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Fermi liquid
Area enclosed by 

Fermi surface =1+p

M. Platé, J. D. F. Mottershead, I. S. Elfimov, D. C. Peets, Ruixing Liang, D. A. Bonn, W. N. Hardy,

S. Chiuzbaian, M. Falub, M. Shi, L. Patthey, and A. Damascelli, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 077001 (2005)
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Pseudogap 
metal 

at low p

Kyle M. Shen, F. Ronning, D. H. Lu, F. Baumberger, N. J. C. Ingle, W. S. Lee, W. Meevasana,

Y. Kohsaka, M. Azuma, M. Takano, H. Takagi, Z.-X. Shen, Science 307, 901 (2005)
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tij ! “hopping”. U ! local repulsion, µ ! chemical potential
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The Hubbard Model

Will study on the square lattice
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Fermi surfaces in electron- and hole-doped cuprates

Hole 
states 

occupied

Electron 
states 

occupied

�
E↵ective Hamiltonian for quasiparticles:
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with tij non-zero for first, second and third neighbor, leads to satisfactory agree-

ment with experiments. The area of the occupied electron states, Ae, from

Luttinger’s theory is

Ae

2⇡2
=

⇢
(1� p)(mod2) for hole-doping p

(1 + x)(mod2) for electron-doping x

The area of the occupied hole states, Ah, which form a closed Fermi surface and

so appear in quantum oscillation experiments is Ah = 4⇡
2 �Ae.
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Fermi surface+antiferromagnetism

The electron spin polarization obeys

D
~S(r, ⌧)

E
= ~�(r, ⌧)eiK·r

where K = (⇡,⇡) is the
ordering wavevector.
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Fermi surface+antiferromagnetism

We use the operator equation (valid on each site i):
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Then we decouple the interaction via
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We now integrate out the fermions, and look for the saddle point of the
resulting e↵ective action for ~Ji. At the saddle-point we find that the lowest
energy is achieved when the vector has opposite orientations on the A and
B sublattices. Anticipating this, we look for a continuum limit in terms of
a field ~�i where

~Ji = ~�i e
iK·ri (3)
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Fermi surface+antiferromagnetism

In this manner, we obtain the “spin-fermion” model

Z =

Z
Dc↵D~� exp (�S)

S =

Z
d⌧

X

k

c†k↵

✓
@

@⌧
� "k

◆
ck↵

� �

Z
d⌧

X

i

c†i↵
~�i · ~�↵�ci�e

iK·ri

+

Z
d⌧d2r


1

2

⇣
rr

~�
⌘2

+
1

2

⇣
@⌧ ~�

⌘2
+

s

2
~�2 +

u

4
~�4

�

<latexit sha1_base64="qTF3Dl88ByZ+jQJRc9WhPAY48h8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="qTF3Dl88ByZ+jQJRc9WhPAY48h8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="qTF3Dl88ByZ+jQJRc9WhPAY48h8="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="qTF3Dl88ByZ+jQJRc9WhPAY48h8="></latexit>



Fermi surface+antiferromagnetism
In the Hamiltonian form (ignoring, for now, the time depen-

dence of ~�), the coupling between ~� and the electrons takes

the form

Hsdw = �

X

k,q,↵,�

~�q · c†k+q,↵~�↵�ck+K,�

where ~� are the Pauli matrices, the boson momentum q is small,

while the fermion momenum k extends over the entire Brillouin

zone. In the antiferromagnetically ordered state, we may take

~� / (0, 0, 1) , and the electron dispersions obtained by diago-

nalizing H0 +Hsdw are

Ek± =
"k + "k+K
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This leads to the Fermi surfaces shown in the following slides

as a function of increasing |~�|.
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Metal with “large” Fermi surface

Fermi surface+antiferromagnetism



Fermi surfaces translated by K = (�,�).

Fermi surface+antiferromagnetism



“Hot” spots

Fermi surface+antiferromagnetism



Fermi surface+antiferromagnetism

Electron and hole pockets in
antiferromagnetic phase with h~�i 6= 0
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Increasing SDW order
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Square lattice Hubbard model with hole doping

Metal with 
“large” Fermi 

surface

s

Increasing SDW order

Metal with 
electron and 
hole pockets

Metal with 
hole pockets

Increasing SDW orderIncreasing SDW order
and smalland large

h~�i 6= 0
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Square lattice Hubbard model with electron doping

Metal with 
“large” Fermi 

surface

s

Metal with 
electron and 
hole pockets

Metal with 
electron pockets

and smalland large
h~�i 6= 0
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Square lattice Hubbard model with no doping

Metal with 
“large” Fermi 

surface

s

Increasing SDW order

Metal with 
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hole pockets

Insulator

Increasing SDW orderIncreasing SDW order
and smalland large

h~�i 6= 0
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SDW LRO
Reconstructed Fermi surface

SDW SRO
Large Fermi surface.

Increasing SDW order

U/t

Antiferromagnetism in the  Hubbard Model
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tij ! “hopping”. U ! local repulsion, µ ! chemical potential

Mean-field theory with a spin density wave (SDW)

order parameter ~�i = (�1)ix+iy
D
c
†
i↵~�↵�ci�

E
/2
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transition
h~�i = 0
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tij ! “hopping”. U ! local repulsion, µ ! chemical potential

Mean-field theory with a spin density wave (SDW)
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Both states have Luttinger volume Fermi surfaces
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Figure 1: Schematic picture of ferro- and antiferromagnets. The chequerboard pat-

tern in the antiferromagnet is called a Néel state.

the role of symmetry in physics. Using new experimental techniques, hidden
patterns of symmetry were discovered. For example, there are magnetic mate-
rials where the moments form a chequerboard pattern where the neighbouring
moments are anti-parallel, see Fig. 1. In spite of not having any net magneti-
zation, such antiferromagnets are nevertheless ordered states, and the pattern
of microscopic spins can be revealed by neutron scattering. The antiferro-
magnetic order can again be understood in terms of the associated symmetry
breaking.

