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Molecular chaos:  
successive collisions are rare  
and statistically independent

 
Boltzmann equation (1872) 

Dilute classical gas
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Quantum Boltzmann equation (Landau) 
Dense gas of electrons
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Collisions are also rare in a dense quantum 
gas at low temperatures because of the Pauli 

exclusion principle. 
 

Neglect quantum interference (entanglement)  
between successive collisions

Ludwig Boltzmann 
20 February 1844 - September 5, 1906 

Vienna, Austria
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Current flow with electrons in ordinary metals
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Flow of electrons described by Boltzmann equation )
typical scattering time ⌧ ⇠ 1/(UT )2 (U is the strength of interactions),

resistivity ⇢(T ) = ⇢(0) +AT 2

The time ⌧ is much longer than a limiting ‘Planckian time’
~

kBT
.

The long scattering time implies that individual electrons are well-defined.

The motion of electrons is ‘ballistic’ or ‘integrable’
up to the long time ⌧ , after which it is chaotic.
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Flow of electrons described by Boltzmann equation )
typical scattering time ⌧ ⇠ 1/(UT )2 (U is the strength of interactions),

resistivity ⇢(T ) = ⇢(0) +AT 2

The time ⌧ is much longer than a limiting ‘Planckian time’
~

kBT
.

The long scattering time implies that individual electrons are well-defined.

The motion of electrons is ‘ballistic’ or ‘integrable’
up to the long time ⌧ , after which it is chaotic.

S. Sachdev, Quantum Phase Transitions (1999)
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The long scattering time implies that individual electrons are well-defined.
The motion of electrons is ‘ballistic’ or ‘integrable’
up to the long time ⌧ , after which it is chaotic.



Strange metals: 
the cuprates
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Julian Hetel and Nandini Trivedi, Ohio State University

Nd-Fe-B magnets, YBaCuO superconductor



YBCO magnets allow for smaller, 
faster, and less expensive 

tokamaks for plasma fusion



YBa2Cu3O6+x



YBa2Cu3O6+x

Ordinary 
Metal: 
Fermi  
Liquid  
(FL)



Strange
Metal

YBa2Cu3O6+x

Ordinary 
Metal: 
Fermi  
Liquid  
(FL)



LSCO: Giraldo-Gallo et al. 2018

Strange
Metal

Ordinary 
Metal: 
Fermi  
Liquid  
(FL)

11

(a) (b)

FIG. 2 Measurement of the di↵usion constant (a) and compressibility ((a)-inset) for a gas of ultra-cold 6Li atoms in an optical
lattice, realizing a two-dimensional Fermi-Hubbard model with U/t ' 7.5 at a density n ' 0.825. (b) Reconstructed ‘resistivity’
using Einstein-Sutherland relation. Grey horizontal dashed line represents the estimated MIR value. Theoretical calculations
using DMFT (in green) and the finite-T Lanczos method (in blue) are shown; the band representation indicates estimated error
bars. Adapted from (Brown et al., 2019).
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FIG. 3 Examples of T�linear resistivity extending over a wide range of temperature scales in (a) hole-doped La2�xSrxCuO4

(LSCO) near optimal doping (adapted from (Giraldo-Gallo et al., 2018)), and (b) magic-angle twisted bilayer graphene
(MATBG) near ⌫ ⇡ �2, relative to charge neutrality, ⌫ = 0 (adapted from (Jaoui et al., 2021)). In LSCO, Tcoh can be
inferred to be much lower than any characteristic energy scales by turning on a magnetic field and accounting for the finite
magnetoresistance ((a)-top inset); the variation of the slope (A) on hole-doping is shown in (a)-bottom inset. In MATBG, the
linearity for a range of dopings near ⌫ ⇡ �2 ((b)-inset) persists down to ⇠ 40 mK. Both family of materials also display a
Planckian form of �dc (Eq. 3.5).

associated with intermediate energy scales (and consis- tent with ARPES and ADMR) is used, rather than the
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photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES)30. These observations are qua-
litatively consistent with the T-linear dependence of the resistivity and
Planckianbehavior. In contrast, by analyzing themodulus andphaseof
the optical conductivity itself, a power-law behavior σðωÞ = C=ð#iωÞν

*

with an exponent ν* < 1 was reported at higher frequencies
ℏω ≳ 1.5kBT23,24,28,29,31,32. The exponent was found to be in the range
ν* ≈0.65 with some dependence on sample and doping level23,26,28,29.
Hence, from these previous analyses, it would appear that different
power laws are needed to describe optical spectroscopy data: one at
low frequency consistent with ℏω/kBT scaling and Planckian behavior
(ν = 1) and another one with ν* < 1 at higher frequency, most apparent
on the optical conductivity itself in contrast to 1/τ. A number of the-
oretical approaches have considered a power-law dependence of the
conductivity33–42 without resolving this puzzle. A notable exception is
the work of Norman and Chubukov43. The basic assumption of this
work is that the electrons are coupled to a Marginal Fermi Liquid
susceptibility3,4,44,45. The logarithmic behavior of the susceptibility and
corresponding high-energy cut-off observed to be ~ 0.4 eV with
ARPES46, is responsible for the apparent sub-linear power law behavior
of the optical conductivity. Our work broadens and amplifies this
observation. A quantitative description of all aspects at low and high
energy in one fell swoop has, to the best of our knowledge, not been
presented to this day.

Here we present systematic measurements of the optical spectra,
as well as dc resistivity, of a La2−xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) sample with x = p =
0.24 close to the pseudogap critical point, over a broad range of
temperature and frequency. We demonstrate that the data display
Planckian quantum critical scaling over an unprecedented range of
ℏω/kBT. Furthermore, a direct analysis of the data reveals a logarithmic
temperature dependence of the optical effective mass. This

establishes a direct connection to another hallmark of Planckian
behavior, namely the logarithmic enhancement of the specific heat
coefficient C=T ∼ lnT previously observed for LSCO at p = 0.2447 as
well as for other cuprate superconductors such as Eu-LSCO and Nd-
LSCO48.

We introduce a theoretical framework which relies on aminimal
Planckian scaling Ansatz for the inelastic scattering rate. We show
that this provides an excellent description of the experimental data.
Our theoretical analysis offers, notably, a solution to the puzzle
mentioned above. Indeedwe show that, despite the purely Planckian
Ansatz which underlies our model, the optical conductivity com-
puted in this framework is well described by an apparent power law
with ν* < 1 over an intermediate frequency regime, as also observed
in our experimental data. The effective exponent ν* is found to be
non-universal and to depend on the inelastic coupling constant,
which we determine from several independent considerations. The
proposed theoretical analysis provides a unifying framework in
which the behavior of the T-linear resistivity, lnT behavior of C/T,
and scaling properties of the optical spectra can all be understood in
a consistent manner.

Results
Optical spectra and resistivity
Wemeasured the optical properties and extracted the complex optical
conductivity σ(ω, T) of an LSCO single crystal with a-b orientation
(CuO2 planes). The holedoping is p = x =0.24, whichplaces our sample
above and close to the pseudogap critical point of the LSCO
family7,14,49. The pseudogap state for T < T*, p < p* is well characterized
by transport measurements12 and ARPES11. The relatively low Tc = 19 K
of this sample is interesting for extracting the normal-state properties
in optics down to low temperatures without using any external mag-
netic field. In particular, this sample is the same LSCO p = 0.24 sample
as in Ref. 50, where the evolution of optical spectral weights as a
function of doping was reported.

