: the Q̄ij are not gauge-invariant, and all gauge-invariant observables do preserve all
symmetries of the underlying Hamiltonian. For the square lattice, we have ω̄i = ω̄,
Q̄i ,i+x̂ = Q̄i ,i+ŷ = Q̄. Similarly, on the triangular lattice we have Q̄i ,i+êp = Q̄ for p = 1, 2, 3,
where the unit vectors

ê1 = (1/2,
→

3/2)

ê2 = (1/2, ↑
→

3/2)

ê3 = (↑1, 0) (33)

point between nearest neighbor sites of the triangular lattice. We sketch the orientation of the
Q̄ij on the triangular lattice in Fig. 7.
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Figure 7: Orientation of the nearest neighbor Q̄ij on the triangular lattice. Also shown are the labels of
the 3 sublattices.

We can also compute the dispersion ωk of the εk excitations. These are fractionalized bosonic
particles which carry spin S = 1/2 (‘spinons’). The dispersion on the square lattice is

ωk =
(
ϑ̄2

→ J
2
Q̄

2(sin kx + sin ky )
2
)1/2

(34)



while that on the triangular lattice is [Sachdev, 1992]

ωk =
(
ε̄2

→ J
2
Q̄

2(sin k1 + sin k2 + sin k3)
2
)1/2

(35)

with kp = k · êp. These are the spinons and the spinon dispersion on the triangular lattice is
plotted in Fig. 8, and that on the square lattice in Fig. 9.



Figure 8: Spinon dispersion on the triangular lattice [Sachdev, 1992]. Reprinted with permission from



APS.

Notice that the spinons have minima at two degenerate points in the Brillouin zone for both
lattices. For the square lattice, the minima are at k = ±(ω/2, ω/2) with an energy gap of(
ε̄2

→ 4J2Q̄2
)1/2

. For the triangular lattice they are at k = ±(4ω/3, 0) (and at wavevectors
separated from these by reciprocal lattice vectors). So there are a total of 4 spinon excitations
in both cases: 2 associated with the spin degeneracy of Sz = ±1/2, and 2 associated with the
degeneracy in the Brillouin zone spectrum.
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Figure 9: Dispersion of bosonic spinons in a square lattice spin liquid, from Eq. (34).



Next, we turn to spin-singlet excitations, i.e. understanding the nature of the spectrum of the
Qij and ωi fluctuations about the saddle point described above. At the outset, it appears that
we can view such fluctuations as composites of 2-spinon excitations, as both Qij and ωi couple
to spinon pair operators, and so conclude that such excitations should not be viewed as the
‘elementary’ excitations of the quantum state found so far. Furthermore, the saddle-point has
not broken any global symmetries of the Hamiltonian, and so it would appear that no such
composite excitations has any reason to be low energy without fine-tuning.
However, it does turn out that there are separate elementary excitations in the singlet sector,
and these arise from two distinct causes: (i) the gauge invariance in (28) leads to a gapless
“photon” excitation; (ii) there are topologically non-trivial configurations of Qij which lead to
excitations which appear as new saddle points. Excitations in the class (i) arise in the square
lattice case, while those in class (ii) appear on the triangular lattice, and these will be
considered separately in the following subsections.



2.2. Gauge excitations



The gauge transformations in (28) act on the phases of the Qij , and so it is appropriate to just
focus on the fluctuations of the phases of the Qij whose amplitudes are non-zero at the
saddle-point.
We define

Qi ,i+x̂ = Q̄ exp (i!ix)

Qi ,i+ŷ = Q̄ exp
(
i!iy

)
(36)

Then, the gauge transformations in (28) can be written as

!ix(ω) → !ix(ω) ↑ εi (ω) ↑ εi+x(ω)

!iy (ω) → !iy (ω) ↑ εi (ω) ↑ εi+y (ω)

ϑi → ϑi +
ϖεi
ϖω

(ω). (37)

The question before us is whether (28) imposes on us the presence of a gapless photon in the
low energy and long-wavelength limit. The answer is a”rmative, and the needed result is



obtained by parameterizing such fluctuations as follows

!ix(ω) = εiax(r , ω)

!iy (ω) = εiay (r , ω)

ϑi = →i ϑ̄ → εiaω (r , ω) (38)

where the aµ are assumed to be smooth functions of spacetime parameterized by the
continuum spatial co-ordinate r , and imaginary time ω ; the factor εi , defined in Eq. (11), has
opposite signs on any pair of nearest-neighbor sites. Then, taking the continuum limit of (37)
with ϖi (ω) = εiϖ(r , ω), we deduce from (38) that

ax ↑ ax → ϱxϖ

ay ↑ ay → ϱyϖ

aω ↑ aω → ϱωϖ (39)

So we reach the very important conclusion that aµ transforms just like a continuum U(1)
gauge field! Note that the factor εi in this U(1) gauge transformation implies from (28) that
the spinons bi carry opposite gauge charges on the two sublattices.



As in traditional field-theoretic analyses, (39) imposes the requirement that the
long-wavelength action of the aµ fluctuations must have the form

Sb =

∫
d
3
x

1

2K → (ωµωεεωaε)
2, (40)

and this describes a gapless aµ photon excitation, with a suitable velocity of ‘light’. So, on the
square lattice, the spectrum of spin-singlet states includes a linearly-dispersing photon mode.
Such a state is a U(1) spin liquid. Actually, the gapless photon of this U(1) spin liquid is
ultimately not stable because of monopole tunneling events; this involves a long and
interesting story [Read and Sachdev, 1989, Read and Sachdev, 1990, Senthil et al., 2004b,
Senthil et al., 2004a] which we will discuss briefly in Section 5. In the following subsection, we
will consider the case of the triangular lattice, where, the U(1) photon is gapped by the Higgs
mechanism to yield a Z2 spin liquid.
Now we have to consider 3 separate values of Qij per site, and so we replace (36) by

Qi ,i+êp = Q̄ exp
(
i!p,i

)
(41)

where p = 1, 2, 3, the vectors êp were defined (33), Q̄ is the mean-field value, and !p is a real
phase. The e”ective action for the !p,i must be invariant under

!p,i → !p,i ↑ ϑi ↑ ϑi+êp . (42)



Upon performing a Fourier transform, with the link variables !p placed on the center of the
links, the gauge invariance takes the form

!p(k) → !p(k) ↑ 2ω(k) cos(kp/2) (43)

The momentum k takes values in the first Brillouin zone of the triangular lattice. This
invariance implies that the e”ective action for the !p can only be a function of the following
gauge-invariant combinations:

Ipq(k) = 2 cos(kq/2)!p(k) ↑ 2 cos(kp/2)!q(k) (44)

We now wish to take the continuum limit at points in the Brillouin zone where the action
involves only gradients of the !p fields and thus has the possibility of gapless excitations. The
same analysis could have been applied to the square lattice, in which case there is only one
invariant Ixy . In this case, we choose k = g + q, with g = (ε, ε) (this corresponds to the
choice of ϑi above) and q small; then Ixy = qx!y ↑ qy!x which is clearly the U(1) flux
invariant under (39).
The situation is more complex for the case of the triangular lattice [Sachdev, 1992]. Now there
are 3 independent Ipq invariants, and it is not di#cult to see that only two of the three values



of cos(kp/2) can vanish at any point of the Brillouin zone. One such point is the wavevector

g =
2ω

→
3a

(0, 1) (45)

where

g · ê1 = ω

g · ê2 = ↑ω

g · ê3 = 0. (46)

Taking the continuum limit with the fields varying with momenta with close to g we find that
the Ipq depend only upon gradients of !1 and !2. It is also helpful to parametrize the !p in
the following suggestive manner (analogous to (38))

!1(r) = ia1(r)e
ig ·r

!2(r) = ↑ia2(r)e
ig ·r

!3(r) = H(r)e ig ·r (47)

It can be verified that the condition for the reality of !p is equivalent to demanding that
a1, a2,H be real. We will now take the continuum limit with a1, a2,H varying slowly on the



scale of the lattice spacing. It is then not di!cult to show that the invariants Ipq then reduce
to (after a Fourier transformation):

I12 = ω2a1 → ω1a2

I31 = ω1H → 2a1

I32 = ω2H → 2a2, (48)

where ωi is the spatial gradient along the direction êi . Thus the a1, a2 are the components of a
U(1) gauge field, with the components are taken along an ‘oblique’ co-ordinate system defined
by the axes ê1, ê2; this is just as in the square lattice. However, in addition to I12, we also have
the invariants I31 and I32 in the triangular lattice; we observe that this involves the field H

which transforms like the phase of charge ±2 Higgs field under the U(1) gauge invariance. So
the fluctuations of an isotropic triangular lattice will be characterized by an action of the form

Sb =

∫
d
3
x

1

2K →
[
I
2
12 + I

2
31 + I

2
32

]
, (49)

which replaces (40). This is the action expected in the Higgs phase of a U(1) gauge theory.
The Higgs condensate gaps out the U(1) photon, and so there are no gapless singlet excitations



on the triangular lattice. This is a necessary condition for mapping the present state onto a Z2

spin liquid (the reason for this nomenclature will become clearer in the following subsection).
The presentation so far of the gauge fluctuations described by a charge ±2 Higgs field coupled
to a U(1) gauge field would be appropriate for an anisotropic triangular lattice in which the
couplings along the ê3 direction are di!erent from those along ê1 and ê2. For an isotropic
triangular lattice, all three directions must be treated equivalently, and then there is no simple
way to take the continuum limit in the gauge sector: we have to work with the action in (49),
but with the invariants specified as in (44). Such an action does not have a gapless photon
anywhere in the Brillouin zone, and all gauge excitations remain gapped. There are other
choices for the wavevector g in (45) at which the other pairs of values of cos(kp/2) vanish;
these are the points

2ω
→
3

(→
3

2
, ↑

1

2

)
,

2ω
→
3

(
↑

→
3

2
, ↑

1

2

)
, (50)

which are related to the analysis above by the rotational symmetry of the triangular lattice.



2.3. Topological excitations on the triangular lattice



The analysis in Section 2 described small fluctuations in the phases of the Qij about their
saddle-point values Q̄. On the triangular lattice, we found that such fluctuations led only to
gapped excitations, which at higher energies become part of the two-spinon continuum.
Now we consider excitations which involve large deviations from the spatially uniform saddle
point values, and which turn out to be topologically protected. These excitations are closely
connected to the vortices in charged superfluids. Consider a scalar field ! with charge q

coupled to the electromagnetic U(1) gauge field A. This has stable vortex-like saddle points
with flux n”0, with ”0 = hc/q, for all integer n. We have seen above that the on the
triangular lattice, the Schwinger boson state has fluctuations described by a charge 2 Higgs
field H coupled to a U(1) gauge field aµ. In this case, we are normalizing the gauge field so
that ⊋c → 1, and so we can expect vortex solutions with aµ flux n(2ω)/2, for all integer n.
However, this is not quite correct. A crucial di#erence between the present theory and the
electromagnetic gauge field is that the aµ gauge field is ‘compact’: this mean that a gauge
field ax ,y is identical to ax ,y + 2ω, and tunneling events which change the total flux by 2ω are
allowed (these are ‘monopoles’, which will be considered further in Section 5). This means
that all vortex solutions with even n are identical to each other, as are those with odd n. The
n = 0 case corresponds to no vortex at all, and so there is only a single non-trivial vortex with
n = 1 and flux ω. This is the sought-after vison. Note that because fluxes ω and ↑ω are



identical, the vison saddle point preserves time-reversal symmetry. Similar excitations appear
in a Z2 gauge theory, and hence the Z2 spin liquid nomenclature.
In this section, we will obtain the vison saddle point solution by working with a lattice e!ective
action: this is essential to account for the influence of the monopoles. So we look for spatially
non-uniform solutions of the saddle-point equations (31) and (32). In general, solving such
equations is a demanding numerical task, and so we will be satisfied with a simplified analysis
which is valid when the spin gap is large. In the large spin gap limit, we can integrate out the
Schwinger bosons, and write the energy as a local functional of the Qij . This functional is
strongly constrained by the gauge transformations in (28): for time-independent Qij , this
functional takes the form

E [{Qij}] = →

∑

i<j

(
ω|Qij |

2 +
ε

2
|Qij |

4

)
→ K

∑

even loops

QijQ
→
jk . . . Q→

ωi (51)

Here ω, ε, and K are coupling constants determined by the parameters in the Hamiltonian of
the antiferromagnet. We have shown them to be site-independent, because we have only
displayed terms in which all links/loops are equivalent; they can depend upon links/loops for
longer range couplings provided the full lattice symmetry is preserved.
We can now search for saddle points of the energy functional in (51). Far from the center of



the vison, we have |Q
v
ij | = Q̄, so that the energy di!ers from the ground state energy only by a

finite amount. Closer to the center there are di!erences in the magnitudes. However, the key
di!erence is in the signs of the link variables, as illustrated in Fig. 10: there is a ‘branch-cut’
emerging from the vison core along which sgn(Qv

ij ) = →sgn(Q̄ij ). The results of a numerical
minimization [Huh et al., 2011] of E [{Qij}] on the the triangular lattice are shown in Fig. 10.





Figure 10: A vison on the triangular lattice [Huh et al., 2011]. The center of the vison is marked by the
X. The wavy line is the ‘branch-cut’ where we have sgn(Qv

ij ) = →sgn(Q̄ij ) only on the links crossed by

the line. Plotted is the minimization result of E [{Q̄ij}] with ω = 1, ε = →2,K = 0.5. Minimization is
done with the cluster embedded in a vison-free lattice with all nearest neighbor links equal to Q̄ij . The
numbers are (Q̄ij → Q

v
ij ) and the thickness of the links are proportional to (Qv

ij → Q̄ij )1/2. Reprinted
with permission from APS.

The magnitudes of Q
v
ij are suppressed close to the vison, and converge to Q̄ij as we move

away from the vison (modulo the sign change associated with the branch cut), analogous to
those in Abrikosov vortices. Despite the branch-cut breaking the 3-fold rotation symmetry, the
gauge-invariant fluxes of Q

v
ij preserve the rotation symmetry.

So we have found a stable real-vortex solution which preserves time-reversal, and has a finite
excitation energy. We have also anticipated that this vortex will be identified with the vison
particle of the Z2 spin liquid: more evidence for this identification will appear in Sections 2
and 3.



2.4. Dynamics of excitations on the triangular lattice



For the case of the triangular lattice, Sections 1 and 3 have identified two types of elementary
excitations: bosonic spinons with a 2-fold spin and a 2-fold lattice degeneracy, and a
topological excitation which we have anticipated will become with vison particle of a Z2 spin
liquid. We will now describe the dynamics of the interactions between these excitations, and
indeed verify that they reproduce the general structure associated with the Z2 spin liquid.
A similar analysis can also be carried for the U(1) spin liquid on the square lattice. However,
defer consideration of this case to Section 5.
The general structure of the theory controlling the low energy spectrum becomes clearer upon
taking a suitable continuum limit of the Lagrangian in (27), while replacing Qij = Q̄ij and
iωi = ω̄. We take the continuum limit after separating 3 sites, u, v , w , in each unit cell (see
Fig. 7). We write the boson operators on these sites as bωu = uω, bωv = vω etc. Then to the
needed order in spatial gradients, the Lagrangian density becomes [Huh et al., 2010]

L = u
→
ω
εuω
εϑ

+ v
→
ω
εvω
εϑ

+ w
→
ω
εwω

εϑ
+ ω̄

(
|uω|

2 + |vω|
2 + |wω|

2
)

→
3JQ̄

2
Jωε (uωvε + vωwε + wωuε) + c.c.

+
3JQ̄

8
Jωε (→uω · →vε + →vω · →wε + →wω · →uε] + c.c. (52)



We now perform a unitary transformation to new variables xω, yω, zω. These are chosen to
diagonalize only the non-gradient terms in L.




uω

vω

wω



 =
zω
→
6




1
ω
ω2



+ Jωε

z
→
ε

→
6




↑i

↑iω2

↑iω



+
yω
→
6




1
ω
ω2



+ Jωε

y
→
ε

→
6




i

iω2

iω





+
xω
→
3




1
1
1



 . (53)

where ω ↓ e
2ϑi/3. The tensor structure above makes it clear that this transformation is

rotationally invariant, and that xω, yω, zω transform as spinors under SU(2) spin rotations.
Inserting Eq. (53) into L we find

L = x
→
ω
εxω
εϑ

+ y
→
ω
εzω
εϑ

+ z
→
ω
εyω
εϑ

+ (ϖ̄ ↑ 3
→

3JQ̄/2)|zω|
2 (54)

+ (ϖ̄ + 3
→

3JQ̄/2)|yω|
2 + ϖ̄|xω|

2 +
3JQ̄

→
3

8

(
|εxzω|

2 + |εyzω|
2
)
+ . . .

The ellipses indicate omitted terms involving spatial gradients in the xω and yω which we will
not keep track of. This is because the fields yω and xω are massive relative to zω, and so can



be integrated out. This yields the e!ective Lagrangian

Lz =
1

(ω̄ + 3
→
3JQ̄/2)

|εω zε|
2 +

3JQ̄
→
3

8

(
|εxzε|

2 + |εyzε|
2
)

+(ω̄ ↑ 3
→

3JQ̄/2)|zε|
2 + . . . (55)

Note that the omitted spatial gradient terms in xε, yε do contribute a correction to the spatial
gradient term in (55), and we have not accounted for this.
So we reach the important conclusion that the spinons are described by a relativistic complex
scalar field zε. Counting the two values of ϑ, and the particle and anti-pariticle excitations, we
have a total of 4 spinons, as expected.
Next, we consider the higher order terms in (55), which will arise from including the
fluctuations of the gapped fields Q and ω. Rather than computing these from the microscopic
Lagrangian, it is more e”cient to deduce their structure from symmetry considerations. The
representation in (53), and the connection of the uε, vε, wε to the lattice degrees of freedom,
allow us to deduce the following symmetry transformations of the xε, yε, zε:

Under a global spin rotation by the SU(2) matrix gεϑ , we have zε ↓ gεϑzϑ , and similarly
for xε, and yε.



Under a 120→ lattice rotation, we have uω → vω, vω → wω, wω → uω. From (53), we see
that this symmetry is realized by

zω → ωzω , yω → ωyω , xω → xω. (56)

Note that this is distinct from the SU(2) rotation because det(ω) ↑= 1.

Finally, there is a crucial Z2 gauge symmetry, which is the remnant of the U(1) gauge
symmetry in Eq. (28). This is the transformation

ziω → µi ziω (57)

where µi = ±1 has an arbitrary site-dependence.

It is easy to verify that Eq. (54) is invariant under all the symmetry operations above. These
symmetry operators make it clear that the only allowed quartic term for the Heisenberg
Hamiltonian is

(∑
ω |zω|

2
)2
: this quartic term added to Lz yields a theory with O(4)

symmetry, corresponding to rotations between the 4 real fields that can be extracted from the
2 complex field zω.
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Figure 11: Magnetic ordering transition driven by tuning r in (58). Fractionalized anyonic excitations
are present only for r > rc , and so there is a ‘confinement’ transition at r = rc . The critical theory is
expressed in terms of bosonic spinons zω, and is an example of deconfined critical theory. There is



evidence for such a transition in KYbSe2 [Scheie et al., 2024].

We also observe from (55) that the zω field will condense when

r = (ω̄ → 3
↑

3JQ̄/2) (58)

becomes negative as ε is varied across εc . This condensation breaks the spin rotation
symmetry, and leads to a quantum phase transition to a phase with coplanar antiferromgnetic
long-range order, as illustrated in Fig. 11. This order parameter of this coplanar
antiferromagnet is related to Z2 gauge-invariant bilinears of zω by

Si ↓ Im [exp (iQ · r) ϑωεzεωωϑzϑ] , (59)

where the wavevector Q = (4ϖ/a)(1/3, 1/
↑
3).

Let us now consider the motion of the vison elementary excitation, which we illustrated earlier
in Fig. 12. The vison is located at the center of a triangle, and so can tunnel between
neighboring triangular cells. We are interested here in any possible Berry phases the vison
could pick up upon tunneling around a closed path.
In Section 3, we characterized the vison by the saddle-point configuration Q

v
ij of the bond

variables in the Hamiltonian (29). By diagonalizing this Hamiltonian



[Sachdev, 1992, Huh et al., 2011], we can show that the wavefunction of the vison can be
written as

|!v
→ = P exp




∑

i<j

f
v
ij Jωεb

†
iωb

†
jε



 |0→, (60)

where |0→ is the boson vaccum, P is a projection operator which selects only states which obey
(19), and the boson pair wavefunction f

v
ij = ↑f

v
ji is determined from (29) by a Bogoliubov

transformation.
Let us now consider the motion of a single vison [Huh et al., 2011]. The gauge-invariant Berry
phases are those associated with a periodic motion, and so let us consider the motion of a
vison along a general closed loop C. We illustrated the simple case where C encloses a single
site of the triangular lattice in Fig. 12.



X

X
X

X

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 12: Adiabatic motion of a vison (denoted by the X) around a single site of the triangular lattice



(denoted by the filled circle). The initial state is in (a), and the final state is in (d), and these di!er by
a gauge transformation under which biω → ↑biω only on the filled circle site.

The wavy lines indicate sgn(Qv
ij ) = ↑sgn(Q̄ij ), as in Fig. 10. The last state is

gauge-equivalent to the first state, after the gauge transformation b
ω
i → ↑b

ω
i only for the site

i marked by the filled circle. As long as the vison wavefunction can be chosen to be purely
real, it is clear that no Berry phase is accumulated from the time-evolution of the
wavefunction as the vison tunnels around the path C. However, there can still be a non-zero
Berry phase because a gauge-transformation is required to map the final state to the initial
state. The analysis in Fig. 12 shows that the required gauge transformation is

b
ω
i → ↑b

ω
i , for i inside C

b
ω
i → b

ω
i , for i outside C. (61)

By Eq. (19), each site has nb = 2S bosons, and so the total Berry phase accumulated by |”v
↓

is
ωnb ↔ (number of sites enclosed by C) . (62)

For the important case of S = 1/2, the vison experiences a flux of ω for every site of the
triangular lattice. This phase factor of ω is related to an ‘anomaly’ associated with the global



U(1) boson number symmetry, and translational symmetry
[Bonderson et al., 2016, Else and Senthil, 2021], and was first noted in
Refs. [Jalabert and Sachdev, 1991, Sachdev and Vojta, 1999] as a feature of Z2 spin liquids
with half-integer spin. In particular, this result implies the RVB state is an odd Z2 spin liquid.
A notable features of (62) is that the quantized integer value of nb = 2S is important. Memory
of this quantization was lost in the mean field theory of Section 1, which was sensible also for
non-integer values of nb. So inclusion of the vison fluctuations restores the quantization of
spin. A more complete theory for the vison fluctuations appears below in Section 4.
Proceeding the identification of the present Schwinger boson spin liquid with the Z2 spin
liquid, we need to establish that the spinons and visons are mutual semions. This is
immediately apparent from a glance at Figs. 10 and 13.



X
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Figure 13: Mutual statistics of e and m particles. This process leads to a Berry phase of →1, when the
e particle crosses the branch cut of the m particle.



The Q
v
ij transport the spinons from site to site, and for spinon encircling a vison in a large

circuit, the only di!erence between the cases with and without the vison is the branch cut.
This branch cut yields an additional phase of ω in the vison amplitude, and provides the
needed phase for mutual semion statistics [Read and Sachdev, 1991, Wen, 1991].
We can now identify the e, ε, and m anyons, in the abstract topological characterization of the
Z2 spin liquid obtained from the toric code. The e anyon is the the Schwinger boson itself, bω.
This is mutual semion with respect to the vison, and so we identify the vison with the m

particle. Finally, the ε anyon is obtained by the fusion ε = e → m, and so the ε anyon is a
bound state of e and m. The ε anyon is a fermion as can be deduced by computing the Berry
phase associated with exchanging one bound state of e and m with another bound state, as
shown in Fig. 14.



X
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Figure 14: Two ω particles undergoing an exchange: after traversing the path shown, a translation
returns the ω particles to the original state. Each ω particle is a bound state of a vison (the m particle)
and the sω bosonic spinon (the e particle). This process leads to a Berry phase of →1, when the moving
e particle crosses the branch cut of the stationary m particle.

(Note that this ‘long-distance’ Berry phase is multiplied by the ‘short-distance’ vison motion
phases discussed in Section 2.) It is quite remarkable that a microscopic theory of bosonic
spins S , expressed in terms of fractionalized bosons sω, yields an excitation which is a fermion:
this is one indication of the presence of long-range entanglement and topological order.
An alternative formulation of the Z2 spin liquid on the triangular lattice proceeds by expressing



the spins S in terms of Schwinger fermions fω. For the Z2 spin liquid, the fω spinons would
become the ω particles, and the bosonic e would be the bound state of the fω and the m vison.
So ultimately, independent of whether we choose to fractionalize the S spins in terms of
bosonic or fermionic partons, we obtain the same characterization of the observable excitations
in the resulting Z2 spin liquid. This identity also extends to the symmetry transformations of
the anyons, as has been shown in some detail on the kagome lattice [Lu et al., 2017].
We now combine the above results for the dynamics of spinons and visons to write down a Z2

gauge theory which couples the ziω to a dynamic Z2 gauge field Zij on the links of a
3-dimensional hexagonal lattice (i.e. stacked triangular lattices):

ZZ2 =
∑

Zij=±1

∏

i

∫
dziωε

(
∑

ω

|ziω|
2
→ 1

){
∏

i

Zi ,i+ε

}2S

exp (→HZ2 [zω,Z ])

HZ2 [zω,Z ] = →J2

∑

→ij↑

Zij
(
z
↓
iωzjω + c.c.