In a mathematical description of ferromagnetism, the important variable is
the magnetization, ~mi = µ ~Si, where µ is the magnetic moment and ~Si the spin
on site i. In an ordered phase, the average value of all the spins is different from
zero, h~mii 6= 0. The magnetization is an example of an order parameter, which
is a quantity that has a non-zero average in the ordered phase. In a crystal it
is natural to think of the sites as just the atomic positions, but more generally
one can define “block spins” which are averages of spins on many neighbouring
atoms. The “renormalization group” techniques used to understand the theory
of such aggregate spins are crucial for understanding phase transitions, and
resulted in a Nobel Prize for Ken Wilson in 1982.

It is instructive to consider a simple model, introduced by Heisenberg, that
describes both ferro- and antiferromagnets. The Hamiltonian is

HF = �J
X

hiji

~Si · ~Sj � µ
X

i

~B · ~Si (1)
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Figure 3: To the left a single vortex configuration, and to the right a vortex-

antivortex pair. The angle ✓ is shown as the direction of the arrows, and the cores of

the vortex and antivortex are shaded in red and blue respectively. Note how the arrows

rotate as you follow a contour around a vortex. (Figure by Thomas Kvorning.)

by the Hamiltonian,

HXY = �J
X

hiji

cos(✓i � ✓j) (3)

where hiji again denotes nearest neighbours and the angular variables, 0 
✓i < 2⇡ can denote either the direction of an XY-spin or the phase of a
superfluid. We shall discuss this model in some detail below.

Although the GL and BCS theories were very successful in describing many
aspects of superconductors, as were the theories developed by Lev Landau
(Nobel Prize 1962), Nikolay Bogoliubov, Richard Feynman, Lars Onsager and
others for the Bose superfluids, not everything fit neatly into the Landau
paradigm of order parameters and spontaneous symmetry breaking. Problems
occur in low-dimensional systems, such as thin films or thin wires. Here, the
thermal fluctuations become much more important and often prevent ordering
even at zero temperature [39]. The exact result of interest here is due to
Wegner, who showed that there cannot be any spontaneous symmetry breaking
in the XY-model at finite temperature [53].

So far we have discussed phenomena that can be understood using classical
concepts, at least as long as one accepts that superfluids are characterised
by a complex phase. There are however important macroscopic phenomena
that cannot be explained without using quantum mechanics. To find the
ground state of a quantum many-body problem is usually very difficult, but
there are some important examples where solutions to simplified problems give
deep physical insights. Electromagnetic response in crystalline materials is an
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Figure 1: Schematic picture of ferro- and antiferromagnets. The chequerboard pat-

tern in the antiferromagnet is called a Néel state.

the role of symmetry in physics. Using new experimental techniques, hidden
patterns of symmetry were discovered. For example, there are magnetic mate-
rials where the moments form a chequerboard pattern where the neighbouring
moments are anti-parallel, see Fig. 1. In spite of not having any net magneti-
zation, such antiferromagnets are nevertheless ordered states, and the pattern
of microscopic spins can be revealed by neutron scattering. The antiferro-
magnetic order can again be understood in terms of the associated symmetry
breaking.

In a mathematical description of ferromagnetism, the important variable is
the magnetization, ~mi = µ ~Si, where µ is the magnetic moment and ~Si the spin
on site i. In an ordered phase, the average value of all the spins is different from
zero, h~mii 6= 0. The magnetization is an example of an order parameter, which
is a quantity that has a non-zero average in the ordered phase. In a crystal it
is natural to think of the sites as just the atomic positions, but more generally
one can define “block spins” which are averages of spins on many neighbouring
atoms. The “renormalization group” techniques used to understand the theory
of such aggregate spins are crucial for understanding phase transitions, and
resulted in a Nobel Prize for Ken Wilson in 1982.

It is instructive to consider a simple model, introduced by Heisenberg, that
describes both ferro- and antiferromagnets. The Hamiltonian is

HF = �J
X

hiji

~Si · ~Sj � µ
X
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~B · ~Si (1)
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• At small K, we can explicitly sum over �ij , order-
by-order in K, and the theory reduces to an ordinary
XY model with multi-site interactions. The resulting
e↵ective action of the XY model is periodic in ✓i !
✓i + 2⇡ (for any site i), and preserves the symmetry
✓i ! ✓i + c (for all sites i).
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• The theory has a Z2 gauge invariance: we can change

✓i ! ✓i + ⇡(1� ⌘i)

�ij ! ⌘i�ij⌘j ,

with ⌘i = ±1, and the energy remains unchanged.

• The XY order parameter  i = ei✓i is gauge invari-

ant, as are all physical observables. So this is an

XY model with a modified Hamiltonian, and no ad-

ditional degrees of freedom have been introduced.
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Figure 1: Schematic picture of ferro- and antiferromagnets. The chequerboard pat-

tern in the antiferromagnet is called a Néel state.

the role of symmetry in physics. Using new experimental techniques, hidden
patterns of symmetry were discovered. For example, there are magnetic mate-
rials where the moments form a chequerboard pattern where the neighbouring
moments are anti-parallel, see Fig. 1. In spite of not having any net magneti-
zation, such antiferromagnets are nevertheless ordered states, and the pattern
of microscopic spins can be revealed by neutron scattering. The antiferro-
magnetic order can again be understood in terms of the associated symmetry
breaking.

In a mathematical description of ferromagnetism, the important variable is
the magnetization, ~mi = µ ~Si, where µ is the magnetic moment and ~Si the spin
on site i. In an ordered phase, the average value of all the spins is different from
zero, h~mii 6= 0. The magnetization is an example of an order parameter, which
is a quantity that has a non-zero average in the ordered phase. In a crystal it
is natural to think of the sites as just the atomic positions, but more generally
one can define “block spins” which are averages of spins on many neighbouring
atoms. The “renormalization group” techniques used to understand the theory
of such aggregate spins are crucial for understanding phase transitions, and
resulted in a Nobel Prize for Ken Wilson in 1982.