The quantity probed by the optical experiments of the present
study is the planar complex dielectric function ϵ(ω). The dielectric
function has contributions from the free charge carriers, as well as
interband (bound charge) contributions. In the limit ω→0, the latter
contribution converges to a constant real value, traditionally indicated
with the symbol ϵ∞:

ϵðωÞ = ϵ1 + i
σðωÞ
ϵ0ω

ð1Þ

σðωÞ = i
e2K=ð_dcÞ
_ω+MðωÞ

: ð2Þ

Here the free-carrier response σ(ω) is given by the generalized Drude
formula, where all dynamical mass renormalization (m*/m) and
relaxation (ℏ/τ) processes are represented by a memory-function51,52

MðωÞ = _ω
m*ðωÞ
m

# 1
! "

+ i
_

τðωÞ
: ð3Þ

The free-carrier spectral weight per plane is given by the constant K
and the interplanar spacing is dc. The scattering rate ℏ/τ(ω) deduced
using Eqs. ((1), (2), (3)) and the values of K and ϵ∞ discussed below are
displayed in Fig. 1c. It depends linearly on frequency for
kBT≪ ℏω≲0.4 eV and approaches a constant value for ℏω < kBT. This
behavior is similar to that reported for Bi221223. The sign of the
curvature above 0.4 eV depends on ϵ∞ and changes from positive to
negativenear ϵ∞ = 4.5.Our determination ϵ∞ = 2.76presented in Scaling
analysis does not take into account data for ℏω > 0.4 eV and may
therefore yield unreliable values of ℏ/τ in that range (see Supplemen-
tary Information Sec. A and B).

Fig. 1 | Optical data of La2−xSrxCuO4 atp =0.24. aReal andb imaginary part of the
optical conductivity σ deduced from the dielectric function ϵ (Supplementary
Fig. 1), using Eq. (14) and the value ϵ∞ = 2.76. c Scattering rate and d effective mass
deduced from Eqs. (16) and (17) using K = 211 meV. The values of ϵ∞ and K are
discussed and justified in the text. Inset: Temperature dependence of m*/m at
ℏω = 5kBT (see dots in d). In each panel errorbars are indicated for three repre-
sentative frequencies and pertain to the upper curve, i.e., the lowest temperature
for σ(ω), m*(ω)/m and the highest temperature for ℏ/τ(ω). They represent the
uncertainty arising from reflectivity calibration using in-situ gold evaporation, and
have been estimated by repeating the Kramers--Kronig analysis after multiplying
the reflectivity curves by 1 ± 0.002.
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This linear dependence of the scattering rate calls for a com-
parison with resistivity. Hence we have also measured the tem-
perature dependence of the resistivity of our sample under two
magnetic fields H = 0 T and H = 16 T. As displayed in Fig. 2a, the
resistivity has a linear T-dependence ρ = ρ0 + AT over an extended
range of temperature, with A ≈ 0.63 μΩcm/K. This is a hallmark of
cuprates in this regime of doping10,13,14,20,53. It is qualitatively con-
sistent with the observed linear frequency dependence of the scat-
tering rate and, as discussed later in this paper, also in good
quantitative agreement with the ω→ 0 extrapolation of our optical
data within experimental uncertainties.

The optical mass enhancement m*(ω)/m is displayed in Fig. 1d.
With the chosen normalization, m*/m does not reach the asymptotic
value of one in the range ℏω <0.4 eV, which means that intra- and
interband and/or mid-infrared transitions overlap above 0.4 eV. The
inset of Fig. 1d shows a semi-log plot of the mass enhancement eval-
uated atℏω = 5kBT, where thenoise level is low forT⩾ 40K.Despite the
larger uncertainties at low T, this plot clearly reveals a logarithmic
temperature dependence ofm*/m. This is a robust feature of the data,
independent of the choice of ϵ∞ and K. We note that the specific heat
coefficient C/T of LSCO at the same doping level was previously
reported to display a logarithmic dependence on temperature, see
Fig. 2c47,48. We will further elaborate on this important finding of a
logarithmic dependence of the optical mass and discuss its relation to
specific heat in the next section.

Scaling analysis
In this section, we consider simultaneously the frequency and tem-
peraturedependenceof theoptical properties and investigatewhether
ℏω/kBT scaling holds for this sample close to the pseudogap critical

point. We propose a procedure to determine the three parameters ϵ∞,
K, and m introduced above.

Puttingω/T scaling to the test. Quantum systems close to a quantum
critical point display scale invariance. Temperature being the only
relevant energy scale in the quantumcritical regime, this leads inmany
cases toω/T scaling22 (inmost of the discussion below, we set ℏ = kB = 1
except when mentioned explicitly). In such a system we expect the
complex optical conductivity to obey a scaling behavior 1/
σ(ω, T)∝ TνF(ω/T), with ν⩽ 1 a critical exponent. More precisely, the
scaling properties of the optical scattering rate and effective mass
read:

1=τðω,TÞ=Tνf τ ðω=TÞ ð4Þ

m*ðω,TÞ #m*ð0,TÞ=Tν#1f mðω=TÞ ð5Þ

with fτ and fm two scaling functions. This behavior requires that both ℏω
and kBT are smaller than a high-energy electronic cutoff, but their ratio
can be arbitrary. Furthermore, we note that when ν = 1 (Planckian case)
the scaling is violated by logarithmic terms, which control in particular
the zero-frequency value of the optical mass m*(0,T). As shown in
Theorywithin a simple theoreticalmodel,ω/T scalingnonetheless holds
in this case to an excellent approximation provided that m*(0, T) is
subtracted, as in Eq. (5). We also note that in a Fermi liquid, the single-
particle scattering rate∝ω2 + (πT)2 does obeyω/T scaling (with formally
ν = 2), but the optical conductivity does not. Indeed, it involves ω/T2

terms violating scaling, and hence depends on two scaling variables
ω/T2 and ω/T, as is already clear from an (approximate) generalized
Drudeexpression 1/σ ≈ − iω + τ0[ω2 + (2πT)2]. For a detaileddiscussionof
this point, see Ref. 54. Such violations of scaling by ω/Tν terms apply
more generally to the case where the scattering rate varies as Tν with
ν > 1. Hence, ω/T scaling for both the optical scattering rate and optical
effective mass are a hallmark of non-Fermi liquid behavior with ν⩽ 1.
Previous work has indeed provided evidence for ω/T scaling in the
optical properties of cuprates23,24.

Here, we investigate whether our optical data obey ω/T scaling.
We find that the quality of the scaling depends sensitively on the
chosen value of ϵ∞. Different prescriptions in the literature to fix ϵ∞
yield—independently of themethod used—values ranging from ϵ∞ ≈ 4.3
for strongly underdoped Bi2212 to ϵ∞ ≈ 5.6 for strongly overdoped
Bi221232,55. The parameter ϵ∞ is commonly understood to represent the
dielectric constant of thematerial in the absenceof the charge carriers,
and is caused by the bound charge responsible for interband transi-
tions at energies typically above 1 eV. While this definition is unam-
biguous for the insulating parent compound, for the doped material
one is confronted with the difficulty that the optical conductivity at
these higher energies also contains contributions described by the
self-energy of the conduction electrons, caused for example by their
coupling to dd-excitations56. Consequently, not all of the oscillator
strength in the interband region represents bound charge. Our model
overcomes this hurdle by determining the low-energy spectrumbelow
0.4 eV, and subsuming all bound charge contributions in a single
constant ϵ∞. Its value is expected to be bound from above by the value
of the insulating phase, in other words we expect to find ϵ∞ < 4.5 (see
Supplementary Information Sec. A). Rather than setting an a priori
value for ϵ∞, we follow here a different route and we choose the value
that yields the best scaling collapse for a given value of the exponent ν.
This program is straightforwardly implemented for 1/τ and indicates
that the best scaling collapse is achieved with ν ≈ 1 and ϵ∞ ≈ 3, see
Fig. 2b as well as Supplementary Information Sec. B and Supplemen-
tary Fig. 2. Turning to m*, we found that subtracting the dc value
m*(ω =0, T) is crucial when attempting to collapse the data. Extra-
polating optical data to zero frequency is hampered by noise. Hence,

Fig. 2 | Scaling of scattering rate and mass enhancement. a Temperature-
dependent resistivity measured in zero field (black) and at 16 teslas (red). The inset
emphasizes the linearity of the 16 T data at low temperature. The dashed line shows
ρ0 +AT with ρ0 = 12.2 μΩcm and A =0.63 μΩcm/K. b Scattering rate divided by
temperature plotted versus ω/T; the collapse of the curves indicates a behavior 1/
τ ~ Tfτ(ω/T). c Effective quasiparticle mass (in units of the indicated band mass m)
deduced from the low-temperature electronic specific heat47

[m*
Cp = ð3=πÞð_

2dc=k
2
BÞðC=TÞ] and zero-frequency optical mass enhancement; the

dashed lines indicate lnT behavior. dOptical mass minus the zero-frequencymass
shown in c plotted versus ω/T; the collapse of the curves indicates a behavior
m*(ω) −m*(0) ~ fm(ω/T). The data between0.22 and0.4 eV are shown asdotted lines.
ϵ∞ = 2.76 was used here as in Fig. 1.
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Planckian dynamics!