)
→ K

∑

↔,↭

∏

ij↗↔,↭
Zij . (63)

Here the ziω reside on the sites i of the hexagonal lattice, and the K term acts on the
triangular plaquettes of the spatial plane, and the rectangular plaquettes along the temporal
direction. The Zij descend from the Qij by fixing their magnitudes and allowing their signs to



be dynamical via

Qij →
∣∣Qij

∣∣Zij (64)

Then from Eq. (28), the Z2 gauge transformation in Eq. (57) acts on the Z2 gauge field via

Zij ↑ µiZijµj . (65)

The novel term in Eq. (63), beyond those found in the lattice gauge theory literature, is the
prefactor of the exponential in the curly brackets: this is the Berry phase term for half-integer
spin S . It is a direct consequence of the presence of a background Z2 gauge charge on each
site, as implied by Eqs. (19) and (61) [Shackleton and Sachdev, 2025], and so accounts of the
motion of visons in a background ω flux.
The partition function in Eq. (63) has been studied by quantum Monte Carlo, and yields the
phase diagram in Fig. 15.



Figure 15: Phase diagram of ZZ2 in Eq. (63) obtained via sign-problem-free quantum Monte Carlo in



Ref. [Shackleton and Sachdev, 2025].

Apart from the ordered antiferromagnet and the Z2 spin liquid in Fig. 11, here we obtain a
valence bond solid (VBS) state as a consequence of the Berry phase term
[Jalabert and Sachdev, 1991, Sachdev and Vojta, 1999]. This is gapped state which preserves
spin rotation invariance, but breaks lattice translational symmetry.
The transition from the ordered antiferromagnet to the Z2 spin liquid is not influenced by the
Berry phase term (because the visons remains gapped at this transition), and is described by
the O(4) Wilson-Fisher critical theory [Chubukov et al., 1994b, Chubukov et al., 1994a].
However, there is an important di!erence in the structure of the observable order parameter.
Note that zω was obtained from the continuum limit of the spinon sω, and so it is
fractionalized degree of freedom, carrying a unit Z2 charge. Correlators of zω are therefore not
observable, only those of gauge-invariant bilinear combinations. This is denoted by stating the
universality class of the transition is actually O(4)→. This critical theory has the same
exponents as the O(4) theory, but some observables in a finite geometry are di!erent
[Whitsitt and Sachdev, 2016]. As the critical fields of the theory are fractionalized spinons,
this is an example of a ‘deconfined critical point’.
Near the multicritical region where the 3 phases meet in Fig. 15, there could be additional



deconfined criticality [Shackleton and Sachdev, 2025] associated with a U(1) gauge theory of
fermionic spinons [Song et al., 2020a, Song et al., 2019, Wietek et al., 2024] which we do not
explore here.



2.5. Dynamics of excitations on the square lattice



We now examine the low energy theory on the square lattice in the regime where the energy
gap of the spinon excitations is small. Here, we can take a continuum limit for the spinons,
and also account for the fluctuations of Q and ω. For the spinons, we introduce the
wavevector at the minimum spinon gap k0 = (ε/2, ε/2) and parameterize on the
checkerboard A and B sublattices (with ix + iy even and odd)

bAiω = ϑ1ω(ri )e
ik0·ri

bB iω = →iϖωεϑ2ε(ri )e
ik0·ri . (66)

For Q and ω, we use the parameterization already discussed in Section 1.
We insert these parameterizations into the spinon action, perform a gradient expansion, and
transform the Lagrangian LJ into (a is the lattice spacing)

Lz =

∫
d
2
r

2a2

[
ϑ→
1ω

(
d

dϱ
+ iaϑ

)
ϑ1ω + ϑ→

2ω

(
d

dϱ
→ iaϑ

)
ϑ2ω

+ω̄
(
|ϑ1ω|

2 + |ϑ2ω|
2
)

→ 2JQ̄ (ϑ1ωϑ2ω + ϑ→
1ωϑ→

2ω)

+(J/2)Q̄a
2 [(→ + ia)ϑ1ω (→ → ia)ϑ2ω

+ (→ → ia)ϑ→
1ω (→ + ia)ϑ→

2ω]

]
. (67)



We now introduce the fields

zω = (ω1ω + ω→
2ω)/

→

2

εω = (ω1ω ↑ ω→
2ω)/

→

2 ,

to map Eq. (67) to

Lz =

∫
d
2
r

2a2

[
ε→
ω

(
d

dϑ
+ iaε

)
zω ↑ εω

(
d

dϑ
↑ iaε

)
z
→
ω

+ϖ̄
(
|zω|

2 + |εω|
2
)

↑ 2JQ̄
(
|zω|

2
↑ |εω|

2
)

+(J/2)Q̄a
2
[
|(→ + ia) zω|

2
↑ |(→ + ia)εω|

2
]]

. (68)

From Eq. (68), it is clear that the the ε fields have ‘mass’ ϖ̄ + 2JQ̄, while the z fields have a
mass ϖ̄ ↑ 2JQ̄ which vanishes at a quantum phase transition where the zω condense, leading
to Néel order. The ε fields can therefore be safely integrated out, and Lz yields the following
e!ective action, valid at distances much larger than the lattice



spacing [Read and Sachdev, 1989, Read and Sachdev, 1990]:

Se! =

∫
d
2
r

4
→
2a

∫
dω

{
|(εµ ↑ iaµ)zω|

2 +
!2

c2
|z

ω
|
2

}
. (69)

Here µ extends over x , y , ω , c =
→
2JQ̄a is the spin-wave velocity, we have rescaled ω ↓ ω/c ,

and ! = (ϑ̄2
↑ 4J2Q̄2

1)
1/2 is the gap towards spinon excitations. Thus the long-wavelength

theory describes a spin liquid with of a massive, spin-1/2, relativistic, boson zω (spinon)
excitation coupled to a U(1) gauge field aµ.
The continuum theory also makes it easy to determine the fate of the antiferromagnet when
the spin energy gap vanishes. We expect that zω will bose condense, and this will break the
spin rotation symmetry; a term quartic in zω will be needed to stabilize the condensate. But
zω carries a U(1) gauge charge, and so is not directly observable. Following the definitions of
the underlying spin operators, it is not di”cult to show that the gauge-invariant composite

N = z
→
ωωωεzε ↔ ϖiSi (70)

is just the Néel order parameter of Fig. 2.
However, there is an important ingredient that our low energy theory has not yet considered.
These are non-perturbative fluctuations of aµ which are Dirac monopoles in 2+1 dimensional



spacetime. We will not carry out a full analysis here, and merely summarize some important
consequences. An important result is that the spin liquid noted above is ultimately not a spin
liquid. It is unstable to proliferation of monopoles, and ultimately confines a valence bond
solid. But monopoles do not have a significant e!ect on the Néel state.
On general symmetry grounds, we extend Eq. (69) to a theory for the vicinity of the quantum
critical point at which the spinon gap vanishes [Sachdev and Jalabert, 1990]:

SU(1) =

∫
d
3
x (Lz + Lmonopole) + SB

Lz = |(ωµ → iaµ)zω|
2 + g |zω|

2 + u
(
|zω|

2
)2

+ K (εµεϑωεaϑ)
2

Lmonopole = →y

(
Ma + M

†
a

)

SB = i2S
∑

i

ϑi

∫
dϖ aiϖ . (71)

The theory Lz is also known as the CP1 model. We have included monopoles Ma in the
gauge field aµ, and also the Berry phase of the spinons in the ground state.
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Valence bond solid (VBS)

Figure 16: Phase diagram of the U(1) gauge theory with bosonic spinons, Eq. (72). The Néel order



appears in a Higgs phase where the bosonic spinons are condensed. The VBS order appears in the
confining phase, and is induced by the Berry phases of the confining monopoles. The same phase
diagram applies to the fermionic spinon theory in Eq. (94), and the SO(5) ω-model with the WZW
term in Eq. (101).

As we tune the coupling g in Eq. (71), we can expect the 2 phases shown in Fig. 16:
(i) Néel phase, g < gc : the spinon zω condenses in a Higgs phase with →zω↑ ↓= 0. The aµ

gauge field is Higgsed, and spin rotation symmetry is broken by opposite polarization of the
spins on the two sublattices.
(ii) Valence bond solid (VBS), g > gc : the spinons are gapped. For half-integer spin S , there
is broken translational symmetry by the crystallization of valence bonds in the pattern shown
in Fig. 16.
We now obtain a potential gapless spin liquid if there is a continuous quantum phase
transition at g = gc . For half-integer spin S , the single monopole terms in Eq. (71) average to
zero at long wavelengths from the Berry phases, and only quadrupoled monopole terms
survive. So we can simplify the continuum theory for the vicinity of the quantum critical point
to [Senthil et al., 2004b, Senthil et al., 2004a]

Lz = |(εµ ↔ iaµ)zω|
2 + g |zω|

2 + u
(
|zω|

2
)2

+ K (ϑµεϑεεaϑ)
2
↔ y4

(
M

4
a + M

†4
a

)
, (72)



where y4 is the quadrupoled monopole fugacity. There is ample numerical evidence that y4 is
irrelevant near a possible critical point, and so the question reduces to whether the theory Lz

at y4 = 0 exhibits a critical point which realizes a conformal field theory in 2+1 dimensions.
This is a question that has been studied extensively in numerics, and it is clear that a
‘deconfined critical’ description is suitable over a substantial length scale: with fractionalized
spinons interacting with a U(1) gauge field in the absence of monopoles
[Nahum et al., 2015, Chen et al., 2024, Liu et al., 2024, Chester and Su, 2024,
Takahashi et al., 2024, Zhou et al., 2024b].
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3. Fermionic spinon theory of quantum spin
liquids



We now present an alternative analysis of the square lattice antiferromagnet in Eq. (17),
replacing the bosonic partons in Eq. (21) by fermionic partons. This will ultimately lead to the
same phase diagram as in Fig. 16, but with a dual description of the phases and the criticality.
This dual fermionic description turns out to be the most e!cient way to describe the
connection between the critical spin liquid and d-wave superconductivity in the doped
antiferromagnet, as we will see in Section 5.
The following Schwinger fermion representation applies only for S = 1/2

Si =
1

2
f
†
iω ωωε fiε (73)

where fiω are canonical fermions obeying the constraint
∑

ω

f
†
iωfiω = 1 , for all i . (74)

While the bosonic parton representation led to the U(1) gauge symmetry in Eq. (28), it turns
out the Eqs. (73) and (74) have a larger SU(2) gauge invariance, and this will be crucial to
our results. The analysis is clearest upon introducing a matrix notation for the fermions

Fi →

(
fi→ ↑fi↑
f
†
i↑ f

†
i→

)
(75)



This matrix obeys the ‘reality’ condition

F
†
i = ωy

F
T
i ωy . (76)

Now we can write Eq. (73) as

Si = →
1

4
Tr(Fi ωzωTωz

F
†
i ) . (77)

The SU(2) gauge symmetry is now associated with a SU(2) matrix Vi under which
[A!eck et al., 1988, Dagotto et al., 1988, Coleman and Andrei, 1989]

Fi ↑ Vi Fi , (78)

which is easily seen to leave the spin operator in Eq. (77) invariant. The global spin rotation
symmetry is however

Fi ↑ Fi ωz”Tωz . (79)

where ” is the S = 1/2 spin rotation matrix defined by
(

fi→
fi↑

)
↑ ”

(
fi→
fi↑

)
. (80)



Next we insert Eq. (77) into Eq. (17), and perform Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation to
obtain an e!ective Hamiltonian for the spinons, following the same procedure as for bosonic
spinons. We skip the intermediate steps, and focus directly on the fermion bilinear
Hamiltonian on symmetry grounds; we obtain the mean-field nearest-neighbor spin liquid
Hamiltonian for the spinons of the ω-flux phase [A”eck and Marston, 1988]:

HSLf =
iJ

2

∑

→ij↑

eij

[
Tr

(
F

†
i Fj

)
→ Tr

(
F

†
j Fi

)]

= iJ

∑

→ij↑

eij

(
#†

i #j → #†
j#i

)
; #i ↑

(
fi↓
f
†
i↔

)
, (81)

where eij = ±1 represents ω-flux on the fermions as shown in Fig. 17. We choose eij = →eji
and

ei ,i+x̂ = 1 , ei ,i+ŷ = (→1)x , (82)

where i = (x , y), x̂ = (1, 0), ŷ = (0, 1).
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eij = 1

Figure 17: Background ω flux acting on the spinons f , and also on the chargons B .

In the chosen form, it is evident that HSlf is invariant under the global spin rotation in
Eq. (79), and also at least the gobal gauge transformation associate with Eq. (78). We have
chosen the hopping to be pure imaginary because of the identity

Tr
(
F

†
i Fj

)
= →Tr

(
F

†
j Fi

)
. (83)

We can now easily diagonalize the Hamiltonion in Eq. (81), and obtain the fermionic
dispersion spectrum analogous to Eq. (34)

εk = ±2J
(
sin2 kx + sin2 ky

)1/2
. (84)



We show a plot of this analogous to Fig. 9 in Fig. 18.
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Figure 18: Dispersion of fermionic spinons in Eq. (84).



Unlike the bosonic spinons, the energy of the fermionic spinons is allowed to be negative, and
the negative energy fermion states are occupied in the ground state. The constraint in
Eq. (74) is then automatically satisfied. Notice the two independent nodal Dirac points at kv ,
v = 1, 2 with

k1 = (0, 0) , k2 = (0, ω) . (85)

The index v is the ‘valley’.



3.1. Low energy SU(2) gauge theory.



Going beyond mean field theory, while still remaining on the lattice, we extend the mean field
Hamiltonian in Eq. (81) to be invariant under space-dependent SU(2) gauge symmetries. To
achieve this, we need to introduce a SU(2) gauge field Uij = U

†
ji on each lattice link upon

which the SU(2) gauge transformation acts as

Uij → Vi UijV
†
j . (86)

Then, by gauge invariance, we extend Eq. (81) to

HSLf =
iJ

2

∑

→ij↑

eij

[
Tr

(
F

†
i UijFj

)
↑ Tr

(
F

†
j UjiFi

)]

= iJ

∑

→ij↑

eij

(
!†

i Uij!j ↑ !†
jUji!i

)
; !i ↓

(
fi↓
f
†
i↔

)
, (87)

The first form in terms of F makes both the SU(2) gauge invariance and the SU(2) spin
rotation invariance explicit, while in the second form in terms of ! only the gauge invariance is
explicit.
If we had not used the pure imaginary hopping in Eq. (81), then the mean-field Hamiltonian
would break (‘Higgs’) the SU(2) gauge symmetry to a smaller symmetry. A ‘staggered flux’



ansatz which breaks the SU(2) down to U(1) has commonly been used in the literature
[Lee et al., 2006]. However, it is now known that this U(1) spin liquid allows single monopole
perturbations [Alicea, 2008, Song et al., 2020b] (unlike the quadrupole monopole
perturbations in Eq. (72)), and such single monopole terms are expected to drive a strong
instability to confinement. So we don’t consider the staggered-flux U(1) spin liquid.
The continuum formulation of this theory can be obtained by following the same procedure as
in Section 5, but we have to carefully account for the SU(2) gauge symmetry. First, neglecting
gauge fluctuations of Uij for now, let us write Eq. (81) in momentum space, in terms of the
fermions Fs(k), where s = A,B is a sublattice index. Now the sublattices refer to sites with ix

even and odd, which are the two sites in the unit cell. We obtain

HSLf = →J

∑

k

Tr
(
F

†(k) [ωx sin(kx) + ωz sin(ky )]F
†(k)

)
, (88)

where ωω, with ε = x , y , z , are Pauli matrices in sublattice space. Next, analogous to Eq. (66),



we take the continuum limit near the valley momenta in terms of Xsv (r , ω)

FAi =
∑

v

XAv (r , ω)e
ikv ·ri

FB i =
∑

v

XBv (r , ω)e
ikv ·ri (89)

for i on the A and B sublattices respectively. This yields the imaginary time Lagrangian density

LX =
1

2
Tr

(
X

† [εω + 2Jiϑxεx + 2Jiϑzµzεy ]X
)

, (90)

where µε are the Pauli matrices in valley space. We recall that the fermion Xsv has
four-components, and each component is a 2 → 2 matrix which obeys the reality condition in
Eq. (76). We can write this in a relativistic Dirac form

LX =
i

2
Tr

(
X̄ϖµεµX

)
, (91)

with the definitions

X̄ = ↑iX
†ϖ0 , ϖ0 = ϑyµz , ϖx = ϑzµz , ϖy = ↑ϑx , (92)



where we have absorbed factor of c = 2J for the velocity of light. Finally, it is a simple matter
to include the SU(2) gauge field by taking the continuum limit by writing

Uij = exp
(
→iA

ω
ijω

ω
)

(93)

(where ωω are the Pauli matrices in SU(2) gauge space) and expanding the exponential. We
then obtain

LX =
i

2
Tr

(
X̄εµ

[
ϑµ → iA

ω
µωω

]
X

)
. (94)

The theory in Eq. (94) is the analog of the Lz in Eq. (71) for bosonic spinons. The latter
theory was a U(1) gauge theory with two relativistic complex scalars zε. In the present case,
we have a SU(2) gauge theory with Nf = 2 massless Dirac fermions, associated with valley
index v . The global symmetry of zε was just spin rotations z ↑ Rz . In contrast, here we have
emergent global symmetry which combines spin and valley rotations. A first guess is a SU(4)
symmetry generalizing Eq. (79)

X ↑ XL , (95)

where L acts on spin and valley space with L
†
L = 1. However, imposition of the reality

condition Eq. (76) shows that we also need

L
T = ωy

L
†ωy , (96)



and so the symmetry is only Sp(4)=SO(5)/Z2 [Ran and Wen, 2006, Wang et al., 2017]. In
terms of the Hermitian Lie algebra elements M, with L = e

iM , the reality condition is

M
T = →ωy

Mωy . (97)

Requiring that M commute with the εµ, we can now write down the 10 elements of the Lie
algebra of Sp(4)=SO(5)/Z2

M = {ωx , ωy , ωz , µzωx , µzωy , µzωz , ϑxµy , ϑxµxωx , ϑxµxωy , ϑxµxωz
} . (98)

The remaining 5 SU(4) generators which commute with the εµ are (t = 1 . . . 5)

!t = {µz , ϑxµx , ϑxµyωx , ϑxµyωy , ϑxµyωz
} . (99)

The !t all anti-commute with each other, and transform as a SO(5) vector under the
generators in Eq. (98). It is now straightforward to check by working back to the lattice
operators from the information above that the vector iTr

(
X̄!tX

)
corresponds precisely to the

5 components of the orders parameters shown in Fig. 16: the first two components are the
VBS order, and the last 3 components are the Néel order N in Eq. (70)
[Ran and Wen, 2006, Wang et al., 2017].



Wang et al. [Wang et al., 2017] have argued that the likely fate of the SU(2) gauge theory
upon confinement is a state which the SO(5) symmetry is spontaneously broken with
→iTr

(
X̄!tX

)
↑ ↓= 0. The lattice model does not have exact SO(5) symmetry, and the choice

between the Néel and VBS components of !t is made by additional 4-fermi terms that can be
added to Eq. (94). So the ultimate fate of the theory is essentially identical to the fate of the
bosonic spinon theory in Section 1, as illustrated in Fig. 16. This is essentially the reason for
the duality between the theories in Section 1 and 1, and Wang et al. have provided additional
topological arguments.



3.2. SO(5) non-linear ω-model



There is a third formulation of the theories in Section 1 and 1 which is useful for some
purposes, as we illustrate in Fig. 19.
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Figure 19: Three field-theoretical formulations of the S = 1/2 square lattice antiferromagnet near the
Néel-VBS transition in Fig. 16. All three are valid descriptions [Wang et al., 2017], but the SU(2)
gauge theory of Dirac fermions is the most convenient starting point to describe the connection to
d-wave superconductivity.



This is obtained most simply by coupling Eq. (94) to the SO(5) vector order parameter, and
integrating out the fermions. Introducing the SO(5) fundamental unit length field nt , ntnt = 1
to Eq. (94)

LXn =
i

2
Tr

(
X̄ωµ

[
εµ → iA

ω
µϑω

]
X

)
→ intTr

(
X̄!tX

)
, (100)

we integrate out the Dirac fermions following the analysis of
Ref. [Abanov and Wiegmann, 2000] and obtain

Ln =
1

2g
(εµnt)

2 + 2ϖi![nt ] (101)

The last term is the Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) term at level 1: it is a Berry phase
associated with spacetime textures of nt , a higher dimensional analog of the Berry phase of a
single spin which is proportional to area enclosed by a spherical path
[Lee and Sachdev, 2015, Wang et al., 2017]: an explicit expression of ![nt ] requires 4+1
dimensions with an emergent spatial direction. Upon reduction to a O(3) non-linear sigma
model for the Néel order parameter N in Eq. (70), the WZW term reduces
[Tanaka and Hu, 2005] to the Berry phases of the monopoles noted near Eq. (72).
Also, note that while the SO(5) symmetry is explicit in the fermionic spinon theory in



Eq. (94), it is not explicit in the bosonic spinon theory in Eq. (72), but expected to be
emergent [Senthil and Fisher, 2006].
The form in Eq. (101) has been exploited in recent numerical work on the fuzzy sphere
[Zhou et al., 2024b]. Their results, and those of a number of other numerical works
[Hering et al., 2019, Nahum et al., 2015, Ferrari and Becca, 2020, Nomura and Imada, 2021,
Chen et al., 2024, Liu et al., 2024, Chester and Su, 2024, Takahashi et al., 2024] show that
the critical spin liquid defined by Eq. (72), Eq. (94), or (101) is stable over a substantial
intermediate energy and length scales, before ultimately confining into a Néel or VBS state.
This intermediate range stability is not a bug, but a feature ideal for our purpose in Section 6
of defining a FL* state at intermediate temperatures, which ultimately confines to variety of
other states at low temperatures.
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No broken symmetry

At large p, we obtain a gas of nearly free 
fermionic holes of density 1+p (relative to 
the filled band with 2 electrons per site)

tion (LDA), which are in good agreement with previous
calculations [11,12], and a tight-binding fit of the experi-
mentally determined FS. The spectra in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
were measured along momentum space directions near the
nodal and antinodal regions of the BZ, as indicated by the
arrows in Fig. 1(a). Dispersive features are clearly observ-
able, with a behavior which is ubiquitous among the cup-
rates [1]. Close to the nodal direction the QP peak exhibits
a pronounced dispersion that can be followed over
!250 meV below EF; near "!; 0#, on the other hand, the
band is much shallower with a van Hove singularity
!39 meV below EF. By integrating over a $5 meV win-
dow about EF the ARPES spectra normalized at high
binding energies, one obtains an estimate for the normal-
state FS [Fig. 1(d); the EF-intensity map across two BZs
was downfolded to the reduced zone scheme and symme-
trized with respect to the BZ diagonal, taking an average
for equivalent k points, and then fourfolded]. As discussed
later, at T % 10 K a d-wave SC gap is open along the FS;
thus this procedure returns the loci of minimum excitation
energy across the gap, which, however, still correspond to
the underlying normal-state FS crossings [1].