It is instructive to consider a simple model, introduced by Heisenberg, that
describes both ferro- and antiferromagnets. The Hamiltonian is

HF = �J
X

hiji

~Si · ~Sj � µ
X
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~B · ~Si (1)
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Figure 1: Schematic picture of ferro- and antiferromagnets. The chequerboard pat-

tern in the antiferromagnet is called a Néel state.

the role of symmetry in physics. Using new experimental techniques, hidden
patterns of symmetry were discovered. For example, there are magnetic mate-
rials where the moments form a chequerboard pattern where the neighbouring
moments are anti-parallel, see Fig. 1. In spite of not having any net magneti-
zation, such antiferromagnets are nevertheless ordered states, and the pattern
of microscopic spins can be revealed by neutron scattering. The antiferro-
magnetic order can again be understood in terms of the associated symmetry
breaking.

In a mathematical description of ferromagnetism, the important variable is
the magnetization, ~mi = µ ~Si, where µ is the magnetic moment and ~Si the spin
on site i. In an ordered phase, the average value of all the spins is different from
zero, h~mii 6= 0. The magnetization is an example of an order parameter, which
is a quantity that has a non-zero average in the ordered phase. In a crystal it
is natural to think of the sites as just the atomic positions, but more generally
one can define “block spins” which are averages of spins on many neighbouring
atoms. The “renormalization group” techniques used to understand the theory
of such aggregate spins are crucial for understanding phase transitions, and
resulted in a Nobel Prize for Ken Wilson in 1982.

It is instructive to consider a simple model, introduced by Heisenberg, that
describes both ferro- and antiferromagnets. The Hamiltonian is
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X
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~Si · ~Sj � µ
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Figure 1: Schematic picture of ferro- and antiferromagnets. The chequerboard pat-

tern in the antiferromagnet is called a Néel state.

the role of symmetry in physics. Using new experimental techniques, hidden
patterns of symmetry were discovered. For example, there are magnetic mate-
rials where the moments form a chequerboard pattern where the neighbouring
moments are anti-parallel, see Fig. 1. In spite of not having any net magneti-
zation, such antiferromagnets are nevertheless ordered states, and the pattern
of microscopic spins can be revealed by neutron scattering. The antiferro-
magnetic order can again be understood in terms of the associated symmetry
breaking.

In a mathematical description of ferromagnetism, the important variable is
the magnetization, ~mi = µ ~Si, where µ is the magnetic moment and ~Si the spin
on site i. In an ordered phase, the average value of all the spins is different from
zero, h~mii 6= 0. The magnetization is an example of an order parameter, which
is a quantity that has a non-zero average in the ordered phase. In a crystal it
is natural to think of the sites as just the atomic positions, but more generally
one can define “block spins” which are averages of spins on many neighbouring
atoms. The “renormalization group” techniques used to understand the theory
of such aggregate spins are crucial for understanding phase transitions, and
resulted in a Nobel Prize for Ken Wilson in 1982.

It is instructive to consider a simple model, introduced by Heisenberg, that
describes both ferro- and antiferromagnets. The Hamiltonian is

HF = �J
X
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~Si · ~Sj � µ
X
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Figure 1: Schematic picture of ferro- and antiferromagnets. The chequerboard pat-

tern in the antiferromagnet is called a Néel state.

the role of symmetry in physics. Using new experimental techniques, hidden
patterns of symmetry were discovered. For example, there are magnetic mate-
rials where the moments form a chequerboard pattern where the neighbouring
moments are anti-parallel, see Fig. 1. In spite of not having any net magneti-
zation, such antiferromagnets are nevertheless ordered states, and the pattern
of microscopic spins can be revealed by neutron scattering. The antiferro-
magnetic order can again be understood in terms of the associated symmetry
breaking.

In a mathematical description of ferromagnetism, the important variable is
the magnetization, ~mi = µ ~Si, where µ is the magnetic moment and ~Si the spin
on site i. In an ordered phase, the average value of all the spins is different from
zero, h~mii 6= 0. The magnetization is an example of an order parameter, which
is a quantity that has a non-zero average in the ordered phase. In a crystal it
is natural to think of the sites as just the atomic positions, but more generally
one can define “block spins” which are averages of spins on many neighbouring
atoms. The “renormalization group” techniques used to understand the theory
of such aggregate spins are crucial for understanding phase transitions, and
resulted in a Nobel Prize for Ken Wilson in 1982.

It is instructive to consider a simple model, introduced by Heisenberg, that
describes both ferro- and antiferromagnets. The Hamiltonian is
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X
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~Si · ~Sj � µ
X
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the role of symmetry in physics. Using new experimental techniques, hidden
patterns of symmetry were discovered. For example, there are magnetic mate-
rials where the moments form a chequerboard pattern where the neighbouring
moments are anti-parallel, see Fig. 1. In spite of not having any net magneti-
zation, such antiferromagnets are nevertheless ordered states, and the pattern
of microscopic spins can be revealed by neutron scattering. The antiferro-
magnetic order can again be understood in terms of the associated symmetry
breaking.

In a mathematical description of ferromagnetism, the important variable is
the magnetization, ~mi = µ ~Si, where µ is the magnetic moment and ~Si the spin
on site i. In an ordered phase, the average value of all the spins is different from
zero, h~mii 6= 0. The magnetization is an example of an order parameter, which
is a quantity that has a non-zero average in the ordered phase. In a crystal it
is natural to think of the sites as just the atomic positions, but more generally
one can define “block spins” which are averages of spins on many neighbouring
atoms. The “renormalization group” techniques used to understand the theory
of such aggregate spins are crucial for understanding phase transitions, and
resulted in a Nobel Prize for Ken Wilson in 1982.

It is instructive to consider a simple model, introduced by Heisenberg, that
describes both ferro- and antiferromagnets. The Hamiltonian is

HF = �J
X

hiji

~Si · ~Sj � µ
X

i

~B · ~Si (1)
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Even (±4⇡, ±8⇡ . . .) vortices proliferate
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We can (exactly) transform the Hubbard model to the “spin-fermion”

model: electrons ci↵ on the square lattice with dispersion
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i,⇢

t⇢
⇣
c†i,↵ci+v⇢,↵

+ c†i+v⇢,↵
ci,↵

⌘
� µ

X

i

c†i,↵ci,↵ +Hint

are coupled to an antiferromagnetic SDW order parameter
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↵�ci,� + V�

where ⌘i = ±1 on the two sublattices. (For suitable V�, integrating

out the �
`
yields back the Hubbard model).