ω(ε) =
⊋

kBT
F

(
⊋ε
kBT

)

The time ω appears to
be independent of

interaction strength,
contrary to Boltzmann.
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A. Kitaev, unpublished; S. Sachdev, PRX 5, 041025 (2015)

S. Sachdev and J. Ye, PRL 70, 3339 (1993)

(See also: the “2-Body Random Ensemble” in nuclear physics; did not obtain the large N limit;
T.A. Brody, J. Flores, J.B. French, P.A. Mello, A. Pandey, and S.S.M. Wong, Rev. Mod. Phys. 53, 385 (1981))

U↵�;�� are independent random variables with U↵�;�� = 0 and |U↵�;��|2 = U2

N ! 1 yields critical strange metal.
<latexit sha1_base64="yQteaZaLoEYlztplY68/SkIu+Hc="></latexit>

The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model

<latexit sha1_base64="5HvB9s0savM8oVuT5ii1CiV2awU="></latexit>

H =
1

(2N)3/2

NX

↵,�,�,�=1

U↵�;�� c
†
↵c

†
�c�c� � µ

X

↵

c†↵c↵

c↵c� + c�c↵ = 0 , c↵c
†
� + c†�c↵ = �↵�

Q =
1

N

X

↵

c†↵c↵ ; [H,Q] = 0 ; 0  Q  1



⌃ =
<latexit sha1_base64="pk3ZmbMDJBp861UaFugr9daoJp8=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgMxFL3xWeur6tJNsAiuyswgqAuh6MZlRfuAdiiZNNOGJpkhyQhl6Ee4caGIW7/HnX9j+lho64ELh3Pu5d57olRwYz3vG62srq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDhkkyTVmdJiLRrYgYJrhidcutYK1UMyIjwZrR8HbiN5+YNjxRj3aUslCSvuIxp8Q6qdl54H1Jrrulslfxgis/CLAjU2B/kZRhjlq39NXpJTSTTFkqiDFt30ttmBNtORVsXOxkhqWEDkmftR1VRDIT5tNzx/jUKT0cJ9qVsniq/p7IiTRmJCPXKYkdmEVvIv7ntTMbX4Y5V2lmmaKzRXEmsE3w5Hfc45pRK0aOEKq5uxXTAdGEWpdQ0YWw9PIyaQQV36v49+fl6s08jgIcwwmcgQ8XUIU7qEEdKAzhGV7hDaXoBb2jj1nrCprPHMEfoM8fCEKPWw==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="pk3ZmbMDJBp861UaFugr9daoJp8=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgMxFL3xWeur6tJNsAiuyswgqAuh6MZlRfuAdiiZNNOGJpkhyQhl6Ee4caGIW7/HnX9j+lho64ELh3Pu5d57olRwYz3vG62srq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDhkkyTVmdJiLRrYgYJrhidcutYK1UMyIjwZrR8HbiN5+YNjxRj3aUslCSvuIxp8Q6qdl54H1Jrrulslfxgis/CLAjU2B/kZRhjlq39NXpJTSTTFkqiDFt30ttmBNtORVsXOxkhqWEDkmftR1VRDIT5tNzx/jUKT0cJ9qVsniq/p7IiTRmJCPXKYkdmEVvIv7ntTMbX4Y5V2lmmaKzRXEmsE3w5Hfc45pRK0aOEKq5uxXTAdGEWpdQ0YWw9PIyaQQV36v49+fl6s08jgIcwwmcgQ8XUIU7qEEdKAzhGV7hDaXoBb2jj1nrCprPHMEfoM8fCEKPWw==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="pk3ZmbMDJBp861UaFugr9daoJp8=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgMxFL3xWeur6tJNsAiuyswgqAuh6MZlRfuAdiiZNNOGJpkhyQhl6Ee4caGIW7/HnX9j+lho64ELh3Pu5d57olRwYz3vG62srq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDhkkyTVmdJiLRrYgYJrhidcutYK1UMyIjwZrR8HbiN5+YNjxRj3aUslCSvuIxp8Q6qdl54H1Jrrulslfxgis/CLAjU2B/kZRhjlq39NXpJTSTTFkqiDFt30ttmBNtORVsXOxkhqWEDkmftR1VRDIT5tNzx/jUKT0cJ9qVsniq/p7IiTRmJCPXKYkdmEVvIv7ntTMbX4Y5V2lmmaKzRXEmsE3w5Hfc45pRK0aOEKq5uxXTAdGEWpdQ0YWw9PIyaQQV36v49+fl6s08jgIcwwmcgQ8XUIU7qEEdKAzhGV7hDaXoBb2jj1nrCprPHMEfoM8fCEKPWw==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="pk3ZmbMDJBp861UaFugr9daoJp8=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgMxFL3xWeur6tJNsAiuyswgqAuh6MZlRfuAdiiZNNOGJpkhyQhl6Ee4caGIW7/HnX9j+lho64ELh3Pu5d57olRwYz3vG62srq1vbBa2its7u3v7pYPDhkkyTVmdJiLRrYgYJrhidcutYK1UMyIjwZrR8HbiN5+YNjxRj3aUslCSvuIxp8Q6qdl54H1Jrrulslfxgis/CLAjU2B/kZRhjlq39NXpJTSTTFkqiDFt30ttmBNtORVsXOxkhqWEDkmftR1VRDIT5tNzx/jUKT0cJ9qVsniq/p7IiTRmJCPXKYkdmEVvIv7ntTMbX4Y5V2lmmaKzRXEmsE3w5Hfc45pRK0aOEKq5uxXTAdGEWpdQ0YWw9PIyaQQV36v49+fl6s08jgIcwwmcgQ8XUIU7qEEdKAzhGV7hDaXoBb2jj1nrCprPHMEfoM8fCEKPWw==</latexit>

G
<latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit>

G
<latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit>

G
<latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="h54fE11dOI0reWNP9NuJ3oUhZUU=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQb0FPegxAfOAZAmzk95kzOzsMjMrhCVf4MWDIl79JG/+jZPHQRMLGoqqbrq7gkRwbVz328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGt1O/9YRK81g+mHGCfkQHkoecUWOl+l2vWHLLbuXaq1SIJTMQb5mUYIFar/jV7ccsjVAaJqjWHc9NjJ9RZTgTOCl0U40JZSM6wI6lkkao/Wx26IScWaVPwljZkobM1N8TGY20HkeB7YyoGeplbyr+53VSE175GZdJalCy+aIwFcTEZPo16XOFzIixJZQpbm8lbEgVZcZmU7AhrLy8SpqVsueWvfpFqXqziCMPJ3AK5+DBJVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox/z1pyzmDmGP3A+fwC1Gozc</latexit>

S. Sachdev and J. Ye, 
PRL 70, 3339 (1993)

The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model
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Feynman graph expansion in U↵�;��, and graph-by-graph average, yields
exact equations in the large N limit:
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S. Sachdev and J. Ye, 
PRL 70, 3339 (1993)

The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model
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Feynman graph expansion in U↵�;��, and graph-by-graph average, yields
exact equations in the large N limit:

G(i!) =
1

i! + µ� ⌃(i!)
, ⌃(⌧) = �U2G2(⌧)G(�⌧)

G(⌧ = 0�) = Q.
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Solution: At T = 0, G(i!) ⇠ �isgn(!)|!|�1/2

For T > 0, G(!) ⇠ T�1/2F (~!/kBT )



A solvable model of multi-particle  
quantum entanglement.