The FS of Tl2201-OD30 [Fig. 1(d)] consists of a large
hole-pocket centered at "!;!#, which, as suggested by the
low binding energy of the van Hove singularity [Fig. 1(c)],
appears to be approaching a topological transition from
hole to electronlike. The FS volume, counting holes, is
63$ 2% of the BZ corresponding to a carrier concentra-
tion of 1:26$ 0:04 hole=Cu atom, in very good agreement
with Hall-coefficient [13] and AMRO [6] experiments,
which found 1.30 and 1.24 itinerant holes, respectively,
in slightly more overdoped samples. These measurements
all indicate that the low-energy electronic structure of very

overdoped Tl2201 is dominated by a single CuO band. In
both ARPES and AMRO data there is no evidence for the
TlO band that in LDA calculations crosses EF and gives
rise to a small electron pocket centered at k % "0; 0# for
nonoxygenated (i.e., " % 0) Tl2201 [Fig. 1(a), dashed FS].
This, however, is no surprise even within the indepen-
dent particle picture. In fact, adjusting the chemical po-
tential in the calculations in a rigid-band-like fashion to
match the doping level of our Tl2201-OD30 sample (as
determined by the total FS volume), the TlO band is
emptied of its electrons and the LDA FS reduces to the
single CuO pocket [Fig. 1(a), solid FS]. Since full deple-
tion of the TlO band takes place for !EF ’ &0:159 eV,
corresponding to the removal of 0.024 electrons from
the TlO band (as well as 0.109 from the CuO band), already
the deviation of the Tl3' and Cu2' content of our samples
from the stoichiometric ratio 2:1, which contributes
!0:14 hole=formula unit, would be sufficient to empty
the TlO band even in the nonoxygenated " % 0 case. In
this sense, the Tl-Cu nonstoichiometry and the presence of
the TlO band cooperate in pushing the " % 0 system away
from half filling, which may help explain why nonoxygen-
ated Tl2201 is not a charge transfer insulator like undoped
(i.e., x % 0) LSCO [12]. As for the detailed shape of the
FS, which in LDA calculations is more square than in
ARPES and AMRO results, better agreement would re-
quire the inclusion in the calculations of correlation ef-
fects and/or O-doping beyond a rigid-band picture. Alter-
natively, the ARPES data can be modeled by the tight-
binding dispersion #k%$' t1

2 "coskx'cosky#' t2 coskx(
cosky ' t3

2 "cos2kx ' cos2ky# ' t4
2 "cos2kxcosky ' coskx(

cos2ky#' t5 cos2kxcos2ky, as in Ref. [14] (setting a % 1
for the lattice constant). With parameters $ % 0:2438,
t1 % &0:725, t2 % 0:302, t3 % 0:0159, t4 % &0:0805,
and t5 % 0:0034, all expressed in eV, this dispersion re-
produces both the FS shape [Fig. 1(d)] and the QP energy
at "0; 0# and especially near "!; 0# [Figs. 2(f) and 2(g)].

The analysis of the ARPES spectra in Fig. 2 indicates a
SC gap consistent with a dx2&y2 form. Because of the lack
of normal-state data, the opening of the gap for this
Tl2201-OD30 sample could not be followed via the shift
of the leading edge midpoint (LEM) across Tc, as is
commonly done (this was, however, possible in subsequent
temperature dependent experiments on a less overdoped
Tc % 74 K sample). In the present case, the existence of a
gap can be most easily visualized by the comparison of
nodal and antinodal symmetrized spectra [15], in particu-
lar, by the presence of a peak at EF along the nodal di-
rection [signature of a FS crossing; bold line in Fig. 2(a)]
and by the lack thereof along the antinodal [Fig. 2(b)]. For
a more quantitative analysis, we performed a fit of the
spectra along different k-space cuts intersecting the under-
lying normal-state FS [Fig. 2(d); as line shape we used a
Lorentzian QP peak plus a steplike background identified
by the ARPES intensity at k ) kF, all multiplied by a
Fermi function and convoluted with the instrumental en-
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Binding Energy (meV)

Tl2201-OD30 T=10 K hν=59 eV
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(0,0)

VFS=50%
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FIG. 1 (color online). (a) LDA FS for two different doping
levels corresponding to a volume, counting holes, of 50% (cyan,
dashed line) and 63% (blue, solid line) of the BZ. (b),(c) ARPES
spectra taken at T % 10 K on Tl2201-OD30 along the directions
marked by arrows in (a). (d) ARPES FS of Tl2201-OD30 along
with a tight-binding fit of the data (black lines).
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4. Holon metal from a quantum spin liquid
with bosonic spinons



This section dopes the spin liquid state of Section 1 with holes of density p. We already
discussed the fate of the ordered antiferromagnet upon doping in Section 1, and here we will
discuss the fate of the spin liquid.
For the Néel state in Section 1 we obtained a Fermi liquid metal with hole pockets of spin-1/2,
charge e quasiparticles. After accounting for the doubling of the unit cell, there are 2
independent pockets in Fig. 5, and so the fractional area of each pocket is p/4.
In the present section, doping the spin liquid will yield a holon metal , where has Fermi pockets
of spinless, charge e quasiparticles, i.e. holons. There is no doubling of the unit cell here, and
we will see that there are 4 independent pockets. So the area of each holon pocket is again
p/4. But such pockets are not directly observable in photoemission, as the electron operator is
a composite of a holon and a spinon. However the holon pockets will contribute to
magnetotransport observables restricted to motion within each square lattice plane.
We will argue in Section 6 that the holon metal does not provide a satisfactory description of
the cuprate pseudogap. However, recent work [Lebrat et al., 2024, Nikolaenko et al., 2025] has
argued that the holon metal is indeed appropriate for the Hubbard model on the Lieb lattice.
A popular way to dope a spin liquid is to introduce a fermionic holon h, so that the electron
operator can be written as

ciω = h
†
i biω . (102)



However, this approach runs into complications associated with the sublattice assignment of
opposite U(1) gauge charges in Eq. (66). We shall instead follow a simpler approach which is
ultimately equivalent to Eq. (102), but is applicable more broadly. The central idea here is to
transform the electron operator into a rotating reference frame in spin space
[Shraiman and Siggia, 1988, Schulz, 1990, Dupuis, 2002, Borejsza and Dupuis, 2004,
Sachdev et al., 2009, Chowdhury and Sachdev, 2015a, Chowdhury and Sachdev, 2015b,
Chatterjee et al., 2017, Sachdev et al., 2019, Bonetti and Metzner, 2022, Scholle et al., 2023,
Nikolaenko et al., 2025]

(
ci ,→
ci ,↑

)
= Ri

(
ωi ,+
ωi ,↓

)
, R

†
i Ri = RiR

†
i = 1. (103)

The fermions in the rotating reference frame are spinless ‘chargons’ ωs , with s = ±, carrying
the electromagnetic charge. The SU(2) rotation matrix Ri is represented by two complex
numbers

Ri =

(
zi ,→ →z

↔
i ,↑

zi ,↑ z
↔
i ,→

)
, |zi ,→|

2 + |zi ,↑|
2 = 1. (104)

Indeed, we eventually identify zω with the spinons of the spin liquid described by the complex
scalars of the CP1 field theory in Eq. (71).



A key property of the decomposition in Eq. (103) is that it introduces a SU(2) gauge
invariance [Sachdev et al., 2009].

Ri → Ri W
†
i(

ωi ,+
ωi ,→

)
→ Wi

(
ωi ,+
ωi ,→

)
, (105)

where Wi is the SU(2) matrix generating the gauge transformation. This gauge invariance is
distinct from the SU(2) gauge invariance of the fermionic spinons in Section 3, which is
instead associated with a transformation in pseudospin space.
We now apply this tranformation to the paramagnon theory in Eq. (4). Then, we write the
Yukawa coupling between the paramagnon P i and the electrons as

P i · c
†
iω

ωωε

2
ciε ↑ Hi · ω†

i ,s
ωss→

2
ωi ,s→ . (106)

We have now introduced a ‘Higgs’ field Hi [Sachdev et al., 2009] given by

ω · Hi = R
†
i ω · P i Ri . (107)



It is easy to deduce from Eq. (107) that H transforms as an adjoint under the SU(2) gauge
transformation

ω · Hi → Wi ω · Hi W
†
i (108)

The action of the SU(2) gauge transformation Wi , should be distinguished from the action of
global SU(2) spin rotations ! under which

Ri → !Ri(
ci→
ci↑

)
→ !

(
ci→
ci↑

)

ωi ,s → ωi ,s

Hi → Hi . (109)

Note that R carries global spin, and so describes spinons. On the other hand H and ω are
spinless.
We can now use the SU(2) gauge theory of ω, R , and H to describe the phases of the
Hubbard model. The many possibilities are discussed at some length in
Refs. [Sachdev et al., 2009, Chatterjee et al., 2017, Scheurer and Sachdev, 2018,
Sachdev et al., 2019, Bonetti and Metzner, 2022, Scholle et al., 2023, Nikolaenko et al., 2025].



We limit ourselves here to the simplest case of the state obtained by rotationally averaging the
Néel state of Section 1. The doped spin liquid so obtained corresponds to condensing the
Higgs field as

→Hi ↑ = ωi (0, 0,H0) (110)

where ωi is the sublattice staggering of Eq. (11). Such a condensate preserves spin rotation
invariance, but breaks the SU(2) gauge invariance down to U(1). So the low energy theory is a
U(1) gauge theory, with a gauge field aµ which is the same as that introduced in Eq. (38), and
which also appears in the CP1 theory of R in Eq. (71). The e!ective theory for the chargons ε
can be obtained from Eq. (4) after (i) replacing the electrons ciω by the chargon εi ,s , (ii)
replacing the paramagnon P i by the Higgs condensate in Eq. (110), and (iii) minimally
coupling the ε to the U(1) gauge field aµ. So we obtain the e!ective chargon action

Sε =

∫ ϑ

0
dϑ

[
∑

i ,s

ε†
i ,s(ϖϖ ↓ µ ↓ iaϖ )εi ,s ↓

∑

i ,j ,s,s→
tij e

iaij ε†
i ,sεj ,s

+
∑

i ,s,s→
H0 · ε†

i ,s
ϱz
ss→

2
εi ,s→

]
, (111)



where tij are the hoppings corresponding to the dispersion ωk in Eq. (4). At leading order, this
yields chargon pockets of spinless fermions which are the same as the pockets of electrons in
the ordered Néel state. At higher order, the gauge will renormalized the dispersion so that the
pockets lose the reflection symmetry about the magnetic Brillouin zone boundary present in
the Néel state.
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We now turn to the fermionic spinon theory of an insulating square lattice spin liquid in
Section 3. We wish to consider a more general situation in which the gap to charged
excitations can vanish [Christos et al., 2024]. In the cuprates, gapless charged excitations
appear when we dope the antiferromagnet. But we can also consider the case where the
charge gap vanishes while the electronic density remains the same as in an insulator. In the
latter case, there can be an emergent particle-hole symmetry, which simplifies considerations
of quantum criticality. We can decrease the charge gap by describing the insulator by an
underlying Hubbard model with on-site repulsion U, and reducing the value of U, or by adding
additional o!-site interactions. Such models have been considered in numerical studies
[Assaad et al., 1996, Götz et al., 2022, Götz et al., 2024b, Götz et al., 2024a,
Xu and Grover, 2021, Xing et al., 2021, Feng et al., 2022, Cai et al., 2021, Cai et al., 2022,
Wang et al., 2025, Han and Kivelson, 2023, Cai et al., 2024]. We will now show that the
SU(2) gauge theory of Eq. (87) has fates other than those in Fig. 16 once charged excitations
are included, the most interesting of which is a d-wave superconductor with gapless nodal
quasiparticles.
In terms of adiabatic continuity, this d-wave superconductor is precisely the BCS
superconductor observed in the cuprates. However, the d-wave superconductor obtained in
this section has one significant quantitative di!erence from the observations: it has a



Lorentz-invariant form of its dispersion, with the two velocities only the square lattice
diagonals, vF and v!, being equal to each other (see Fig. 31B). The cuprates instead have
vF → v!. We will resolve this problem in an interesting manner in Section 6 when we consider
the transition from FL* to a d-wave superconductor in the doped case.
The only matter field in Section 3 is the fermion F , which has electrical charge 0, spin 1/2,
and is a gauge SU(2) fundamental. As we are allowing for charged fluctuations, we need to
define an electron operator, which has charge ↑e, spin 1/2, and is a gauge SU(2) singlet. This
directly leads us to introducing a boson B which has charge +e, spin 0, and is a gauge SU(2)
fundamental, so that a composite of F and B will have the same quantum numbers as the
electron. We now show that this information is su!cient to deduce an e”ective action for B ,
and to reach our main conclusions. We will give a more microscopic definition of the field B in
the doped case later near Eq. (131).
First, similar to Eq. (75), we introduce a matrix notation for the electron C and the boson B :

Ci ↓

(
ci→ ↑ci↑
c
†
i↑ c

†
i→

)
, Bi ↓

(
B1i
B2i

)
, Bi ↓

(
B1i ↑B

↓
2i

B2i B
↓
1i

)
, (112)

all of which obey the reality condition analagous to Eq. (76). Then we write the fact that the



electron operator is a composite of the boson B (the ‘chargon’) and the spinon F by

Ci → B
†
i Fi . (113)

In terms of the matrix components, we can write Eq. (113) as

c
†
iω → B1i f

†
iω + B2iωωεfiε , (114)

where ωωε is the unit antisymmetric tensor for spin SU(2) in Eq. (24).
Now we can use Eq. (113) to determine the symmetry transformations of B from those of F ,
using the fact the C is gauge invariant and transforms trivially under all symmetries. A boson
with the same quantum numbers as our B has been considered in earlier work
[Dagotto et al., 1988, Coleman and Andrei, 1989, Wen and Lee, 1996], but with an important
di!erence. In the earlier work, the expectation value of B†

B was set to be equal to the doping
density. That is not the case in our work, as the doping density also includes the density of
fermionic holes (see Section 6).
The generalization of the SU(2) gauge transformation in Eq. (78) is

Ci ↑ Ci , Fi ↑ Vi Fi

Bi ↑ Vi Bi , Uij ↑ Vi Uij V
†
j , (115)



while the generalization of the global SU(2) spin rotation in Eq. (79) is

Ci → Ci ωz
R
Tωz , Fi → Fi ωz

R
Tωz

Bi → Bi , Uij → Uij . (116)

Finally, the U(1) charge conservation symmetry acts as

Ci → ! Ci , Fi → Fi

Bi → Bi !
† , Uij → Uij , (117)

where

! =

(
e
iω 0
0 e

→iω

)
. (118)

See also Table 2 later for a summary of these gauge and symmetry transformations.
We now obtain an energy functional for B in a Landau-type expansion [Christos et al., 2023].
Such a functional must also involve the gauge field Uij of Section 3 to maintain gauge
invariance. The fermion f experiences a ε flux with pure imaginary hopping, while the electron
c has purely real hopping with zero flux (in the absence of an applied physical magnetic field).



From these facts and Eq. (113) we reach the important conclusion that the boson B must also
have purely imaginary hopping with ω-flux (the iw term in Eq. (120) below). So the relation

TxTy = →TyTx , (119)

realizing the ω-flux applies both to the spinons and to B . We can also reach these conclusions,
and obtain other constraints, by examining the action of all symmetry operators of f , and use
Eq. (113) to deduce the action of symmetry operations on B : the results are summarized in
Table 1.

Symmetry fω Ba

Tx (→1)y fω (→1)yBa

Ty fω Ba

Px (→1)x fω (→1)xBa

Py (→1)y fω (→1)yBa

Pxy (→1)xy fω (→1)xyBa

T (→1)x+yεωεfε (→1)x+y
Ba

Table 1: Projective transformations of the f spinons and B chargons on lattice sites i = (x , y) under
the symmetries Tx : (x , y) ↑ (x + 1, y); Ty : (x , y) ↑ (x , y + 1); Px : (x , y) ↑ (→x , y);



Py : (x , y) → (x , ↑y); Pxy : (x , y) → (y , x); and time-reversal T . The indices ω, ε refer to global
SU(2) spin, while the index a = 1, 2 refers to gauge SU(2).

These considerations lead to the energy functional E2[B ,U] + E4[B ,U] with terms quadratic
and quartic in B respenctively:

E2[B ,U] = (r + 2
↓

2w)
∑

i

B
†
i Bi + iw

∑

→ij↑

eij

(
B

†
i UijBj ↑ B

†
j UjiBi

)

+ϑ
∑

↭




1 ↑
1

2
ReTr

∏

ij↓↭
Uij






E4[B ,U] =
u

2

∑

i

ϖ2i + V1

∑

i

ϖi
(
ϖi+x̂ + ϖi+ŷ

)
+ g

∑

→ij↑

∣∣!ij
∣∣2 + J1

∑

→ij↑

Q
2
ij

+K1

∑

→ij↑

J
2
ij + V11

∑

i

ϖi
(
ϖi+x̂+ŷ + ϖi+x̂↔ŷ

)

+V22

∑

i

ϖi
(
ϖi+2x̂+2ŷ + ϖi+2x̂↔2ŷ

)
. (120)



The quartic terms are expressed as products of bilinears of B which are associated with various
gauge-invariant observables as identified below

site charge density:
〈
c
†
iωciω

〉
→ ωi = B

†
i Bi

bond density:
〈
c
†
iωcjω + c

†
jωciω

〉
→ Qij = Qji = Im

(
B

†
i eijUijBj

)

bond current: i
〈
c
†
iωcjω ↑ c

†
jωciω

〉
→ Jij = ↑Jji = Re

(
B

†
i eijUijBj

)

Pairing: ↓εωεciωcjε↔ → !ij = !ji = εabBai eijUijBbj . (121)

We have retained terms involving nearest neighbor sites, and a few terms with longer-range
density-density interactions.
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Including only
nearest-neighbor
couplings in B



Figure 20: Mean field phase diagram obtained by minimization of the Higgs potential of B , E2 + E4

(from Ref. [Christos et al., 2023]). For r > 0, there is no Higgs condensate →B↑ = 0, and we obtain the
same phases as in the insulator from the confinement of the fermionic spinons described by Eq. (87).
For r < 0, →B↑ ↓= 0, and we minimized the Higgs potential with only nearest neighbor interactions by
setting V11 = V22 = 0.

A schematic global phase diagram is shown in Fig. 20, as a function of the tuning parameter r ,
which is the ‘mass’ of B .

When r is large and positive, then we can ignore the B sector, and revert to the spinon
only theory of Section 3. The low energy theory is Eq. (94), and we expect a confining
insulator with either Néel or VBS order as the ground state.

When r is negative, B condenses, and this has the salutary e!ect of making the gauge
field A massive, as in the Higgs phenomenon. In this case, a mean-field treatment of
interactions in the bosonic sector by minimizing E2[B ,U] + E4[B ,U] is qualitatively valid.

For negative r , Fig. 20 shows the phases obtained by minimizing the energy functional with
nearest-neighbor interactions only, V11 = V22 = 0. Three phases are found:

A. This state has charge stripe order with period 2, centered on the sites.

B. A d-wave superconductor, with ”i ,i+x̂ = ↔”i ,i+ŷ .



C. A “d-density wave” state which has a staggered pattern of spontaneous current.

Including further neighbor interactions can induce other phases, including period-4 charge
order and pair density waves [Christos et al., 2023, Bonetti et al., 2024, Pandey et al., 2025]),
as shown in Fig. 21.





Figure 21: From Ref. [Pandey et al., 2025]. Mean-Field phase diagram of Eq. (120) a function of the
further neighbor interactions V11 and V22, extending that in Fig. 20. The other parameters are
r = →0.732, w = 0.40, u = 0, V1 = 0, g = 0.021446, J1 = K1 = 2/(4(1 +

↑
2)2). dSC is d-wave

superconductivity, CDWn→m is a charge density wave with a supercell with n ↓ m lattice sites. The red
cross marks the parameter values chosen for the Monte Carlo simulations in Ref. [Pandey et al., 2025].

An interesting feature is that these orders are degenerate in the quadratic energy functional
E2, and the degeneracy is broken only at quartic order in E4. The fact that the leading term is
degenerate provides a rationale for nearly-degenerate multiple competing or ‘intertwined’
orders [Christos et al., 2023]; more conventional Landau theory approaches
[Jaefari et al., 2010, Hayward et al., 2014, Lee, 2014, Nie et al., 2015, Fradkin et al., 2015,
Pépin and Freire, 2023, Fradkin, 2025] do not have any term in which the degeneracy is exact
without fine-tuning.
Our primary interest for now is the d-wave supercondutor, phase B. Remarkably, the structure
of the ω-flux spin liquid, and consequently the ω-flux on B leads to d-wave pairing, and not
s-wave pairing. Also, once B is condensed, we can identify c ↔ f via Eq. (113), and so the
electron spectral function will inherit nodal Bogoliubov quasiparticles from the massless Dirac
spinons. The main phenomenological di!culty is that the Bogoliubov quasiparticles will have
isotropic dispersion, as in Eq. (84) and Fig. 18; we will address this di!culty in Section 6.



However, other features of the d-wave state obtained from the energy functional in Eq. (120)
do match observations, including vortices with flux h/(2e) (despite the boson B having charge
e), and competing charge order halos of vortex cores.
Going beyond a classical treatment of B and U, we need to consider a quantum lattice model
to study the interplay of the full array of competing order parameters and deconfined
criticality. This is obtained by extending the energy functionals in Eq. (120) and the lattice
fermion theory in Eq. (87) to

L =
∑

i

|DωBi |
2 + E2[B ,U] + E4[B ,U] +

∑

i

!†
i Dω!i + HSLf + LYM [U] . (122)

Here Dω represents a covariant time derivative with the SU(2) gauge field U, and LYM is the
lattice Yang-Mills Lagrangian for U. We have added only a relativistic time derivative term for
B̂ , which is the allowed term at half-filling with particle-hole symmetry. Away from half-filling,
we will also have to include the hole pockets to be discussed in Section 6, and that will likely
lead to di”culties with the sign problem.
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1. Spin density wave order in the Hubbard model

2. Bosonic spinon theory of quantum spin liquids

3. Fermionic spinon theory of quantum spin liquids

4. Holon metal from a quantum spin liquid

with bosonic spinons

5. d-wave superconductior from a quantum spin liquid

with fermionic spinons

6. Fractionalized Fermi liquids (FL*)



half-filling with particle-hole symmetry.

Fractionalized Fermi liquids (FL*)



Our motivation for studying quantum spin liquids has been to find a basis for a theory of the
cuprate phase diagram. Christos et al. proposed [Christos et al., 2023] that the appropriate
spin liquid was precisely that observed in various numerical studies of square lattice
antiferromagnets: this is the spin liquid described by the CP1 theory of Section 1, which is
dual to the SU(2) gauge theory of fermionic spinons in Section 3. The theories of directly
doping such spin liquids however run into di!culties:

Doping the CP1 spin liquid yields a holon metal state described in Section 4, which is a
candidate for the pseudogap metal. However, as we will discuss below, the holon metal is
incompatible with recent angle-dependent magnetoresistance (ADMR) experiments
[Fang et al., 2022, Chan et al., 2025].

Doping the fermionic spin liquid can lead to a d-wave superconductor, as described in
Section 5. However, the velocities of the nodal quasiparticles are nearly isotropic, with
vF → v!.

We now show that replacing the holon metal with another doped spin liquid phase, the
fractionalized Fermi liquid (FL*), resolves both (and other) di!culties. It agrees with the
ADMR measurements in the pseudogap, and a confinement transition from FL* yields a
d-wave superconductor with anisotropic nodal velocities.
We describe here construction of the FL* phase in a single band model, such as the square
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Figure 18: Dispersion of fermionic spinons in Eq. (85).

Our motivation for studying quantum spin liquids has been to find a basis for a theory of the
cuprate phase diagram. Christos et al. proposed [Christos et al., 2023] that the appropriate
spin liquid was precisely that observed in various numerical studies of square lattice
antiferromagnets: this is the spin liquid described by the CP1 theory of Section 1, which is
dual to the SU(2) gauge theory of fermionic spinons in Section 3. The theories of directly
doping such spin liquids however run into di!culties:

Doping the CP1 spin liquid yields a holon metal state described in Section 4, which is a
candidate for the pseudogap metal. However, as we will discuss below, the holon metal is
incompatible with recent angle-dependent magnetoresistance (ADMR) experiments
[Fang et al., 2022, Chan et al., 2025].

Doping the fermionic spin liquid can lead to a d-wave superconductor, as described in
Section 5. However, the velocities of the nodal quasiparticles are nearly isotropic, with
vF → v!.

We now show that replacing the holon metal with another doped spin liquid phase, the
fractionalized Fermi liquid (FL*), resolves both (and other) di!culties. It agrees with the
ADMR measurements in the pseudogap, and a confinement transition from FL* yields a
d-wave superconductor with anisotropic nodal velocities.
We describe here construction of the FL* phase in a single band model, such as the square



Our motivation for studying quantum spin liquids has been to find a basis for a theory of the
cuprate phase diagram. Christos et al. proposed [Christos et al., 2023] that the appropriate
spin liquid was precisely that observed in various numerical studies of square lattice
antiferromagnets: this is the spin liquid described by the CP1 theory of Section 1, which is
dual to the SU(2) gauge theory of fermionic spinons in Section 3. The theories of directly
doping such spin liquids however run into di!culties:

Doping the CP1 spin liquid yields a holon metal state described in Section 4, which is a
candidate for the pseudogap metal. However, as we will discuss below, the holon metal is
incompatible with recent angle-dependent magnetoresistance (ADMR) experiments
[Fang et al., 2022, Chan et al., 2025].

Doping the fermionic spin liquid can lead to a d-wave superconductor, as described in
Section 5. However, the velocities of the nodal quasiparticles are nearly isotropic, with
vF → v!.

We now show that replacing the holon metal with another doped spin liquid phase, the
fractionalized Fermi liquid (FL*), resolves both (and other) di!culties above. It agrees with
the ADMR measurements in the pseudogap, and a confinement transition from FL* yields a
d-wave superconductor with anisotropic nodal velocities.
First, let us present the basic definition of the FL* state. Consider any system of S = 1/2
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Luttinger, 1960: Area enclosed by the Fermi surface is the
same as that for free fermions with the same symmetry.