When �
`
(i) = (non-zero constant) independent of i, we have long-

range SDW order, which transforms the Fermi surfaces from large

to small.
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For (fluctuating) SDW SRO, we transform to a
rotating reference frame using the SU(2) rotation Ri

✓
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in terms of fermionic “chargons”  s and a Higgs field H
a(i)
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a
H
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The Higgs field is the SDW order in the rotating reference frame.
Note that this representation is ambiguous up to a
SU(2) gauge transformation, Vi
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The simplest e↵ective Hamiltonian for the fermionic chargons is
the same as that for the electrons, with the SDW order replaced
by the Higgs field.
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IF we can transform to a rotating reference frame in whichH
a(i) =

a constant independent of i and time, THEN the  fermions in
the presence of (fluctuating) SDW SRO will inherit the small Fermi
surfaces of the electrons in the presence of SDW LRO.

Fluctuating SDW
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We cannot always find a single-valued SU(2) rotation Ri to make

the Higgs field H
a
(i) a constant !

vortex in AFM 
order

S. Sachdev, E. Berg, S. Chatterjee, 
and Y. Schattner, PRB 94, 115147 (2016)

(assume 
easy-plane 
AFM for 

simplicity)
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the Higgs field H
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Fluctuating SDW

The HIGGS PHASE, with H
a condensed, has fluctuating R and

SDW SRO with odd vortices expelled (for easy-plane SDW).
Such a metal has topological order and the fermions which

inherit the small Fermi surfaces of the metal with SDW LRO.
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FIG. 2 (color). (a) EDCs in-
tegrated in a region near the
!p"2, p"2# position. (b) EDCs
integrated in a region near the
!p , 0.3p# position. (c), (d), and
(e) EDCs from around the puta-
tive LDA Fermi surface for x !
0.04, 0.10, and 0.15 samples, re-
spectively.

spectral weight that develops along the zone diagonal for
the x ! 0.04 sample is gapped by $150 meV. This is
in contrast to near !p, 0.3p# [Fig. 2(b)], where there is
spectral weight at EF for x ! 0.04 doping levels. For x !
0.10, the zone diagonal spectral weight has moved closer
to EF and even stronger EF intensity has formed near
!p, 0.3p#. A weak dispersion is evident along the zone di-
agonal for the x ! 0.10 sample (not shown). At x ! 0.15
there is large near-EF weight and a strong dispersion
throughout the zone as detailed in our previous work
[14,15]. The small chemical potential shift !$150 meV#
seen by x-ray photoemission spectroscopy in NCCO by
Harima et al. [17] in this doping range is consistent with
our result where it appears that the band at !p, 0# moves
on order of this amount when doping from x ! 0 to
x ! 0.15.

Following our previous analysis of the optimally doped
compound [14], we construct Fermi surfaces by integrating
EDCs in a small window about EF !240 meV, 120 meV#
and plotting this quantity as a function of "k (Fig. 3). Con-
sistent with the above observation that spectral weight
along the zone diagonal is gapped for x ! 0.04, one can
see that it is only the states at !p, 0# that can contribute
to low-energy properties. Here, a Fermi “patch” indicates
that there is an extremely low-energy shallow band in this
part of the Brillouin zone. At x ! 0.10, weight at EF with
low intensity begins to appear near the zone diagonal. Near
!p, 0#, the “band” becomes deeper and the Fermi patch
becomes a Fermi surface. At x ! 0.15, the zone diago-
nal region has become intense. The full Fermi surface has
formed and only in the intensity-suppressed regions near
!0.65p, 0.3p# (and its symmetry-related points) at the in-
tersection of the Fermi surface with the antiferromagnetic
Brillouin zone boundary does the underlying Fermi surface
retain its anomalous properties [14].

We can gain more insight by looking at plots of the
EDCs around the putative LDA Fermi surface, as shown in
Figs. 2(c)–2(e). In Fig. 2(c), for x ! 0.04, a large broad
feature is gapped by $150 meV near the zone-diagonal re-
gion. As one proceeds around the ostensible LDA Fermi
surface, the high-energy feature loses spectral weight and

may disappear, while another feature pushes up at EF. It is
this second component that contacts EF near !p, 0.3p# to
form the small Fermi surface (FS) for the x ! 0.04 sample.
Similar behavior is seen in the x ! 0.10 and 0.15 plots;
the lowest-energy features become progressively sharper,
closer to and upon entering the metallic state. The fact
that there are two components supports our conjecture
that at low dopings the material can be characterized by a
small FS or electron pocket around !p, 0# (volume consis-
tent with x ! 0.04) with doping-induced spectral weight
at higher energy elsewhere in the zone. As the carrier con-
centration is increased, the !p, 0# FS deforms and a new
FS segment emerges. It derives from the diagonal fea-
ture progressively moving to EF, as seen by comparing
the bottom EDCs of Figs. 2(c)–2(e). These two segments
connect to form the LDA-like Fermi surface with volume
1.12 6 0.05.
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FIG. 3 (color). Fermi surface plots: (a) x ! 0.04, (b) x !
0.10, and (c) x ! 0.15. EDCs integrated in a 60 meV window
!240 meV, 120 meV# plotted as a function of "k. Data were
typically taken in the displayed upper octant and symmetrized
across the zone diagonal. (d) Panels showing doping dependent
“band structure.” Features are plotted for the doping levels and
momentum space regions where they can be resolved. We do
not include the slight low-energy shoulder of the x ! 0 sample,
as this is probably reflective of a small intrinsic doping level.

