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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

LSCO: Giraldo-Gallo et al. 2018
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Transport properties of a strange metal:

1. Resistivity ⇢(T ) = ⇢0 +AT + . . . as T ! 0

and ⇢(T ) < h/e2 (in d = 2).

Metals with ⇢(T ) > h/e2 are bad metals.

2. Optical conductivity
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Electronic properties of a marginal Fermi liquid:

1. Photoemission: nearly marginal Fermi liquid electron spectral density:
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2. Specific heat ⇠ T ln(1/T ) as T ! 0.

B. Michon……A. Georges, arXiv:2205.04030

T.J. Reber….D. Dessau, Nature Communications 10, 5737 (2019) 

S.A. Hartnoll and A.P. MacKenzie, RMP  (2022)
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2. FL*-FL quantum-criticality in the cuprates

3. Theory of the “foot”:  
       quantum Griffiths SDW phase
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Quantum criticality of Ising-nematic ordering in a metal
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Large N limit of:
g↵��
N

 †
↵(r) �(r)��(r)

with ↵,�, � = 1 . . . N
and g↵�� random in flavor space,
as in Yukawa-SYK models
of fermions and bosons
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Yields a state without quasiparticle excitations, but the theory is not systematic at large N

Sung-Sik Lee (2009)
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“Yukawa” coupling: g
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P.A. Lee (1989)
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Boson self energy ⇧(q, i⌦) ⇠ �g2
|⌦|
q

(Landau damping)

Boson Green’s function D(q, i⌦) =
1

q2 + �|⌦|/q

Fermion self energy ⌃(k̂, i!) ⇠ �isgn(!)|!|2/3

Fermion Green’s function G(k, i!) =
1

i! � "(k)� ⌃(k̂, i!)
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These results can also be obtained from the saddle-point and response functions
of a G-⌃-D-⇧ action. Such an action can formally be obtained in a Yukawa-SYK-
like large-N limit of a theory with couplings which are random in an additional
(fictitious) flavor space.

Z =

Z
DGD⌃DDD⇧ exp(�NSall)

Sall = � ln det(@⌧ + "(k)� µ+ ⌃) +
1

2
ln det(�@2

⌧ + q2 +m2
b �⇧)

+

Z
d⌧d2r

Z
d⌧ 0d2r0


�⌃(⌧ 0, r0; ⌧, r)G(⌧, r; ⌧ 0, r0) +

1

2
⇧(⌧ 0, r0; ⌧, r)D(⌧, r; ⌧ 0, r0)

+
g2

2
G(⌧, r; ⌧ 0, r0)G(⌧ 0, r0; ⌧, r)D(⌧, r; ⌧ 0, r0)

�
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Saddle-point equations: ⌃(⌧, r) = g2D(⌧, r)G(⌧, r),

Migdal-Eliashberg ⇧(⌧, r) = �g2G(�⌧,�r)G(⌧, r),

G(i!,k) =
1

i! � "(k) + µ� ⌃(i!,k)
,

D(i⌦,q) =
1

⌦2 + q2 +m2
b �⇧(i⌦,q)
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Solution of Migdal-Eliashberg equations for electron (G)
and boson (D) Green’s functions at small !:
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<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>

<latexit sha1_base64="iDLsTrJLEJJoGF2ewg+2nrH4V1k=">AAAB6HicbVDJSgNBEK2JW4xb1KOXxiB4CjOD6y2oB48JmAWSIfR0apI2PQvdPUIY8gVePCji1U/y5t/YWQ6a+KDg8V4VVfX8RHClbfvbyq2srq1v5DcLW9s7u3vF/YOGilPJsM5iEcuWTxUKHmFdcy2wlUikoS+w6Q9vJ37zCaXicfSgRwl6Ie1HPOCMaiPV7rrFkl223WvHdYkhUxBnkZRgjmq3+NXpxSwNMdJMUKXajp1oL6NScyZwXOikChPKhrSPbUMjGqLysumhY3JilB4JYmkq0mSq/p7IaKjUKPRNZ0j1QC16E/E/r53q4MrLeJSkGiM2WxSkguiYTL4mPS6RaTEyhDLJza2EDaikTJtsCiaEpZeXScMtOxfl89pZqXIzjyMPR3AMp+DAJVTgHqpQBwYIz/AKb9aj9WK9Wx+z1pw1nzmEP7A+fwCzzozj</latexit>

D
<latexit sha1_base64="GeLjeJ3GeCC47QfLzsS1vptzGkI=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV3xdQx68ZiAeUCyhNlJbzJmdnaZmRXCki/w4kERr36SN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e4KEsG1cd1vZ2V1bX1js7BV3N7Z3dsvHRw2dZwqhg0Wi1i1A6pRcIkNw43AdqKQRoHAVjC6m/qtJ1Sax/LBjBP0IzqQPOSMGivVB71S2a24M5Bl4uWkDDlqvdJXtx+zNEJpmKBadzw3MX5GleFM4KTYTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9rPZoRNyapU+CWNlSxoyU39PZDTSehwFtjOiZqgXvan4n9dJTXjjZ1wmqUHJ5ovCVBATk+nXpM8VMiPGllCmuL2VsCFVlBmbTdGG4C2+vEya5xXvqnJZvyhXb/M4CnAMJ3AGHlxDFe6hBg1ggPAMr/DmPDovzrvzMW9dcfKZI/gD5/MHz7WM9Q==</latexit>g <latexit sha1_base64="GeLjeJ3GeCC47QfLzsS1vptzGkI=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV3xdQx68ZiAeUCyhNlJbzJmdnaZmRXCki/w4kERr36SN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e4KEsG1cd1vZ2V1bX1js7BV3N7Z3dsvHRw2dZwqhg0Wi1i1A6pRcIkNw43AdqKQRoHAVjC6m/qtJ1Sax/LBjBP0IzqQPOSMGivVB71S2a24M5Bl4uWkDDlqvdJXtx+zNEJpmKBadzw3MX5GleFM4KTYTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9rPZoRNyapU+CWNlSxoyU39PZDTSehwFtjOiZqgXvan4n9dJTXjjZ1wmqUHJ5ovCVBATk+nXpM8VMiPGllCmuL2VsCFVlBmbTdGG4C2+vEya5xXvqnJZvyhXb/M4CnAMJ3AGHlxDFe6hBg1ggPAMr/DmPDovzrvzMW9dcfKZI/gD5/MHz7WM9Q==</latexit>g

<latexit sha1_base64="O76XellgtLk8CAD0tEs2v6wnduc=">AAAB63icbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewuPg9C0IvHCOYByRJmJ7PJkJnZZWZWCEt+wYsHRbz6Q978G2eTHDSxoKGo6qa7K0w408Z1v53Cyura+kZxs7S1vbO7V94/aOo4VYQ2SMxj1Q6xppxJ2jDMcNpOFMUi5LQVju5yv/VElWaxfDTjhAYCDySLGMEml7p1dtMrV9yq6197vo8smQJ5i6QCc9R75a9uPyapoNIQjrXueG5iggwrwwink1I31TTBZIQHtGOpxILqIJveOkEnVumjKFa2pEFT9fdEhoXWYxHaToHNUC96ufif10lNdBVkTCapoZLMFkUpRyZG+eOozxQlho8twUQxeysiQ6wwMTaekg1h6eVl0vSr3kX1/OGsUrudx1GEIziGU/DgEmpwD3VoAIEhPMMrvDnCeXHenY9Za8GZzxzCHzifP73zjg8=</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>

<latexit sha1_base64="GeLjeJ3GeCC47QfLzsS1vptzGkI=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV3xdQx68ZiAeUCyhNlJbzJmdnaZmRXCki/w4kERr36SN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e4KEsG1cd1vZ2V1bX1js7BV3N7Z3dsvHRw2dZwqhg0Wi1i1A6pRcIkNw43AdqKQRoHAVjC6m/qtJ1Sax/LBjBP0IzqQPOSMGivVB71S2a24M5Bl4uWkDDlqvdJXtx+zNEJpmKBadzw3MX5GleFM4KTYTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9rPZoRNyapU+CWNlSxoyU39PZDTSehwFtjOiZqgXvan4n9dJTXjjZ1wmqUHJ5ovCVBATk+nXpM8VMiPGllCmuL2VsCFVlBmbTdGG4C2+vEya5xXvqnJZvyhXb/M4CnAMJ3AGHlxDFe6hBg1ggPAMr/DmPDovzrvzMW9dcfKZI/gD5/MHz7WM9Q==</latexit>g <latexit sha1_base64="GeLjeJ3GeCC47QfLzsS1vptzGkI=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV3xdQx68ZiAeUCyhNlJbzJmdnaZmRXCki/w4kERr36SN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e4KEsG1cd1vZ2V1bX1js7BV3N7Z3dsvHRw2dZwqhg0Wi1i1A6pRcIkNw43AdqKQRoHAVjC6m/qtJ1Sax/LBjBP0IzqQPOSMGivVB71S2a24M5Bl4uWkDDlqvdJXtx+zNEJpmKBadzw3MX5GleFM4KTYTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9rPZoRNyapU+CWNlSxoyU39PZDTSehwFtjOiZqgXvan4n9dJTXjjZ1wmqUHJ5ovCVBATk+nXpM8VMiPGllCmuL2VsCFVlBmbTdGG4C2+vEya5xXvqnJZvyhXb/M4CnAMJ3AGHlxDFe6hBg1ggPAMr/DmPDovzrvzMW9dcfKZI/gD5/MHz7WM9Q==</latexit>g