Oshikawa, 2000: Area constrained by a ’t Hooft anomaly
of global U(1) and translations
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tion (LDA), which are in good agreement with previous
calculations [11,12], and a tight-binding fit of the experi-
mentally determined FS. The spectra in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
were measured along momentum space directions near the
nodal and antinodal regions of the BZ, as indicated by the
arrows in Fig. 1(a). Dispersive features are clearly observ-
able, with a behavior which is ubiquitous among the cup-
rates [1]. Close to the nodal direction the QP peak exhibits
a pronounced dispersion that can be followed over
!250 meV below EF; near "!; 0#, on the other hand, the
band is much shallower with a van Hove singularity
!39 meV below EF. By integrating over a $5 meV win-
dow about EF the ARPES spectra normalized at high
binding energies, one obtains an estimate for the normal-
state FS [Fig. 1(d); the EF-intensity map across two BZs
was downfolded to the reduced zone scheme and symme-
trized with respect to the BZ diagonal, taking an average
for equivalent k points, and then fourfolded]. As discussed
later, at T % 10 K a d-wave SC gap is open along the FS;
thus this procedure returns the loci of minimum excitation
energy across the gap, which, however, still correspond to
the underlying normal-state FS crossings [1].

The FS of Tl2201-OD30 [Fig. 1(d)] consists of a large
hole-pocket centered at "!;!#, which, as suggested by the
low binding energy of the van Hove singularity [Fig. 1(c)],
appears to be approaching a topological transition from
hole to electronlike. The FS volume, counting holes, is
63$ 2% of the BZ corresponding to a carrier concentra-
tion of 1:26$ 0:04 hole=Cu atom, in very good agreement
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cos2ky#' t5 cos2kxcos2ky, as in Ref. [14] (setting a % 1
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on a quasi-2D Fermi-surface for B→c. Arrows indicate the instantaneous velocity on the orbit.
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orbit for ω = ωYamaji. vc oscillates around the orbit and averages to zero. e, Polar magnetic field
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and ε = 0→. The arrow highlights the Yamaji peak, which disappears into the background at
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the e!ect of superconductivity at lower temperature, we plot the di!erence ϖc(72 T) ↑ ϖc(50 T).
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and kcal(ε = 45→) = 0.16± 0.02 Å↑1, respectively.

i.e. a significant fraction of electrons must complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering.
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The pseudogap state of high-temperature superconducting 
cuprates, known for its partial gapping of the Fermi surface above the 
superconducting transition temperature, is believed to hold the key to 
understanding the origin of Planckian relaxation and quantum criticality. 
However, the nature of the Fermi surface in the pseudogap state has 
remained a fundamental open question. Here we report the observation of 
the Yamaji e!ect, which appears as a peak in the c-axis resistivity at a speci"c 
angle of the applied magnetic "eld, in angle-dependent magnetoresistivity 
measurements above the critical temperature in the cuprate HgBa2CuO4+δ. 
The observation of the Yamaji peak is evidence for small Fermi-surface 
pockets in the normal state of the pseudogap phase. The small size of the 
pockets, each estimated to occupy only 1.3% of the Brillouin zone area, is not 
expected given the absence of long-range broken translational symmetry.

Although evidence for symmetry breaking has been found in the 
pseudogap phase1–6, its connection to quantum criticality has not 
yet been established. For such symmetry breaking to be relevant 
for quantum criticality, it must also have a direct effect on the Fermi 
surface7,8. Indeed, Fermi-surface reconstruction has been explored 
extensively in the cuprates through magnetic quantum oscillations and 
angle-dependent magnetoresistivity measurements7–9. Such measure-
ments have revealed a magnetic-field-induced charge-density wave 
phase10 that exists at temperatures well below the superconducting 
transition temperature, Tc (refs. 11,12), and an antiferromagnetic phase 
present at very low hole dopings13. Because these phases are restricted 
to narrow low-temperature or low-doping regimes, they are not indica-
tive of the broader underdoped region and high temperatures spanned 
by the pseudogap, depicted in Fig. 1a.

In the pseudogap state at temperatures above Tc, the conspicuous 
observation of anomalous Fermi arcs in photoemission experiments 
that do not seem to form closed pockets14,15 has inspired suggestions 
of an unconventional Fermi surface16–18 or even the total absence 
thereof15,19,20. Recent work on La2−y−xNdySrxCuO4 (Nd-LSCO) (ref. 21) 
found a change in the angle-dependent magnetoresistivity across 
the putative pseudogap critical doping, which was reported to be 
consistent with a transformation from large to small Fermi surfaces. 
However, it has also been argued22 that this change could be consistent 

with a Lifshitz transition resulting from crossing of a van Hove singu-
larity, which does not drastically change the size of the Fermi surface. 
Therefore, there is a crucial need to clarify the Fermi surface of the 
pseudogap state.

One way to do this in quasi-two-dimensional (layered) metals, 
such as the cuprates, is through observation of the Yamaji effect, which 
describes the phenomena when all quasiparticle orbits on the Fermi 
surface become degenerate at particular orientations of the magnetic 
field. The signature of the Yamaji effect in angle-dependent magne-
toresistivity is a peak in the interlayer, or c-axis, resistivity, ρc, when the 
orientation of the magnetic field is tilted away from the c axis23–25. One 
of the criteria for the observation of a Yamaji peak, similar to magnetic 
quantum oscillations, is that the product of the cyclotron frequency, 
ωc, and the transport relaxation time, τ, must be at least of the order 
of unity, ωcτ ≳ 1: that is, a non-negligible fraction of electrons must 
complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering. The cyclotron frequency 
is given by ωc = eB/m⋆, where B is the magnetic field, m* is the quasipar-
ticle effective cyclotron mass and e is the electric charge. Therefore, 
similar to quantum oscillations, the observation of the Yamaji effect is 
evidence for a Fermi-surface pocket23–25. Unlike quantum oscillations, 
which can be observed only at low temperatures when cyclotron orbits 
are quantized26, the Yamaji effect does not require orbital quantization. 
In this respect, the Yamaji effect is much better suited for Fermi-surface 
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and 45o. Full underlying data is shown in Supplementary Fig. S1. b, Equivalent simulated ωεc(ϑ)

(see Methods). Inset: Fermi-surface used for simulations.

relation, ωc(ε) → ↑vc(ε)vc(↓ε)↔ =
↑∫
0

dt exp{iεt}↑vc(t)vc(0)↔k. The time-delayed velocity

correlation ↑vc(t)vc(0)↔k, is averaged over all possible starting points k on the Fermi sur-

face [12, 13]. The resistivity ϑc is then obtained by inverting the conductivity ωc(ε) and

taking the zero-frequency limit.

The more e!ectively vc averages to zero around a cyclotron orbit, the smaller is the c-axis

conductivity, and therefore the larger is the c-axis resistivity. Such a physical picture enables

a qualitative understanding of the results in Fig. 1. For very long relaxation times, εcϖ ↗ 1,

electrons can traverse the cyclotron orbit multiple times and the c-axis resistivity approaches

the ‘clean’ limit. In this limit, the conductivity corresponds to the average velocity of a single

complete orbit. As the scattering becomes more intense, and εcϖ decreases, the time-delayed

velocity correlation is suppressed at long times such that the magnetic field dependence of

the c-axis resistivity weakens and eventually disappears in the ‘dirty limit’, εcϖ ↘ 1

When B is aligned along the c-axis, the c-axis component of the velocity does not change

around any given orbit for the simply warped Fermi-surface of Hg1201, (ϱ = 0→ in Fig. 1c).

Hence, the conductivity is the same as that at B = 0 such that ςϑc ≃ 0 at ϱ = 0→, as

observed (Fig. 1e). A very weak magnetoresistivity for B along symmetry directions is well
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FIG. 1. Observation of the Yamaji e!ect. a, Phase diagram of superconducting temperature

versus doping of Hg1201 [28]. Red dot marks the focus of this work. b, Schematic of the polar (ω)

and azimuthal (ε) angles. a, b and c are crystallographic directions. c, Schematic example orbit

on a quasi-2D Fermi-surface for B→c. Arrows indicate the instantaneous velocity on the orbit.

The c-axis component of the velocity, vc, does not change on the orbit. d, Schematic of example

orbit for ω = ωYamaji. vc oscillates around the orbit and averages to zero. e, Polar magnetic field

orientation-dependent curves of the magnetoresistivity ϑϖc at three di!erent fields, and at 85 K

and ε = 0→. The arrow highlights the Yamaji peak, which disappears into the background at

lower B due to the lower ϱcς . f, The same for two di!erent temperatures. The peak is more

pronounced at lower temperature due to a higher ϱcς . To emphasize the Yamaji peak and to avoid

the e!ect of superconductivity at lower temperature, we plot the di!erence ϖc(72 T) ↑ ϖc(50 T).

g, Azimuthal angle-dependence of the Yamaji peak at ε = 0→ and 45→. The inset schematically

shows the relationship between caliper radius kcal(ε) and ε for an elliptical pocket. The caliper

radius is determined directly from the Yamaji angle by kcal(ε) = 3φ/4c tan[ωYamaji(ε)] where c is

the c↑axis lattice parameter (see Methods) [12, 13, 29]. We find kcal(ε = 0→) = 0.12 ± 0.01 Å↑1

and kcal(ε = 45→) = 0.16± 0.02 Å↑1, respectively.

i.e. a significant fraction of electrons must complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering.
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FIG. 1. Observation of the Yamaji e!ect. a, Phase diagram of superconducting temperature

versus doping of Hg1201 [28]. Red dot marks the focus of this work. b, Schematic of the polar (ω)

and azimuthal (ε) angles. a, b and c are crystallographic directions. c, Schematic example orbit

on a quasi-2D Fermi-surface for B→c. Arrows indicate the instantaneous velocity on the orbit.

The c-axis component of the velocity, vc, does not change on the orbit. d, Schematic of example

orbit for ω = ωYamaji. vc oscillates around the orbit and averages to zero. e, Polar magnetic field

orientation-dependent curves of the magnetoresistivity ϑϖc at three di!erent fields, and at 85 K

and ε = 0→. The arrow highlights the Yamaji peak, which disappears into the background at

lower B due to the lower ϱcς . f, The same for two di!erent temperatures. The peak is more

pronounced at lower temperature due to a higher ϱcς . To emphasize the Yamaji peak and to avoid

the e!ect of superconductivity at lower temperature, we plot the di!erence ϖc(72 T) ↑ ϖc(50 T).

g, Azimuthal angle-dependence of the Yamaji peak at ε = 0→ and 45→. The inset schematically

shows the relationship between caliper radius kcal(ε) and ε for an elliptical pocket. The caliper

radius is determined directly from the Yamaji angle by kcal(ε) = 3φ/4c tan[ωYamaji(ε)] where c is

the c↑axis lattice parameter (see Methods) [12, 13, 29]. We find kcal(ε = 0→) = 0.12 ± 0.01 Å↑1
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i.e. a significant fraction of electrons must complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering.

K. Yamaji JPSJ 58, 1520 (1989)
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The pseudogap state of high-temperature superconducting 
cuprates, known for its partial gapping of the Fermi surface above the 
superconducting transition temperature, is believed to hold the key to 
understanding the origin of Planckian relaxation and quantum criticality. 
However, the nature of the Fermi surface in the pseudogap state has 
remained a fundamental open question. Here we report the observation of 
the Yamaji e!ect, which appears as a peak in the c-axis resistivity at a speci"c 
angle of the applied magnetic "eld, in angle-dependent magnetoresistivity 
measurements above the critical temperature in the cuprate HgBa2CuO4+δ. 
The observation of the Yamaji peak is evidence for small Fermi-surface 
pockets in the normal state of the pseudogap phase. The small size of the 
pockets, each estimated to occupy only 1.3% of the Brillouin zone area, is not 
expected given the absence of long-range broken translational symmetry.

Although evidence for symmetry breaking has been found in the 
pseudogap phase1–6, its connection to quantum criticality has not 
yet been established. For such symmetry breaking to be relevant 
for quantum criticality, it must also have a direct effect on the Fermi 
surface7,8. Indeed, Fermi-surface reconstruction has been explored 
extensively in the cuprates through magnetic quantum oscillations and 
angle-dependent magnetoresistivity measurements7–9. Such measure-
ments have revealed a magnetic-field-induced charge-density wave 
phase10 that exists at temperatures well below the superconducting 
transition temperature, Tc (refs. 11,12), and an antiferromagnetic phase 
present at very low hole dopings13. Because these phases are restricted 
to narrow low-temperature or low-doping regimes, they are not indica-
tive of the broader underdoped region and high temperatures spanned 
by the pseudogap, depicted in Fig. 1a.

In the pseudogap state at temperatures above Tc, the conspicuous 
observation of anomalous Fermi arcs in photoemission experiments 
that do not seem to form closed pockets14,15 has inspired suggestions 
of an unconventional Fermi surface16–18 or even the total absence 
thereof15,19,20. Recent work on La2−y−xNdySrxCuO4 (Nd-LSCO) (ref. 21) 
found a change in the angle-dependent magnetoresistivity across 
the putative pseudogap critical doping, which was reported to be 
consistent with a transformation from large to small Fermi surfaces. 
However, it has also been argued22 that this change could be consistent 

with a Lifshitz transition resulting from crossing of a van Hove singu-
larity, which does not drastically change the size of the Fermi surface. 
Therefore, there is a crucial need to clarify the Fermi surface of the 
pseudogap state.

One way to do this in quasi-two-dimensional (layered) metals, 
such as the cuprates, is through observation of the Yamaji effect, which 
describes the phenomena when all quasiparticle orbits on the Fermi 
surface become degenerate at particular orientations of the magnetic 
field. The signature of the Yamaji effect in angle-dependent magne-
toresistivity is a peak in the interlayer, or c-axis, resistivity, ρc, when the 
orientation of the magnetic field is tilted away from the c axis23–25. One 
of the criteria for the observation of a Yamaji peak, similar to magnetic 
quantum oscillations, is that the product of the cyclotron frequency, 
ωc, and the transport relaxation time, τ, must be at least of the order 
of unity, ωcτ ≳ 1: that is, a non-negligible fraction of electrons must 
complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering. The cyclotron frequency 
is given by ωc = eB/m⋆, where B is the magnetic field, m* is the quasipar-
ticle effective cyclotron mass and e is the electric charge. Therefore, 
similar to quantum oscillations, the observation of the Yamaji effect is 
evidence for a Fermi-surface pocket23–25. Unlike quantum oscillations, 
which can be observed only at low temperatures when cyclotron orbits 
are quantized26, the Yamaji effect does not require orbital quantization. 
In this respect, the Yamaji effect is much better suited for Fermi-surface 
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At the Yamaji angle, the orbits in the plane
orthogonal to B have an area which is

independent of momentum in the c direction, to
first order in the hopping along the c direction.
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FIG. 2. Comparison of measured angle dependent magnetoresistivity with a Boltzmann

transport model. a, Magnetoresistivity ωεc at 72 T and 85 K as a function of ϑ for ϖ = 0→, 23o

and 45o. Full underlying data is shown in Supplementary Fig. S1. b, Equivalent simulated ωεc(ϑ)

(see Methods). Inset: Fermi-surface used for simulations.

relation, ωc(ε) → ↑vc(ε)vc(↓ε)↔ =
↑∫
0

dt exp{iεt}↑vc(t)vc(0)↔k. The time-delayed velocity

correlation ↑vc(t)vc(0)↔k, is averaged over all possible starting points k on the Fermi sur-

face [12, 13]. The resistivity ϑc is then obtained by inverting the conductivity ωc(ε) and

taking the zero-frequency limit.

The more e!ectively vc averages to zero around a cyclotron orbit, the smaller is the c-axis

conductivity, and therefore the larger is the c-axis resistivity. Such a physical picture enables

a qualitative understanding of the results in Fig. 1. For very long relaxation times, εcϖ ↗ 1,

electrons can traverse the cyclotron orbit multiple times and the c-axis resistivity approaches

the ‘clean’ limit. In this limit, the conductivity corresponds to the average velocity of a single

complete orbit. As the scattering becomes more intense, and εcϖ decreases, the time-delayed

velocity correlation is suppressed at long times such that the magnetic field dependence of

the c-axis resistivity weakens and eventually disappears in the ‘dirty limit’, εcϖ ↘ 1

When B is aligned along the c-axis, the c-axis component of the velocity does not change

around any given orbit for the simply warped Fermi-surface of Hg1201, (ϱ = 0→ in Fig. 1c).

Hence, the conductivity is the same as that at B = 0 such that ςϑc ≃ 0 at ϱ = 0→, as

observed (Fig. 1e). A very weak magnetoresistivity for B along symmetry directions is well
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“The small size of the pockets determined from the Yamaji e!ect is . . .
approximately 1.3% of the Brillouin zone area”

FL* pocket fraction = p/8 = 1.25% !
Fluctuating AF metal fraction = p/4 = 2.5%.
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The pseudogap state of high-temperature superconducting 
cuprates, known for its partial gapping of the Fermi surface above the 
superconducting transition temperature, is believed to hold the key to 
understanding the origin of Planckian relaxation and quantum criticality. 
However, the nature of the Fermi surface in the pseudogap state has 
remained a fundamental open question. Here we report the observation of 
the Yamaji e!ect, which appears as a peak in the c-axis resistivity at a speci"c 
angle of the applied magnetic "eld, in angle-dependent magnetoresistivity 
measurements above the critical temperature in the cuprate HgBa2CuO4+δ. 
The observation of the Yamaji peak is evidence for small Fermi-surface 
pockets in the normal state of the pseudogap phase. The small size of the 
pockets, each estimated to occupy only 1.3% of the Brillouin zone area, is not 
expected given the absence of long-range broken translational symmetry.

Although evidence for symmetry breaking has been found in the 
pseudogap phase1–6, its connection to quantum criticality has not 
yet been established. For such symmetry breaking to be relevant 
for quantum criticality, it must also have a direct effect on the Fermi 
surface7,8. Indeed, Fermi-surface reconstruction has been explored 
extensively in the cuprates through magnetic quantum oscillations and 
angle-dependent magnetoresistivity measurements7–9. Such measure-
ments have revealed a magnetic-field-induced charge-density wave 
phase10 that exists at temperatures well below the superconducting 
transition temperature, Tc (refs. 11,12), and an antiferromagnetic phase 
present at very low hole dopings13. Because these phases are restricted 
to narrow low-temperature or low-doping regimes, they are not indica-
tive of the broader underdoped region and high temperatures spanned 
by the pseudogap, depicted in Fig. 1a.

In the pseudogap state at temperatures above Tc, the conspicuous 
observation of anomalous Fermi arcs in photoemission experiments 
that do not seem to form closed pockets14,15 has inspired suggestions 
of an unconventional Fermi surface16–18 or even the total absence 
thereof15,19,20. Recent work on La2−y−xNdySrxCuO4 (Nd-LSCO) (ref. 21) 
found a change in the angle-dependent magnetoresistivity across 
the putative pseudogap critical doping, which was reported to be 
consistent with a transformation from large to small Fermi surfaces. 
However, it has also been argued22 that this change could be consistent 

with a Lifshitz transition resulting from crossing of a van Hove singu-
larity, which does not drastically change the size of the Fermi surface. 
Therefore, there is a crucial need to clarify the Fermi surface of the 
pseudogap state.

One way to do this in quasi-two-dimensional (layered) metals, 
such as the cuprates, is through observation of the Yamaji effect, which 
describes the phenomena when all quasiparticle orbits on the Fermi 
surface become degenerate at particular orientations of the magnetic 
field. The signature of the Yamaji effect in angle-dependent magne-
toresistivity is a peak in the interlayer, or c-axis, resistivity, ρc, when the 
orientation of the magnetic field is tilted away from the c axis23–25. One 
of the criteria for the observation of a Yamaji peak, similar to magnetic 
quantum oscillations, is that the product of the cyclotron frequency, 
ωc, and the transport relaxation time, τ, must be at least of the order 
of unity, ωcτ ≳ 1: that is, a non-negligible fraction of electrons must 
complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering. The cyclotron frequency 
is given by ωc = eB/m⋆, where B is the magnetic field, m* is the quasipar-
ticle effective cyclotron mass and e is the electric charge. Therefore, 
similar to quantum oscillations, the observation of the Yamaji effect is 
evidence for a Fermi-surface pocket23–25. Unlike quantum oscillations, 
which can be observed only at low temperatures when cyclotron orbits 
are quantized26, the Yamaji effect does not require orbital quantization. 
In this respect, the Yamaji effect is much better suited for Fermi-surface 
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angle of the applied magnetic "eld, in angle-dependent magnetoresistivity 
measurements above the critical temperature in the cuprate HgBa2CuO4+δ. 
The observation of the Yamaji peak is evidence for small Fermi-surface 
pockets in the normal state of the pseudogap phase. The small size of the 
pockets, each estimated to occupy only 1.3% of the Brillouin zone area, is not 
expected given the absence of long-range broken translational symmetry.

Although evidence for symmetry breaking has been found in the 
pseudogap phase1–6, its connection to quantum criticality has not 
yet been established. For such symmetry breaking to be relevant 
for quantum criticality, it must also have a direct effect on the Fermi 
surface7,8. Indeed, Fermi-surface reconstruction has been explored 
extensively in the cuprates through magnetic quantum oscillations and 
angle-dependent magnetoresistivity measurements7–9. Such measure-
ments have revealed a magnetic-field-induced charge-density wave 
phase10 that exists at temperatures well below the superconducting 
transition temperature, Tc (refs. 11,12), and an antiferromagnetic phase 
present at very low hole dopings13. Because these phases are restricted 
to narrow low-temperature or low-doping regimes, they are not indica-
tive of the broader underdoped region and high temperatures spanned 
by the pseudogap, depicted in Fig. 1a.

In the pseudogap state at temperatures above Tc, the conspicuous 
observation of anomalous Fermi arcs in photoemission experiments 
that do not seem to form closed pockets14,15 has inspired suggestions 
of an unconventional Fermi surface16–18 or even the total absence 
thereof15,19,20. Recent work on La2−y−xNdySrxCuO4 (Nd-LSCO) (ref. 21) 
found a change in the angle-dependent magnetoresistivity across 
the putative pseudogap critical doping, which was reported to be 
consistent with a transformation from large to small Fermi surfaces. 
However, it has also been argued22 that this change could be consistent 

with a Lifshitz transition resulting from crossing of a van Hove singu-
larity, which does not drastically change the size of the Fermi surface. 
Therefore, there is a crucial need to clarify the Fermi surface of the 
pseudogap state.

One way to do this in quasi-two-dimensional (layered) metals, 
such as the cuprates, is through observation of the Yamaji effect, which 
describes the phenomena when all quasiparticle orbits on the Fermi 
surface become degenerate at particular orientations of the magnetic 
field. The signature of the Yamaji effect in angle-dependent magne-
toresistivity is a peak in the interlayer, or c-axis, resistivity, ρc, when the 
orientation of the magnetic field is tilted away from the c axis23–25. One 
of the criteria for the observation of a Yamaji peak, similar to magnetic 
quantum oscillations, is that the product of the cyclotron frequency, 
ωc, and the transport relaxation time, τ, must be at least of the order 
of unity, ωcτ ≳ 1: that is, a non-negligible fraction of electrons must 
complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering. The cyclotron frequency 
is given by ωc = eB/m⋆, where B is the magnetic field, m* is the quasipar-
ticle effective cyclotron mass and e is the electric charge. Therefore, 
similar to quantum oscillations, the observation of the Yamaji effect is 
evidence for a Fermi-surface pocket23–25. Unlike quantum oscillations, 
which can be observed only at low temperatures when cyclotron orbits 
are quantized26, the Yamaji effect does not require orbital quantization. 
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FIG. 1. Observation of the Yamaji e!ect. a, Phase diagram of superconducting temperature

versus doping of Hg1201 [28]. Red dot marks the focus of this work. b, Schematic of the polar (ω)

and azimuthal (ε) angles. a, b and c are crystallographic directions. c, Schematic example orbit

on a quasi-2D Fermi-surface for B→c. Arrows indicate the instantaneous velocity on the orbit.

The c-axis component of the velocity, vc, does not change on the orbit. d, Schematic of example

orbit for ω = ωYamaji. vc oscillates around the orbit and averages to zero. e, Polar magnetic field

orientation-dependent curves of the magnetoresistivity ϑϖc at three di!erent fields, and at 85 K

and ε = 0→. The arrow highlights the Yamaji peak, which disappears into the background at

lower B due to the lower ϱcς . f, The same for two di!erent temperatures. The peak is more

pronounced at lower temperature due to a higher ϱcς . To emphasize the Yamaji peak and to avoid

the e!ect of superconductivity at lower temperature, we plot the di!erence ϖc(72 T) ↑ ϖc(50 T).

g, Azimuthal angle-dependence of the Yamaji peak at ε = 0→ and 45→. The inset schematically

shows the relationship between caliper radius kcal(ε) and ε for an elliptical pocket. The caliper

radius is determined directly from the Yamaji angle by kcal(ε) = 3φ/4c tan[ωYamaji(ε)] where c is

the c↑axis lattice parameter (see Methods) [12, 13, 29]. We find kcal(ε = 0→) = 0.12 ± 0.01 Å↑1

and kcal(ε = 45→) = 0.16± 0.02 Å↑1, respectively.

i.e. a significant fraction of electrons must complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering.
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FIG. 2. Comparison of measured angle dependent magnetoresistivity with a Boltzmann

transport model. a, Magnetoresistivity ωεc at 72 T and 85 K as a function of ϑ for ϖ = 0→, 23o

and 45o. Full underlying data is shown in Supplementary Fig. S1. b, Equivalent simulated ωεc(ϑ)

(see Methods). Inset: Fermi-surface used for simulations.

relation, ωc(ε) → ↑vc(ε)vc(↓ε)↔ =
↑∫
0

dt exp{iεt}↑vc(t)vc(0)↔k. The time-delayed velocity

correlation ↑vc(t)vc(0)↔k, is averaged over all possible starting points k on the Fermi sur-

face [12, 13]. The resistivity ϑc is then obtained by inverting the conductivity ωc(ε) and

taking the zero-frequency limit.