257001-3 257001-3

N. P. Armitage, F. Ronning, D. H. Lu, C. Kim, A. Damascelli, K. M. Shen, D. L. Feng, H. Eisaki, 
Z.-X. Shen, P. K. Mang, N. Kaneko, M. Greven, Y. Onose, Y. Taguchi, and Y. Tokura
Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 257001 (2002)

Doping Dependence of an n-Type Cuprate Superconductor Investigated by 

Angle-Resolved Photoemission Spectroscopy

Nd2�xCexCuO4±�
<latexit sha1_base64="vAOEVOlTX9QAEWqRHpJE5qFGURo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vAOEVOlTX9QAEWqRHpJE5qFGURo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vAOEVOlTX9QAEWqRHpJE5qFGURo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vAOEVOlTX9QAEWqRHpJE5qFGURo="></latexit>



Square lattice Hubbard model with electron doping

Metal with 
“large” Fermi 

surface

s

Metal with 
electron and 
hole pockets

Metal with 
electron pockets

and smalland large
h~�i 6= 0

<latexit sha1_base64="d8fHCAXcnuu+qwxA0SXKtgY9PSg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="d8fHCAXcnuu+qwxA0SXKtgY9PSg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="d8fHCAXcnuu+qwxA0SXKtgY9PSg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="d8fHCAXcnuu+qwxA0SXKtgY9PSg="></latexit>

h~�i 6= 0
<latexit sha1_base64="d8fHCAXcnuu+qwxA0SXKtgY9PSg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="d8fHCAXcnuu+qwxA0SXKtgY9PSg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="d8fHCAXcnuu+qwxA0SXKtgY9PSg="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="d8fHCAXcnuu+qwxA0SXKtgY9PSg="></latexit>

h~�i = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="Qni5BVyPHZPmOt4C2idFnXGFjro="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Qni5BVyPHZPmOt4C2idFnXGFjro="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Qni5BVyPHZPmOt4C2idFnXGFjro="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Qni5BVyPHZPmOt4C2idFnXGFjro="></latexit>



1 
 

Fermi surface reconstruction in electron-doped cuprates without long-range order 1 

J.-F. He1,2, C. R. Rotundu1,2, M. S. Scheurer3, Y. He1,2, M. Hashimoto4, K. Xu2, Y. Wang1,3, E. W. 2 

Huang1,2, T. Jia2, S.-D. Chen1,2, B. Moritz1,2, D.-H. Lu4, Y. S. Lee1,2, T. P. Devereaux1,2 & Z.-X. Shen1,2,* 3 

 4 

1Stanford Institute for Materials and Energy Sciences, SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory, 2575 5 

Sand Hill Road, Menlo Park, California 94025, USA 6 

2Geballe Laboratory for Advanced Materials, Departments of Physics and Applied Physics, Stanford 7 

University, Stanford, California 94305, USA 8 

3Department of Physics, Harvard University, Cambridge MA 02138, USA 9 

4Stanford Synchrotron Radiation Lightsource, SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory, 10 
2575 Sand Hill Road, Menlo Park, California 94025, USA 11 

 12 

*Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to Z.X.S. (zxshen@stanford.edu) 13 
 14 
 15 
Fermi surface (FS) topology is a fundamental property of materials that determines the nature of 16 

carriers. In copper oxide superconductors, the doping evolution of FS topology remains a 17 

mystery1,2. This is partly due to the coexistence of multiple electronic orders, which may 18 

reconstruct the FS. In electron-doped cuprates, it is generally agreed that the antiferromagnetic 19 

(AFM) long-range order in the underdoped regime3-6 splits the large FS into small pockets2,7. 20 

However, its doping dependence remains highly debated. Inelastic neutron-scattering 21 

measurements on Nd2-xCexCuO4 (NCCO) suggest that the long-range order vanishes before 22 

superconductivity appears near x=0.14 doping4, but magnetic quantum oscillations indicate that 23 

the FS reconstruction extends to the over-doped regime until superconductivity is strongly 24 

suppressed near x=0.17 doping8-12. To reconcile the discrepancy, an external magnetic field-25 

induced AFM long-range order has been widely discussed to explain the quantum oscillation 26 

results2,8-12. However, this makes the doping evolution of intrinsic FS topology inconclusive. Here, 27 

we report angle-resolved photoemission (ARPES) evidence of an energy gap, band folding and 28 

resulting FS reconstruction in optimal- and over-doped NCCO at x=0.15 and 0.16. Strikingly, the 29 

observed hole pockets are in quantitative agreement with those measured by quantum 30 

oscillations. Further, the gap collapses near x=0.16-0.17, providing a microscopic reinforcement 31 
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for reports of a quantum critical point (QCP)13-16. Our observation of intrinsic FS reconstruction at 32 

zero field and QCP suggests the presence of long-range order below x=0.17. AFM order is the 33 

simplest explanation, but it is disfavored by neutron experiment on the superconducting samples 34 

beyond x=0.14 (ref. 4). As such, the totality of the data suggests an intriguing possibility of a 35 

correlation driven topological order17-19. 36 

      Fermi surface topology is the starting point to understand various emergent quantum 37 

phenomena in metals, including high-temperature superconductivity. With both momentum and 38 

energy resolution, ARPES is an ideal tool to directly reveal the FS topology of a material. However, 39 

in electron-doped cuprates, a direct understanding of the ARPES results has been limited by the data 40 

quality1,2. This is primarily due to the lack of a large high-quality surface area in a sample that is 41 

difficult to cleave. Utilizing a newly developed ARPES beam line at Stanford Synchrotron Radiation 42 

Lightsource with a small beam spot, we have managed to probe intrinsic electronic structures from 43 

a small but uniform region on the cleaved sample surface. This technical advancement leads to a 44 

significant improvement on the experimental data quality (see supplementary Fig. 1) that enables 45 

us to quantitatively investigate the FS topology in electron-doped cuprates.  46 

      When a FS reconstruction takes place, the energy band is folded with respect to the 47 

antiferromagnetic zone boundary (AFMZB) and an energy gap opens up, giving rise to a back-48 

bending behavior of the band at the AFMZB20 (see Fig. 1a-c for a schematic diagram). If the gap is 49 

below Fermi level (EF) (Fig. 1b), then the EF cuts through the conduction band, resulting in an 50 

electron-like pocket (e.g. antinodal region in Fig. 1a). Conversely, if the gap is above EF (Fig. 1c), a 51 

hole-like pocket appears on the FS (e.g. nodal region in Fig. 1a). On the other hand, when the FS 52 

reconstruction is absent (Fig. 1d), the electron band disperses continuously, irrespective of the 53 