Fermi surface + critical boson

<latexit sha1_base64="0RRhOLXfmvHZUz71xGyVCaCL4Z0="></latexit>

[ω(r)]2 + g ε†(r)ε(r)ω(r)



<latexit sha1_base64="yu8rDWkp7ce/HUv+bE/tAyDhtz0="></latexit>

a critical boson �
e.g. Ising-nematic order

<latexit sha1_base64="KNlk8azMReGRLYYdWrAqaCec3Mo="></latexit>

L =  †
k

✓
@

@⌧
+ "(k)

◆
 k

S. A. Hartnoll, P. K. Kovtun, M. Muller, and S.S. PRB 76, 144502 (2007) 
D. L. Maslov, V. I. Yudson, and A. V. Chubukov PRL 106, 106403 (2011)

S. A. Hartnoll, R. Mahajan, M. Punk, and S.S. PRB 89, 155130 (2014) 
A. Eberlein, I. Mandal, and S.S. PRB 94, 045133 (2016)

kx

ky
<latexit sha1_base64="6rjspSxlppOZchoHqgJB25TI+Us=">AAAB63icdVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSJ4WrJtsXorevFYwX5Au5Rsmm1Dk90lyQql9C948aCIV/+QN/+N2XYFFX0w8Hhvhpl5QSK4Nhh/OCura+sbm4Wt4vbO7t5+6eCwreNUUdaisYhVNyCaCR6xluFGsG6iGJGBYJ1gcp35nXumNI+jOzNNmC/JKOIhp8RkUj/RfFAqY7eKvTrGCLt4AUuqlcsariAvV8qQozkovfeHMU0liwwVROuehxPjz4gynAo2L/ZTzRJCJ2TEepZGRDLtzxa3ztGpVYYojJWtyKCF+n1iRqTWUxnYTknMWP/2MvEvr5ea8MKf8ShJDYvoclGYCmRilD2OhlwxasTUEkIVt7ciOiaKUGPjKdoQvj5F/5N2xfXO3dptrdy4yuMowDGcwBl4UIcG3EATWkBhDA/wBM+OdB6dF+d12bri5DNH8APO2ydTxo5y</latexit>

 

<latexit sha1_base64="v+Mh8ucuTd215X/uW1TmKSJ/f7w="></latexit>

Transport—a perfect metal!
Conservation of momentum and
fermion-boson drag imply:

Re [�(!)] = D�(!) + . . .

Fermi surface + critical boson

<latexit sha1_base64="0RRhOLXfmvHZUz71xGyVCaCL4Z0="></latexit>

[ω(r)]2 + g ε†(r)ε(r)ω(r)



<latexit sha1_base64="yu8rDWkp7ce/HUv+bE/tAyDhtz0="></latexit>

a critical boson �
e.g. Ising-nematic order

kx

ky
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Figure 3: Doping dependence of the spatially resolved gap filling and gap magnitude. a Gap 
magnitude histogram for each doping concentration. b-d The spatial distributions of the gap 
magnitude for the OD23K, OD12K, and OD3K samples. The spectra that are omitted from the 
histograms (see main text and supplementary SII) are indicated by the white areas in figure 
b-d. e Gap filling histogram for each doping level. f-h Spatial distribution of the gap filling for 
the OD23K, OD12K, and OD3K samples respectively. 
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�2 “mass” disorder J 0(r) is strongly relevant;
rescale � to move disorder to the Yukawa coupling;

can then be controlled in a SYK-like large N limit of ‘flavor’ indices,
leading to a G-⌃-D-⇧ bi-local field theory.
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Spatially random potential v(r) with v(r) = 0, v(r)v(r0) = v2�(r � r0)

2d-YSYK model: Fermi surface + critical boson with interaction disorder
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2d-YSYK model: Fermi surface + critical boson with interaction disorder
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2d-YSYK model: Fermi surface + critical boson with interaction disorder
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2d-YSYK model: Fermi surface + critical boson with interaction disorder
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2d-YSYK model: Fermi surface + critical boson with interaction disorder
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Residual resistivity is determined by v2; Linear-in-T resistivity determined by g02;
Transport insensitive to g; Marginal Fermi liquid self energy and T ln(1/T ) specific heat.
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2d-YSYK model: Fermi surface + critical boson with interaction disorder



Fermi surface coupled to a critical boson:  
No spatial disorder 

A non-Fermi liquid but NO strange metal transport

Fermi surface coupled to a critical boson: 
Interaction disorder     

A marginal Fermi liquid AND strange metal transport

Fermi surface coupled to a critical boson: 
Potential disorder    

A marginal Fermi liquid but NO strange metal transport
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Transport properties of a strange metal:
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Electronic properties of a marginal Fermi liquid:

1. Photoemission: nearly marginal Fermi liquid electron spectral density:
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2. Specific heat ⇠ T ln(1/T ) as T ! 0.

B. Michon……A. Georges, arXiv:2205.04030

T.J. Reber….D. Dessau, Nature Communications 10, 5737 (2019) 

S.A. Hartnoll and A.P. MacKenzie, RMP  (2022)



1. Ising-nematic ordering in a disordered metal 

2. FL*-FL quantum-criticality in the cuprates

3. Theory of the “foot”:  
       quantum Griffiths SDW phase
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FIG. 1: (a) Normal state resistivity exponent as a function of T and the T = 0 value of the renormalized boson mass
M (which tunes away from the quantum critical point at M = 0 [6]) together with the superconducting Tc. (b)

Normal state resistivity for different values of M . From bottom to top: M/t = 1.2, 1.1, 0.9, 0.7, 0.6, 0.4, 0.3, 0. The
inset plots A, the co-efficient of the linear-T resistivity, versus the superconducting Tc.

significant intermediate temperature range. At very low
T , there is a crossover to strong disorder physics with bo-
son localization [15–17], where we cannot use a disorder-
averaged analysis.

We consider the Hertz-Millis theory of a quantum
phase transition in a metal associated with a Ising-
nematic parameter � [18] in the presence of spatial dis-
order which preserves the Ising symmetry [19, 20] i.e.
no ‘random field’ disorder. Other order parameters, in-
cluding those at non-zero wavevector, and Fermi-volume
changing transitions without broken symmetries [21],
also map to essentially the same Yukawa-SYK model [10].
We write the Hertz-Millis Lagrangian for � and fermions
 with dispersion "(k) and a Fermi surface at wavevec-
tors k where "(k) = 0 (⌧ is imaginary time) in spatial
dimension d = 2:

LHM =  †
k
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 †(r)[Dr  (r)] + [Dr  
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+ K [rr�(r)]2 + [s + �s(r)] [�(r)]2 + u [�(r)]4 . (1)

The operator Dr = @2
x
�@2

y
is special to the Ising-nematic

case, and will be dropped for simplicity in our computa-
tions as it unimportant apart from ‘cold spots’ on the
Fermi surface. The transition is tuned by varying the
boson ‘mass’ s. LHM contains the two sources of disor-
der most frequently considered. One is the potential v(r)
acting on the fermions:

• Spatially random potential v(r) with v(r) = 0,
v(r)v(r0) = v2�(r � r0).

Its influence is familiar from the theory of weakly disor-
dered metals [22], leading to marginally relevant local-

ization effects on the fermions [22]. However, much more
relevant is the disorder which couples directly to the bo-
son leading to shifts in the local position of the quantum
phase transition

• Spatially random mass �s(r) with �s(r) = 0,
�s(r)�s(r0) = �s2�(r � r0).

This is a consequence of the violation of the Harris cri-
terion ⌫ > 2/d [23], where ⌫ is the correlation length
exponent, and the value ⌫ = 1/2 in d = 2. Consequently,
it is important that the influence of �s(r) be treated at
the outset. This is also supported by a recent analysis
of v(r) disorder effects along the lines of Ref. 22 near
quantum criticality [24] which found singular corrections
to the boson propagator.

Inspired by various works [2] on making the SYK
model more realistic, recent work [10] proposed the fol-
lowing approach. We can account for the strongly rele-
vant spatial dependence of �s(r) by rescaling � to make
the mass spatially uniform. But this rescaling induces
disorder in the Yukawa coupling g [25–32] (along with
disorder in other less-important couplings that we drop)
leading to the theory

L =  †
k
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�
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†(r)] (r)
�
�(r)

+ K [rr�(r)]2 + s [�(r)]2 + u [�(r)]4, (2)

with the coupling g0(r) obeying

• Spatially random Yukawa coupling g0(r) with
g0(r) = 0, g0(r)g0(r0) = g02�(r � r0).
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The two-dimensional Yukawa-Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (2d-YSYK) model provides a universal theory
of quantum phase transitions in metals in the presence of quenched random spatial fluctuations in
the local position of the quantum critical point. It has a Fermi surface coupled to a scalar field
by spatially random Yukawa interactions. We present full numerical solutions of a self-consistent
disorder averaged analysis of the 2d-YSYK model in both the normal and superconducting states,
obtaining electronic spectral functions, frequency-dependent conductivity, and superfluid stiffness.
Our results reproduce key aspects of observations in the cuprates as analyzed by Michon et al. (Nat.
Comm. 14, 3033 (2023)). We also find a regime of increasing zero temperature superfluid stiffness
with decreasing superconducting critical temperature, as is observed in bulk cuprates.

Higher temperature superconductors of correlated elec-
tron materials all display a ‘strange metal’ phase above
the critical temperature for superconductivity [1, 2]. This
is a metallic phase of matter where the Landau quasi-
particle approach breaks down. It is characterized most
famously by a linear in temperature (T ) electrical re-
sistivity. We use the term strange metal only for those
metals whose resistivity is smaller than the quantum unit
(h/e2 in d = 2 spatial dimensions). Metals with a linear-
in-T resistivity which is larger than the quantum unit are
‘bad metals’.