Yields a metal whose excitations are not  
particle-like i.e. no bosons, fermions, anyons…. 

 
Current is carried by an “entangled quantum soup”

The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model
Sachdev, Ye (1993); Kitaev (2015)
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Yields a quantum state whose excitations are not  
particle-like i.e. no bosons, fermions, anyons….

The Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model
Sachdev, Ye (1993); Kitaev (2015)
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A key consequence of the absence of the particle-like
excitations is Universal Planckian Dissipation.

The relaxation time, ω , when perturbed
at a frequency ε is given by

ω =
⊋

kBT
F

(
⊋ε
kBT

)

where ⊋ is Planck’s constant, T is temperature,
and the function F is independent of the strength of

interaction between the particles.

A. Georges and O. Parcollet 
PRB 59, 5341 (1999)

S. Sachdev and J. Ye, 
PRL 70, 3339 (1993)



Planckian dynamics of 
black holes 

and the SYK model  



Objects so dense that light is 
gravitationally bound to them.

Black Holes

Horizon radius R =
2GM

c2

<latexit sha1_base64="DmHY5rKnFNBAMp1nOXUIIHLQ/tU="></latexit>

G Newton’s constant, c velocity of light, M mass of black hole
For M = earth’s mass, R ⇡ 9mm!
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Karl Schwarzschild (1916)
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Quantum Entanglement across a black hole horizon

Black hole 
horizon

= | ↑↓〉 − | ↓↑〉

Quantum entanglement 
on the surface
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By computations outside
the black hole,

Hawking obtained

the black hole entropy

S =
Ac3

4G⊋

where A is area of the

black hole horizon.

All other systems have

entropy proportional to

their volume.



Quantum Entanglement across a black hole horizon

C.V.  Vishveshwara, Nature 227, 936 (1970)

Artwork depicting gravitational waves emanating from 
two black holes coalescing.
LIGO/T. Pyle
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ωring→down → 8εGM

c3

Using the Hawking

temperature of

the black hole

TH =
⊋c3

8εGMkB
,

ωring→down → ⊋
kBT

Planckian dynamics of

quasi-normal modes!



Quantum Entanglement across a black hole horizon

S. Sachdev, PRL 105, 151602 (2010)  

C.V.  Vishveshwara, Nature 227, 936 (1970)

Artwork depicting gravitational waves emanating from 
two black holes coalescing.
LIGO/T. Pyle
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Quantum Entanglement across a black hole horizon

Black hole 
horizon

Quantum entanglement 
on the surface

S. Sachdev, PRL 105, 151602 (2010)  
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“. . . This correspondence implies
that certain mean-field gapless
spin liquids are states of matter
at nonzero density realizing the
near-horizon, AdS2→R2 physics
of Reissner- Nordström black
holes.”

cf. “fuzzballs” of Samir Mathur



Quantum Entanglement across a black hole horizon

Black hole 
horizon

Quantum entanglement 
on the surface

S. Sachdev, PRL 105, 151602 (2010)  
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“. . . This correspondence implies
that certain mean-field gapless
spin liquids are states of matter
at nonzero density realizing the
near-horizon, AdS2→R2 physics
of Reissner- Nordström black
holes.”

cf. “fuzzballs” of Samir Mathur

i.e. SYK models 
(after 2015)



Black hole 
horizon

Maxwell’s electromagnetism  
and Einstein’s general relativity  

allow black hole solutions with a net charge 

⇣

The quantum versions of 
Maxwell’s and Einstein’s 

equations in  
       space and time are  

also the equations describing 
electron entanglement  

in the SYK model!

~x
⇣

D. Chowdhury, A. Georges, O. Parcollet, and S. S.,  
Rev. Mod. Phys. 94, 035004 (2022)

Kitaev (2015), Maldacena Stanford (2015)
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D(E) =
X

i

�(E � Ei)

= exp (S/kB) �(E) + . . .

Iliesiu, Murthy, Turiaci (2022) 

Bekenstein-Hawking

D(E) of charged black holes 
from the SYK model

Developments from the SYK model

D. Chowdhury, A. Georges, O. Parcollet, and S. S., Rev. Mod. Phys. 94, 035004 (2022)
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• For generic charged black holes in 3+1 di-
mensions with horizon area A0 at T = 0 and
fixed charge Q (A0 = 2GQ2/c4), the density
of quantum states at small energy E is

D(E) ⇠
✓
A0c3

~G

◆�347/90

exp

✓
A0c3

4~G

◆
sinh

0

@
"p

⇡A0
3/2c2

~2G E

#1/2
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Similar remarks apply to rotating neutral black holes.
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Yields a quantum state whose excitations are not  
particle-like i.e. no bosons, fermions, anyons….
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A key consequence of the absence of the particle-like
excitations is Universal Planckian Dissipation.

The relaxation time, ω , when perturbed
at a frequency ε is given by

ω =
⊋

kBT
F

(
⊋ε
kBT

)

where ⊋ is Planck’s constant, T is temperature,
and the function F is independent of the strength of

interaction between the particles.

Yukawa-SYK model
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g0(r) creates inhomogeneity in the position of QCP (Harris disorder):

the two-dimensional Yukawa-Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model.

2d-YSYK model: Fermi surface + critical boson with disorder

Aavishkar A. Patel, Haoyu Guo, Ilya Esterlis, S. Sachdev, Science 381, 790 (2023)
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photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES)30. These observations are qua-
litatively consistent with the T-linear dependence of the resistivity and
Planckianbehavior. In contrast, by analyzing themodulus andphaseof
the optical conductivity itself, a power-law behavior σðωÞ = C=ð#iωÞν

*

with an exponent ν* < 1 was reported at higher frequencies
ℏω ≳ 1.5kBT23,24,28,29,31,32. The exponent was found to be in the range
ν* ≈0.65 with some dependence on sample and doping level23,26,28,29.
Hence, from these previous analyses, it would appear that different
power laws are needed to describe optical spectroscopy data: one at
low frequency consistent with ℏω/kBT scaling and Planckian behavior
(ν = 1) and another one with ν* < 1 at higher frequency, most apparent
on the optical conductivity itself in contrast to 1/τ. A number of the-
oretical approaches have considered a power-law dependence of the
conductivity33–42 without resolving this puzzle. A notable exception is
the work of Norman and Chubukov43. The basic assumption of this
work is that the electrons are coupled to a Marginal Fermi Liquid
susceptibility3,4,44,45. The logarithmic behavior of the susceptibility and
corresponding high-energy cut-off observed to be ~ 0.4 eV with
ARPES46, is responsible for the apparent sub-linear power law behavior
of the optical conductivity. Our work broadens and amplifies this
observation. A quantitative description of all aspects at low and high
energy in one fell swoop has, to the best of our knowledge, not been
presented to this day.

Here we present systematic measurements of the optical spectra,
as well as dc resistivity, of a La2−xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) sample with x = p =
0.24 close to the pseudogap critical point, over a broad range of
temperature and frequency. We demonstrate that the data display
Planckian quantum critical scaling over an unprecedented range of
ℏω/kBT. Furthermore, a direct analysis of the data reveals a logarithmic
temperature dependence of the optical effective mass. This

establishes a direct connection to another hallmark of Planckian
behavior, namely the logarithmic enhancement of the specific heat
coefficient C=T ∼ lnT previously observed for LSCO at p = 0.2447 as
well as for other cuprate superconductors such as Eu-LSCO and Nd-
LSCO48.