The more e!ectively vc averages to zero around a cyclotron orbit, the smaller is the c-axis

conductivity, and therefore the larger is the c-axis resistivity. Such a physical picture enables

a qualitative understanding of the results in Fig. 1. For very long relaxation times, εcϖ ↗ 1,

electrons can traverse the cyclotron orbit multiple times and the c-axis resistivity approaches

the ‘clean’ limit. In this limit, the conductivity corresponds to the average velocity of a single

complete orbit. As the scattering becomes more intense, and εcϖ decreases, the time-delayed

velocity correlation is suppressed at long times such that the magnetic field dependence of

the c-axis resistivity weakens and eventually disappears in the ‘dirty limit’, εcϖ ↘ 1

When B is aligned along the c-axis, the c-axis component of the velocity does not change

around any given orbit for the simply warped Fermi-surface of Hg1201, (ϱ = 0→ in Fig. 1c).

Hence, the conductivity is the same as that at B = 0 such that ςϑc ≃ 0 at ϱ = 0→, as

observed (Fig. 1e). A very weak magnetoresistivity for B along symmetry directions is well
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The pseudogap state of high-temperature superconducting 
cuprates, known for its partial gapping of the Fermi surface above the 
superconducting transition temperature, is believed to hold the key to 
understanding the origin of Planckian relaxation and quantum criticality. 
However, the nature of the Fermi surface in the pseudogap state has 
remained a fundamental open question. Here we report the observation of 
the Yamaji e!ect, which appears as a peak in the c-axis resistivity at a speci"c 
angle of the applied magnetic "eld, in angle-dependent magnetoresistivity 
measurements above the critical temperature in the cuprate HgBa2CuO4+δ. 
The observation of the Yamaji peak is evidence for small Fermi-surface 
pockets in the normal state of the pseudogap phase. The small size of the 
pockets, each estimated to occupy only 1.3% of the Brillouin zone area, is not 
expected given the absence of long-range broken translational symmetry.

Although evidence for symmetry breaking has been found in the 
pseudogap phase1–6, its connection to quantum criticality has not 
yet been established. For such symmetry breaking to be relevant 
for quantum criticality, it must also have a direct effect on the Fermi 
surface7,8. Indeed, Fermi-surface reconstruction has been explored 
extensively in the cuprates through magnetic quantum oscillations and 
angle-dependent magnetoresistivity measurements7–9. Such measure-
ments have revealed a magnetic-field-induced charge-density wave 
phase10 that exists at temperatures well below the superconducting 
transition temperature, Tc (refs. 11,12), and an antiferromagnetic phase 
present at very low hole dopings13. Because these phases are restricted 
to narrow low-temperature or low-doping regimes, they are not indica-
tive of the broader underdoped region and high temperatures spanned 
by the pseudogap, depicted in Fig. 1a.

In the pseudogap state at temperatures above Tc, the conspicuous 
observation of anomalous Fermi arcs in photoemission experiments 
that do not seem to form closed pockets14,15 has inspired suggestions 
of an unconventional Fermi surface16–18 or even the total absence 
thereof15,19,20. Recent work on La2−y−xNdySrxCuO4 (Nd-LSCO) (ref. 21) 
found a change in the angle-dependent magnetoresistivity across 
the putative pseudogap critical doping, which was reported to be 
consistent with a transformation from large to small Fermi surfaces. 
However, it has also been argued22 that this change could be consistent 

with a Lifshitz transition resulting from crossing of a van Hove singu-
larity, which does not drastically change the size of the Fermi surface. 
Therefore, there is a crucial need to clarify the Fermi surface of the 
pseudogap state.

One way to do this in quasi-two-dimensional (layered) metals, 
such as the cuprates, is through observation of the Yamaji effect, which 
describes the phenomena when all quasiparticle orbits on the Fermi 
surface become degenerate at particular orientations of the magnetic 
field. The signature of the Yamaji effect in angle-dependent magne-
toresistivity is a peak in the interlayer, or c-axis, resistivity, ρc, when the 
orientation of the magnetic field is tilted away from the c axis23–25. One 
of the criteria for the observation of a Yamaji peak, similar to magnetic 
quantum oscillations, is that the product of the cyclotron frequency, 
ωc, and the transport relaxation time, τ, must be at least of the order 
of unity, ωcτ ≳ 1: that is, a non-negligible fraction of electrons must 
complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering. The cyclotron frequency 
is given by ωc = eB/m⋆, where B is the magnetic field, m* is the quasipar-
ticle effective cyclotron mass and e is the electric charge. Therefore, 
similar to quantum oscillations, the observation of the Yamaji effect is 
evidence for a Fermi-surface pocket23–25. Unlike quantum oscillations, 
which can be observed only at low temperatures when cyclotron orbits 
are quantized26, the Yamaji effect does not require orbital quantization. 
In this respect, the Yamaji effect is much better suited for Fermi-surface 
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present at very low hole dopings13. Because these phases are restricted 
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tive of the broader underdoped region and high temperatures spanned 
by the pseudogap, depicted in Fig. 1a.
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observation of anomalous Fermi arcs in photoemission experiments 
that do not seem to form closed pockets14,15 has inspired suggestions 
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the putative pseudogap critical doping, which was reported to be 
consistent with a transformation from large to small Fermi surfaces. 
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with a Lifshitz transition resulting from crossing of a van Hove singu-
larity, which does not drastically change the size of the Fermi surface. 
Therefore, there is a crucial need to clarify the Fermi surface of the 
pseudogap state.

One way to do this in quasi-two-dimensional (layered) metals, 
such as the cuprates, is through observation of the Yamaji effect, which 
describes the phenomena when all quasiparticle orbits on the Fermi 
surface become degenerate at particular orientations of the magnetic 
field. The signature of the Yamaji effect in angle-dependent magne-
toresistivity is a peak in the interlayer, or c-axis, resistivity, ρc, when the 
orientation of the magnetic field is tilted away from the c axis23–25. One 
of the criteria for the observation of a Yamaji peak, similar to magnetic 
quantum oscillations, is that the product of the cyclotron frequency, 
ωc, and the transport relaxation time, τ, must be at least of the order 
of unity, ωcτ ≳ 1: that is, a non-negligible fraction of electrons must 
complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering. The cyclotron frequency 
is given by ωc = eB/m⋆, where B is the magnetic field, m* is the quasipar-
ticle effective cyclotron mass and e is the electric charge. Therefore, 
similar to quantum oscillations, the observation of the Yamaji effect is 
evidence for a Fermi-surface pocket23–25. Unlike quantum oscillations, 
which can be observed only at low temperatures when cyclotron orbits 
are quantized26, the Yamaji effect does not require orbital quantization. 
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ωc, and the transport relaxation time, τ, must be at least of the order 
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ticle effective cyclotron mass and e is the electric charge. Therefore, 
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FIG. 1. Observation of the Yamaji e!ect. a, Phase diagram of superconducting temperature

versus doping of Hg1201 [28]. Red dot marks the focus of this work. b, Schematic of the polar (ω)

and azimuthal (ε) angles. a, b and c are crystallographic directions. c, Schematic example orbit

on a quasi-2D Fermi-surface for B→c. Arrows indicate the instantaneous velocity on the orbit.

The c-axis component of the velocity, vc, does not change on the orbit. d, Schematic of example

orbit for ω = ωYamaji. vc oscillates around the orbit and averages to zero. e, Polar magnetic field

orientation-dependent curves of the magnetoresistivity ϑϖc at three di!erent fields, and at 85 K

and ε = 0→. The arrow highlights the Yamaji peak, which disappears into the background at

lower B due to the lower ϱcς . f, The same for two di!erent temperatures. The peak is more

pronounced at lower temperature due to a higher ϱcς . To emphasize the Yamaji peak and to avoid

the e!ect of superconductivity at lower temperature, we plot the di!erence ϖc(72 T) ↑ ϖc(50 T).

g, Azimuthal angle-dependence of the Yamaji peak at ε = 0→ and 45→. The inset schematically

shows the relationship between caliper radius kcal(ε) and ε for an elliptical pocket. The caliper

radius is determined directly from the Yamaji angle by kcal(ε) = 3φ/4c tan[ωYamaji(ε)] where c is

the c↑axis lattice parameter (see Methods) [12, 13, 29]. We find kcal(ε = 0→) = 0.12 ± 0.01 Å↑1

and kcal(ε = 45→) = 0.16± 0.02 Å↑1, respectively.

i.e. a significant fraction of electrons must complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering.

(p/8 also in YRZ ansatz, Peter Johnson photoemission, 
and Jenny Hoffman and Seamus Davis STMs;  Stanescu-Kotliar) Jing-Yu Zhao, S. Chatterjee, S. S., Ya-Hui Zhang, arXiv:2510.13943

<latexit sha1_base64="LPe2Qv4kb76EfgAbMtHYHkbhuY4="></latexit>

“The small size of the pockets determined from the Yamaji e!ect is . . .
approximately 1.3% of the Brillouin zone area”

FL* pocket fraction = p/8 = 1.25% !

Fluctuating AF metal fraction = p/4 = 2.5%. Yamaji e!ect requires
correlated SDW order in the z direction, which is absent in HgBa2CuO4+ω



5

0 15 30 45 60 75 90

3  (o )

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

/;
c (+

.c
m

)

85 K
B = 72 T

?  = 0o

?  = 23o

?  = 45o

0 15 30 45 60 75 90

3  (o )

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

/;
c (+

.c
m

)

Calculation

?  = 0o

?  = 23o

?  = 45o

0 1
0

1
kk

k y (r
.l.

u.
)

kx (r.l.u.)
?

a b

FIG. 2. Comparison of measured angle dependent magnetoresistivity with a Boltzmann

transport model. a, Magnetoresistivity ωεc at 72 T and 85 K as a function of ϑ for ϖ = 0→, 23o

and 45o. Full underlying data is shown in Supplementary Fig. S1. b, Equivalent simulated ωεc(ϑ)

(see Methods). Inset: Fermi-surface used for simulations.

relation, ωc(ε) → ↑vc(ε)vc(↓ε)↔ =
↑∫
0

dt exp{iεt}↑vc(t)vc(0)↔k. The time-delayed velocity

correlation ↑vc(t)vc(0)↔k, is averaged over all possible starting points k on the Fermi sur-

face [12, 13]. The resistivity ϑc is then obtained by inverting the conductivity ωc(ε) and

taking the zero-frequency limit.

The more e!ectively vc averages to zero around a cyclotron orbit, the smaller is the c-axis

conductivity, and therefore the larger is the c-axis resistivity. Such a physical picture enables

a qualitative understanding of the results in Fig. 1. For very long relaxation times, εcϖ ↗ 1,

electrons can traverse the cyclotron orbit multiple times and the c-axis resistivity approaches

the ‘clean’ limit. In this limit, the conductivity corresponds to the average velocity of a single

complete orbit. As the scattering becomes more intense, and εcϖ decreases, the time-delayed

velocity correlation is suppressed at long times such that the magnetic field dependence of

the c-axis resistivity weakens and eventually disappears in the ‘dirty limit’, εcϖ ↘ 1

When B is aligned along the c-axis, the c-axis component of the velocity does not change

around any given orbit for the simply warped Fermi-surface of Hg1201, (ϱ = 0→ in Fig. 1c).

Hence, the conductivity is the same as that at B = 0 such that ςϑc ≃ 0 at ϱ = 0→, as

observed (Fig. 1e). A very weak magnetoresistivity for B along symmetry directions is well
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The pseudogap state of high-temperature superconducting 
cuprates, known for its partial gapping of the Fermi surface above the 
superconducting transition temperature, is believed to hold the key to 
understanding the origin of Planckian relaxation and quantum criticality. 
However, the nature of the Fermi surface in the pseudogap state has 
remained a fundamental open question. Here we report the observation of 
the Yamaji e!ect, which appears as a peak in the c-axis resistivity at a speci"c 
angle of the applied magnetic "eld, in angle-dependent magnetoresistivity 
measurements above the critical temperature in the cuprate HgBa2CuO4+δ. 
The observation of the Yamaji peak is evidence for small Fermi-surface 
pockets in the normal state of the pseudogap phase. The small size of the 
pockets, each estimated to occupy only 1.3% of the Brillouin zone area, is not 
expected given the absence of long-range broken translational symmetry.

Although evidence for symmetry breaking has been found in the 
pseudogap phase1–6, its connection to quantum criticality has not 
yet been established. For such symmetry breaking to be relevant 
for quantum criticality, it must also have a direct effect on the Fermi 
surface7,8. Indeed, Fermi-surface reconstruction has been explored 
extensively in the cuprates through magnetic quantum oscillations and 
angle-dependent magnetoresistivity measurements7–9. Such measure-
ments have revealed a magnetic-field-induced charge-density wave 
phase10 that exists at temperatures well below the superconducting 
transition temperature, Tc (refs. 11,12), and an antiferromagnetic phase 
present at very low hole dopings13. Because these phases are restricted 
to narrow low-temperature or low-doping regimes, they are not indica-
tive of the broader underdoped region and high temperatures spanned 
by the pseudogap, depicted in Fig. 1a.

In the pseudogap state at temperatures above Tc, the conspicuous 
observation of anomalous Fermi arcs in photoemission experiments 
that do not seem to form closed pockets14,15 has inspired suggestions 
of an unconventional Fermi surface16–18 or even the total absence 
thereof15,19,20. Recent work on La2−y−xNdySrxCuO4 (Nd-LSCO) (ref. 21) 
found a change in the angle-dependent magnetoresistivity across 
the putative pseudogap critical doping, which was reported to be 
consistent with a transformation from large to small Fermi surfaces. 
However, it has also been argued22 that this change could be consistent 

with a Lifshitz transition resulting from crossing of a van Hove singu-
larity, which does not drastically change the size of the Fermi surface. 
Therefore, there is a crucial need to clarify the Fermi surface of the 
pseudogap state.

One way to do this in quasi-two-dimensional (layered) metals, 
such as the cuprates, is through observation of the Yamaji effect, which 
describes the phenomena when all quasiparticle orbits on the Fermi 
surface become degenerate at particular orientations of the magnetic 
field. The signature of the Yamaji effect in angle-dependent magne-
toresistivity is a peak in the interlayer, or c-axis, resistivity, ρc, when the 
orientation of the magnetic field is tilted away from the c axis23–25. One 
of the criteria for the observation of a Yamaji peak, similar to magnetic 
quantum oscillations, is that the product of the cyclotron frequency, 
ωc, and the transport relaxation time, τ, must be at least of the order 
of unity, ωcτ ≳ 1: that is, a non-negligible fraction of electrons must 
complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering. The cyclotron frequency 
is given by ωc = eB/m⋆, where B is the magnetic field, m* is the quasipar-
ticle effective cyclotron mass and e is the electric charge. Therefore, 
similar to quantum oscillations, the observation of the Yamaji effect is 
evidence for a Fermi-surface pocket23–25. Unlike quantum oscillations, 
which can be observed only at low temperatures when cyclotron orbits 
are quantized26, the Yamaji effect does not require orbital quantization. 
In this respect, the Yamaji effect is much better suited for Fermi-surface 
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FIG. 1. Observation of the Yamaji e!ect. a, Phase diagram of superconducting temperature

versus doping of Hg1201 [28]. Red dot marks the focus of this work. b, Schematic of the polar (ω)

and azimuthal (ε) angles. a, b and c are crystallographic directions. c, Schematic example orbit

on a quasi-2D Fermi-surface for B→c. Arrows indicate the instantaneous velocity on the orbit.

The c-axis component of the velocity, vc, does not change on the orbit. d, Schematic of example

orbit for ω = ωYamaji. vc oscillates around the orbit and averages to zero. e, Polar magnetic field

orientation-dependent curves of the magnetoresistivity ϑϖc at three di!erent fields, and at 85 K

and ε = 0→. The arrow highlights the Yamaji peak, which disappears into the background at

lower B due to the lower ϱcς . f, The same for two di!erent temperatures. The peak is more

pronounced at lower temperature due to a higher ϱcς . To emphasize the Yamaji peak and to avoid

the e!ect of superconductivity at lower temperature, we plot the di!erence ϖc(72 T) ↑ ϖc(50 T).

g, Azimuthal angle-dependence of the Yamaji peak at ε = 0→ and 45→. The inset schematically

shows the relationship between caliper radius kcal(ε) and ε for an elliptical pocket. The caliper

radius is determined directly from the Yamaji angle by kcal(ε) = 3φ/4c tan[ωYamaji(ε)] where c is

the c↑axis lattice parameter (see Methods) [12, 13, 29]. We find kcal(ε = 0→) = 0.12 ± 0.01 Å↑1

and kcal(ε = 45→) = 0.16± 0.02 Å↑1, respectively.

i.e. a significant fraction of electrons must complete a cyclotron orbit without scattering.

(p/8 also in YRZ ansatz, Peter Johnson photoemission, 
and Jenny Hoffman and Seamus Davis STMs;  Stanescu-Kotliar) Jing-Yu Zhao, S. Chatterjee, S. S., Ya-Hui Zhang, arXiv:2510.13943
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“The small size of the pockets determined from the Yamaji e!ect is . . .
approximately 1.3% of the Brillouin zone area”

FL* pocket fraction = p/8 = 1.25% !

Fluctuating AF metal fraction = p/4 = 2.5%. Yamaji e!ect requires
correlated SDW order in the z direction, which is absent in HgBa2CuO4+ω

Best evidence yet for 
fractionalization  
in the cuprates



6. Fractionalized Fermi liquids (FL*)



Our motivation for studying quantum spin liquids has been to find a basis for a theory of the
cuprate phase diagram. Christos et al. proposed [Christos et al., 2023] that the appropriate
spin liquid was precisely that observed in various numerical studies of square lattice
antiferromagnets: this is the spin liquid described by the CP1 theory of Section 1, which is
dual to the SU(2) gauge theory of fermionic spinons in Section 3. The previous sections have
shown that the theories of directly doping such spin liquids run into di!culties:

Doping the CP1 spin liquid yields a holon metal state described in Section 4, which is
a candidate for the pseudogap metal. However, as we discuss in Section 1, the holon
metal is incompatible with recent angle-dependent magnetoresistance (ADMR) ex-
periments [Fang et al., 2022, Chan et al., 2025].

Doping the fermionic spin liquid can lead to a d-wave superconductor, as described
in Section 5. However, the velocities of the nodal quasiparticles are nearly isotropic,
with vF → v!.

We now show that replacing the holon metal with another doped spin liquid phase, the
fractionalized Fermi liquid (FL*), resolves both (and other) di!culties above. It agrees with
the ADMR measurements in the pseudogap, and a confinement transition from FL* yields a



d-wave superconductor with anisotropic nodal velocities.
We begin by presenting the basic definition of the FL* state. Consider any system of S = 1/2
fermions of density ω, with spin rotation invariance preserved. In the Fermi liquid (FL) state,
Luttinger’s argument [Luttinger, 1960] states that the fractional volume of the Brillouin zone
enclosed by the Fermi surface should be ω/2, modulo integers to account for filled bands.
Oshikawa [Oshikawa, 2000] placed Luttinger’s argument on a non-perturbative basis by related
to an anomaly associated with translations and charge conversation. This is summarized in
Fig. 22.
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of carrier density ω
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Luttinger, 1960: Area enclosed by the Fermi surface is the
same as that for free fermions with the same symmetry.

Oshikawa, 2000: Area constrained by a ’t Hooft anomaly
of global U(1) and translations

Fermi liquid
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Spin-1/2 holes of density
ω = 1 + p

Figure 22: Properties of the Fermi liquid (FL) state.



The idea of a ‘fractionalized Fermi liquid’ (FL*) was introduced in
Refs. [Senthil et al., 2003, Senthil et al., 2004c], as a metallic state in which the Fermi surface
did not obey the Luttinger constraint. In the simplest case, the fractional volume enclosed by
the Fermi surface in FL* is (ω → 1)/2. The central point
[Senthil et al., 2004c, Paramekanti and Vishwanath, 2004, Qi and Sachdev, 2010,
Sachdev et al., 2012, Bonderson et al., 2016, Else et al., 2021, Sachdev, 2023] was that it was
possible to satisfy Oshikawa’s anomaly by combining the anomaly of a Fermi surface (which
contributes an amount equivalent to a density ω → 1) with that of a fractionalized spin liquid
(which contributes an amount equivalent to a density 1). It is trivially possible to shift ω by an
even integer by adding and removing filled bands, and the novelty is the shift in FL* by an odd
integer. This is summarized in Fig. 23.



Fractionalized Fermi liquid (FL*)
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Figure 23: Properties of the fractionalized Fermi liquid (FL*) state.



6.1. FL* in single band models



Next, we describe here construction of the FL* phase in a single band model, such as the
square lattice Hubbard model (possibly with additional short-range interactions) of interest for
the cuprates. At the level of cartoon pictures, we illustrate the structure of the FL* and other
states in Fig. 24 [Punk et al., 2015]. This figure describes three distinct metallic phases in a
Hubbard time model with electron density 1 → p. Recall that in the absence of a broken
symmetry, the Luttinger constraint on hole Fermi surfaces is that they have a fractional area
per spin of (1 + p)/2, relative to the area of the full square lattice Brillouin zone.
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Figure 24: Cartoon pictures of di!erent states of doped antiferromagnets; adapted from



Ref. [Punk et al., 2015]. The areas are those that would be measured by a probe such as quantum
oscillation. The AF metal has long-range antiferromagnetic order, and the reduced Brillouin zone is
shown with the dashed line. The other phases do not break any symmetries. The open circles are
holons, and these are assumed fermionic in the holon metal. The green dimers represent bound states
of holons and spinons. Note that all 3 states would show a Hall co-e!cient of density p positively
charged carries.

AF Metal. This is a state with antiferromagnetic long-range order, which we described in
Section 1. We can understand the Fermi surface by considering free electrons moving in a
background with the same symmetry i.e. in a background spin-dependent potential which
has a modulation at the wavevector (ω, ω). This leads to the magnetic Brillouin zone
boundary shown by the dashed line, and 4 hole pocket Fermi surfaces. Only two of these
pockets are independent within the magnetic Brillouin zone. After accounting for a factor
of 2 from spin, we conclude that the fractional area of each pocket is p/4. This Fermi
surface area obeys the Luttinger constraint. Thermal fluctuations do not move Fermi
surfaces, only broaden them, and so we expect that a fluctuating spin density wave state
will also have pockets of area p/4 [Schmalian et al., 1998, Schmalian et al., 1999,
Ye and Chubukov, 2023, Kokkinis and Chubukov, 2025].

Holon metal. This is a state with no broken symmetry, in which the electrons have paired



up in singlet bonds which resonate with each other. The dopants are realized by spinless
mobile vacancies of charge +e, known as holons. The density of holons is p, and if the
holons are fermions, they will form Fermi surfaces corresponding to spinless free fermions
of density p. If there are four distinct Fermi surfaces in the Brillouin zone (as is the case
in many computations), then the fractional area of each pocket will be p/4. Although this
area is the same as that for the AF metal, the reason is very di!erent. Now there is no
broken symmetry, and the fermionic quasiparticles are spinless holons. This Fermi surface
area does not obey the Luttinger constraint, and this is permitted because of the presence
of the spin liquid. A systematic, gauge theoretic treatment of the holon metal state was
presented in Section 4 and Refs. [Sachdev et al., 2009, Chowdhury and Sachdev, 2015a,
Chowdhury and Sachdev, 2015b, Chatterjee et al., 2017, Wu et al., 2018,
Scheurer et al., 2018, Sachdev, 2019, Sachdev et al., 2019, Wu et al., 2020,
Bonetti and Metzner, 2022, Scholle et al., 2023], and it is relevant to ultracold studies of
the Hubbard model on the Lieb lattice [Lebrat et al., 2024, Nikolaenko et al., 2025].

FL*. Finally, we turn to the metallic state of interest. The holon metal state also has
spinon excitations, which can be created out of the ground state. Now imagine a
situation in which each holons gains energy by binding with a spinon, so that the system
can pay the price for creating the spinons. Then the ground state will change into one in



which the mobile charge carriers are holon-spinon bound states
[Ribeiro and Wen, 2005, Kaul et al., 2007, Kaul et al., 2008, Qi and Sachdev, 2010,
Lau et al., 2011b, Moon and Sachdev, 2011, Lau et al., 2011a, Mei et al., 2012,
Punk and Sachdev, 2012, Punk et al., 2015, Feldmeier et al., 2018, Grusdt et al., 2018,
Chiu et al., 2019, Grusdt et al., 2023, Schlömer et al., 2024, Nyhegn et al., 2025]. These
bound states are always fermions with charge +e, spin S = 1/2, just like a hole. Treating
these holes as free fermions, we conclude that the total area of the Fermi surface should
be p/2. If there are 4 distinct pockets (as there in the computation below), then each
pocket will have the distinctive area of p/8. This Fermi surface area also does not obey
the Luttinger constraint.