An often quoted model for a strange or bad metal
(e.g. [3, 4]) is one in which there is a large density of
states of low energy bosonic excitations, usually phonons,
and then quasi-elastic scattering of the electrons off the
bosons leads to linear-in-T resistivity from the Bose oc-
cupation function when T is larger than the typical boson
energy. However, studies of the optical conductivity in
the strange metal of the cuprates [5] show that the dom-
inant scattering is inelastic, not quasi-elastic, and leads
to a non-Drude power-law-in-frequency tail in the optical
conductivity. The optical conductivity data has been in-
cisively analyzed recently by Michon et al. [6]: they have
shown that while the transport scattering rate (related
to the real part of the inverse optical conductivity) ex-
hibits Planckian scaling behavior [1], there are significant

logarithmic deviations from scaling in the frequency and
temperature dependent effective transport mass (related
to the imaginary part of the inverse optical conductivity).
Furthermore, the optical conductivity data connects con-
sistently with d.c. measurements of resistivity and ther-
modynamics.

Our paper presents a self-consistent, disorder-averaged
analysis of a two-dimensional Yukawa-Sachdev-Ye-
Kitaev (2d-YSYK) model, which has a spatially random
Yukawa coupling between fermions,  , with a Fermi sur-
face and a nearly-critical scalar field, �. We use meth-
ods similar to those which yield the exact solution of the
zero-dimensional Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model. Such a 2d-
YSYK model has been argued [7–9] to provide a universal
description of quantum phase transitions in metals, as-
sociated with the condensation of �, in the presence of
impurity-induced ‘Harris’ disorder [10–12] with spatial
fluctuations in the local position of the quantum critical
point. We find results that display all the key charac-
teristics of the optical conductivity and d.c. resistivity
described by Michon et al., as shown in Fig. 3.

Moreover, YSYK models also display instabilities of
the strange metal to superconductivity [13–17], with the
pairing type dependent upon the particular quantum
phase transition being studied. We will examine an insta-
bility to spin-singlet pairing in a simplified model which

Chenyuan Li, Aavishkar A. Patel, Haoyu Guo, Davide Valentinis, Jorg Schmalian, S.S., Ilya Esterlis, PRL 133, 186502 (2024)
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instead of attempting an extrapolation, we consider m*(0, T) as
adjustable values thatwe again tune such as to optimize the collapse of
the optical data. This analysis of m*/m confirms that the best scaling
collapse occurs for ν ≈ 1 but indicates a larger ϵ∞ ≈ 7 (Supplementary
Information Sec. B and Supplementary Fig. 3). The determination of ϵ∞
from the mass data depends sensitively on the frequency range tested
for scaling and drops to value below ϵ∞ = 3 when focusing on lower
frequencies. As a third step, we perform a simultaneous optimization
of the data collapse for 1/τ and m*/m, which yields the values ν = 1,
ϵ∞ = 2.76 which we will adopt throughout the following. Note that a
determination of ϵ∞ by separation of the high-frequency modes in a
Drude–Lorentz representation of ϵ(ω) yields a larger value
ϵ∞ = 4.5 ± 0.5, as typically found in the cuprates23,32,57. Importantly, all
our conclusions hold if we use this latter value in the analysis, however,
the quality of the scaling displayed in Figs. 2 and 5 is slightly degraded.

Scaling of the optical scattering rate and connection to resistivity.
The scaling properties of the scattering rate obtained from our optical
data according to the procedure described above is illustrated in
Fig. 2b,whichdisplaysℏ/τdividedby kBT andplotted versusℏω/kBT for
temperatures above the superconducting transition. The collapse of
the curves at different temperatures reveals the behavior
ℏ/τ∝ Tfτ(ω/T). The function fτ(x) reaches a constant fτ(0) > 0 at small
values of the argument, and behaves for large arguments as
fτ(x≫ 1)∝ x. This is consistent with the typical quantum critical beha-
vior _=τ ∼ maxðT ,ωÞ. When inserted in the ω =0 limit of Eq. (15), the
value fτ(0) ≈ 5 indicated by Fig. 2b yields 1/σ(0) =AT with A = 0.55 μΩ
cm/K, in fairly good agreement with the measured resistivity (Fig. 2a).
Hence the resistivity and optical-spectroscopy data are fully con-
sistent, both of them supporting a Planckian dissipation scenario with
ν = 1 for LSCO at p = 0.24.

Spectral weight, effective mass and connection to specific heat.
The dc mass enhancement values m*(0, T)/m resulting from the pro-
cedure described above are displayed in Fig. 2c. Remarkably, as seen
on this figure, the scaling analysis delivers an almost perfectly

logarithmic temperature dependence of m*(0, T), consistent with a
Planckian behavior ν = 1. As mentioned above, this logarithmic beha-
vior can actually be identified in the unprocessed optical data, (see
inset of Fig. 1). In order to compare this behavior to the corresponding
logarithmic behavior reported for the specific heat, we note that the
scaling analysis provides m*(0, T) up to a multiplicative constant Km,
where m is the band mass. In contrast, the electronic specific heat
yields the quasiparticle mass in units of the bare electron massme. We
expect that the logarithmic T-variation of m*(0, T) and m*

qp / C=T are
both due to the critical inelastic scattering and that the lnT term in
eachquantity should thereforehave identical prefactors. Imposing this
identity provides a relationship between Km and me, namely (m/me)
K = 583meV.

Remarkably, we have found that this condition is obeyed within
less than a percent by a square-lattice tight-binding model with para-
meters appropriate for LSCO at p =0.24 (Supplementary Information
Sec. E). This model has nearest and next-nearest neighbor hopping
amplitudes t =0.3 eV and t0=t = # 0:1758, respectively, and an electro-
nic densityn =0.76/a2. The Fermi-level density of states is 1.646/(eVa2),
which corresponds to a band massm/me = 2.76 using the LSCO lattice
parameter a = 3.78 Å. The spectral weight is K = 211meV, such that the
prediction of this tight-bindingmodel is (m/me)K = 582meV, in perfect
agreement with the previously determined value. In view of this
agreement, we use the tight-binding model in order to fix the
remaining two system parameters: m = 2.76me and K = 211meV. Fig-
ure 2c compares the mass enhancement inferred from the low-
temperature specific heat and from the scaling analysis of the optical
data. The tight-binding value of the product Km ensures that both data
sets have the same slope on a semi-log plot. However, the resulting
optical mass enhancement is larger than the quasiparticle mass
enhancement by≈0.75,which is also the amount bywhich the infrared
mass enhancement exceeds unity in Fig. 1d. A mass enhancement lar-
ger than unity at 0.4 eV implies that part of the intraband spectral
weight lies above 0.4 eV, overlapping with the interband transitions.
Conversely, interband spectral weight is likely leaking below 0.4 eV,
which prevents us from accessing the absolute value of the genuine
intraband mass by optical means. Figure 2d shows the collapse of the
frequency-dependent change of the mass enhancement, confirming
the behavior m*(ω) −m*(0) ≈ Tν−1fm(ω/T) with ν = 1. The shape of the
scaling function fm(x) agrees remarkably well with the theoretical
prediction derived in Theory below.

Apparent power-law behavior: a puzzle. The above scaling analysis
has led us to the following conclusions. (i) The optical scattering rate
and optical mass enhancement of LSCO at p =0.24 exhibit ω/T scaling
over two decades for the chosen value ϵ∞ = 2.76. (ii) The best collapse
of the data is achieved for an exponent ν = 1 corresponding to
Planckian dissipation. This behavior is consistent with the measured
T-linear resistivity. (iii) The temperature dependence of m*(0, T) that
produces the best data collapse is logarithmic, consistently with the
temperature dependence of the electronic specific heat.

Hence, the data presented in Fig. 2 provide compelling evidence
that the low-energy carriers in LSCO at the doping p = 0.24 experience
linear-in-energy and linear-in-temperature inelastic scattering pro-
cesses, as expected in a scale-invariant quantum critical system char-
acterized by Planckian dissipation. It is therefore at first sight
surprising that the infrared conductivity exhibits as a function of fre-
quency a power lawwith an exponent that is clearly smaller than unity,
as highlighted in Fig. 3a, b. These figures show that the modulus and
phase of σ are both to a good accuracy consistent with the behavior
σ / ð#iωÞ#ν* =ω#ν*eiπ2ν* with an exponent ν* = 0.8. A similar behavior
with exponent ν* ≈0.6 was reported for optimally- and overdoped
Bi221223, while earlier optical investigations of YBCO and Bi2212 have
also reportedpower lawbehavior of Re σðωÞ26,28,29.Wenowaddress this
question by considering a theoreticalmodel presented in the following

Fig. 3 | Sub-linear power lawat intermediate frequencies. aModulus andbphase
of the complex conductivity shown in Fig. 1a and b; the modulus decays with an
exponent ν* ≈0.8 and thephase approaches a value slightly lower than (π/2)ν*. c and
d: same quantities calculated using a Planckian model with linear-in-energy scat-
tering rate, Eqs. (7) and (10). The model and parameters are discussed in the text.
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over two decades for the chosen value ϵ∞ = 2.76. (ii) The best collapse
of the data is achieved for an exponent ν = 1 corresponding to
Planckian dissipation. This behavior is consistent with the measured
T-linear resistivity. (iii) The temperature dependence of m*(0, T) that
produces the best data collapse is logarithmic, consistently with 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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Anomalous Criticality in the
Electrical Resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4
R. A. Cooper,1 Y. Wang,1 B. Vignolle,2 O. J. Lipscombe,1 S. M. Hayden,1 Y. Tanabe,3 T. Adachi,3
Y. Koike,3 M. Nohara,4* H. Takagi,4 Cyril Proust,2 N. E. Hussey1†

The presence or absence of a quantum critical point and its location in the phase diagram of high-
temperature superconductors have been subjects of intense scrutiny. Clear evidence for quantum
criticality, particularly in the transport properties, has proved elusive because the important low-
temperature region is masked by the onset of superconductivity. We present measurements of the
low-temperature in-plane resistivity of several highly doped La2–xSrxCuO4 single crystals in which
the superconductivity had been stripped away by using high magnetic fields. In contrast to other
quantum critical systems, the resistivity varies linearly with temperature over a wide doping range
with a gradient that scales monotonically with the superconducting transition temperature. It is
maximal at a critical doping level (pc) ~ 0.19 at which superconductivity is most robust. Moreover,
its value at pc corresponds to the onset of quasi-particle incoherence along specific momentum
directions, implying that the interaction that first promotes high-temperature superconductivity
may ultimately destroy the very quasi-particle states involved in the superconducting pairing.