We introduce a theoretical framework which relies on aminimal
Planckian scaling Ansatz for the inelastic scattering rate. We show
that this provides an excellent description of the experimental data.
Our theoretical analysis offers, notably, a solution to the puzzle
mentioned above. Indeedwe show that, despite the purely Planckian
Ansatz which underlies our model, the optical conductivity com-
puted in this framework is well described by an apparent power law
with ν* < 1 over an intermediate frequency regime, as also observed
in our experimental data. The effective exponent ν* is found to be
non-universal and to depend on the inelastic coupling constant,
which we determine from several independent considerations. The
proposed theoretical analysis provides a unifying framework in
which the behavior of the T-linear resistivity, lnT behavior of C/T,
and scaling properties of the optical spectra can all be understood in
a consistent manner.

Results
Optical spectra and resistivity
Wemeasured the optical properties and extracted the complex optical
conductivity σ(ω, T) of an LSCO single crystal with a-b orientation
(CuO2 planes). The holedoping is p = x =0.24, whichplaces our sample
above and close to the pseudogap critical point of the LSCO
family7,14,49. The pseudogap state for T < T*, p < p* is well characterized
by transport measurements12 and ARPES11. The relatively low Tc = 19 K
of this sample is interesting for extracting the normal-state properties
in optics down to low temperatures without using any external mag-
netic field. In particular, this sample is the same LSCO p = 0.24 sample
as in Ref. 50, where the evolution of optical spectral weights as a
function of doping was reported.

The quantity probed by the optical experiments of the present
study is the planar complex dielectric function ϵ(ω). The dielectric
function has contributions from the free charge carriers, as well as
interband (bound charge) contributions. In the limit ω→0, the latter
contribution converges to a constant real value, traditionally indicated
with the symbol ϵ∞:

ϵðωÞ = ϵ1 + i
σðωÞ
ϵ0ω

ð1Þ

σðωÞ = i
e2K=ð_dcÞ
_ω+MðωÞ

: ð2Þ

Here the free-carrier response σ(ω) is given by the generalized Drude
formula, where all dynamical mass renormalization (m*/m) and
relaxation (ℏ/τ) processes are represented by a memory-function51,52

MðωÞ = _ω
m*ðωÞ
m

# 1
! "

+ i
_

τðωÞ
: ð3Þ

The free-carrier spectral weight per plane is given by the constant K
and the interplanar spacing is dc. The scattering rate ℏ/τ(ω) deduced
using Eqs. ((1), (2), (3)) and the values of K and ϵ∞ discussed below are
displayed in Fig. 1c. It depends linearly on frequency for
kBT≪ ℏω≲0.4 eV and approaches a constant value for ℏω < kBT. This
behavior is similar to that reported for Bi221223. The sign of the
curvature above 0.4 eV depends on ϵ∞ and changes from positive to
negativenear ϵ∞ = 4.5.Our determination ϵ∞ = 2.76presented in Scaling
analysis does not take into account data for ℏω > 0.4 eV and may
therefore yield unreliable values of ℏ/τ in that range (see Supplemen-
tary Information Sec. A and B).

Fig. 1 | Optical data of La2−xSrxCuO4 atp =0.24. aReal andb imaginary part of the
optical conductivity σ deduced from the dielectric function ϵ (Supplementary
Fig. 1), using Eq. (14) and the value ϵ∞ = 2.76. c Scattering rate and d effective mass
deduced from Eqs. (16) and (17) using K = 211 meV. The values of ϵ∞ and K are
discussed and justified in the text. Inset: Temperature dependence of m*/m at
ℏω = 5kBT (see dots in d). In each panel errorbars are indicated for three repre-
sentative frequencies and pertain to the upper curve, i.e., the lowest temperature
for σ(ω), m*(ω)/m and the highest temperature for ℏ/τ(ω). They represent the
uncertainty arising from reflectivity calibration using in-situ gold evaporation, and
have been estimated by repeating the Kramers--Kronig analysis after multiplying
the reflectivity curves by 1 ± 0.002.
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This linear dependence of the scattering rate calls for a com-
parison with resistivity. Hence we have also measured the tem-
perature dependence of the resistivity of our sample under two
magnetic fields H = 0 T and H = 16 T. As displayed in Fig. 2a, the
resistivity has a linear T-dependence ρ = ρ0 + AT over an extended
range of temperature, with A ≈ 0.63 μΩcm/K. This is a hallmark of
cuprates in this regime of doping10,13,14,20,53. It is qualitatively con-
sistent with the observed linear frequency dependence of the scat-
tering rate and, as discussed later in this paper, also in good
quantitative agreement with the ω→ 0 extrapolation of our optical
data within experimental uncertainties.

The optical mass enhancement m*(ω)/m is displayed in Fig. 1d.
With the chosen normalization, m*/m does not reach the asymptotic
value of one in the range ℏω <0.4 eV, which means that intra- and
interband and/or mid-infrared transitions overlap above 0.4 eV. The
inset of Fig. 1d shows a semi-log plot of the mass enhancement eval-
uated atℏω = 5kBT, where thenoise level is low forT⩾ 40K.Despite the
larger uncertainties at low T, this plot clearly reveals a logarithmic
temperature dependence ofm*/m. This is a robust feature of the data,
independent of the choice of ϵ∞ and K. We note that the specific heat
coefficient C/T of LSCO at the same doping level was previously
reported to display a logarithmic dependence on temperature, see
Fig. 2c47,48. We will further elaborate on this important finding of a
logarithmic dependence of the optical mass and discuss its relation to
specific heat in the next section.

Scaling analysis
In this section, we consider simultaneously the frequency and tem-
peraturedependenceof theoptical properties and investigatewhether
ℏω/kBT scaling holds for this sample close to the pseudogap critical

point. We propose a procedure to determine the three parameters ϵ∞,
K, and m introduced above.

Puttingω/T scaling to the test. Quantum systems close to a quantum
critical point display scale invariance. Temperature being the only
relevant energy scale in the quantumcritical regime, this leads inmany
cases toω/T scaling22 (inmost of the discussion below, we set ℏ = kB = 1
except when mentioned explicitly). In such a system we expect the
complex optical conductivity to obey a scaling behavior 1/
σ(ω, T)∝ TνF(ω/T), with ν⩽ 1 a critical exponent. More precisely, the
scaling properties of the optical scattering rate and effective mass
read:

1=τðω,TÞ=Tνf τ ðω=TÞ ð4Þ

m*ðω,TÞ #m*ð0,TÞ=Tν#1f mðω=TÞ ð5Þ

with fτ and fm two scaling functions. This behavior requires that both ℏω
and kBT are smaller than a high-energy electronic cutoff, but their ratio
can be arbitrary. Furthermore, we note that when ν = 1 (Planckian case)
the scaling is violated by logarithmic terms, which control in particular
the zero-frequency value of the optical mass m*(0,T). As shown in
Theorywithin a simple theoreticalmodel,ω/T scalingnonetheless holds
in this case to an excellent approximation provided that m*(0, T) is
subtracted, as in Eq. (5). We also note that in a Fermi liquid, the single-
particle scattering rate∝ω2 + (πT)2 does obeyω/T scaling (with formally
ν = 2), but the optical conductivity does not. Indeed, it involves ω/T2

terms violating scaling, and hence depends on two scaling variables
ω/T2 and ω/T, as is already clear from an (approximate) generalized
Drudeexpression 1/σ ≈ − iω + τ0[ω2 + (2πT)2]. For a detaileddiscussionof
this point, see Ref. 54. Such violations of scaling by ω/Tν terms apply
more generally to the case where the scattering rate varies as Tν with
ν > 1. Hence, ω/T scaling for both the optical scattering rate and optical
effective mass are a hallmark of non-Fermi liquid behavior with ν⩽ 1.
Previous work has indeed provided evidence for ω/T scaling in the
optical properties of cuprates23,24.