AFMZB (Fig. 1e,1f). Neither band folding nor gap opening is expected.  54 

      Earlier ARPES measurements on underdoped samples have revealed the AFM gap7,20-22, hints of 55 

the folded band23 and disconnected segments on the FS7,20-22, supporting the reconstruction 56 

scenario in underdoped regime2. However, things become more complicated with electron 57 

doping7,21,24-26. Photoemission constant energy map at EF of the optimal-doped NCCO (x=0.15) 58 

seems to suggest a large FS centered at (π, π)7. But a spectral weight analysis of the nodal dispersion 59 

favors a reconstructed FS for the optimal-doped Sm2-xCexCuO4-δ (SCCO, x=0.15)25. While slight 60 

variations between different material families have been discussed26, a direct understanding of the 61 



9 
 

 237 

Figure 1 | Fermi surface reconstruction in optimal-doped NCCO. a, Schematic diagram of a 238 
reconstructed Fermi surface with electron-like pockets near antinode and hole-like pockets near 239 
node. The dashed lines indicate the antiferromagnetic Brillouin zone. b, Schematic band dispersion 240 
along a momentum cut on the electron-like pocket (near hotspot), marked by the red arrow in (a). 241 
The original dispersion is split into conduction and valence bands by an AFM energy gap. The 242 
reconstructed bands bend back at the AFMZB. c, Schematic band dispersion along a momentum cut 243 
on the hole-like pocket (nodal cut), marked by the blue arrow in (a). The AFM energy gap is slightly 244 
above EF, but the folded band (back-bent hole band) disperses below EF. The gray (dashed) line in 245 
(b,c) represents the original (folded) band.  d-f, the same as a-c, but for the original Fermi surface 246 
without reconstruction. g-i, Photoemission intensity plot (g), second derivative image with respect 247 
to energy (h) and raw energy distribution curves (EDCs) (i) for optimal-doped NCCO, measured along 248 
a momentum cut on the electron-like pocket (near hotspot, labelled by the red arrow in the inset of 249 
h). Conduction and valence bands extracted from the EDCs (blue triangles in i) are also presented in 250 
g (black circles) and h (white circles). The EDC at the AFMZB is shown in red (i). The main band and 251 
folded band are marked by “MB” and “FB”, respectively. j-l, the same as g-i, but for the nodal cut 252 
(labelled by the blue arrow in the inset of h).  253 
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Spectral function of SU(2) gauge theory with topological order 

      Gap opening and back bending of the bands can be obtained in the absence of long-range order 

and translational symmetry breaking if the system exhibits topological order1,2. Fig. 7 shows an 

example of the calculated spectral function of an SU(2) gauge theory of fluctuating 

antiferromagnetism within the formalism of Ref. 2 for the parameters relevant to our experiments 

on NCCO.  

      The gap opening, band folding and back bending in the simulated spectral function are similar to 

those observed by ARPES, but there are also additional weak features inside the gap which are not 

visible in the experimental data.  

 

Figure 7 | Spectrum of SU(2) gauge theory with topological order. Spectral function 𝐴𝜔(𝑘) (b) 

along a momentum cut through the electron-like pocket (a). The parameters used in the simulation 

are: |𝐻0| = 0.06𝑡0 , 𝑇 = 0.006𝑡0 , Δ = 0.002𝑡0 , t0
′ = −0.45𝑡0 , 𝐽 = 0.1𝑡0 , 𝜂 = 0.003 𝑡0 , 𝑡 = 𝑍𝑡0 =

380meV and doping level of 𝑥 = 0.15. Please refer to Ref. 2 for the SU(2) gauge theory and the 

physical meaning of the parameters. 

Reference:  

1. Sachdev, S., Topological order and Fermi surface reconstruction. arXiv: 1801.01125v3 (2018). 

2. Scheurer, M. S. et al. Topological order in the pseudogap metal.  Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 115, 

E3665-E3672 (2018). 
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function A!k ,!=0"=−1/" ImG!k ,0" for a 2D Hubbard
model with U=8t at zero temperature for two values of dop-
ing. For n =0.78 !left panels" we have a large electron-type
Fermi surface #blue/dark gray line in the r!k" panel$ separat-
ing the occupied region of the Brillouin zone !green/gray",
defined by r!k"# 0 from the unoccupied region !yellow/light
gray" defined by r!k"$ 0. The Fermi surface can be also
traced in the A!k" panel as the maximum of the spectral
function. On the other hand, for n =0.92 a qualitatively dif-
ferent picture emerges. The Fermi surface !blue/dark gray
line" is now represented by a hole pocket and, in addition, we
have a line of zeros of the Green function !red dashed line"
close to the !" ,"" region of the Brillouin zone. Furthermore,
there is no one-to-one correspondence between the Fermi
surface and the maximum of the spectral function. This be-
havior has two origins, !1" the proximity of a zero line sup-
presses the weight of the quasiparticle on the far side of the
pocket, and !2" for k points corresponding to r!k"!0 the
quasiparticles are pushed away from !=0 and a pseudogap
opens at the Fermi level. We show this explicitly in Fig. 5 by
comparing the low frequency dependence of the spectral
function in three different points of the Brillouin zone,
marked by A, B and C in Fig. 4. Notice the suppression of
the zero-frequency peak at point B and the frequency shift
%=−0.05t of the peak at point C. The cumulant approach
provides a simple interpretation of this effect, observed in
photoemission experiments,12 in terms of the emergence of
infinite self-energy lines or equivalently Luttinger lines !lines
of zeros of the Green function".