We highlight key features of the single-band FL* state of Ref. [Punk et al., 2015] in Fig. 24.
We will see that these features will also play a key role in the Ancilla Layer Model of Section 2,
as we illustrate later in Fig. 29.



The electron quasiparticle of FL* is a (green) “dimer” in Fig. 24, a bound state of
a spin and vacancy.

FL* has a background of spinon excitations obtained by breaking singlet bonds (the
blue dimers) in Fig. 24.

Recent ADMR observations by Fang et al. [Fang et al., 2022] and Chan et al.

[Chan et al., 2025] in the pseudogap metal and well modeled by hole pockets containing
quasiparticles which can tunnel coherently between layers. This is not possible for the holon
metals as the holons carry charges of distinct emergent gauge fields within each layer. In the
AF metal coherent tunneling requires significant interlayer spin correlations, which are not
observed [Tabis et al., 2014, Anderson et al., 2025], but could perhaps be induced by the
applied magnetic field. The FL* quasiparticles are gauge neutral and can indeed tunnel
coherently between layers. So even at the outset, these observations favor a FL* description of
the pseudogap phase of the cuprates [Zhao et al., 2025].
Moreover, the observations of Chan et al. [Chan et al., 2025] also provide a quantitative
correspondence with the FL* theory. Their observation of the Yamaji e!ect in the cuprate
HgBa2CuO4+ω show pockets of a fractional area of ‘approximately 1.3%’ at a doping p = 0.1,



close to the value p/8 = 1.25% predicted for FL* [Senthil et al., 2003, Senthil et al., 2004c,
Kaul et al., 2007, Qi and Sachdev, 2010, Nikolaenko et al., 2023, Zhao et al., 2025].



6.2. Layer construction with ancilla qubits



While much insight can be gained from the methods above, they fall short of providing a
mean-field theory for the FL* phase, which could be used to study quantum phase transitions
out of it. A suitable mean field theory can also lead to a trial wavefunction for the FL* state,
which can be used for variational numerical computations and compared to cold atom
observations [Koepsell et al., 2021, Müller et al., 2025, Shackleton and Zhang, 2024], as
discussed in Section 4. To these ends, we now describe the Ancilla Layer Model (ALM)
[Zhang and Sachdev, 2020b, Zhang and Sachdev, 2020a], which also easily ensures
consistency with anomaly arguments.
We wish to have a mean-field theory which changes a large hole-like Fermi surface of area
(1 + p)/2 to small hole-like Fermi surfaces of total area p/2. The simplest way to achieve this
in mean-field theory is to hybridize the large Fermi surface with another band at half-filling (as
in the Kondo lattice, and was done by Yang-Rice-Zhang [Yang et al., 2006])—this leads to a
Fermi surface of the needed area (1+ p+1)/2 (mod 1) = p/2. But we are not allowed to add
a single band at half-filling because it is not ‘trivial’ i.e. it is not anomaly-free, and its
excitations cannot be integrated out because the extra band can only acquire a gap with a
broken symmetry. On the other hand, we are allowed to add two bands at half filling each (or
any even number of bands), because they can form a trivial insulator with a gap. After the
first added band hybridizes with the physical electrons to yield the small Fermi surfaces, the



second added band is left decoupled, and it can form the spin liquid needed to satisfy the
Oshikawa anomaly. This is the essence of the ALM.
We begin with a constructive derivation of the ALM starting from the familiar Hubbard model
in Eq. (1), and proceeding to the paramagnon representation in Eq. (4). After some
renormalization of the high energy states we give the paramagnon P some independent
dynamics with a non-zero mass mP , and obtain its e!ective Lagrangian

L[P] =
∑

i

[
mP
2

(ωωP i )
2 +

3U

8
P2

i

]
, (123)

where the P2 term is as in Eq. (4). This is a paramagnon theory with 3 local harmonic
oscillators on each site. Now we take steps di!erent from conventional paramagnon
approaches. The ground state of the paramagnon theory is obtained when all three oscillators
are in the n = 0 state: |0, 0, 0→. There is a triplet of first excited states:

|1, 0, 0→ ↑ P ix |0, 0, 0→ ; |0, 1, 0→ ↑ P iy |0, 0, 0→ ; |0, 0, 1→ ↑ P iz |0, 0, 0→ .

We can map this low energy spectrum to that of a pair of S = 1/2 ancilla spins with a mutual
interaction J→S1i · S2i . By comparing the above matrix elements to those that couple the



singlet and triplet spin states states, we obtain the operator identification

P i → S1i ↑ S2i . (124)

Inserting Eq. (124) into Eq. (4), we obtain the Hamiltonian of the ALM, HALM, which is a
simple augmentation of a Kondo lattice Hamiltonian HKL by the layer of S2i spins

HALM = HKL + J→
∑

i

S1i · S2i +
∑

i<j

Jij S2i · S2j

HKL =
∑

i<j

J1,ij S1i · S1j ↑

∑

i ,j

tij c
†
iωcjω +

∑

i

JK

2
S1i · c

†
iωωωεciε . (125)

This Hamiltonian is illustrated in the bottom half of Fig. 25.
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Figure 25: Illustration of the mapping from a single-band Hubbard model with decoupled ancilla qubits,



to a single band with free fermions coupled to a bilayer antiferromagnet. The Schrie!er-Wol!
transformation is derived in Ref. [Nikolaenko et al., 2021], and the Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation is derived in Ref. [Mascot et al., 2022]. The layer numbers of the layer construction
with ancilla qubits are indicated in the bottom picture.

So we see that the ancilla spins are simply the fractionalization of the familiar S = 1
paramagnon into a pair of S = 1/2 spins [Mascot et al., 2022]. The above derivation of the
mapping to the ALM yields an additional ferromagnetic Kondo interaction between the
electrons ciω and spins S2i . Ferromagnetic Kondo couplings are expected to be irrelevant, and
we will note this coupling again in Eq. (131). We have also explicitly included a direct
exchange interaction between the S2i spins, as it will be important for our purposes below.
Note that there is no Hubbard interaction U in HALM, and it has been replaced by the Kondo
interaction JK in HALM.
We discuss the phase diagram of HALM shown in Fig. 26.
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Figure 26: Phases of the Ancilla Layer Model. The noted areas are per spin. The phases are
distinguished by the condensation of the boson !, which hybridizes the conduction electrons in the top



layer with the fermionic spinons in the middle layer.

At small JK , the ancilla spins decouple into rung singlets, and we are back to a cω state
adiabatically connected to free electrons, which is the conventional Fermi liquid with a large
hole pocket of area (1 + p)/2.
At large JK , we assume that the cω electrons and S1 spins realize the commonly observed
heavy Fermi liquid (FL) phase of HKL. With the density of cω equal to 1 + p, the total density
of the ‘large’ Fermi surface is 2 + p. As a trivial filled band with density 2 can always be
removed, we obtain ‘small’ Fermi surface associated with density p in the FL phase of HKL.
So the total area of hole pockets is p/2. While this is the Luttinger value for HKL, it is not for
HALM. The S2i have an e!ective ferromagnetic Kondo coupling to the conduction electrons
cω (mediated by the antiferromagnetic J→ and the antiferromagnetic JK ), and so we can
expect them to decouple from the top two layers. Indeed, we obtain a FL* phase for HALM if
the S2i layer forms a spin liquid, and the e!ects of J→ in Eq. (125) can be treated
perturbatively. This leads the identification in Fig. 26 of the FL* pseudogap metal with the
combination of a Kondo lattice FL state of cω and S1, and a spin liquid of S2.



6.3. Mean field theory of the cuprate pseudogap.



We can now obtain a mean-field theory of the pseudogap by extending the Kondo lattice
mean-field theory to the Hamiltonian HALM in Eq. (125).
We begin with the top two layers of electrons cω and spins S1 in the ALM in Fig. 25. We
proceed with parton decomposition of S1 in terms of the fermionic spinons f1ω as in Eq. (73)

S1i =
1

2
f
†
1iωωωεf1iε , (126)

and obtain the mean-field fermion Kondo lattice Hamiltonian for the cω and f1ω:

HKLmf =
∑

i ,j

[
→tij c

†
iωcjω → t1,ij f

†
1iωf1jω

]
→

∑

i

(! c
†
iωf1iω + !→

f
†
1iωciω) . (127)

Here ! is decoupling field of the JK exchange interaction in Eq. (125), and is illustrated in
Fig. 30. At the mean-field level, we can assume the S2 spin liquid remains decoupled, and
important e”ects of this spin liquid will be discussed in Section 5.
When considered as a theory of the Kondo lattice model HKL, the FL state corresponds to the
condensation of the decoupling field !. On the other hand, on the Hilbert space of the full
HALM, this same ! condensed phase is the FL* state. This interesting inversion is highlighted
in Fig. 27: the single band model has an ‘inverted’ Kondo lattice transition.
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Figure 27: Comparison of the phases of the Kondo lattice model and the Ancilla Layer Model of the
single band Hubbard model in Fig. 26. There is an inversion in the phase in which ! is condensed.

The magnitude of ! determines the value of the electronic gap in the anti-nodal region of the
Brillouin zone (near momenta (ω, 0), (0, ω)).



Figure 28: Spectral density of hole (left) and electron (right) pockets at p = 0.16 and p = →0.16
respectively in the FL* state. The fractional area of each hole pocket is p/8, and the fractional area of
the electron pocket is |p|/4. Compared to Fig. 6 for the SDW state, the pocket areas have been halved
in the FL* state.

Fig 28 shows the electron spectral density (as measured by photoemission) at zero frequency



for both the electron and hole pockets, computed by diagonalizing Eq. (127).
We can now present in Fig. 29 the close analogy between the FL* state obtained in the ALM
and the state presented in Fig. 24 as highlighted in the box before the beginning of Section 2

The electron quasiparticle of FL* is the hybridization of cω and f1ω induced by !,
which creates the bound state → ciωf

†
1iω between a vacancy and a spin, analogous

to the green dimers in Fig. 24.

The background of spinons in FL* are obtained from the spin liquid of S2 spinons
in the bottom layer, analogous the spinons obtained by breaking the blue dimers in
Fig. 24. We will later represent these spinons by fω via Eq. (129).
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Figure 29: Comparison between (a) the quantum dimer theory of the square lattice FL* state
[Punk et al., 2015] and the (b) ancilla layer theory. The dashed green dimer is the state ciωf

†
1iω created

by the hybridization ! in the ALM. Note that the ALM has exactly N blue dimers more than the dimer
model, and these extra dimers are the number in a trivial rung-singlet bilayer antiferromagnet.



A key observation is that the number of spin-singlet blue dimers in the ALM is exactly N more
than in the dimer model of Fig. 24, while the number of green dimers is the same. This is
acceptable because N spin singlets is precisely the number that can be accommodated in a
trivial rung-singlet state of a bilayer antiferromagnet.
The connection in Fig. 29 shows that the ALM is, in a sense, ‘minimal’. For a FL* mean field
theory with both a small Fermi surface and spinons, we need the middle and bottom ancilla
layers to provide the vacancy-spin and singlet valence bonds respectively. And a bonus, not
available in the quantum dimer analysis of Ref. [Punk et al., 2015, Feldmeier et al., 2018] or
other approaches [Ribeiro and Wen, 2005, Mei et al., 2012, Punk and Sachdev, 2012], is that
it also provides a mean-field theory which captures the FL large Fermi when the bottom two
layers are in a rung-singlet state.



6.4. Wavefunction for FL* and cold atom
observations.



A separate mean-field approach is to work with variational wavefunctions. The ancilla layer
method was the first to provide a variational wavefunction for the FL* phase of the
single-band Hubbard model. This approach couples all three layers together in the proposed
wavefunction [Zhang and Sachdev, 2020b]

|FL→↑ = [Projection onto rung singlets of S1,S2]

ωε |Slater determinant of (c , f1)↑

↓ |Spin liquid of S2↑ . (128)

Here f1 is obtained from the parton decomposition of S1 in Eq. (126). Note that this
wavefunction depends only upon the co-ordinates of the c electrons alone, as the co-ordinates
of the f , f1 fermions have been projected out. This wavefunction replaces the ‘vanilla’
Gutzwiller projected wavefunctions of the c electrons alone [Anderson et al., 2004] in the
underdoped region. We see rather explicitly in Eq. (128) the expressivity of the layered
construction [Rumelhart et al., 1986], allowing us to include both a small Fermi surface and a
spin liquid in the same state.
The wavefunction Eq. (128) has been studied numerically in
Refs. [Müller et al., 2025, Shackleton and Zhang, 2024, Zhou et al., 2024a], with the
couplings in HKLmf treated as variational parameters. The results of



Refs. [Müller et al., 2025, Shackleton and Zhang, 2024] successfully capture the evolution of
local, multi-point spin and charge correlations with doping as measured in cold atom
experiments on the square lattice fermionic Hubbard model [Koepsell et al., 2021]. The results
of Ref. [Zhou et al., 2024a] compare well with the exact diagonalization of Hubbard models in
one and two dimensions.



6.5. SU(2) gauge theory of the onset of d -wave
superconductivity from FL*



This section addresses the fate of the FL* pseudogap as the temperature is lowered, upon
including the coupling to the S2 spin liquid in Hpseudogap in Eq. (132). This Hamiltonian
specifically choses the ω-flux spin liquid of Section 3 for the S2 layer. We will show that for
this spin liquid there is a transition to a conventional BCS-type d-wave superconductor, with
anisotropic nodal velocities for the Boboliubov quasiparticles, and h/(2e) vortices.
Nevertheless the transition itself is not of the BCS type with a Cooper-pairing instability of a
Fermi surface. Instead, the transition is driven by the confinement of the fractionalized
excitations of the S2 spin liquid. We also find nearby instabilities to charge ordering, consistent
with observations—see the review in Ref. [Bonetti et al., 2025] for more information.
We note here recent numerics which support the idea of the d-wave superconductor emerging
from the doping-induced confinement of the ω-flux spin liquid. As we have discussed in
Section 3, the ω-flux spin liquid is one description of the quantum-criticality between the Néel
and VBS states. The numerical studies of Refs. [Jiang and Kivelson, 2021, Jiang et al., 2023]
examined the J1-J2 square lattice antiferromagnet near the Néel-VBS transition, and indeed
found d-wave superconductivity upon doping.
Now we return to the analysis of the pseudogap using the ALM in Eq. (125). In Section 3, we
presented a mean field analysis in terms of decoupled Kondo lattice and spin liquid models.
This section will couple them using the methods developed in Sections 2 and 5.



On the spin liquid layer of S2 spins we write a parton decomposition which parallels that in
Eq. (73) and (126)

S2i =
1

2
f
†
iωωωεfiε . (129)

Then the analysis of the exchange interactions within the S2 layer is precisely that in
Section 3. W decouple the Jij term in Eq. (125) to HSLf in Eq. (87) realizing a ω-flux state of
the S2 spins with a SU(2) gauge field.
To couple this spin liquid to the Kondo lattice, we have to decouple the J→ term coupling the
f1 and f spinons in Eq. (125). Given the SU(2) gauge structure of the S2 layer, it pays to
decouple the J→ term in a manner which keeps the SU(2) gauge invariance explicit. In fact,
the needed decoupling field is precisely the boson Bi introduced in Eq. (112). We also
introduce a matrix fermion operator F1i

F1i →

(
f1i↑ ↑f1i↓
f
†
1i↓ f

†
1i↑

)
, (130)

whose transformations under the symmetries in Eqs. (115,116,117) are the same as those of
Ci . We summarize the gauge and symmetry properties in Table 2.



Field Layer
Gauge Global
SU(2) SU(2) U(1)

c or C 1 1 2R -1
f1 or F1 2 1 2R -1
f or F 3 2L 2R 0
B or B 2 → 3 2L 1 1

Table 2: Summary of gauge and global symmetry transformations for the fields of the ALM in the FL*
phase. The representations of the SU(2) are indicated by their dimension; the subscripts L/R indicate
whether the SU(2) acts by left/right multiplication in the matrix form of the field. The representations
of the global U(1) is the electrical charge in units of e. For the fermions, the layer column indicates the
layer number is Fig. 25. For the bosons, the layer column indicates the layers between which there is a
Yukawa coupling to the fermions.

Then, from the J→ term, symmetry considerations are su!cient to constrain the structure of
the Yukawa term between B and the fermions [Christos et al., 2023], which follows from
Eq. (113) and is illustrated in Fig. 30:
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Figure 30: The two distinct Higgs fields in the ancilla layer theory of the single band Hubbard model. !
hybridizes conduction electrons in the top layer with spinons in the middle layer. B couples the spinons
of the bottom layer to the upper layers.
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We have also included a Yukawa coupling to cω from an allowed term → S2i · c
†
iωωωεciε , which

descends from the Kondo coupling noted below Eq. (124).
We can now collect all terms to write down the complete Hamiltonian needed for our analysis
of the pseudogap metal, and its low temperature instabilities.

Hpseudogap = HKLmf + HSLf + HY + E2[B ,U] + E4[B ,U] (132)

specified in Eqs. (127), (87), (131), (120). This Hamiltonian has 3 fermions cω, f1ω, fω whose
transformations under SU(2) gauge, spin rotation, and electromagnetic charge symmetries are
in Eqs. (115), (116), (117), with f1ω transforming just like cω.
The boson B couples the Kondo Lattice to the spin liquid on the bottom layer, with SU(2)
gauge field Uij .
There is a remarkable similarity between Eq. (132), and the Weinberg-Salam theory of weak
interactions [Christos et al., 2023]. Although the dispersions of the fermions and bosons have
a lattice structure, the SU(2)↑ U(1) gauge structure (we treat the electromagnetic U(1) as
global), and the Yukawa couplings between the Higgs and the fermions are similar, with the
spinons mapping to neutrinos, and the electrons mapping to electrons.



6.6. Anisotropic velocities in the d -wave
superconductor



tion (LDA), which are in good agreement with previous
calculations [11,12], and a tight-binding fit of the experi-
mentally determined FS. The spectra in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
were measured along momentum space directions near the
nodal and antinodal regions of the BZ, as indicated by the
arrows in Fig. 1(a). Dispersive features are clearly observ-
able, with a behavior which is ubiquitous among the cup-
rates [1]. Close to the nodal direction the QP peak exhibits
a pronounced dispersion that can be followed over
!250 meV below EF; near "!; 0#, on the other hand, the
band is much shallower with a van Hove singularity
!39 meV below EF. By integrating over a $5 meV win-
dow about EF the ARPES spectra normalized at high
binding energies, one obtains an estimate for the normal-
state FS [Fig. 1(d); the EF-intensity map across two BZs
was downfolded to the reduced zone scheme and symme-
trized with respect to the BZ diagonal, taking an average
for equivalent k points, and then fourfolded]. As discussed
later, at T % 10 K a d-wave SC gap is open along the FS;
thus this procedure returns the loci of minimum excitation
energy across the gap, which, however, still correspond to
the underlying normal-state FS crossings [1].

The FS of Tl2201-OD30 [Fig. 1(d)] consists of a large
hole-pocket centered at "!;!#, which, as suggested by the
low binding energy of the van Hove singularity [Fig. 1(c)],
appears to be approaching a topological transition from
hole to electronlike. The FS volume, counting holes, is
63$ 2% of the BZ corresponding to a carrier concentra-
tion of 1:26$ 0:04 hole=Cu atom, in very good agreement
with Hall-coefficient [13] and AMRO [6] experiments,
which found 1.30 and 1.24 itinerant holes, respectively,
in slightly more overdoped samples. These measurements
all indicate that the low-energy electronic structure of very

overdoped Tl2201 is dominated by a single CuO band. In
both ARPES and AMRO data there is no evidence for the
TlO band that in LDA calculations crosses EF and gives
rise to a small electron pocket centered at k % "0; 0# for
nonoxygenated (i.e., " % 0) Tl2201 [Fig. 1(a), dashed FS].
This, however, is no surprise even within the indepen-
dent particle picture. In fact, adjusting the chemical po-
tential in the calculations in a rigid-band-like fashion to
match the doping level of our Tl2201-OD30 sample (as
determined by the total FS volume), the TlO band is
emptied of its electrons and the LDA FS reduces to the
single CuO pocket [Fig. 1(a), solid FS]. Since full deple-
tion of the TlO band takes place for !EF ’ &0:159 eV,
corresponding to the removal of 0.024 electrons from
the TlO band (as well as 0.109 from the CuO band), already
the deviation of the Tl3' and Cu2' content of our samples
from the stoichiometric ratio 2:1, which contributes
!0:14 hole=formula unit, would be sufficient to empty
the TlO band even in the nonoxygenated " % 0 case. In
this sense, the Tl-Cu nonstoichiometry and the presence of
the TlO band cooperate in pushing the " % 0 system away
from half filling, which may help explain why nonoxygen-
ated Tl2201 is not a charge transfer insulator like undoped
(i.e., x % 0) LSCO [12]. As for the detailed shape of the
FS, which in LDA calculations is more square than in
ARPES and AMRO results, better agreement would re-
quire the inclusion in the calculations of correlation ef-
fects and/or O-doping beyond a rigid-band picture. Alter-
natively, the ARPES data can be modeled by the tight-
binding dispersion #k%$' t1

2 "coskx'cosky#' t2 coskx(
cosky ' t3

2 "cos2kx ' cos2ky# ' t4
2 "cos2kxcosky ' coskx(

cos2ky#' t5 cos2kxcos2ky, as in Ref. [14] (setting a % 1
for the lattice constant). With parameters $ % 0:2438,
t1 % &0:725, t2 % 0:302, t3 % 0:0159, t4 % &0:0805,
and t5 % 0:0034, all expressed in eV, this dispersion re-
produces both the FS shape [Fig. 1(d)] and the QP energy
at "0; 0# and especially near "!; 0# [Figs. 2(f) and 2(g)].

The analysis of the ARPES spectra in Fig. 2 indicates a
SC gap consistent with a dx2&y2 form. Because of the lack
of normal-state data, the opening of the gap for this
Tl2201-OD30 sample could not be followed via the shift
of the leading edge midpoint (LEM) across Tc, as is
commonly done (this was, however, possible in subsequent
temperature dependent experiments on a less overdoped
Tc % 74 K sample). In the present case, the existence of a
gap can be most easily visualized by the comparison of
nodal and antinodal symmetrized spectra [15], in particu-
lar, by the presence of a peak at EF along the nodal di-
rection [signature of a FS crossing; bold line in Fig. 2(a)]
and by the lack thereof along the antinodal [Fig. 2(b)]. For
a more quantitative analysis, we performed a fit of the
spectra along different k-space cuts intersecting the under-
lying normal-state FS [Fig. 2(d); as line shape we used a
Lorentzian QP peak plus a steplike background identified
by the ARPES intensity at k ) kF, all multiplied by a
Fermi function and convoluted with the instrumental en-

(a)

(π,π)

I

II

(b)

-200 0

I

-200 0

II

Binding Energy (meV)

Tl2201-OD30 T=10 K hν=59 eV

(c)(d)

(π,π)

(0,0)

VFS=50%
VFS=63%

FIG. 1 (color online). (a) LDA FS for two different doping
levels corresponding to a volume, counting holes, of 50% (cyan,
dashed line) and 63% (blue, solid line) of the BZ. (b),(c) ARPES
spectra taken at T % 10 K on Tl2201-OD30 along the directions
marked by arrows in (a). (d) ARPES FS of Tl2201-OD30 along
with a tight-binding fit of the data (black lines).
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BCS/Bogoliubov quasiparticles
in a d-wave superconductor
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We now show how the problem of isotropic quasiparticle velocities, noted in Section 5, is
resolved by the presence of the pocket Fermi surfaces described by HKLmf in Eq. (127). The
discussion below is based on the detailed computations presented in
Refs. [Chatterjee and Sachdev, 2016, Christos and Sachdev, 2024].
Given the pocket Fermi surfaces and spinons in the FL* normal state, we imagine imposing a
BCS type pairing on the Fermi surface excitations. If the pairing is d-wave, it would lead to 8
nodal Bogoliubov points as shown in Fig. 31A. However this state also has the 4 nodal
quasiparticles of the S2 spin liquid, associated with the dispersion in Fig. 18. So strictly
speaking, this state remains fractionalized, and is not a conventional d-wave superconductor.
It would be appropriate to call it d-SC*.