Here, we investigate whether our optical data obey ω/T scaling.
We find that the quality of the scaling depends sensitively on the
chosen value of ϵ∞. Different prescriptions in the literature to fix ϵ∞
yield—independently of themethod used—values ranging from ϵ∞ ≈ 4.3
for strongly underdoped Bi2212 to ϵ∞ ≈ 5.6 for strongly overdoped
Bi221232,55. The parameter ϵ∞ is commonly understood to represent the
dielectric constant of thematerial in the absenceof the charge carriers,
and is caused by the bound charge responsible for interband transi-
tions at energies typically above 1 eV. While this definition is unam-
biguous for the insulating parent compound, for the doped material
one is confronted with the difficulty that the optical conductivity at
these higher energies also contains contributions described by the
self-energy of the conduction electrons, caused for example by their
coupling to dd-excitations56. Consequently, not all of the oscillator
strength in the interband region represents bound charge. Our model
overcomes this hurdle by determining the low-energy spectrumbelow
0.4 eV, and subsuming all bound charge contributions in a single
constant ϵ∞. Its value is expected to be bound from above by the value
of the insulating phase, in other words we expect to find ϵ∞ < 4.5 (see
Supplementary Information Sec. A). Rather than setting an a priori
value for ϵ∞, we follow here a different route and we choose the value
that yields the best scaling collapse for a given value of the exponent ν.
This program is straightforwardly implemented for 1/τ and indicates
that the best scaling collapse is achieved with ν ≈ 1 and ϵ∞ ≈ 3, see
Fig. 2b as well as Supplementary Information Sec. B and Supplemen-
tary Fig. 2. Turning to m*, we found that subtracting the dc value
m*(ω =0, T) is crucial when attempting to collapse the data. Extra-
polating optical data to zero frequency is hampered by noise. Hence,

Fig. 2 | Scaling of scattering rate and mass enhancement. a Temperature-
dependent resistivity measured in zero field (black) and at 16 teslas (red). The inset
emphasizes the linearity of the 16 T data at low temperature. The dashed line shows
ρ0 +AT with ρ0 = 12.2 μΩcm and A =0.63 μΩcm/K. b Scattering rate divided by
temperature plotted versus ω/T; the collapse of the curves indicates a behavior 1/
τ ~ Tfτ(ω/T). c Effective quasiparticle mass (in units of the indicated band mass m)
deduced from the low-temperature electronic specific heat47

[m*
Cp = ð3=πÞð_

2dc=k
2
BÞðC=TÞ] and zero-frequency optical mass enhancement; the

dashed lines indicate lnT behavior. dOptical mass minus the zero-frequencymass
shown in c plotted versus ω/T; the collapse of the curves indicates a behavior
m*(ω) −m*(0) ~ fm(ω/T). The data between0.22 and0.4 eV are shown asdotted lines.
ϵ∞ = 2.76 was used here as in Fig. 1.
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We study the effects of a small density of holes, !, on a square-lattice antiferromagnet undergoing a
continuous transition from a Néel state to a valence bond solid at a deconfined quantum critical point. We argue
that at nonzero !, it is likely that the critical point broadens into a non-Fermi-liquid “holon-metal” phase with
fractionalized excitations. The holon-metal phase is flanked on both sides by Fermi-liquid states with Fermi
surfaces enclosing the usual Luttinger area. The electronic quasiparticles carry distinct quantum numbers in the
two Fermi-liquid phases, and consequently we find that the ratio lim!→0AF /! !where AF is the area of a single
hole pocket" has a factor of 2 discontinuity across the quantum critical point of the insulator. Note, however,
that at !"0, there is no direct transition between these two Fermi-liquid states with distinct Fermi surface
configurations; instead, there is an intermediate holon-metal phase whose width shrinks to zero as !→0. We
demonstrate that the electronic spectrum at the !→0 transition is described by the “boundary” critical theory
of an impurity coupled to a !2+1"-dimensional conformal field theory. We compute the finite temperature
quantum critical electronic spectra and show that they resemble “Fermi arc” spectra seen in recent photoemis-
sion experiments on the pseudogap phase of the cuprates.
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I. INTRODUCTION

There was a great deal of work on the dynamics of a
single hole in a square-lattice antiferromagnet soon after the
discovery of high-temperature superconductivity in the cu-
prate compounds. It was demonstrated1–8 that a single hole
moving in a Néel ground state has a finite quasiparticle resi-
due, Z; so a small density of holes, !, are expected to form a
Fermi liquid. This Fermi-liquid state with Néel order will be
the starting point of our analysis. Also, Shraiman and
Siggia9,10 introduced a current-current coupling between the
hole and the antiferromagnet, which implied that a large spin
S Néel state is unstable for certain parameter ranges to spiral
spin ordering; we shall not be interested in this metallic spi-
ral state here, although the Shraiman-Siggia coupling #in Eq.
!2.12" below$ will play a key role in our analysis.

We begin with a S=1/2 Néel state of an insulating anti-
ferromagnet and imagine “turning up quantum fluctuations”
by adding further neighbor or ring-exchange couplings so
that there is a transition to a paramagnetic state in which spin
rotation invariance is restored. Now add a small density of
holes to this antiferromagnet. The main question we shall
address is what is the fate of the Fermi-liquid Néel state
across such a transition.

Specifically, we consider the “deconfined” quantum phase
transition proposed in Ref. 11 for an insulating S=1/2
square-lattice antiferromagnet.12–15 This is a theory for a
transition between a Néel state and a spin-gap state with
valence bond solid !VBS" order !the latter state is spin rota-
tion invariant, but breaks lattice symmetries by ordering of
valence bonds". These two states break distinct symmetries
of the Hamiltonian, and so cannot generically have a con-
tinuous transition between them in the Landau-Ginzburg-
Wilson theory of phase transitions. However, such a transi-

tion is found in a deconfined theory focusing not on order
parameters but on fractionalized excitations and emergent
gauge forces. The transition is tuned by the coupling s
!which represents the strength of frustrating exchange inter-
actions" !see Fig. 1". Upon doping, we will argue that the
most likely possibility is that the insulating deconfined criti-

δ

s

sc

P

0

Neel

VBS

Holon metal

FIG. 1. !Color online" Schematic phase diagram. The ellipses
represent spin-singlet valence bonds. The coupling s tunes the in-
sulator across the Néel-VBS transition, and ! is the mobile hole
density. The deconfined quantum critical point is at s=sc in the
insulator with !=0. The vacancies !“holons”" carry a gauge charge
q= ±1 under an emergent U!1" gauge force. In the cartoons above,
the reader can interpret q as a sublattice label. In the s#sc Néel
phase, q determines the spin: a vacancy on an up !down" spin site
carries net spin down !up" and so is equivalent to a charge e, spin-
1 /2 hole. For s"sc, the hole is a composite of a vacancy and a
nearby unpaired spin with opposite q, moving by rearranging
nearest-neighbor valence bonds; note that this motion preserves
spin and sublattice quantum numbers separately !see also Ref. 16".
So there are twice as many states per momentum for a charge e,
spin-1 /2 hole in the VBS state than there are in the Néel state.
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cal point gets broadened into a non-Fermi-liquid “holon-
metal” phase, with no Fermi surface !shown shaded in Fig.
1". The qualitative distinction between the Néel and VBS
states also survives in the Fermi-liquid states at !"0 !shown
unshaded in Fig. 1": we will show that a characteristic prop-
erty !specified shortly" of the Fermi surface has a disconti-
nuity in the limit !→0 as s is scanned across the s=sc criti-
cal point of the insulator. We also compute finite temperature
electronic spectra in the vicinity of the transition and find
that they resemble “Fermi arc” spectra seen in recent photo-
emission experiments on the pseudogap phase of the
cuprates.17

There have been other discussions in the literature18–20 of
transitions between Fermi liquids, including proposals that
there could be a continuous quantum transition with a dis-
continuous change in the shape of the Fermi surface !recent
experiments21 on CeRhIn5 are compatible with an abrupt or
very rapid change in Fermi surface topology". This would
require a sudden change in the Fermi surface as a function of
s at a fixed nonzero value of !. We will argue that such a
change is unlikely in our models, and the situation is as
illustrated in Fig. 1, with an intermediate non-Fermi-liquid
phase.

By an extension of arguments in early work,22–27 it is
expected that a significant portion of the phase diagram in
Fig. 1 is unstable at low temperatures to superconductivity.
We defer consideration of such superconducting states to fu-
ture work, and limit ourselves here to the normal states.