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, our strong coupling CDMFT study of the
Hubbard model shows that the lightly doped system is char-
acterized by a small, closed Fermi line that appears in the
zero-frequency spectral function as an arc due to the pres-
ence of a line of zeros of the Green function near the “dark
side” of the Fermi surface. These lines of poles of the self-
energy appear near the Mott insulator and have the important
consequence of violating the Luttinger relation between the
number of particles and the volume of the Fermi surface as
determined by the poles of the Green function.13 The vanish-
ing of both the real and imaginary parts of the Green func-
tion at specific locations in the Brillouin zone is an appealing
scenario that is consistent with the growth of the real and
imaginary parts of the self-energy as the temperature is re-
duced. This is the hallmark of the Mott transition in
CDMFT,11 and should be contrasted with the weak coupling
scenario where the real part of the self-energy is regular, and
only the imaginary part exhibits singularities. The divergence
of the self-energy in certain points of the Brillouin zone is
observed in cluster DMFT calculation, using both real
space14 !CDMFT" and momentum space15 cluster schemes.
This behavior seems at odds with the very spirit of DMFT
and shows that the self-energy is not the appropriate quantity
to describe Mott physics governed by short-range correla-
tions. We argue that the irreducible quantity that should be
used to describe this physics is the two-point cumulant. In
particular for the Hubbard model, a precursor of the self-
energy divergence can be observed even for values of the
on-site interaction smaller than the bandwidth.15 A critical
reevaluation of the data for this regime from the cumulant
perspective would be extremely useful.
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FIG. 4. !Color online" Renormalized energy r!k" !upper panels"
and spectral function A!k" !lower panels" for the 2D Hubbard
model with U=8t and T=0. The color code for the upper panels is
green/gray !r# 0", blue/dark gray line !r=0", yellow/light gray !r
$ 0", red dashed line !r→ & ". The frequency dependence of the
spectral function for the points marked by A, B, and C is shown in
Fig. 5.
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FIG. 5. !Color online" Frequency dependence of the spectral
function for three points in the Brillouin zone marked by A, B, and
C in Fig. 4. Point A !blue line with triangles" is on the Fermi
surface, close to !" /2 ," /2"; point B !green squares" is on the “dark
side” of the Fermi surface, in the vicinity of the zero line; and point
C !red circles" is in the pseudogap region on the line and corre-
sponding to the maxima of the spectral function !see Fig. 4". Notice
that the leading edge gap is quantitatively much smaller than the
distance between the peaks at positive and negative energy.

FERMI ARCS AND HIDDEN ZEROS OF THE GREEN… PHYSICAL REVIEW B 74, 125110 !2006"

125110-5

T.D. Stanescu and G. Kotliar, PRB 74, 125110 (2006)

Cluster DMFT studies of hole-doped cuprates (Hubbard model)

• Momentum-space di↵erentia-
tion: electron self-energy is
enhanced at low frequencies
in the anti-nodal region (ap-
parent pole in self-energy), and
vanishes in the nodal region.

• Gapped spectrum in the anti-
nodal region

• Fermi arcs in the nodal region

• Apparent zero of Green’s func-
tion on a “Luttinger surface”.
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Electron Green’s function in Higgs phase of SU(2) gauge theory
The e↵ective Hamiltonian of the chargons in a constant Higgs potential

hH
a
i = H

a
0 is (the hoppings have been renormalized by hR
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The chargon Fermi surface reconstructs into “small pockets”, even though

translational and spin rotation symmetries remain unbroken. The diagonal

chargon Green’s function is

G (!,
~k) =

1

! � "~k � ⌃ (!,
~k)

, ⌃ (!,
~k) =

H
2
0

! � "~k+~Q

, ~Q = (⇡,⇡) .

This has poles at the pocket Fermi surfaces,

and zeros at "~k+~Q. The electron Green’s function

is computed via a convolution with the spinons (R),

and then the zeros are smeared to approximate zeros.



Full Brillouin zone spectra of chargons ( ) and electrons (c)

Red line indicates the locus
of ReG(k,! = 0) = 0

Red line indicates the locus
of G(k,! = 0) = 0

Electron Green’s function in Higgs phase of SU(2) gauge theory



Luttinger relation in Higgs phase of SU(2) gauge theory

• The electron density is equal to the chargon density:

c†i ci =  †
i i

• In the Higgs phase, the chargons experience an e↵ective

Hamiltonian that is the same as that of electrons in the

presence of long-range AFM order.

• Apply the Luttinger argument to the chargons: volume

enclosed by chargon Fermi surfaces equals the chargon

density (= electron density) modulo filled bands in the

AFM Brillouin zone.

• The topological order allows one to ‘break’ translational

symmetry in gauge-dependent quantities, but preserve

translation invariance in all gauge-invariant observables.

This is su�cient to obtain a non-Luttinger volume en-

closed by all Fermi services of fermions carrying the

global U(1) charge.
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Anti-nodal spectra compared to cluster DMFT

T = t/30 , U = 7t , p = 0.05

t0 takes di↵erent negative values

Electron Green’s function in Higgs phase of SU(2) gauge theory



Lifshitz transition compared to cluster DMFT

✏̃~k = ✏~k +Re⌃~k(! = 0) = �Re
⇣
Gc(! = 0,~k)

⌘�1

The p-t0 dependence of the “interacting Lifshitz transition”, defined by the sign
change of the renormalized quasiparticle energy ✏̃(⇡,0) at !peak > 0, is shown as
solid blue lines calculated from the SU(2) gauge theory, part (a), and DCA, part
(b). The black dashed lines show the location of the same transition for non-
interacting electrons. The red lines indicate where the particle-hole asymmetry
of the self-energy changes, i.e., where the peak position !peak of the anti-nodal
Im(self-energy) changes sign.
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 Fermi surface reconstruction can be induced by 
emergent gauge fields and “topological order”

 Can be understood as:                                          
(a) defect suppression in states with fluctuating 
order associated with broken symmetries                                    
(b) Higgs phases of emergent gauge fields

 A metal with emergent gauge fields is consistent 
with cluster-DMFT studies of the hole-doped 
Hubbard model, and with photoemission 
experiments on the electron-doped cuprates
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Change of carrier density at the pseudogap critical 
point of a cuprate superconductor
S. Badoux1, W. Tabis2,3, F. Laliberté2, G. Grissonnanche1, B. Vignolle2, D. Vignolles2, J. Béard2, D. A. Bonn4,5, W. N. Hardy4,5, 
R. Liang4,5, N. Doiron-Leyraud1, Louis Taillefer1,5 & Cyril Proust2,5

The pseudogap is a partial gap in the electronic density of states 
that opens in the normal (non-superconducting) state of cuprate 
superconductors and whose origin is a long-standing puzzle. 
Its connection to the Mott insulator phase at low doping (hole 
concentration, p) remains ambiguous1 and its relation to the charge 
order2–4 that reconstructs the Fermi surface5,6 at intermediate 
doping is still unclear7–10. Here we use measurements of the Hall 
coefficient in magnetic fields up to 88 tesla to show that Fermi-
surface reconstruction by charge order in the cuprate YBa2Cu3Oy 
ends sharply at a critical doping p = 0.16 that is distinctly lower than 
the pseudogap critical point p* = 0.19 (ref. 11). This shows that the 
pseudogap and charge order are separate phenomena. We find that 
the change in carrier density n from n = 1 + p in the conventional 
metal at high doping (ref. 12) to n = p at low doping (ref. 13) starts 
at the pseudogap critical point. This shows that the pseudogap and 
the antiferromagnetic Mott insulator are linked.