An important theme in strongly correlated
electron systems is quantum criticality
and the associated quantum phase tran-

sitions that occur at zero temperature upon tuning
a nonthermal control parameter, g (e.g., pressure,
magnetic field H or composition), through a
critical value, gc. One feature of such a system is
the influence that critical fluctuations have on
the physical properties over a wide region in
the (T, g) phase diagram above the quantum
critical point (QCP), inside which the system
shows marked deviations from conventional
Landau Fermi-liquid behavior. A number of can-
didate non–Fermi-liquid systems have emerged,
particularly in the heavy fermion family (1), al-
though there are others, for example, certain
transition metal oxides (2), that display similar
characteristics.

The physics of copper-oxide high-temperature
superconductors may also be governed by prox-
imity to a QCP. The generic temperature-doping
(T, p) phase diagram resembles that seen in the
heavy fermions, with an apparent funnel-shaped
region that either pierces or skirts the supercon-
ducting dome (3). Above this region, cuprates
display an in-plane resistivity, rab, that varies
linearly with temperature over a wide tempera-
ture (4) yet narrow doping (5) range. This T-linear

resistivity has been widely interpreted, in tan-
dem with other anomalous transport properties
(6), as a manifestation of scale-invariant physics
borne out of proximity to the QCP. This view-
point has remained untested, largely because of
the high upper critical field Hc2 values in high-
Tc cuprates that restrict access to the important
limiting low-temperature region below Tc( p).
We used a combination of persistent and pulsed
high magnetic fields to expose the normal state
of La2–xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) over a wide doping
and temperature range and studied the evolution
of rab(T) with carrier density, from the slightly
underdoped (p = 0.15) to the heavily overdoped
( p = 0.33) region of the phase diagram. Our anal-
ysis reveals the presence of a singular doping
concentration in LSCO at which the electronic
response changes, although in a manner distinct
from that observed in other candidate quantum
critical systems.

In-plane resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4. A series
of high-field rab(T, H) measurements were car-
ried out on overdoped LSCO single crystals with
doping levels of p = 0.18, 0.21, and 0.23 (labeled
hereafter LSCO18, LSCO21, and LSCO23, re-
spectively) with the field aligned perpendicular
to the CuO2 planes in order to suppress the su-
perconductivity. Figure 1A shows the rab(T, H)
data obtained on LSCO23. In order to track the
temperature dependence of the zero-field resistivity
r(T, 0) below Tc, we used a simple, transparent
technique to extrapolate the high-field rab(T, H)
data to the zero-field axis (Fig. 1B). The re-
sultant r(T, 0) values, plotted in Fig. 1C together
with the zero-field rab(T) curve below 70 K,
are found to exhibit a T-linear dependence down
to 1.5 K. For comparison, we also plotted the ab-
solute values of r(T, 48) at a fixed high field of
48 T obtained directly from the vertical dashed
line in Fig. 1A. The temperature dependence of

the latter (analysis-free) values is identical to that
of r(T, 0) and is consistent with earlier 60-T data
taken on LSCO22 (7), showing that the anal-
ysis itself has not introduced any additional,
artificial temperature dependence in r(T, 0). Sim-
ilar pulsed-field measurements and analysis were
carried out for the two other doping levels as
summarized in fig. S1.

Figure 2 shows the resultant r(T, 0) values
plus zero-field rab(T) data for seven different
concentrations ranging from optimal doping
(p = 0.17) to the heavily overdoped, nonsuper-
conducting region (p = 0.33). The gradual cross-
over in the temperature dependence of rab(T),
from quasi-linear for LSCO17 to approximately
quadratic for LSCO33, is evident in the raw data
and is consistent with previous studies carried
out above Tc (5, 8, 9). At low temperatures, how-
ever, rab(T) develops predominantly T-linear
behavior for the entire doping range 0.18 ≤ p ≤
0.29 [for p = 0.17, data exists only above Tc(H =
0)]. Although evidence for a low-T T-linear re-
sistivity has emerged for single doping concen-
trations in both electron- (10) and hole-doped
(11, 12) cuprates, our measurements show that
the low-T linearity in fact persists over a broad
range of doping.

Single-component analysis. In heavy fermi-
on systems, Dr(T), the T-dependent part of r(T),
is often described by a single term anT

n whose
exponent n(T, H) evolves from the Fermi-liquid
value n = 2 to some anomalous value less than 2
over a narrow temperature and magnetic field
window (13–15). The anomalous exponent in
Dr(T) persists to low temperatures only at the
critical field, Hc. In Fig. 3, we plotted a com-
parative n(T, p) = d(lnDr)/d(ln T) for LSCO by
using the resistivity curves shown in Fig. 2.

For T > 50 K, the resultant phase diagram re-
sembles that seen in prototypical quantum critical
systems, with a narrow region in which rab(T) is
approximately (although not strictly) T-linear sep-
arated from a region where rab(T) varies approx-
imately as T2. As the temperature is lowered,
however, the situation becomes markedly dif-
ferent. Rather than collapsing to a single (critical)
point, the T-linear region in LSCO fans out and
dominates the low-T response. Intriguingly, this
T-linear regime (or more precisely, the region
where n < 1.1) is coincident with both the Tc
parabola (long-dashed white line) and the super-
conducting fluctuation regime (short-dashed white
line) and has thus been obscured until now by
the veil of superconductivity.

Dual-component analysis. Previously, Drab(T)
in overdoped, hole-doped cuprates has been ex-
pressed either as above, that is, as anT

n (1 ≤
n ≤ 2) (16), or as the sum of two components,
a1T + a2T

2 (11, 17, 18). In fig. S2, we describe
in detail why the latter is in fact the more ap-
propriate expression for LSCO. In Fig. 4, A and
B, we show the doping dependences of a1 and
a2, respectively, for two different fitting proto-
cols. The solid squares are coefficients obtained
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The presence or absence of a quantum critical point and its location in the phase diagram of high-
temperature superconductors have been subjects of intense scrutiny. Clear evidence for quantum
criticality, particularly in the transport properties, has proved elusive because the important low-
temperature region is masked by the onset of superconductivity. We present measurements of the
low-temperature in-plane resistivity of several highly doped La2–xSrxCuO4 single crystals in which
the superconductivity had been stripped away by using high magnetic fields. In contrast to other
quantum critical systems, the resistivity varies linearly with temperature over a wide doping range
with a gradient that scales monotonically with the superconducting transition temperature. It is
maximal at a critical doping level (pc) ~ 0.19 at which superconductivity is most robust. Moreover,
its value at pc corresponds to the onset of quasi-particle incoherence along specific momentum
directions, implying that the interaction that first promotes high-temperature superconductivity
may ultimately destroy the very quasi-particle states involved in the superconducting pairing.

An important theme in strongly correlated
electron systems is quantum criticality
and the associated quantum phase tran-

sitions that occur at zero temperature upon tuning
a nonthermal control parameter, g (e.g., pressure,
magnetic field H or composition), through a
critical value, gc. One feature of such a system is
the influence that critical fluctuations have on
the physical properties over a wide region in
the (T, g) phase diagram above the quantum
critical point (QCP), inside which the system
shows marked deviations from conventional
Landau Fermi-liquid behavior. A number of can-
didate non–Fermi-liquid systems have emerged,
particularly in the heavy fermion family (1), al-
though there are others, for example, certain
transition metal oxides (2), that display similar
characteristics.

The physics of copper-oxide high-temperature
superconductors may also be governed by prox-
imity to a QCP. The generic temperature-doping
(T, p) phase diagram resembles that seen in the
heavy fermions, with an apparent funnel-shaped
region that either pierces or skirts the supercon-
ducting dome (3). Above this region, cuprates
display an in-plane resistivity, rab, that varies
linearly with temperature over a wide tempera-
ture (4) yet narrow doping (5) range. This T-linear

resistivity has been widely interpreted, in tan-
dem with other anomalous transport properties
(6), as a manifestation of scale-invariant physics
borne out of proximity to the QCP. This view-
point has remained untested, largely because of
the high upper critical field Hc2 values in high-
Tc cuprates that restrict access to the important
limiting low-temperature region below Tc( p).
We used a combination of persistent and pulsed
high magnetic fields to expose the normal state
of La2–xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) over a wide doping
and temperature range and studied the evolution
of rab(T) with carrier density, from the slightly
underdoped (p = 0.15) to the heavily overdoped
( p = 0.33) region of the phase diagram. Our anal-
ysis reveals the presence of a singular doping
concentration in LSCO at which the electronic
response changes, although in a manner distinct
from that observed in other candidate quantum
critical systems.