We now turn to a more detailed summary of our results.
First, we discuss our results in the unshaded regions of Fig.
1. In these regions, we are adding a small density of mobile
carriers to conventionally ordered insulators, and we obtain
Fermi-liquid phases with electronlike quasiparticles with a
nonzero quasiparticle residue, i.e., Z!0. Non-Fermi-liquid
physics appears only in the shaded region.

In the s#sc Néel phase, we obtain a Fermi-liquid state1–8

with four hole pockets centered at the K! p= !$ /2a"!±1, ±1",
where a is the lattice spacing, shown in Fig. 2. However,
because of the halving of the Brillouin zone by magnetic
order, only two of these pockets are distinct. After account-
ing for the twofold spin degeneracy, we conclude that the
area enclosed by each pocket is AF= !2$"2! /4. Another way
of understanding this halving of the Brillouin zone !which is
also indicated in the caption of Fig. 1 and discussed further
in Sec. III" is as follows. We can consider the doped hole as
a vacancy in the background of a Néel state. If this hole is to
move without leaving a string of broken bonds,1 it must pre-
serve its sublattice label. However, because of the broken
symmetry associated with the Néel order, the sublattice loca-
tion is not independent of the spin of the vacancy, and two
labels are really the same quantum number.

Next, we discuss a small density of holes in the s"sc
VBS state. As we will demonstrate in Sec. IV, in this state
the four hole pockets are no longer pinned at the K! p, but
instead move a distance % away, as indicated in Fig. 2. This
shift arises from the Shraiman-Siggia9 coupling. The value of
% is determined by s−sc, but is independent of ! to lowest
order in !. Consequently, for sufficiently small !, the hole
pockets do not intersect the reduced Brillouin zone bound-

aries, associated with the appearance of VBS order. The four
hole pockets therefore all contain distinct quasiparticles
states, and after accounting for the twofold spin degeneracy,
we now conclude that the area enclosed by each pocket is
AF= !2$"2! /8. As above, another interpretation of this result
is indicated in Fig. 1, and will be described in more detail in
Sec. IV: the hole motion in the VBS state also preserves its
sublattice index, but now the sublattice and spin labels are
distinct quantum numbers. We also note here that the Fermi
surface configuration of the VBS state in Fig. 2 differs
strongly from that found in a strongly dimerized state28 in
which the Fermi surfaces are near the !$ /2 ,$" point; the
present Fermi surfaces inherit many of their properties from
their proximity to the deconfined quantum critical point.

We can summarize the above statements into one of the
main zero temperature results of this paper:

# lim
!→0

AF

!
#

s#sc

= 2 & # lim
!→0

AF

!
#

s"sc

. !1.1"

Note that on both sides of the equation, we are taking the
limit !→0 at fixed s. Thus, although a characteristic feature
of the Fermi surface !the ratio AF /!" changes discontinu-
ously as s crosses sc, the Fermi surface itself is of vanish-
ingly small size. The result in Eq. !1.1" does not constitute a
discontinuous change in the Fermi surface in the sense of
other proposals.18–20 Instead, at any fixed !"0, we argue
below that there is an intermediate non-Fermi-liquid phase of
finite width between the two Fermi-liquid states, as was
shown in Fig. 2.

We note in passing that the Fermi-liquid states of Fig. 2
differ in their Fermi surface topology from the “large Fermi
surface” state expected at large !. The physics as !→0, in
the vicinity of the Mott insulator near a deconfined quantum
critical point, is quite distinct from that of a weak-coupling
Fermi liquid, and so a large Fermi surface state is not ex-

λ

Neel VBS

FIG. 2. !Color online" Momentum space Fermi surfaces in the
Néel and VBS regions of Fig. 1. The filled circles are the four K! p

wave vectors, with K! 1= !$ /2a"!1,1", K! 2= !$ /2a"!1,−1", K! 3=−K! 1,
and K! 4=−K! 2, with a the lattice spacing. The dashed line in the Néel
phase indicates the boundary of the magnetic Brillouin zone. Only
the Fermi surfaces within this zone contribute to the Luttinger
counting, and so the area of each ellipse is AF= !2$"2! /4. In the
VBS phase, all four pockets are inequivalent, and so the area of
each ellipse is AF= !2$"2! /8. The dashed lines now show the re-
duction of the Brillouin zone due to the VBS order which appears at
sufficiently low temperatures; “shadow” Fermi surfaces, with weak
photoemission intensity !estimated in the text", will appear as re-
flections across these lines, and these Fermi surfaces are not shown.
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states also survives in the Fermi-liquid states at !"0 !shown
unshaded in Fig. 1": we will show that a characteristic prop-
erty !specified shortly" of the Fermi surface has a disconti-
nuity in the limit !→0 as s is scanned across the s=sc criti-
cal point of the insulator. We also compute finite temperature
electronic spectra in the vicinity of the transition and find
that they resemble “Fermi arc” spectra seen in recent photo-
emission experiments on the pseudogap phase of the
cuprates.17
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there could be a continuous quantum transition with a dis-
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experiments21 on CeRhIn5 are compatible with an abrupt or
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change is unlikely in our models, and the situation is as
illustrated in Fig. 1, with an intermediate non-Fermi-liquid
phase.

By an extension of arguments in early work,22–27 it is
expected that a significant portion of the phase diagram in
Fig. 1 is unstable at low temperatures to superconductivity.
We defer consideration of such superconducting states to fu-
ture work, and limit ourselves here to the normal states.

We now turn to a more detailed summary of our results.
First, we discuss our results in the unshaded regions of Fig.
1. In these regions, we are adding a small density of mobile
carriers to conventionally ordered insulators, and we obtain
Fermi-liquid phases with electronlike quasiparticles with a
nonzero quasiparticle residue, i.e., Z!0. Non-Fermi-liquid
physics appears only in the shaded region.

In the s#sc Néel phase, we obtain a Fermi-liquid state1–8
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where a is the lattice spacing, shown in Fig. 2. However,
because of the halving of the Brillouin zone by magnetic
order, only two of these pockets are distinct. After account-
ing for the twofold spin degeneracy, we conclude that the
area enclosed by each pocket is AF= !2$"2! /4. Another way
of understanding this halving of the Brillouin zone !which is
also indicated in the caption of Fig. 1 and discussed further
in Sec. III" is as follows. We can consider the doped hole as
a vacancy in the background of a Néel state. If this hole is to
move without leaving a string of broken bonds,1 it must pre-
serve its sublattice label. However, because of the broken
symmetry associated with the Néel order, the sublattice loca-
tion is not independent of the spin of the vacancy, and two
labels are really the same quantum number.
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the four hole pockets are no longer pinned at the K! p, but
instead move a distance % away, as indicated in Fig. 2. This
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order in !. Consequently, for sufficiently small !, the hole
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states, and after accounting for the twofold spin degeneracy,
we now conclude that the area enclosed by each pocket is
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is indicated in Fig. 1, and will be described in more detail in
Sec. IV: the hole motion in the VBS state also preserves its
sublattice index, but now the sublattice and spin labels are
distinct quantum numbers. We also note here that the Fermi
surface configuration of the VBS state in Fig. 2 differs
strongly from that found in a strongly dimerized state28 in
which the Fermi surfaces are near the !$ /2 ,$" point; the
present Fermi surfaces inherit many of their properties from
their proximity to the deconfined quantum critical point.

We can summarize the above statements into one of the
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ously as s crosses sc, the Fermi surface itself is of vanish-
ingly small size. The result in Eq. !1.1" does not constitute a
discontinuous change in the Fermi surface in the sense of
other proposals.18–20 Instead, at any fixed !"0, we argue
below that there is an intermediate non-Fermi-liquid phase of
finite width between the two Fermi-liquid states, as was
shown in Fig. 2.