Electrons in cuprate materials go from a correlated metallic state at 
high p to a Mott insulator at p =  0. How the system evolves from one 
state to the other remains a fundamental question. At high doping, 
the Fermi surface of cuprates is well established. It is a large hole-like 
cylinder whose volume yields a carrier density n =  1 +  p, as meas-
ured, for example, by quantum oscillations14, in agreement with 
band structure calculations. The carrier density can also be measured 
using the Hall coefficient RH, because in the limit of T =  0 the Hall 
number nH of a single-band metal is such that nH =  n. Indeed, in the 
cuprate Tl2Ba2CuO6+δ (Tl-2201), the normal-state Hall coefficient 
RH at p ≈  0.3, measured at T →  0 in magnetic fields large enough to 
suppress superconductivity, is such that nH =  V/(eRH) ≈  1 +  p, where 
e is the electron charge and V the volume per Cu atom in the CuO2 
planes12,15.

By contrast, at low doping, measurements of RH in La2−xSrxCuO4 
(LSCO) (ref. 13) and YBa2Cu3Oy (YBCO) (ref. 16) yield nH ≈  p, below 
p ≈  0.08. Having a carrier density equal to the hole concentration, n =  p, 
is known to be an experimental signature of the lightly doped cuprates. 
The question is: at what doping does the transition between those two 
limiting regimes take place? Specifically, does the transition from 
n =  1 +  p to n =  p occur at p* , the critical doping for the onset of the 
pseudogap phase? The pseudogap is a partial gap in the normal-state 
density of states that appears below p*  ≈  0.19 (ref. 11), and whose origin 
is a central puzzle in the physics of correlated electrons and the subject 
of much debate.

To answer this question using Hall measurements, one needs to reach 
low temperatures, which requires the use of large magnetic fields to 
suppress superconductivity. The only prior high-field study of cuprates 
that goes across p*  was performed on LSCO (ref. 17), a cuprate super-
conductor with a relatively low critical temperature (Tc <  40 K) and 
critical field (Hc2 <  60 T). For mainly two reasons, studies on LSCO 
were inconclusive on the transition from n =  1 +  p to n =  p. First, the 

Fermi surface of overdoped LSCO undergoes a Lifshitz transition from 
a hole-like to an electron-like surface as its band structure crosses a  
saddle-point van Hove singularity at p ≈  0.2 (ref. 18). This transition 
causes large changes in RH(T) (ref. 15) that can mask the effect of the 
pseudogap onset at p*  ≈  0.19. The second reason is the ill-defined impact 
of the charge-density-wave (CDW) modulations that develop at low 
temperature in a doping range near p ≈  0.12 (ref. 19). Such CDW mod-
ulations should cause a reconstruction of the Fermi surface, and hence 
change RH at low temperature6. Therefore, the anomalies in nH versus 
p observed below 60 K in LSCO (ref. 17)—and in Bi2La2−xSrxCuO6+δ 
(ref. 20)—between p ≈  0.1 and p ≈  0.2 are most likely to be the combined 
result of three effects that have yet to be disentangled: Lifshitz transition, 
Fermi-surface reconstruction (FSR) and pseudogap.

Here we turn to YBCO, a cuprate material with several advantages. 
First, it is one of the cleanest and best ordered of all cuprates, thereby 
ensuring a homogeneous doping ideal for distinguishing nearby crit-
ical points. Second, the location of the pseudogap critical point is well 
established in YBCO, at p*  =  0.19 ±  0.01 (ref. 11). Third, the Lifshitz 
transition in YBCO occurs at p >  0.29 (ref. 21), well above p* . Fourth, 
the CDW modulations in YBCO have been thoroughly characterized. 
They are detected by X-ray diffraction (XRD) between p ≈  0.08 and 
p ≈  0.16 (refs 22, 23), below a temperature TXRD (Fig. 1a). Above a 
threshold magnetic field, CDW order is detected by NMR (refs 2, 24) 
below a temperature TNMR (Fig. 1b). Fifth, the FSR caused by the CDW 
modulations has a well-defined signature in the Hall effect of YBCO: 
RH(T) decreases smoothly to become negative at low temperature6—
the signature of an electron pocket in the reconstructed Fermi sur-
face. Prior Hall measurements in magnetic fields up to 60 T show that 
the CDW-induced FSR begins sharply at p =  0.08 and persists up to 
p =  0.15, the highest doping reached so far6.

YBCO has one disadvantage, however. Its orthorhombic structure 
contains conducting CuO chains along the b axis, which reduce the Hall 
signal coming from the CuO2 planes. While this has no impact on the 
qualitative features of RH(T) (such as its sign or its qualitative T depend-
ence), it does modify the quantitative relation between the meas-
ured Hall number nH and the inferred carrier density n. Specifically, 
n =  (ρb/ρa)nH (ref. 16), where ρb and ρa are the in-plane resistivities 
parallel and perpendicular to the b axis, respectively (see Methods and 
Extended Data Fig. 1).

We have performed Hall measurements in YBCO up to 88 T, 
allowing us to extend the doping range upwards, and hence track the 
 normal-state properties across p* , down to at least T =  40 K. Our com-
plete data on four YBCO samples with dopings p =  0.16, 0.177, 0.19 and 
0.205 are displayed in Extended Data Figs 2, 3, 4 and 5, respectively. In 
Fig. 2, we compare field sweeps of RH versus H at p =  0.15 (Fig. 2a; from 
ref. 6) and p =  0.16 (Fig. 2b), at various temperatures down to 25 K. The 
difference is striking. At p =  0.15, the high-field isotherms RH(H) drop 
monotonically with decreasing T until they become negative at low T. 
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