In-plane resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4. A series
of high-field rab(T, H) measurements were car-
ried out on overdoped LSCO single crystals with
doping levels of p = 0.18, 0.21, and 0.23 (labeled
hereafter LSCO18, LSCO21, and LSCO23, re-
spectively) with the field aligned perpendicular
to the CuO2 planes in order to suppress the su-
perconductivity. Figure 1A shows the rab(T, H)
data obtained on LSCO23. In order to track the
temperature dependence of the zero-field resistivity
r(T, 0) below Tc, we used a simple, transparent
technique to extrapolate the high-field rab(T, H)
data to the zero-field axis (Fig. 1B). The re-
sultant r(T, 0) values, plotted in Fig. 1C together
with the zero-field rab(T) curve below 70 K,
are found to exhibit a T-linear dependence down
to 1.5 K. For comparison, we also plotted the ab-
solute values of r(T, 48) at a fixed high field of
48 T obtained directly from the vertical dashed
line in Fig. 1A. The temperature dependence of

the latter (analysis-free) values is identical to that
of r(T, 0) and is consistent with earlier 60-T data
taken on LSCO22 (7), showing that the anal-
ysis itself has not introduced any additional,
artificial temperature dependence in r(T, 0). Sim-
ilar pulsed-field measurements and analysis were
carried out for the two other doping levels as
summarized in fig. S1.

Figure 2 shows the resultant r(T, 0) values
plus zero-field rab(T) data for seven different
concentrations ranging from optimal doping
(p = 0.17) to the heavily overdoped, nonsuper-
conducting region (p = 0.33). The gradual cross-
over in the temperature dependence of rab(T),
from quasi-linear for LSCO17 to approximately
quadratic for LSCO33, is evident in the raw data
and is consistent with previous studies carried
out above Tc (5, 8, 9). At low temperatures, how-
ever, rab(T) develops predominantly T-linear
behavior for the entire doping range 0.18 ≤ p ≤
0.29 [for p = 0.17, data exists only above Tc(H =
0)]. Although evidence for a low-T T-linear re-
sistivity has emerged for single doping concen-
trations in both electron- (10) and hole-doped
(11, 12) cuprates, our measurements show that
the low-T linearity in fact persists over a broad
range of doping.

Single-component analysis. In heavy fermi-
on systems, Dr(T), the T-dependent part of r(T),
is often described by a single term anT

n whose
exponent n(T, H) evolves from the Fermi-liquid
value n = 2 to some anomalous value less than 2
over a narrow temperature and magnetic field
window (13–15). The anomalous exponent in
Dr(T) persists to low temperatures only at the
critical field, Hc. In Fig. 3, we plotted a com-
parative n(T, p) = d(lnDr)/d(ln T) for LSCO by
using the resistivity curves shown in Fig. 2.

For T > 50 K, the resultant phase diagram re-
sembles that seen in prototypical quantum critical
systems, with a narrow region in which rab(T) is
approximately (although not strictly) T-linear sep-
arated from a region where rab(T) varies approx-
imately as T2. As the temperature is lowered,
however, the situation becomes markedly dif-
ferent. Rather than collapsing to a single (critical)
point, the T-linear region in LSCO fans out and
dominates the low-T response. Intriguingly, this
T-linear regime (or more precisely, the region
where n < 1.1) is coincident with both the Tc
parabola (long-dashed white line) and the super-
conducting fluctuation regime (short-dashed white
line) and has thus been obscured until now by
the veil of superconductivity.

Dual-component analysis. Previously, Drab(T)
in overdoped, hole-doped cuprates has been ex-
pressed either as above, that is, as anT

n (1 ≤
n ≤ 2) (16), or as the sum of two components,
a1T + a2T

2 (11, 17, 18). In fig. S2, we describe
in detail why the latter is in fact the more ap-
propriate expression for LSCO. In Fig. 4, A and
B, we show the doping dependences of a1 and
a2, respectively, for two different fitting proto-
cols. The solid squares are coefficients obtained
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Anomalous Criticality in the
Electrical Resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4
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The presence or absence of a quantum critical point and its location in the phase diagram of high-
temperature superconductors have been subjects of intense scrutiny. Clear evidence for quantum
criticality, particularly in the transport properties, has proved elusive because the important low-
temperature region is masked by the onset of superconductivity. We present measurements of the
low-temperature in-plane resistivity of several highly doped La2–xSrxCuO4 single crystals in which
the superconductivity had been stripped away by using high magnetic fields. In contrast to other
quantum critical systems, the resistivity varies linearly with temperature over a wide doping range
with a gradient that scales monotonically with the superconducting transition temperature. It is
maximal at a critical doping level (pc) ~ 0.19 at which superconductivity is most robust. Moreover,
its value at pc corresponds to the onset of quasi-particle incoherence along specific momentum
directions, implying that the interaction that first promotes high-temperature superconductivity
may ultimately destroy the very quasi-particle states involved in the superconducting pairing.

An important theme in strongly correlated
electron systems is quantum criticality
and the associated quantum phase tran-

sitions that occur at zero temperature upon tuning
a nonthermal control parameter, g (e.g., pressure,
magnetic field H or composition), through a
critical value, gc. One feature of such a system is
the influence that critical fluctuations have on
the physical properties over a wide region in
the (T, g) phase diagram above the quantum
critical point (QCP), inside which the system
shows marked deviations from conventional
Landau Fermi-liquid behavior. A number of can-
didate non–Fermi-liquid systems have emerged,
particularly in the heavy fermion family (1), al-
though there are others, for example, certain
transition metal oxides (2), that display similar
characteristics.

The physics of copper-oxide high-temperature
superconductors may also be governed by prox-
imity to a QCP. The generic temperature-doping
(T, p) phase diagram resembles that seen in the
heavy fermions, with an apparent funnel-shaped
region that either pierces or skirts the supercon-
ducting dome (3). Above this region, cuprates
display an in-plane resistivity, rab, that varies
linearly with temperature over a wide tempera-
ture (4) yet narrow doping (5) range. This T-linear

resistivity has been widely interpreted, in tan-
dem with other anomalous transport properties
(6), as a manifestation of scale-invariant physics
borne out of proximity to the QCP. This view-
point has remained untested, largely because of
the high upper critical field Hc2 values in high-
Tc cuprates that restrict access to the important
limiting low-temperature region below Tc( p).
We used a combination of persistent and pulsed
high magnetic fields to expose the normal state
of La2–xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) over a wide doping
and temperature range and studied the evolution
of rab(T) with carrier density, from the slightly
underdoped (p = 0.15) to the heavily overdoped
( p = 0.33) region of the phase diagram. Our anal-
ysis reveals the presence of a singular doping
concentration in LSCO at which the electronic
response changes, although in a manner distinct
from that observed in other candidate quantum
critical systems.

In-plane resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4. A series
of high-field rab(T, H) measurements were car-
ried out on overdoped LSCO single crystals with
doping levels of p = 0.18, 0.21, and 0.23 (labeled
hereafter LSCO18, LSCO21, and LSCO23, re-
spectively) with the field aligned perpendicular
to the CuO2 planes in order to suppress the su-
perconductivity. Figure 1A shows the rab(T, H)
data obtained on LSCO23. In order to track the
temperature dependence of the zero-field resistivity
r(T, 0) below Tc, we used a simple, transparent
technique to extrapolate the high-field rab(T, H)
data to the zero-field axis (Fig. 1B). The re-
sultant r(T, 0) values, plotted in Fig. 1C together
with the zero-field rab(T) curve below 70 K,
are found to exhibit a T-linear dependence down
to 1.5 K. For comparison, we also plotted the ab-
solute values of r(T, 48) at a fixed high field of
48 T obtained directly from the vertical dashed
line in Fig. 1A. The temperature dependence of

the latter (analysis-free) values is identical to that
of r(T, 0) and is consistent with earlier 60-T data
taken on LSCO22 (7), showing that the anal-
ysis itself has not introduced any additional,
artificial temperature dependence in r(T, 0). Sim-
ilar pulsed-field measurements and analysis were
carried out for the two other doping levels as
summarized in fig. S1.

Figure 2 shows the resultant r(T, 0) values
plus zero-field rab(T) data for seven different
concentrations ranging from optimal doping
(p = 0.17) to the heavily overdoped, nonsuper-
conducting region (p = 0.33). The gradual cross-
over in the temperature dependence of rab(T),
from quasi-linear for LSCO17 to approximately
quadratic for LSCO33, is evident in the raw data
and is consistent with previous studies carried
out above Tc (5, 8, 9). At low temperatures, how-
ever, rab(T) develops predominantly T-linear
behavior for the entire doping range 0.18 ≤ p ≤
0.29 [for p = 0.17, data exists only above Tc(H =
0)]. Although evidence for a low-T T-linear re-
sistivity has emerged for single doping concen-
trations in both electron- (10) and hole-doped
(11, 12) cuprates, our measurements show that
the low-T linearity in fact persists over a broad
range of doping.

Single-component analysis. In heavy fermi-
on systems, Dr(T), the T-dependent part of r(T),
is often described by a single term anT

n whose
exponent n(T, H) evolves from the Fermi-liquid
value n = 2 to some anomalous value less than 2
over a narrow temperature and magnetic field
window (13–15). The anomalous exponent in
Dr(T) persists to low temperatures only at the
critical field, Hc. In Fig. 3, we plotted a com-
parative n(T, p) = d(lnDr)/d(ln T) for LSCO by
using the resistivity curves shown in Fig. 2.