We note in passing that the Fermi-liquid states of Fig. 2
differ in their Fermi surface topology from the “large Fermi
surface” state expected at large !. The physics as !→0, in
the vicinity of the Mott insulator near a deconfined quantum
critical point, is quite distinct from that of a weak-coupling
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phase indicates the boundary of the magnetic Brillouin zone. Only
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duction of the Brillouin zone due to the VBS order which appears at
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cuprates.17

There have been other discussions in the literature18–20 of
transitions between Fermi liquids, including proposals that
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change is unlikely in our models, and the situation is as
illustrated in Fig. 1, with an intermediate non-Fermi-liquid
phase.
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expected that a significant portion of the phase diagram in
Fig. 1 is unstable at low temperatures to superconductivity.
We defer consideration of such superconducting states to fu-
ture work, and limit ourselves here to the normal states.

We now turn to a more detailed summary of our results.
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1. In these regions, we are adding a small density of mobile
carriers to conventionally ordered insulators, and we obtain
Fermi-liquid phases with electronlike quasiparticles with a
nonzero quasiparticle residue, i.e., Z!0. Non-Fermi-liquid
physics appears only in the shaded region.

In the s#sc Néel phase, we obtain a Fermi-liquid state1–8
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where a is the lattice spacing, shown in Fig. 2. However,
because of the halving of the Brillouin zone by magnetic
order, only two of these pockets are distinct. After account-
ing for the twofold spin degeneracy, we conclude that the
area enclosed by each pocket is AF= !2$"2! /4. Another way
of understanding this halving of the Brillouin zone !which is
also indicated in the caption of Fig. 1 and discussed further
in Sec. III" is as follows. We can consider the doped hole as
a vacancy in the background of a Néel state. If this hole is to
move without leaving a string of broken bonds,1 it must pre-
serve its sublattice label. However, because of the broken
symmetry associated with the Néel order, the sublattice loca-
tion is not independent of the spin of the vacancy, and two
labels are really the same quantum number.

Next, we discuss a small density of holes in the s"sc
VBS state. As we will demonstrate in Sec. IV, in this state
the four hole pockets are no longer pinned at the K! p, but
instead move a distance % away, as indicated in Fig. 2. This
shift arises from the Shraiman-Siggia9 coupling. The value of
% is determined by s−sc, but is independent of ! to lowest
order in !. Consequently, for sufficiently small !, the hole
pockets do not intersect the reduced Brillouin zone bound-

aries, associated with the appearance of VBS order. The four
hole pockets therefore all contain distinct quasiparticles
states, and after accounting for the twofold spin degeneracy,
we now conclude that the area enclosed by each pocket is
AF= !2$"2! /8. As above, another interpretation of this result
is indicated in Fig. 1, and will be described in more detail in
Sec. IV: the hole motion in the VBS state also preserves its
sublattice index, but now the sublattice and spin labels are
distinct quantum numbers. We also note here that the Fermi
surface configuration of the VBS state in Fig. 2 differs
strongly from that found in a strongly dimerized state28 in
which the Fermi surfaces are near the !$ /2 ,$" point; the
present Fermi surfaces inherit many of their properties from
their proximity to the deconfined quantum critical point.

We can summarize the above statements into one of the
main zero temperature results of this paper:
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Note that on both sides of the equation, we are taking the
limit !→0 at fixed s. Thus, although a characteristic feature
of the Fermi surface !the ratio AF /!" changes discontinu-
ously as s crosses sc, the Fermi surface itself is of vanish-
ingly small size. The result in Eq. !1.1" does not constitute a
discontinuous change in the Fermi surface in the sense of
other proposals.18–20 Instead, at any fixed !"0, we argue
below that there is an intermediate non-Fermi-liquid phase of
finite width between the two Fermi-liquid states, as was
shown in Fig. 2.

We note in passing that the Fermi-liquid states of Fig. 2
differ in their Fermi surface topology from the “large Fermi
surface” state expected at large !. The physics as !→0, in
the vicinity of the Mott insulator near a deconfined quantum
critical point, is quite distinct from that of a weak-coupling
Fermi liquid, and so a large Fermi surface state is not ex-
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FIG. 2. !Color online" Momentum space Fermi surfaces in the
Néel and VBS regions of Fig. 1. The filled circles are the four K! p

wave vectors, with K! 1= !$ /2a"!1,1", K! 2= !$ /2a"!1,−1", K! 3=−K! 1,
and K! 4=−K! 2, with a the lattice spacing. The dashed line in the Néel
phase indicates the boundary of the magnetic Brillouin zone. Only
the Fermi surfaces within this zone contribute to the Luttinger
counting, and so the area of each ellipse is AF= !2$"2! /4. In the
VBS phase, all four pockets are inequivalent, and so the area of
each ellipse is AF= !2$"2! /8. The dashed lines now show the re-
duction of the Brillouin zone due to the VBS order which appears at
sufficiently low temperatures; “shadow” Fermi surfaces, with weak
photoemission intensity !estimated in the text", will appear as re-
flections across these lines, and these Fermi surfaces are not shown.
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cal point gets broadened into a non-Fermi-liquid “holon-
metal” phase, with no Fermi surface !shown shaded in Fig.
1". The qualitative distinction between the Néel and VBS
states also survives in the Fermi-liquid states at !"0 !shown
unshaded in Fig. 1": we will show that a characteristic prop-
erty !specified shortly" of the Fermi surface has a disconti-
nuity in the limit !→0 as s is scanned across the s=sc criti-
cal point of the insulator. We also compute finite temperature
electronic spectra in the vicinity of the transition and find
that they resemble “Fermi arc” spectra seen in recent photo-
emission experiments on the pseudogap phase of the
cuprates.17

There have been other discussions in the literature18–20 of
transitions between Fermi liquids, including proposals that
there could be a continuous quantum transition with a dis-
continuous change in the shape of the Fermi surface !recent
experiments21 on CeRhIn5 are compatible with an abrupt or
very rapid change in Fermi surface topology". This would
require a sudden change in the Fermi surface as a function of
s at a fixed nonzero value of !. We will argue that such a
change is unlikely in our models, and the situation is as
illustrated in Fig. 1, with an intermediate non-Fermi-liquid
phase.

By an extension of arguments in early work,22–27 it is
expected that a significant portion of the phase diagram in
Fig. 1 is unstable at low temperatures to superconductivity.
We defer consideration of such superconducting states to fu-
ture work, and limit ourselves here to the normal states.

We now turn to a more detailed summary of our results.
First, we discuss our results in the unshaded regions of Fig.
1. In these regions, we are adding a small density of mobile
carriers to conventionally ordered insulators, and we obtain
Fermi-liquid phases with electronlike quasiparticles with a
nonzero quasiparticle residue, i.e., Z!0. Non-Fermi-liquid
physics appears only in the shaded region.

In the s#sc Néel phase, we obtain a Fermi-liquid state1–8

with four hole pockets centered at the K! p= !$ /2a"!±1, ±1",
where a is the lattice spacing, shown in Fig. 2. However,
because of the halving of the Brillouin zone by magnetic
order, only two of these pockets are distinct. After account-
ing for the twofold spin degeneracy, we conclude that the
area enclosed by each pocket is AF= !2$"2! /4. Another way
of understanding this halving of the Brillouin zone !which is
also indicated in the caption of Fig. 1 and discussed further
in Sec. III" is as follows. We can consider the doped hole as
a vacancy in the background of a Néel state. If this hole is to
move without leaving a string of broken bonds,1 it must pre-
serve its sublattice label. However, because of the broken
symmetry associated with the Néel order, the sublattice loca-
tion is not independent of the spin of the vacancy, and two
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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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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.
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Observation of the Yamaji effect in a cuprate 
superconductor
 

Mun K. Chan    1  , Katherine A. Schreiber1, Oscar E. Ayala-Valenzuela    1, 
Eric D. Bauer    2, Arkady Shekhter    1 & Neil Harrison    1

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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Predicted FL* pocket fraction = p/8 = 1.25% !
Fluctuating AF metal fraction = p/4 = 2.5%.

Jing-Yu Zhao, S. Chatterjee, S. S, Ya-Hui Zhang, arXiv:2510.13943
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