(B) FL*   d-SC(A) FL*   d-SC*
<latexit sha1_base64="v70smkRCmG6a6FBthNKz7PHbiZE=">AAACJHicbZC7SgNBFIZnvRtvUbGyGQyChYSNBLURRBtLBXOB7BJmZ88mg7Ozy8xZNSx5GBsLfRU7sbDxOSydXBCNHhj4+P9zOGf+IJXCoOu+O1PTM7Nz8wuLhaXlldW14vpG3SSZ5lDjiUx0M2AGpFBQQ4ESmqkGFgcSGsHN+cBv3II2IlHX2EvBj1lHiUhwhlZqF7c8yVRHAj2jnh7RCXXbxVKl7A6LfoM7qZTIuC7bxU8vTHgWg0IumTGtipuinzONgkvoF7zMQMr4DetAy6JiMZj98FakZoh+PvxJn+5aM6RRou1TSIfqz+Gcxcb04sB2xgy7ZtIbiP95rQyjYz8XKs0QFB8tijJJMaGDWGgoNHCUPQuMa2HPprzLNONowyt4BmyyqoPd3EO4xzsR2j15Vaj+v1H9gfpBuXJYPryqlk7PxqEtkG2yQ/ZIhRyRU3JBLkmNcJKTB/JEnp1H58V5dd5GrVPOeGaT/Crn4wv+J6UN</latexit>

→B↑ = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="e8U+A9l+JyabLk31JE1Yttp1/dU=">AAACJ3icbZDLSgMxFIYz3q23UTeCm2ARXEiZSqkui25cVrBV6JSSyZy2wUxmTM5Uy1Cfxo0LfRV3okvfwqXpBfF2IPDx/+dwTv4gkcKg5705U9Mzs3PzC4u5peWV1TV3faNu4lRzqPFYxvoyYAakUFBDgRIuEw0sCiRcBFcnQ/+iB9qIWJ1jP4FmxDpKtAVnaKWWu+VLpjoS6DH19Zh8BdfUa7n5YsEbFf0C77eSJ5OqttwPP4x5GoFCLpkxjaKXYDNjGgWXMMj5qYGE8SvWgYZFxSIw+2FPJGaEzWz0mQHdtWZI27G2TyEdqd+HMxYZ048C2xkx7Jrf3lD8z2uk2D5qZkIlKYLi40XtVFKM6TAZGgoNHGXfAuNa2LMp7zLNONr8cr4BG67qYDfzEW7xRoR2T1YSavBvVH+gflAolgvls1K+cjwJbYFskx2yR4rkkFTIKamSGuHkjtyTR/LkPDjPzovzOm6dciYzm+RHOe+f1Pimjg==</latexit>

→B↑ ↓= 0

<latexit sha1_base64="1X+kCDUuBoCigeOl4M0ATZtig8Q=">AAAB6nicdVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8LbtJjOYWFMRjRPOAZAmzk9lkyOzsMjMbCEs+wYsHRbz6Rd78GycPgooWNBRV3XR3+TFnSjvOp7Wyura+sZnZym7v7O7t5w4OGypKJKF1EvFItnysKGeC1jXTnLZiSXHoc9r0h9dTvzmiUrFIPOhxTL0Q9wULGMHaSPej7k03l3fsSvHcLVaQazszIMcuuYVSobhU8rBArZv76PQikoRUaMKxUm3XibWXYqkZ4XSS7SSKxpgMcZ+2DRU4pMpLZ6dO0KlReiiIpCmh0Uz9PpHiUKlx6JvOEOuB+u1Nxb+8dqKDSy9lIk40FWS+KEg40hGa/o16TFKi+dgQTCQztyIywBITbdLJmhCWv/9PGgXbLdvlu1K+erWIIwPHcAJn4MIFVOEWalAHAn14hGd4sbj1ZL1ab/PWFWsxcwQ/YL1/AXCUje0=</latexit>vF
<latexit sha1_base64="BKfDSs9fA7/cbFs2QANEoqkTUL4=">AAAB73icdVDLSgNBEJz1GeMr6tHLYBA8LbtJjOYW1IPHCOYByRJmJ73JkNnZdWY2EJb8hBcPinj1d7z5N04eBBUtaCiquunu8mPOlHacT2tldW19YzOzld3e2d3bzx0cNlSUSAp1GvFItnyigDMBdc00h1YsgYQ+h6Y/vJ76zRFIxSJxr8cxeCHpCxYwSrSRWqNu5wa4Jt1c3rErxXO3WMGu7cyAHbvkFkqF4lLJowVq3dxHpxfRJAShKSdKtV0n1l5KpGaUwyTbSRTEhA5JH9qGChKC8tLZvRN8apQeDiJpSmg8U79PpCRUahz6pjMkeqB+e1PxL6+d6ODSS5mIEw2CzhcFCcc6wtPncY9JoJqPDSFUMnMrpgMiCdUmoqwJYfn7/6RRsN2yXb4r5atXizgy6BidoDPkogtURbeohuqIIo4e0TN6sR6sJ+vVepu3rliLmSP0A9b7FzrskB8=</latexit>v!

Figure 31: (A) Cooper pairing the Fermi surface quasiparticles in FL* leads to d-SC* state, with 8
nodal Bogoliubov quasiparticles (red), and 4 nodal spinons (pink). (B) Upon condensing B , the spinons
mutually annihilate 4 of the Bogoliubov quasiparticles, leaving 4 Bogoliubov quasiparticles with



vF → v!.

However, if we induce the pairing by the B condensate in Eq. (131), the SU(2) gauge field is
higgsed. Morever, the Yukawa coupling allows the nodal quasiparticles of the S2 spin liquid to
hybridize with the Bogoliubov quasiparticles of the pocket Fermi surfaces. The net result,
sketched in Fig. 31B, is that the B condensate can enable the nodal points on the ‘backsides’
of the pocket Fermi surfaces to mutually annihilate with the spinons of the S2 spin liquid. We
are then left with the 4 nodal quasiparticles on front sides of the pocket Fermi surfaces. The
number of nodal points are the same as those obtained in conventional BCS theory from
d-wave pairing of a Fermi liquid. These remaining nodal points are associated with pairing on
the pocket Fermi surfaces, and these is no reason for their velocity to be isotropic (unlike the
spinons).
The annihilation of the extra nodal points occurs via hybridization between the electrons and
spinons within a mean-field band structure of HKLmf + HSLf + HY in Eqs. (127), (81), and
(131) . Furthermore, computations which diagonalize this Hamiltonian with B fixed and
U = 1 do indeed yield anisotropic velocities similar to those observed. Unlike the situation in
Section 5, the spinons do not become the Bogoliubov quasiparticles in the doped case; instead
the spinons are needed to annihilate the extraneous Bogoliubov quasiparticles.



An interesting prediction can be made in the particular case of the electron-doped cuprates. In
these materials, photoemission experiments have observed a normal state to superconductivity
which is gapped near (ω/2, ω/2) and has spectral weight only near electron pockets at the
antinode [Armitage et al., 2002]. If d-wave superconductivity were to emerge as a BCS
instability from such a normal state, the resulting superconductor should be gapped. However,
the FL→ theory yields a di!erent prediction. Similar to how the spinon degrees of freedom
emerge to annhilate with the backside pocket when B Higgs condenses in the hole-doped case,
the Dirac node of the spin liquid will appear with a finite spectral weight near (ω/2, ω/2) when
B condenses, leading to a nodal superconductor. Such a prediction can be explored in future
photoemission experiments in the electron doped cuprates [Xu et al., 2023] and could serve as
an experimental test of the FL→ theory.
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Zhang, and Jing-Yu Zhao for recent collaborations on the work reviewed here. This research
was supported by NSF Grant DMR-2245246 and by the Simons Collaboration on
Ultra-Quantum Matter which is a grant from the Simons Foundation (651440, S. S.).
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tion (LDA), which are in good agreement with previous
calculations [11,12], and a tight-binding fit of the experi-
mentally determined FS. The spectra in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
were measured along momentum space directions near the
nodal and antinodal regions of the BZ, as indicated by the
arrows in Fig. 1(a). Dispersive features are clearly observ-
able, with a behavior which is ubiquitous among the cup-
rates [1]. Close to the nodal direction the QP peak exhibits
a pronounced dispersion that can be followed over
!250 meV below EF; near "!; 0#, on the other hand, the
band is much shallower with a van Hove singularity
!39 meV below EF. By integrating over a $5 meV win-
dow about EF the ARPES spectra normalized at high
binding energies, one obtains an estimate for the normal-
state FS [Fig. 1(d); the EF-intensity map across two BZs
was downfolded to the reduced zone scheme and symme-
trized with respect to the BZ diagonal, taking an average
for equivalent k points, and then fourfolded]. As discussed
later, at T % 10 K a d-wave SC gap is open along the FS;
thus this procedure returns the loci of minimum excitation
energy across the gap, which, however, still correspond to
the underlying normal-state FS crossings [1].

The FS of Tl2201-OD30 [Fig. 1(d)] consists of a large
hole-pocket centered at "!;!#, which, as suggested by the
low binding energy of the van Hove singularity [Fig. 1(c)],
appears to be approaching a topological transition from
hole to electronlike. The FS volume, counting holes, is
63$ 2% of the BZ corresponding to a carrier concentra-
tion of 1:26$ 0:04 hole=Cu atom, in very good agreement
with Hall-coefficient [13] and AMRO [6] experiments,
which found 1.30 and 1.24 itinerant holes, respectively,
in slightly more overdoped samples. These measurements
all indicate that the low-energy electronic structure of very

overdoped Tl2201 is dominated by a single CuO band. In
both ARPES and AMRO data there is no evidence for the
TlO band that in LDA calculations crosses EF and gives
rise to a small electron pocket centered at k % "0; 0# for
nonoxygenated (i.e., " % 0) Tl2201 [Fig. 1(a), dashed FS].
This, however, is no surprise even within the indepen-
dent particle picture. In fact, adjusting the chemical po-
tential in the calculations in a rigid-band-like fashion to
match the doping level of our Tl2201-OD30 sample (as
determined by the total FS volume), the TlO band is
emptied of its electrons and the LDA FS reduces to the
single CuO pocket [Fig. 1(a), solid FS]. Since full deple-
tion of the TlO band takes place for !EF ’ &0:159 eV,
corresponding to the removal of 0.024 electrons from
the TlO band (as well as 0.109 from the CuO band), already
the deviation of the Tl3' and Cu2' content of our samples
from the stoichiometric ratio 2:1, which contributes
!0:14 hole=formula unit, would be sufficient to empty
the TlO band even in the nonoxygenated " % 0 case. In
this sense, the Tl-Cu nonstoichiometry and the presence of
the TlO band cooperate in pushing the " % 0 system away
from half filling, which may help explain why nonoxygen-
ated Tl2201 is not a charge transfer insulator like undoped
(i.e., x % 0) LSCO [12]. As for the detailed shape of the
FS, which in LDA calculations is more square than in
ARPES and AMRO results, better agreement would re-
quire the inclusion in the calculations of correlation ef-
fects and/or O-doping beyond a rigid-band picture. Alter-
natively, the ARPES data can be modeled by the tight-
binding dispersion #k%$' t1

2 "coskx'cosky#' t2 coskx(
cosky ' t3

2 "cos2kx ' cos2ky# ' t4
2 "cos2kxcosky ' coskx(

cos2ky#' t5 cos2kxcos2ky, as in Ref. [14] (setting a % 1
for the lattice constant). With parameters $ % 0:2438,
t1 % &0:725, t2 % 0:302, t3 % 0:0159, t4 % &0:0805,
and t5 % 0:0034, all expressed in eV, this dispersion re-
produces both the FS shape [Fig. 1(d)] and the QP energy
at "0; 0# and especially near "!; 0# [Figs. 2(f) and 2(g)].

The analysis of the ARPES spectra in Fig. 2 indicates a
SC gap consistent with a dx2&y2 form. Because of the lack
of normal-state data, the opening of the gap for this
Tl2201-OD30 sample could not be followed via the shift
of the leading edge midpoint (LEM) across Tc, as is
commonly done (this was, however, possible in subsequent
temperature dependent experiments on a less overdoped
Tc % 74 K sample). In the present case, the existence of a
gap can be most easily visualized by the comparison of
nodal and antinodal symmetrized spectra [15], in particu-
lar, by the presence of a peak at EF along the nodal di-
rection [signature of a FS crossing; bold line in Fig. 2(a)]
and by the lack thereof along the antinodal [Fig. 2(b)]. For
a more quantitative analysis, we performed a fit of the
spectra along different k-space cuts intersecting the under-
lying normal-state FS [Fig. 2(d); as line shape we used a
Lorentzian QP peak plus a steplike background identified
by the ARPES intensity at k ) kF, all multiplied by a
Fermi function and convoluted with the instrumental en-
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FIG. 1 (color online). (a) LDA FS for two different doping
levels corresponding to a volume, counting holes, of 50% (cyan,
dashed line) and 63% (blue, solid line) of the BZ. (b),(c) ARPES
spectra taken at T % 10 K on Tl2201-OD30 along the directions
marked by arrows in (a). (d) ARPES FS of Tl2201-OD30 along
with a tight-binding fit of the data (black lines).
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tion (LDA), which are in good agreement with previous
calculations [11,12], and a tight-binding fit of the experi-
mentally determined FS. The spectra in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
were measured along momentum space directions near the
nodal and antinodal regions of the BZ, as indicated by the
arrows in Fig. 1(a). Dispersive features are clearly observ-
able, with a behavior which is ubiquitous among the cup-
rates [1]. Close to the nodal direction the QP peak exhibits
a pronounced dispersion that can be followed over
!250 meV below EF; near "!; 0#, on the other hand, the
band is much shallower with a van Hove singularity
!39 meV below EF. By integrating over a $5 meV win-
dow about EF the ARPES spectra normalized at high
binding energies, one obtains an estimate for the normal-
state FS [Fig. 1(d); the EF-intensity map across two BZs
was downfolded to the reduced zone scheme and symme-
trized with respect to the BZ diagonal, taking an average
for equivalent k points, and then fourfolded]. As discussed
later, at T % 10 K a d-wave SC gap is open along the FS;
thus this procedure returns the loci of minimum excitation
energy across the gap, which, however, still correspond to
the underlying normal-state FS crossings [1].

The FS of Tl2201-OD30 [Fig. 1(d)] consists of a large
hole-pocket centered at "!;!#, which, as suggested by the
low binding energy of the van Hove singularity [Fig. 1(c)],
appears to be approaching a topological transition from
hole to electronlike. The FS volume, counting holes, is
63$ 2% of the BZ corresponding to a carrier concentra-
tion of 1:26$ 0:04 hole=Cu atom, in very good agreement
with Hall-coefficient [13] and AMRO [6] experiments,
which found 1.30 and 1.24 itinerant holes, respectively,
in slightly more overdoped samples. These measurements
all indicate that the low-energy electronic structure of very

overdoped Tl2201 is dominated by a single CuO band. In
both ARPES and AMRO data there is no evidence for the
TlO band that in LDA calculations crosses EF and gives
rise to a small electron pocket centered at k % "0; 0# for
nonoxygenated (i.e., " % 0) Tl2201 [Fig. 1(a), dashed FS].
This, however, is no surprise even within the indepen-
dent particle picture. In fact, adjusting the chemical po-
tential in the calculations in a rigid-band-like fashion to
match the doping level of our Tl2201-OD30 sample (as
determined by the total FS volume), the TlO band is
emptied of its electrons and the LDA FS reduces to the
single CuO pocket [Fig. 1(a), solid FS]. Since full deple-
tion of the TlO band takes place for !EF ’ &0:159 eV,
corresponding to the removal of 0.024 electrons from
the TlO band (as well as 0.109 from the CuO band), already
the deviation of the Tl3' and Cu2' content of our samples
from the stoichiometric ratio 2:1, which contributes
!0:14 hole=formula unit, would be sufficient to empty
the TlO band even in the nonoxygenated " % 0 case. In
this sense, the Tl-Cu nonstoichiometry and the presence of
the TlO band cooperate in pushing the " % 0 system away
from half filling, which may help explain why nonoxygen-
ated Tl2201 is not a charge transfer insulator like undoped
(i.e., x % 0) LSCO [12]. As for the detailed shape of the
FS, which in LDA calculations is more square than in
ARPES and AMRO results, better agreement would re-
quire the inclusion in the calculations of correlation ef-
fects and/or O-doping beyond a rigid-band picture. Alter-
natively, the ARPES data can be modeled by the tight-
binding dispersion #k%$' t1

2 "coskx'cosky#' t2 coskx(
cosky ' t3

2 "cos2kx ' cos2ky# ' t4
2 "cos2kxcosky ' coskx(

cos2ky#' t5 cos2kxcos2ky, as in Ref. [14] (setting a % 1
for the lattice constant). With parameters $ % 0:2438,
t1 % &0:725, t2 % 0:302, t3 % 0:0159, t4 % &0:0805,
and t5 % 0:0034, all expressed in eV, this dispersion re-
produces both the FS shape [Fig. 1(d)] and the QP energy
at "0; 0# and especially near "!; 0# [Figs. 2(f) and 2(g)].

The analysis of the ARPES spectra in Fig. 2 indicates a
SC gap consistent with a dx2&y2 form. Because of the lack
of normal-state data, the opening of the gap for this
Tl2201-OD30 sample could not be followed via the shift
of the leading edge midpoint (LEM) across Tc, as is
commonly done (this was, however, possible in subsequent
temperature dependent experiments on a less overdoped
Tc % 74 K sample). In the present case, the existence of a
gap can be most easily visualized by the comparison of
nodal and antinodal symmetrized spectra [15], in particu-
lar, by the presence of a peak at EF along the nodal di-
rection [signature of a FS crossing; bold line in Fig. 2(a)]
and by the lack thereof along the antinodal [Fig. 2(b)]. For
a more quantitative analysis, we performed a fit of the
spectra along different k-space cuts intersecting the under-
lying normal-state FS [Fig. 2(d); as line shape we used a
Lorentzian QP peak plus a steplike background identified
by the ARPES intensity at k ) kF, all multiplied by a
Fermi function and convoluted with the instrumental en-
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FIG. 1 (color online). (a) LDA FS for two different doping
levels corresponding to a volume, counting holes, of 50% (cyan,
dashed line) and 63% (blue, solid line) of the BZ. (b),(c) ARPES
spectra taken at T % 10 K on Tl2201-OD30 along the directions
marked by arrows in (a). (d) ARPES FS of Tl2201-OD30 along
with a tight-binding fit of the data (black lines).
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Figure: The two distinct Higgs fields in the ancilla layer theory of the single band Hubbard model. !
hybridizes conduction electrons in the top layer with spinons in the middle layer. B couples the spinons
of the bottom layer to the upper layers.

HY = →
1

2

∑

i

[
i Tr

(
F

†
1iB

†
i Fi

)
+ ig Tr

(
C
†
i B

†
i Fi

)
+ H.c.

]

=
∑

i

[
i

(
B1i f

†
iωf1iω → B2iωωεfiωf1iε

)
+ H.c.

+ig

(
B1i f

†
iωciω → B2iωωεfiωciε

)
+ H.c.

]
, (132)



tion (LDA), which are in good agreement with previous
calculations [11,12], and a tight-binding fit of the experi-
mentally determined FS. The spectra in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
were measured along momentum space directions near the
nodal and antinodal regions of the BZ, as indicated by the
arrows in Fig. 1(a). Dispersive features are clearly observ-
able, with a behavior which is ubiquitous among the cup-
rates [1]. Close to the nodal direction the QP peak exhibits
a pronounced dispersion that can be followed over
!250 meV below EF; near "!; 0#, on the other hand, the
band is much shallower with a van Hove singularity
!39 meV below EF. By integrating over a $5 meV win-
dow about EF the ARPES spectra normalized at high
binding energies, one obtains an estimate for the normal-
state FS [Fig. 1(d); the EF-intensity map across two BZs
was downfolded to the reduced zone scheme and symme-
trized with respect to the BZ diagonal, taking an average
for equivalent k points, and then fourfolded]. As discussed
later, at T % 10 K a d-wave SC gap is open along the FS;
thus this procedure returns the loci of minimum excitation
energy across the gap, which, however, still correspond to
the underlying normal-state FS crossings [1].

The FS of Tl2201-OD30 [Fig. 1(d)] consists of a large
hole-pocket centered at "!;!#, which, as suggested by the
low binding energy of the van Hove singularity [Fig. 1(c)],
appears to be approaching a topological transition from
hole to electronlike. The FS volume, counting holes, is
63$ 2% of the BZ corresponding to a carrier concentra-
tion of 1:26$ 0:04 hole=Cu atom, in very good agreement
with Hall-coefficient [13] and AMRO [6] experiments,
which found 1.30 and 1.24 itinerant holes, respectively,
in slightly more overdoped samples. These measurements
all indicate that the low-energy electronic structure of very

overdoped Tl2201 is dominated by a single CuO band. In
both ARPES and AMRO data there is no evidence for the
TlO band that in LDA calculations crosses EF and gives
rise to a small electron pocket centered at k % "0; 0# for
nonoxygenated (i.e., " % 0) Tl2201 [Fig. 1(a), dashed FS].
This, however, is no surprise even within the indepen-
dent particle picture. In fact, adjusting the chemical po-
tential in the calculations in a rigid-band-like fashion to
match the doping level of our Tl2201-OD30 sample (as
determined by the total FS volume), the TlO band is
emptied of its electrons and the LDA FS reduces to the
single CuO pocket [Fig. 1(a), solid FS]. Since full deple-
tion of the TlO band takes place for !EF ’ &0:159 eV,
corresponding to the removal of 0.024 electrons from
the TlO band (as well as 0.109 from the CuO band), already
the deviation of the Tl3' and Cu2' content of our samples
from the stoichiometric ratio 2:1, which contributes
!0:14 hole=formula unit, would be sufficient to empty
the TlO band even in the nonoxygenated " % 0 case. In
this sense, the Tl-Cu nonstoichiometry and the presence of
the TlO band cooperate in pushing the " % 0 system away
from half filling, which may help explain why nonoxygen-
ated Tl2201 is not a charge transfer insulator like undoped
(i.e., x % 0) LSCO [12]. As for the detailed shape of the
FS, which in LDA calculations is more square than in
ARPES and AMRO results, better agreement would re-
quire the inclusion in the calculations of correlation ef-
fects and/or O-doping beyond a rigid-band picture. Alter-
natively, the ARPES data can be modeled by the tight-
binding dispersion #k%$' t1

2 "coskx'cosky#' t2 coskx(
cosky ' t3

2 "cos2kx ' cos2ky# ' t4
2 "cos2kxcosky ' coskx(

cos2ky#' t5 cos2kxcos2ky, as in Ref. [14] (setting a % 1
for the lattice constant). With parameters $ % 0:2438,
t1 % &0:725, t2 % 0:302, t3 % 0:0159, t4 % &0:0805,
and t5 % 0:0034, all expressed in eV, this dispersion re-
produces both the FS shape [Fig. 1(d)] and the QP energy
at "0; 0# and especially near "!; 0# [Figs. 2(f) and 2(g)].

The analysis of the ARPES spectra in Fig. 2 indicates a
SC gap consistent with a dx2&y2 form. Because of the lack
of normal-state data, the opening of the gap for this
Tl2201-OD30 sample could not be followed via the shift
of the leading edge midpoint (LEM) across Tc, as is
commonly done (this was, however, possible in subsequent
temperature dependent experiments on a less overdoped
Tc % 74 K sample). In the present case, the existence of a
gap can be most easily visualized by the comparison of
nodal and antinodal symmetrized spectra [15], in particu-
lar, by the presence of a peak at EF along the nodal di-
rection [signature of a FS crossing; bold line in Fig. 2(a)]
and by the lack thereof along the antinodal [Fig. 2(b)]. For
a more quantitative analysis, we performed a fit of the
spectra along different k-space cuts intersecting the under-
lying normal-state FS [Fig. 2(d); as line shape we used a
Lorentzian QP peak plus a steplike background identified
by the ARPES intensity at k ) kF, all multiplied by a
Fermi function and convoluted with the instrumental en-
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FIG. 1 (color online). (a) LDA FS for two different doping
levels corresponding to a volume, counting holes, of 50% (cyan,
dashed line) and 63% (blue, solid line) of the BZ. (b),(c) ARPES
spectra taken at T % 10 K on Tl2201-OD30 along the directions
marked by arrows in (a). (d) ARPES FS of Tl2201-OD30 along
with a tight-binding fit of the data (black lines).
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tion (LDA), which are in good agreement with previous
calculations [11,12], and a tight-binding fit of the experi-
mentally determined FS. The spectra in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
were measured along momentum space directions near the
nodal and antinodal regions of the BZ, as indicated by the
arrows in Fig. 1(a). Dispersive features are clearly observ-
able, with a behavior which is ubiquitous among the cup-
rates [1]. Close to the nodal direction the QP peak exhibits
a pronounced dispersion that can be followed over
!250 meV below EF; near "!; 0#, on the other hand, the
band is much shallower with a van Hove singularity
!39 meV below EF. By integrating over a $5 meV win-
dow about EF the ARPES spectra normalized at high
binding energies, one obtains an estimate for the normal-
state FS [Fig. 1(d); the EF-intensity map across two BZs
was downfolded to the reduced zone scheme and symme-
trized with respect to the BZ diagonal, taking an average
for equivalent k points, and then fourfolded]. As discussed
later, at T % 10 K a d-wave SC gap is open along the FS;
thus this procedure returns the loci of minimum excitation
energy across the gap, which, however, still correspond to
the underlying normal-state FS crossings [1].