For T > 50 K, the resultant phase diagram re-
sembles that seen in prototypical quantum critical
systems, with a narrow region in which rab(T) is
approximately (although not strictly) T-linear sep-
arated from a region where rab(T) varies approx-
imately as T2. As the temperature is lowered,
however, the situation becomes markedly dif-
ferent. Rather than collapsing to a single (critical)
point, the T-linear region in LSCO fans out and
dominates the low-T response. Intriguingly, this
T-linear regime (or more precisely, the region
where n < 1.1) is coincident with both the Tc
parabola (long-dashed white line) and the super-
conducting fluctuation regime (short-dashed white
line) and has thus been obscured until now by
the veil of superconductivity.

Dual-component analysis. Previously, Drab(T)
in overdoped, hole-doped cuprates has been ex-
pressed either as above, that is, as anT

n (1 ≤
n ≤ 2) (16), or as the sum of two components,
a1T + a2T

2 (11, 17, 18). In fig. S2, we describe
in detail why the latter is in fact the more ap-
propriate expression for LSCO. In Fig. 4, A and
B, we show the doping dependences of a1 and
a2, respectively, for two different fitting proto-
cols. The solid squares are coefficients obtained
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The presence or absence of a quantum critical point and its location in the phase diagram of high-
temperature superconductors have been subjects of intense scrutiny. Clear evidence for quantum
criticality, particularly in the transport properties, has proved elusive because the important low-
temperature region is masked by the onset of superconductivity. We present measurements of the
low-temperature in-plane resistivity of several highly doped La2–xSrxCuO4 single crystals in which
the superconductivity had been stripped away by using high magnetic fields. In contrast to other
quantum critical systems, the resistivity varies linearly with temperature over a wide doping range
with a gradient that scales monotonically with the superconducting transition temperature. It is
maximal at a critical doping level (pc) ~ 0.19 at which superconductivity is most robust. Moreover,
its value at pc corresponds to the onset of quasi-particle incoherence along specific momentum
directions, implying that the interaction that first promotes high-temperature superconductivity
may ultimately destroy the very quasi-particle states involved in the superconducting pairing.

An important theme in strongly correlated
electron systems is quantum criticality
and the associated quantum phase tran-

sitions that occur at zero temperature upon tuning
a nonthermal control parameter, g (e.g., pressure,
magnetic field H or composition), through a
critical value, gc. One feature of such a system is
the influence that critical fluctuations have on
the physical properties over a wide region in
the (T, g) phase diagram above the quantum
critical point (QCP), inside which the system
shows marked deviations from conventional
Landau Fermi-liquid behavior. A number of can-
didate non–Fermi-liquid systems have emerged,
particularly in the heavy fermion family (1), al-
though there are others, for example, certain
transition metal oxides (2), that display similar
characteristics.

The physics of copper-oxide high-temperature
superconductors may also be governed by prox-
imity to a QCP. The generic temperature-doping
(T, p) phase diagram resembles that seen in the
heavy fermions, with an apparent funnel-shaped
region that either pierces or skirts the supercon-
ducting dome (3). Above this region, cuprates
display an in-plane resistivity, rab, that varies
linearly with temperature over a wide tempera-
ture (4) yet narrow doping (5) range. This T-linear

resistivity has been widely interpreted, in tan-
dem with other anomalous transport properties
(6), as a manifestation of scale-invariant physics
borne out of proximity to the QCP. This view-
point has remained untested, largely because of
the high upper critical field Hc2 values in high-
Tc cuprates that restrict access to the important
limiting low-temperature region below Tc( p).
We used a combination of persistent and pulsed
high magnetic fields to expose the normal state
of La2–xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) over a wide doping
and temperature range and studied the evolution
of rab(T) with carrier density, from the slightly
underdoped (p = 0.15) to the heavily overdoped
( p = 0.33) region of the phase diagram. Our anal-
ysis reveals the presence of a singular doping
concentration in LSCO at which the electronic
response changes, although in a manner distinct
from that observed in other candidate quantum
critical systems.

In-plane resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4. A series
of high-field rab(T, H) measurements were car-
ried out on overdoped LSCO single crystals with
doping levels of p = 0.18, 0.21, and 0.23 (labeled
hereafter LSCO18, LSCO21, and LSCO23, re-
spectively) with the field aligned perpendicular
to the CuO2 planes in order to suppress the su-
perconductivity. Figure 1A shows the rab(T, H)
data obtained on LSCO23. In order to track the
temperature dependence of the zero-field resistivity
r(T, 0) below Tc, we used a simple, transparent
technique to extrapolate the high-field rab(T, H)
data to the zero-field axis (Fig. 1B). The re-
sultant r(T, 0) values, plotted in Fig. 1C together
with the zero-field rab(T) curve below 70 K,
are found to exhibit a T-linear dependence down
to 1.5 K. For comparison, we also plotted the ab-
solute values of r(T, 48) at a fixed high field of
48 T obtained directly from the vertical dashed
line in Fig. 1A. The temperature dependence of

the latter (analysis-free) values is identical to that
of r(T, 0) and is consistent with earlier 60-T data
taken on LSCO22 (7), showing that the anal-
ysis itself has not introduced any additional,
artificial temperature dependence in r(T, 0). Sim-
ilar pulsed-field measurements and analysis were
carried out for the two other doping levels as
summarized in fig. S1.

Figure 2 shows the resultant r(T, 0) values
plus zero-field rab(T) data for seven different
concentrations ranging from optimal doping
(p = 0.17) to the heavily overdoped, nonsuper-
conducting region (p = 0.33). The gradual cross-
over in the temperature dependence of rab(T),
from quasi-linear for LSCO17 to approximately
quadratic for LSCO33, is evident in the raw data
and is consistent with previous studies carried
out above Tc (5, 8, 9). At low temperatures, how-
ever, rab(T) develops predominantly T-linear
behavior for the entire doping range 0.18 ≤ p ≤
0.29 [for p = 0.17, data exists only above Tc(H =
0)]. Although evidence for a low-T T-linear re-
sistivity has emerged for single doping concen-
trations in both electron- (10) and hole-doped
(11, 12) cuprates, our measurements show that
the low-T linearity in fact persists over a broad
range of doping.

Single-component analysis. In heavy fermi-
on systems, Dr(T), the T-dependent part of r(T),
is often described by a single term anT

n whose
exponent n(T, H) evolves from the Fermi-liquid
value n = 2 to some anomalous value less than 2
over a narrow temperature and magnetic field
window (13–15). The anomalous exponent in
Dr(T) persists to low temperatures only at the
critical field, Hc. In Fig. 3, we plotted a com-
parative n(T, p) = d(lnDr)/d(ln T) for LSCO by
using the resistivity curves shown in Fig. 2.

For T > 50 K, the resultant phase diagram re-
sembles that seen in prototypical quantum critical
systems, with a narrow region in which rab(T) is
approximately (although not strictly) T-linear sep-
arated from a region where rab(T) varies approx-
imately as T2. As the temperature is lowered,
however, the situation becomes markedly dif-
ferent. Rather than collapsing to a single (critical)
point, the T-linear region in LSCO fans out and
dominates the low-T response. Intriguingly, this
T-linear regime (or more precisely, the region
where n < 1.1) is coincident with both the Tc
parabola (long-dashed white line) and the super-
conducting fluctuation regime (short-dashed white
line) and has thus been obscured until now by
the veil of superconductivity.

Dual-component analysis. Previously, Drab(T)
in overdoped, hole-doped cuprates has been ex-
pressed either as above, that is, as anT

n (1 ≤
n ≤ 2) (16), or as the sum of two components,
a1T + a2T

2 (11, 17, 18). In fig. S2, we describe
in detail why the latter is in fact the more ap-
propriate expression for LSCO. In Fig. 4, A and
B, we show the doping dependences of a1 and
a2, respectively, for two different fitting proto-
cols. The solid squares are coefficients obtained
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The presence or absence of a quantum critical point and its location in the phase diagram of high-
temperature superconductors have been subjects of intense scrutiny. Clear evidence for quantum
criticality, particularly in the transport properties, has proved elusive because the important low-
temperature region is masked by the onset of superconductivity. We present measurements of the
low-temperature in-plane resistivity of several highly doped La2–xSrxCuO4 single crystals in which
the superconductivity had been stripped away by using high magnetic fields. In contrast to other
quantum critical systems, the resistivity varies linearly with temperature over a wide doping range
with a gradient that scales monotonically with the superconducting transition temperature. It is
maximal at a critical doping level (pc) ~ 0.19 at which superconductivity is most robust. Moreover,
its value at pc corresponds to the onset of quasi-particle incoherence along specific momentum
directions, implying that the interaction that first promotes high-temperature superconductivity
may ultimately destroy the very quasi-particle states involved in the superconducting pairing.

An important theme in strongly correlated
electron systems is quantum criticality
and the associated quantum phase tran-

sitions that occur at zero temperature upon tuning
a nonthermal control parameter, g (e.g., pressure,
magnetic field H or composition), through a
critical value, gc. One feature of such a system is
the influence that critical fluctuations have on
the physical properties over a wide region in
the (T, g) phase diagram above the quantum
critical point (QCP), inside which the system
shows marked deviations from conventional
Landau Fermi-liquid behavior. A number of can-
didate non–Fermi-liquid systems have emerged,
particularly in the heavy fermion family (1), al-
though there are others, for example, certain
transition metal oxides (2), that display similar
characteristics.

The physics of copper-oxide high-temperature
superconductors may also be governed by prox-
imity to a QCP. The generic temperature-doping
(T, p) phase diagram resembles that seen in the
heavy fermions, with an apparent funnel-shaped
region that either pierces or skirts the supercon-
ducting dome (3). Above this region, cuprates
display an in-plane resistivity, rab, that varies
linearly with temperature over a wide tempera-
ture (4) yet narrow doping (5) range. This T-linear

resistivity has been widely interpreted, in tan-
dem with other anomalous transport properties
(6), as a manifestation of scale-invariant physics
borne out of proximity to the QCP. This view-
point has remained untested, largely because of
the high upper critical field Hc2 values in high-
Tc cuprates that restrict access to the important
limiting low-temperature region below Tc( p).
We used a combination of persistent and pulsed
high magnetic fields to expose the normal state
of La2–xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) over a wide doping
and temperature range and studied the evolution
of rab(T) with carrier density, from the slightly
underdoped (p = 0.15) to the heavily overdoped
( p = 0.33) region of the phase diagram. Our anal-
ysis reveals the presence of a singular doping
concentration in LSCO at which the electronic
response changes, although in a manner distinct
from that observed in other candidate quantum
critical systems.

In-plane resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4. A series
of high-field rab(T, H) measurements were car-
ried out on overdoped LSCO single crystals with
doping levels of p = 0.18, 0.21, and 0.23 (labeled
hereafter LSCO18, LSCO21, and LSCO23, re-
spectively) with the field aligned perpendicular
to the CuO2 planes in order to suppress the su-
perconductivity. Figure 1A shows the rab(T, H)
data obtained on LSCO23. In order to track the
temperature dependence of the zero-field resistivity
r(T, 0) below Tc, we used a simple, transparent
technique to extrapolate the high-field rab(T, H)
data to the zero-field axis (Fig. 1B). The re-
sultant r(T, 0) values, plotted in Fig. 1C together
with the zero-field rab(T) curve below 70 K,
are found to exhibit a T-linear dependence down
to 1.5 K. For comparison, we also plotted the ab-
solute values of r(T, 48) at a fixed high field of
48 T obtained directly from the vertical dashed
line in Fig. 1A. The temperature dependence of

the latter (analysis-free) values is identical to that
of r(T, 0) and is consistent with earlier 60-T data
taken on LSCO22 (7), showing that the anal-
ysis itself has not introduced any additional,
artificial temperature dependence in r(T, 0). Sim-
ilar pulsed-field measurements and analysis were
carried out for the two other doping levels as
summarized in fig. S1.

Figure 2 shows the resultant r(T, 0) values
plus zero-field rab(T) data for seven different
concentrations ranging from optimal doping
(p = 0.17) to the heavily overdoped, nonsuper-
conducting region (p = 0.33). The gradual cross-
over in the temperature dependence of rab(T),
from quasi-linear for LSCO17 to approximately
quadratic for LSCO33, is evident in the raw data
and is consistent with previous studies carried
out above Tc (5, 8, 9). At low temperatures, how-
ever, rab(T) develops predominantly T-linear
behavior for the entire doping range 0.18 ≤ p ≤
0.29 [for p = 0.17, data exists only above Tc(H =
0)]. Although evidence for a low-T T-linear re-
sistivity has emerged for single doping concen-
trations in both electron- (10) and hole-doped
(11, 12) cuprates, our measurements show that
the low-T linearity in fact persists over a broad
range of doping.

Single-component analysis. In heavy fermi-
on systems, Dr(T), the T-dependent part of r(T),
is often described by a single term anT

n whose
exponent n(T, H) evolves from the Fermi-liquid
value n = 2 to some anomalous value less than 2
over a narrow temperature and magnetic field
window (13–15). The anomalous exponent in
Dr(T) persists to low temperatures only at the
critical field, Hc. In Fig. 3, we plotted a com-
parative n(T, p) = d(lnDr)/d(ln T) for LSCO by
using the resistivity curves shown in Fig. 2.

For T > 50 K, the resultant phase diagram re-
sembles that seen in prototypical quantum critical
systems, with a narrow region in which rab(T) is
approximately (although not strictly) T-linear sep-
arated from a region where rab(T) varies approx-
imately as T2. As the temperature is lowered,
however, the situation becomes markedly dif-
ferent. Rather than collapsing to a single (critical)
point, the T-linear region in LSCO fans out and
dominates the low-T response. Intriguingly, this
T-linear regime (or more precisely, the region
where n < 1.1) is coincident with both the Tc
parabola (long-dashed white line) and the super-
conducting fluctuation regime (short-dashed white
line) and has thus been obscured until now by
the veil of superconductivity.

Dual-component analysis. Previously, Drab(T)
in overdoped, hole-doped cuprates has been ex-
pressed either as above, that is, as anT

n (1 ≤
n ≤ 2) (16), or as the sum of two components,
a1T + a2T

2 (11, 17, 18). In fig. S2, we describe
in detail why the latter is in fact the more ap-
propriate expression for LSCO. In Fig. 4, A and
B, we show the doping dependences of a1 and
a2, respectively, for two different fitting proto-
cols. The solid squares are coefficients obtained
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Anomalous Criticality in the
Electrical Resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4
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The presence or absence of a quantum critical point and its location in the phase diagram of high-
temperature superconductors have been subjects of intense scrutiny. Clear evidence for quantum
criticality, particularly in the transport properties, has proved elusive because the important low-
temperature region is masked by the onset of superconductivity. We present measurements of the
low-temperature in-plane resistivity of several highly doped La2–xSrxCuO4 single crystals in which
the superconductivity had been stripped away by using high magnetic fields. In contrast to other
quantum critical systems, the resistivity varies linearly with temperature over a wide doping range
with a gradient that scales monotonically with the superconducting transition temperature. It is
maximal at a critical doping level (pc) ~ 0.19 at which superconductivity is most robust. Moreover,
its value at pc corresponds to the onset of quasi-particle incoherence along specific momentum
directions, implying that the interaction that first promotes high-temperature superconductivity
may ultimately destroy the very quasi-particle states involved in the superconducting pairing.

An important theme in strongly correlated
electron systems is quantum criticality
and the associated quantum phase tran-

sitions that occur at zero temperature upon tuning
a nonthermal control parameter, g (e.g., pressure,
magnetic field H or composition), through a
critical value, gc. One feature of such a system is
the influence that critical fluctuations have on
the physical properties over a wide region in
the (T, g) phase diagram above the quantum
critical point (QCP), inside which the system
shows marked deviations from conventional
Landau Fermi-liquid behavior. A number of can-
didate non–Fermi-liquid systems have emerged,
particularly in the heavy fermion family (1), al-
though there are others, for example, certain
transition metal oxides (2), that display similar
characteristics.

The physics of copper-oxide high-temperature
superconductors may also be governed by prox-
imity to a QCP. The generic temperature-doping
(T, p) phase diagram resembles that seen in the
heavy fermions, with an apparent funnel-shaped
region that either pierces or skirts the supercon-
ducting dome (3). Above this region, cuprates
display an in-plane resistivity, rab, that varies
linearly with temperature over a wide tempera-
ture (4) yet narrow doping (5) range. This T-linear

resistivity has been widely interpreted, in tan-
dem with other anomalous transport properties
(6), as a manifestation of scale-invariant physics
borne out of proximity to the QCP. This view-
point has remained untested, largely because of
the high upper critical field Hc2 values in high-
Tc cuprates that restrict access to the important
limiting low-temperature region below Tc( p).
We used a combination of persistent and pulsed
high magnetic fields to expose the normal state
of La2–xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) over a wide doping
and temperature range and studied the evolution
of rab(T) with carrier density, from the slightly
underdoped (p = 0.15) to the heavily overdoped
( p = 0.33) region of the phase diagram. Our anal-
ysis reveals the presence of a singular doping
concentration in LSCO at which the electronic
response changes, although in a manner distinct
from that observed in other candidate quantum
critical systems.

In-plane resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4. A series
of high-field rab(T, H) measurements were car-
ried out on overdoped LSCO single crystals with
doping levels of p = 0.18, 0.21, and 0.23 (labeled
hereafter LSCO18, LSCO21, and LSCO23, re-
spectively) with the field aligned perpendicular
to the CuO2 planes in order to suppress the su-
perconductivity. Figure 1A shows the rab(T, H)
data obtained on LSCO23. In order to track the
temperature dependence of the zero-field resistivity
r(T, 0) below Tc, we used a simple, transparent
technique to extrapolate the high-field rab(T, H)
data to the zero-field axis (Fig. 1B). The re-
sultant r(T, 0) values, plotted in Fig. 1C together
with the zero-field rab(T) curve below 70 K,
are found to exhibit a T-linear dependence down
to 1.5 K. For comparison, we also plotted the ab-
solute values of r(T, 48) at a fixed high field of
48 T obtained directly from the vertical dashed
line in Fig. 1A. The temperature dependence of

the latter (analysis-free) values is identical to that
of r(T, 0) and is consistent with earlier 60-T data
taken on LSCO22 (7), showing that the anal-
ysis itself has not introduced any additional,
artificial temperature dependence in r(T, 0). Sim-
ilar pulsed-field measurements and analysis were
carried out for the two other doping levels as
summarized in fig. S1.

Figure 2 shows the resultant r(T, 0) values
plus zero-field rab(T) data for seven different
concentrations ranging from optimal doping
(p = 0.17) to the heavily overdoped, nonsuper-
conducting region (p = 0.33). The gradual cross-
over in the temperature dependence of rab(T),
from quasi-linear for LSCO17 to approximately
quadratic for LSCO33, is evident in the raw data
and is consistent with previous studies carried
out above Tc (5, 8, 9). At low temperatures, how-
ever, rab(T) develops predominantly T-linear
behavior for the entire doping range 0.18 ≤ p ≤
0.29 [for p = 0.17, data exists only above Tc(H =
0)]. Although evidence for a low-T T-linear re-
sistivity has emerged for single doping concen-
trations in both electron- (10) and hole-doped
(11, 12) cuprates, our measurements show that
the low-T linearity in fact persists over a broad
range of doping.