The FS of Tl2201-OD30 [Fig. 1(d)] consists of a large
hole-pocket centered at "!;!#, which, as suggested by the
low binding energy of the van Hove singularity [Fig. 1(c)],
appears to be approaching a topological transition from
hole to electronlike. The FS volume, counting holes, is
63$ 2% of the BZ corresponding to a carrier concentra-
tion of 1:26$ 0:04 hole=Cu atom, in very good agreement
with Hall-coefficient [13] and AMRO [6] experiments,
which found 1.30 and 1.24 itinerant holes, respectively,
in slightly more overdoped samples. These measurements
all indicate that the low-energy electronic structure of very

overdoped Tl2201 is dominated by a single CuO band. In
both ARPES and AMRO data there is no evidence for the
TlO band that in LDA calculations crosses EF and gives
rise to a small electron pocket centered at k % "0; 0# for
nonoxygenated (i.e., " % 0) Tl2201 [Fig. 1(a), dashed FS].
This, however, is no surprise even within the indepen-
dent particle picture. In fact, adjusting the chemical po-
tential in the calculations in a rigid-band-like fashion to
match the doping level of our Tl2201-OD30 sample (as
determined by the total FS volume), the TlO band is
emptied of its electrons and the LDA FS reduces to the
single CuO pocket [Fig. 1(a), solid FS]. Since full deple-
tion of the TlO band takes place for !EF ’ &0:159 eV,
corresponding to the removal of 0.024 electrons from
the TlO band (as well as 0.109 from the CuO band), already
the deviation of the Tl3' and Cu2' content of our samples
from the stoichiometric ratio 2:1, which contributes
!0:14 hole=formula unit, would be sufficient to empty
the TlO band even in the nonoxygenated " % 0 case. In
this sense, the Tl-Cu nonstoichiometry and the presence of
the TlO band cooperate in pushing the " % 0 system away
from half filling, which may help explain why nonoxygen-
ated Tl2201 is not a charge transfer insulator like undoped
(i.e., x % 0) LSCO [12]. As for the detailed shape of the
FS, which in LDA calculations is more square than in
ARPES and AMRO results, better agreement would re-
quire the inclusion in the calculations of correlation ef-
fects and/or O-doping beyond a rigid-band picture. Alter-
natively, the ARPES data can be modeled by the tight-
binding dispersion #k%$' t1

2 "coskx'cosky#' t2 coskx(
cosky ' t3

2 "cos2kx ' cos2ky# ' t4
2 "cos2kxcosky ' coskx(

cos2ky#' t5 cos2kxcos2ky, as in Ref. [14] (setting a % 1
for the lattice constant). With parameters $ % 0:2438,
t1 % &0:725, t2 % 0:302, t3 % 0:0159, t4 % &0:0805,
and t5 % 0:0034, all expressed in eV, this dispersion re-
produces both the FS shape [Fig. 1(d)] and the QP energy
at "0; 0# and especially near "!; 0# [Figs. 2(f) and 2(g)].

The analysis of the ARPES spectra in Fig. 2 indicates a
SC gap consistent with a dx2&y2 form. Because of the lack
of normal-state data, the opening of the gap for this
Tl2201-OD30 sample could not be followed via the shift
of the leading edge midpoint (LEM) across Tc, as is
commonly done (this was, however, possible in subsequent
temperature dependent experiments on a less overdoped
Tc % 74 K sample). In the present case, the existence of a
gap can be most easily visualized by the comparison of
nodal and antinodal symmetrized spectra [15], in particu-
lar, by the presence of a peak at EF along the nodal di-
rection [signature of a FS crossing; bold line in Fig. 2(a)]
and by the lack thereof along the antinodal [Fig. 2(b)]. For
a more quantitative analysis, we performed a fit of the
spectra along different k-space cuts intersecting the under-
lying normal-state FS [Fig. 2(d); as line shape we used a
Lorentzian QP peak plus a steplike background identified
by the ARPES intensity at k ) kF, all multiplied by a
Fermi function and convoluted with the instrumental en-
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FIG. 1 (color online). (a) LDA FS for two different doping
levels corresponding to a volume, counting holes, of 50% (cyan,
dashed line) and 63% (blue, solid line) of the BZ. (b),(c) ARPES
spectra taken at T % 10 K on Tl2201-OD30 along the directions
marked by arrows in (a). (d) ARPES FS of Tl2201-OD30 along
with a tight-binding fit of the data (black lines).
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tion (LDA), which are in good agreement with previous
calculations [11,12], and a tight-binding fit of the experi-
mentally determined FS. The spectra in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
were measured along momentum space directions near the
nodal and antinodal regions of the BZ, as indicated by the
arrows in Fig. 1(a). Dispersive features are clearly observ-
able, with a behavior which is ubiquitous among the cup-
rates [1]. Close to the nodal direction the QP peak exhibits
a pronounced dispersion that can be followed over
!250 meV below EF; near "!; 0#, on the other hand, the
band is much shallower with a van Hove singularity
!39 meV below EF. By integrating over a $5 meV win-
dow about EF the ARPES spectra normalized at high
binding energies, one obtains an estimate for the normal-
state FS [Fig. 1(d); the EF-intensity map across two BZs
was downfolded to the reduced zone scheme and symme-
trized with respect to the BZ diagonal, taking an average
for equivalent k points, and then fourfolded]. As discussed
later, at T % 10 K a d-wave SC gap is open along the FS;
thus this procedure returns the loci of minimum excitation
energy across the gap, which, however, still correspond to
the underlying normal-state FS crossings [1].

The FS of Tl2201-OD30 [Fig. 1(d)] consists of a large
hole-pocket centered at "!;!#, which, as suggested by the
low binding energy of the van Hove singularity [Fig. 1(c)],
appears to be approaching a topological transition from
hole to electronlike. The FS volume, counting holes, is
63$ 2% of the BZ corresponding to a carrier concentra-
tion of 1:26$ 0:04 hole=Cu atom, in very good agreement
with Hall-coefficient [13] and AMRO [6] experiments,
which found 1.30 and 1.24 itinerant holes, respectively,
in slightly more overdoped samples. These measurements
all indicate that the low-energy electronic structure of very

overdoped Tl2201 is dominated by a single CuO band. In
both ARPES and AMRO data there is no evidence for the
TlO band that in LDA calculations crosses EF and gives
rise to a small electron pocket centered at k % "0; 0# for
nonoxygenated (i.e., " % 0) Tl2201 [Fig. 1(a), dashed FS].
This, however, is no surprise even within the indepen-
dent particle picture. In fact, adjusting the chemical po-
tential in the calculations in a rigid-band-like fashion to
match the doping level of our Tl2201-OD30 sample (as
determined by the total FS volume), the TlO band is
emptied of its electrons and the LDA FS reduces to the
single CuO pocket [Fig. 1(a), solid FS]. Since full deple-
tion of the TlO band takes place for !EF ’ &0:159 eV,
corresponding to the removal of 0.024 electrons from
the TlO band (as well as 0.109 from the CuO band), already
the deviation of the Tl3' and Cu2' content of our samples
from the stoichiometric ratio 2:1, which contributes
!0:14 hole=formula unit, would be sufficient to empty
the TlO band even in the nonoxygenated " % 0 case. In
this sense, the Tl-Cu nonstoichiometry and the presence of
the TlO band cooperate in pushing the " % 0 system away
from half filling, which may help explain why nonoxygen-
ated Tl2201 is not a charge transfer insulator like undoped
(i.e., x % 0) LSCO [12]. As for the detailed shape of the
FS, which in LDA calculations is more square than in
ARPES and AMRO results, better agreement would re-
quire the inclusion in the calculations of correlation ef-
fects and/or O-doping beyond a rigid-band picture. Alter-
natively, the ARPES data can be modeled by the tight-
binding dispersion #k%$' t1

2 "coskx'cosky#' t2 coskx(
cosky ' t3

2 "cos2kx ' cos2ky# ' t4
2 "cos2kxcosky ' coskx(

cos2ky#' t5 cos2kxcos2ky, as in Ref. [14] (setting a % 1
for the lattice constant). With parameters $ % 0:2438,
t1 % &0:725, t2 % 0:302, t3 % 0:0159, t4 % &0:0805,
and t5 % 0:0034, all expressed in eV, this dispersion re-
produces both the FS shape [Fig. 1(d)] and the QP energy
at "0; 0# and especially near "!; 0# [Figs. 2(f) and 2(g)].

The analysis of the ARPES spectra in Fig. 2 indicates a
SC gap consistent with a dx2&y2 form. Because of the lack
of normal-state data, the opening of the gap for this
Tl2201-OD30 sample could not be followed via the shift
of the leading edge midpoint (LEM) across Tc, as is
commonly done (this was, however, possible in subsequent
temperature dependent experiments on a less overdoped
Tc % 74 K sample). In the present case, the existence of a
gap can be most easily visualized by the comparison of
nodal and antinodal symmetrized spectra [15], in particu-
lar, by the presence of a peak at EF along the nodal di-
rection [signature of a FS crossing; bold line in Fig. 2(a)]
and by the lack thereof along the antinodal [Fig. 2(b)]. For
a more quantitative analysis, we performed a fit of the
spectra along different k-space cuts intersecting the under-
lying normal-state FS [Fig. 2(d); as line shape we used a
Lorentzian QP peak plus a steplike background identified
by the ARPES intensity at k ) kF, all multiplied by a
Fermi function and convoluted with the instrumental en-
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FIG. 1 (color online). (a) LDA FS for two different doping
levels corresponding to a volume, counting holes, of 50% (cyan,
dashed line) and 63% (blue, solid line) of the BZ. (b),(c) ARPES
spectra taken at T % 10 K on Tl2201-OD30 along the directions
marked by arrows in (a). (d) ARPES FS of Tl2201-OD30 along
with a tight-binding fit of the data (black lines).

PRL 95, 077001 (2005) P H Y S I C A L R E V I E W L E T T E R S week ending
12 AUGUST 2005

077001-2

<latexit sha1_base64="bQxCQ2lzS2c5dMvRCyFA+P4r2y8=">AAACFXicdVDLSgMxFM3UVx1fVZdugkVwIWWmYmt3pd24rGgf0Cklk962oZnMkGSEMvQn3Pgrblwo4lZw59+YvkBFDwQO50G4x484U9pxPq3Uyura+kZ6097a3tndy+wfNFQYSwp1GvJQtnyigDMBdc00h1YkgQQ+h6Y/qk795h1IxUJxq8cRdAIyEKzPKNFG6mbOPB8GTCQUhAY5sSvVG8/DWhKh2DRheyB6S7ebyTo55yLvOi42ZAZDSqXSedHB7kLJogVq3cyH1wtpHJg65USptutEupMQqRnlMLG9WEFE6IgMoG2oIAGoTjK7aoJPjNLD/VCaJzSeqd8bCQmUGge+SQZED9Vvbyr+5bVj3b/sJExEsQZB5x/1Y451iKcT4R6TQDUfG0KoNDNQTIdEEmo2ULYZYXkp/p808jm3kCtc57PlymKONDpCx+gUuaiIyugK1VAdUXSPHtEzerEerCfr1XqbR1PWonOIfsB6/wJGBZ+P</latexit>

BCS
transition

M. Christos, Zhu-Xi Luo, L. Shackleton, Ya-Hui Zhang,  
M. S. Scheurer, and S. S.,  PNAS 120, e2302701120 (2023)

<latexit sha1_base64="Tq/mSk3kHrJZJUUNBac27UjzaYQ="></latexit>

Quantum-criticality

of a quantum phase transition

between two metals

(FL* and FL) at p = pc,
with no symmetry breaking.

! was the hybridization

between c and f1 in theory of

hole pockets— it is

now a Higgs field.

Both metals lead to the same

d-wave superconductor at lower

temperatures, and so there is

transition at p = pc within the

superconducting state.



tion (LDA), which are in good agreement with previous
calculations [11,12], and a tight-binding fit of the experi-
mentally determined FS. The spectra in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
were measured along momentum space directions near the
nodal and antinodal regions of the BZ, as indicated by the
arrows in Fig. 1(a). Dispersive features are clearly observ-
able, with a behavior which is ubiquitous among the cup-
rates [1]. Close to the nodal direction the QP peak exhibits
a pronounced dispersion that can be followed over
!250 meV below EF; near "!; 0#, on the other hand, the
band is much shallower with a van Hove singularity
!39 meV below EF. By integrating over a $5 meV win-
dow about EF the ARPES spectra normalized at high
binding energies, one obtains an estimate for the normal-
state FS [Fig. 1(d); the EF-intensity map across two BZs
was downfolded to the reduced zone scheme and symme-
trized with respect to the BZ diagonal, taking an average
for equivalent k points, and then fourfolded]. As discussed
later, at T % 10 K a d-wave SC gap is open along the FS;
thus this procedure returns the loci of minimum excitation
energy across the gap, which, however, still correspond to
the underlying normal-state FS crossings [1].

The FS of Tl2201-OD30 [Fig. 1(d)] consists of a large
hole-pocket centered at "!;!#, which, as suggested by the
low binding energy of the van Hove singularity [Fig. 1(c)],
appears to be approaching a topological transition from
hole to electronlike. The FS volume, counting holes, is
63$ 2% of the BZ corresponding to a carrier concentra-
tion of 1:26$ 0:04 hole=Cu atom, in very good agreement
with Hall-coefficient [13] and AMRO [6] experiments,
which found 1.30 and 1.24 itinerant holes, respectively,
in slightly more overdoped samples. These measurements
all indicate that the low-energy electronic structure of very

overdoped Tl2201 is dominated by a single CuO band. In
both ARPES and AMRO data there is no evidence for the
TlO band that in LDA calculations crosses EF and gives
rise to a small electron pocket centered at k % "0; 0# for
nonoxygenated (i.e., " % 0) Tl2201 [Fig. 1(a), dashed FS].
This, however, is no surprise even within the indepen-
dent particle picture. In fact, adjusting the chemical po-
tential in the calculations in a rigid-band-like fashion to
match the doping level of our Tl2201-OD30 sample (as
determined by the total FS volume), the TlO band is
emptied of its electrons and the LDA FS reduces to the
single CuO pocket [Fig. 1(a), solid FS]. Since full deple-
tion of the TlO band takes place for !EF ’ &0:159 eV,
corresponding to the removal of 0.024 electrons from
the TlO band (as well as 0.109 from the CuO band), already
the deviation of the Tl3' and Cu2' content of our samples
from the stoichiometric ratio 2:1, which contributes
!0:14 hole=formula unit, would be sufficient to empty
the TlO band even in the nonoxygenated " % 0 case. In
this sense, the Tl-Cu nonstoichiometry and the presence of
the TlO band cooperate in pushing the " % 0 system away
from half filling, which may help explain why nonoxygen-
ated Tl2201 is not a charge transfer insulator like undoped
(i.e., x % 0) LSCO [12]. As for the detailed shape of the
FS, which in LDA calculations is more square than in
ARPES and AMRO results, better agreement would re-
quire the inclusion in the calculations of correlation ef-
fects and/or O-doping beyond a rigid-band picture. Alter-
natively, the ARPES data can be modeled by the tight-
binding dispersion #k%$' t1

2 "coskx'cosky#' t2 coskx(
cosky ' t3

2 "cos2kx ' cos2ky# ' t4
2 "cos2kxcosky ' coskx(

cos2ky#' t5 cos2kxcos2ky, as in Ref. [14] (setting a % 1
for the lattice constant). With parameters $ % 0:2438,
t1 % &0:725, t2 % 0:302, t3 % 0:0159, t4 % &0:0805,
and t5 % 0:0034, all expressed in eV, this dispersion re-
produces both the FS shape [Fig. 1(d)] and the QP energy
at "0; 0# and especially near "!; 0# [Figs. 2(f) and 2(g)].

The analysis of the ARPES spectra in Fig. 2 indicates a
SC gap consistent with a dx2&y2 form. Because of the lack
of normal-state data, the opening of the gap for this
Tl2201-OD30 sample could not be followed via the shift
of the leading edge midpoint (LEM) across Tc, as is
commonly done (this was, however, possible in subsequent
temperature dependent experiments on a less overdoped
Tc % 74 K sample). In the present case, the existence of a
gap can be most easily visualized by the comparison of
nodal and antinodal symmetrized spectra [15], in particu-
lar, by the presence of a peak at EF along the nodal di-
rection [signature of a FS crossing; bold line in Fig. 2(a)]
and by the lack thereof along the antinodal [Fig. 2(b)]. For
a more quantitative analysis, we performed a fit of the
spectra along different k-space cuts intersecting the under-
lying normal-state FS [Fig. 2(d); as line shape we used a
Lorentzian QP peak plus a steplike background identified
by the ARPES intensity at k ) kF, all multiplied by a
Fermi function and convoluted with the instrumental en-
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FIG. 1 (color online). (a) LDA FS for two different doping
levels corresponding to a volume, counting holes, of 50% (cyan,
dashed line) and 63% (blue, solid line) of the BZ. (b),(c) ARPES
spectra taken at T % 10 K on Tl2201-OD30 along the directions
marked by arrows in (a). (d) ARPES FS of Tl2201-OD30 along
with a tight-binding fit of the data (black lines).
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e+

Figure: The two distinct Higgs fields in the ancilla layer theory of the single band Hubbard model. !
hybridizes conduction electrons in the top layer with spinons in the middle layer. B couples the spinons
of the bottom layer to the upper layers.
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The d-wave superconductor
is obtained by confining the
SU(2) gauge field, and this
exploits the pre-existing pair-
ing in the blue dimers. Such
a state is smoothly connected
to the BCS d-wave super-
conductor.

Applying BCS pairing to
the hole pockets (green dimers)
yields a distinct SC* state,
which is not smoothly con-
nected to the BCS d-wave
state.
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tion (LDA), which are in good agreement with previous
calculations [11,12], and a tight-binding fit of the experi-
mentally determined FS. The spectra in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)
were measured along momentum space directions near the
nodal and antinodal regions of the BZ, as indicated by the
arrows in Fig. 1(a). Dispersive features are clearly observ-
able, with a behavior which is ubiquitous among the cup-
rates [1]. Close to the nodal direction the QP peak exhibits
a pronounced dispersion that can be followed over
!250 meV below EF; near "!; 0#, on the other hand, the
band is much shallower with a van Hove singularity
!39 meV below EF. By integrating over a $5 meV win-
dow about EF the ARPES spectra normalized at high
binding energies, one obtains an estimate for the normal-
state FS [Fig. 1(d); the EF-intensity map across two BZs
was downfolded to the reduced zone scheme and symme-
trized with respect to the BZ diagonal, taking an average
for equivalent k points, and then fourfolded]. As discussed
later, at T % 10 K a d-wave SC gap is open along the FS;
thus this procedure returns the loci of minimum excitation
energy across the gap, which, however, still correspond to
the underlying normal-state FS crossings [1].

The FS of Tl2201-OD30 [Fig. 1(d)] consists of a large
hole-pocket centered at "!;!#, which, as suggested by the
low binding energy of the van Hove singularity [Fig. 1(c)],
appears to be approaching a topological transition from
hole to electronlike. The FS volume, counting holes, is
63$ 2% of the BZ corresponding to a carrier concentra-
tion of 1:26$ 0:04 hole=Cu atom, in very good agreement
with Hall-coefficient [13] and AMRO [6] experiments,
which found 1.30 and 1.24 itinerant holes, respectively,
in slightly more overdoped samples. These measurements
all indicate that the low-energy electronic structure of very

overdoped Tl2201 is dominated by a single CuO band. In
both ARPES and AMRO data there is no evidence for the
TlO band that in LDA calculations crosses EF and gives
rise to a small electron pocket centered at k % "0; 0# for
nonoxygenated (i.e., " % 0) Tl2201 [Fig. 1(a), dashed FS].
This, however, is no surprise even within the indepen-
dent particle picture. In fact, adjusting the chemical po-
tential in the calculations in a rigid-band-like fashion to
match the doping level of our Tl2201-OD30 sample (as
determined by the total FS volume), the TlO band is
emptied of its electrons and the LDA FS reduces to the
single CuO pocket [Fig. 1(a), solid FS]. Since full deple-
tion of the TlO band takes place for !EF ’ &0:159 eV,
corresponding to the removal of 0.024 electrons from
the TlO band (as well as 0.109 from the CuO band), already
the deviation of the Tl3' and Cu2' content of our samples
from the stoichiometric ratio 2:1, which contributes
!0:14 hole=formula unit, would be sufficient to empty
the TlO band even in the nonoxygenated " % 0 case. In
this sense, the Tl-Cu nonstoichiometry and the presence of
the TlO band cooperate in pushing the " % 0 system away
from half filling, which may help explain why nonoxygen-
ated Tl2201 is not a charge transfer insulator like undoped
(i.e., x % 0) LSCO [12]. As for the detailed shape of the
FS, which in LDA calculations is more square than in
ARPES and AMRO results, better agreement would re-
quire the inclusion in the calculations of correlation ef-
fects and/or O-doping beyond a rigid-band picture. Alter-
natively, the ARPES data can be modeled by the tight-
binding dispersion #k%$' t1

2 "coskx'cosky#' t2 coskx(
cosky ' t3

2 "cos2kx ' cos2ky# ' t4
2 "cos2kxcosky ' coskx(

cos2ky#' t5 cos2kxcos2ky, as in Ref. [14] (setting a % 1
for the lattice constant). With parameters $ % 0:2438,
t1 % &0:725, t2 % 0:302, t3 % 0:0159, t4 % &0:0805,
and t5 % 0:0034, all expressed in eV, this dispersion re-
produces both the FS shape [Fig. 1(d)] and the QP energy
at "0; 0# and especially near "!; 0# [Figs. 2(f) and 2(g)].

The analysis of the ARPES spectra in Fig. 2 indicates a
SC gap consistent with a dx2&y2 form. Because of the lack
of normal-state data, the opening of the gap for this
Tl2201-OD30 sample could not be followed via the shift
of the leading edge midpoint (LEM) across Tc, as is
commonly done (this was, however, possible in subsequent
temperature dependent experiments on a less overdoped
Tc % 74 K sample). In the present case, the existence of a
gap can be most easily visualized by the comparison of
nodal and antinodal symmetrized spectra [15], in particu-
lar, by the presence of a peak at EF along the nodal di-
rection [signature of a FS crossing; bold line in Fig. 2(a)]
and by the lack thereof along the antinodal [Fig. 2(b)]. For
a more quantitative analysis, we performed a fit of the
spectra along different k-space cuts intersecting the under-
lying normal-state FS [Fig. 2(d); as line shape we used a
Lorentzian QP peak plus a steplike background identified
by the ARPES intensity at k ) kF, all multiplied by a
Fermi function and convoluted with the instrumental en-

(a)

(π,π)

I

II

(b)

-200 0

I

-200 0

II

Binding Energy (meV)

Tl2201-OD30 T=10 K hν=59 eV

(c)(d)

(π,π)

(0,0)

VFS=50%
VFS=63%

FIG. 1 (color online). (a) LDA FS for two different doping
levels corresponding to a volume, counting holes, of 50% (cyan,
dashed line) and 63% (blue, solid line) of the BZ. (b),(c) ARPES
spectra taken at T % 10 K on Tl2201-OD30 along the directions
marked by arrows in (a). (d) ARPES FS of Tl2201-OD30 along
with a tight-binding fit of the data (black lines).
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with no symmetry breaking.

! was the hybridization

between c and f1 in theory of

hole pockets— it is

now a Higgs field.

Both metals lead to the same

d-wave superconductor at lower

temperatures, and so there is

transition at p = pc within the

superconducting state.
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e+

Figure: The two distinct Higgs fields in the ancilla layer theory of the single band Hubbard model. !
hybridizes conduction electrons in the top layer with spinons in the middle layer. B couples the spinons
of the bottom layer to the upper layers.
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Condense B to Higgs

SU(2) gauge field,

and obtain

BCS-like superconductor



An interesting prediction can be made in the particular case of the electron-doped cuprates. In
these materials, photoemission experiments have observed a normal state to superconductivity
which is gapped near (ω/2, ω/2) and has spectral weight only near electron pockets at the
antinode [Armitage et al., 2002]. If d-wave superconductivity were to emerge as a BCS
instability from such a normal state, the resulting superconductor should be gapped. However,
the FL→ theory yields a di!erent prediction. Similar to how the spinon degrees of freedom
emerge to annhilate with the backside pocket when B Higgs condenses in the hole-doped case,
the Dirac node of the spin liquid will appear with a finite spectral weight near (ω/2, ω/2) when
B condenses, leading to a nodal superconductor. Such a prediction can be explored in future
photoemission experiments in the electron doped cuprates [Xu et al., 2023] and could serve as
an experimental test of the FL→ theory.
I thank Pietro Bonetti, Shubhayu Chatterjee, Maine Christos, Alexander Nikolaenko, Ya-Hui
Zhang, and Jing-Yu Zhao for recent collaborations on the work reviewed here. This research
was supported by NSF Grant DMR-2245246 and by the Simons Collaboration on
Ultra-Quantum Matter which is a grant from the Simons Foundation (651440, S. S.).
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