Single-component analysis. In heavy fermi-
on systems, Dr(T), the T-dependent part of r(T),
is often described by a single term anT

n whose
exponent n(T, H) evolves from the Fermi-liquid
value n = 2 to some anomalous value less than 2
over a narrow temperature and magnetic field
window (13–15). The anomalous exponent in
Dr(T) persists to low temperatures only at the
critical field, Hc. In Fig. 3, we plotted a com-
parative n(T, p) = d(lnDr)/d(ln T) for LSCO by
using the resistivity curves shown in Fig. 2.

For T > 50 K, the resultant phase diagram re-
sembles that seen in prototypical quantum critical
systems, with a narrow region in which rab(T) is
approximately (although not strictly) T-linear sep-
arated from a region where rab(T) varies approx-
imately as T2. As the temperature is lowered,
however, the situation becomes markedly dif-
ferent. Rather than collapsing to a single (critical)
point, the T-linear region in LSCO fans out and
dominates the low-T response. Intriguingly, this
T-linear regime (or more precisely, the region
where n < 1.1) is coincident with both the Tc
parabola (long-dashed white line) and the super-
conducting fluctuation regime (short-dashed white
line) and has thus been obscured until now by
the veil of superconductivity.

Dual-component analysis. Previously, Drab(T)
in overdoped, hole-doped cuprates has been ex-
pressed either as above, that is, as anT

n (1 ≤
n ≤ 2) (16), or as the sum of two components,
a1T + a2T

2 (11, 17, 18). In fig. S2, we describe
in detail why the latter is in fact the more ap-
propriate expression for LSCO. In Fig. 4, A and
B, we show the doping dependences of a1 and
a2, respectively, for two different fitting proto-
cols. The solid squares are coefficients obtained
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Anomalous Criticality in the
Electrical Resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4
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The presence or absence of a quantum critical point and its location in the phase diagram of high-
temperature superconductors have been subjects of intense scrutiny. Clear evidence for quantum
criticality, particularly in the transport properties, has proved elusive because the important low-
temperature region is masked by the onset of superconductivity. We present measurements of the
low-temperature in-plane resistivity of several highly doped La2–xSrxCuO4 single crystals in which
the superconductivity had been stripped away by using high magnetic fields. In contrast to other
quantum critical systems, the resistivity varies linearly with temperature over a wide doping range
with a gradient that scales monotonically with the superconducting transition temperature. It is
maximal at a critical doping level (pc) ~ 0.19 at which superconductivity is most robust. Moreover,
its value at pc corresponds to the onset of quasi-particle incoherence along specific momentum
directions, implying that the interaction that first promotes high-temperature superconductivity
may ultimately destroy the very quasi-particle states involved in the superconducting pairing.

An important theme in strongly correlated
electron systems is quantum criticality
and the associated quantum phase tran-

sitions that occur at zero temperature upon tuning
a nonthermal control parameter, g (e.g., pressure,
magnetic field H or composition), through a
critical value, gc. One feature of such a system is
the influence that critical fluctuations have on
the physical properties over a wide region in
the (T, g) phase diagram above the quantum
critical point (QCP), inside which the system
shows marked deviations from conventional
Landau Fermi-liquid behavior. A number of can-
didate non–Fermi-liquid systems have emerged,
particularly in the heavy fermion family (1), al-
though there are others, for example, certain
transition metal oxides (2), that display similar
characteristics.

The physics of copper-oxide high-temperature
superconductors may also be governed by prox-
imity to a QCP. The generic temperature-doping
(T, p) phase diagram resembles that seen in the
heavy fermions, with an apparent funnel-shaped
region that either pierces or skirts the supercon-
ducting dome (3). Above this region, cuprates
display an in-plane resistivity, rab, that varies
linearly with temperature over a wide tempera-
ture (4) yet narrow doping (5) range. This T-linear

resistivity has been widely interpreted, in tan-
dem with other anomalous transport properties
(6), as a manifestation of scale-invariant physics
borne out of proximity to the QCP. This view-
point has remained untested, largely because of
the high upper critical field Hc2 values in high-
Tc cuprates that restrict access to the important
limiting low-temperature region below Tc( p).
We used a combination of persistent and pulsed
high magnetic fields to expose the normal state
of La2–xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) over a wide doping
and temperature range and studied the evolution
of rab(T) with carrier density, from the slightly
underdoped (p = 0.15) to the heavily overdoped
( p = 0.33) region of the phase diagram. Our anal-
ysis reveals the presence of a singular doping
concentration in LSCO at which the electronic
response changes, although in a manner distinct
from that observed in other candidate quantum
critical systems.

In-plane resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4. A series
of high-field rab(T, H) measurements were car-
ried out on overdoped LSCO single crystals with
doping levels of p = 0.18, 0.21, and 0.23 (labeled
hereafter LSCO18, LSCO21, and LSCO23, re-
spectively) with the field aligned perpendicular
to the CuO2 planes in order to suppress the su-
perconductivity. Figure 1A shows the rab(T, H)
data obtained on LSCO23. In order to track the
temperature dependence of the zero-field resistivity
r(T, 0) below Tc, we used a simple, transparent
technique to extrapolate the high-field rab(T, H)
data to the zero-field axis (Fig. 1B). The re-
sultant r(T, 0) values, plotted in Fig. 1C together
with the zero-field rab(T) curve below 70 K,
are found to exhibit a T-linear dependence down
to 1.5 K. For comparison, we also plotted the ab-
solute values of r(T, 48) at a fixed high field of
48 T obtained directly from the vertical dashed
line in Fig. 1A. The temperature dependence of

the latter (analysis-free) values is identical to that
of r(T, 0) and is consistent with earlier 60-T data
taken on LSCO22 (7), showing that the anal-
ysis itself has not introduced any additional,
artificial temperature dependence in r(T, 0). Sim-
ilar pulsed-field measurements and analysis were
carried out for the two other doping levels as
summarized in fig. S1.

Figure 2 shows the resultant r(T, 0) values
plus zero-field rab(T) data for seven different
concentrations ranging from optimal doping
(p = 0.17) to the heavily overdoped, nonsuper-
conducting region (p = 0.33). The gradual cross-
over in the temperature dependence of rab(T),
from quasi-linear for LSCO17 to approximately
quadratic for LSCO33, is evident in the raw data
and is consistent with previous studies carried
out above Tc (5, 8, 9). At low temperatures, how-
ever, rab(T) develops predominantly T-linear
behavior for the entire doping range 0.18 ≤ p ≤
0.29 [for p = 0.17, data exists only above Tc(H =
0)]. Although evidence for a low-T T-linear re-
sistivity has emerged for single doping concen-
trations in both electron- (10) and hole-doped
(11, 12) cuprates, our measurements show that
the low-T linearity in fact persists over a broad
range of doping.

Single-component analysis. In heavy fermi-
on systems, Dr(T), the T-dependent part of r(T),
is often described by a single term anT

n whose
exponent n(T, H) evolves from the Fermi-liquid
value n = 2 to some anomalous value less than 2
over a narrow temperature and magnetic field
window (13–15). The anomalous exponent in
Dr(T) persists to low temperatures only at the
critical field, Hc. In Fig. 3, we plotted a com-
parative n(T, p) = d(lnDr)/d(ln T) for LSCO by
using the resistivity curves shown in Fig. 2.

For T > 50 K, the resultant phase diagram re-
sembles that seen in prototypical quantum critical
systems, with a narrow region in which rab(T) is
approximately (although not strictly) T-linear sep-
arated from a region where rab(T) varies approx-
imately as T2. As the temperature is lowered,
however, the situation becomes markedly dif-
ferent. Rather than collapsing to a single (critical)
point, the T-linear region in LSCO fans out and
dominates the low-T response. Intriguingly, this
T-linear regime (or more precisely, the region
where n < 1.1) is coincident with both the Tc
parabola (long-dashed white line) and the super-
conducting fluctuation regime (short-dashed white
line) and has thus been obscured until now by
the veil of superconductivity.

Dual-component analysis. Previously, Drab(T)
in overdoped, hole-doped cuprates has been ex-
pressed either as above, that is, as anT

n (1 ≤
n ≤ 2) (16), or as the sum of two components,
a1T + a2T

2 (11, 17, 18). In fig. S2, we describe
in detail why the latter is in fact the more ap-
propriate expression for LSCO. In Fig. 4, A and
B, we show the doping dependences of a1 and
a2, respectively, for two different fitting proto-
cols. The solid squares are coefficients obtained
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The presence or absence of a quantum critical point and its location in the phase diagram of high-
temperature superconductors have been subjects of intense scrutiny. Clear evidence for quantum
criticality, particularly in the transport properties, has proved elusive because the important low-
temperature region is masked by the onset of superconductivity. We present measurements of the
low-temperature in-plane resistivity of several highly doped La2–xSrxCuO4 single crystals in which
the superconductivity had been stripped away by using high magnetic fields. In contrast to other
quantum critical systems, the resistivity varies linearly with temperature over a wide doping range
with a gradient that scales monotonically with the superconducting transition temperature. It is
maximal at a critical doping level (pc) ~ 0.19 at which superconductivity is most robust. Moreover,
its value at pc corresponds to the onset of quasi-particle incoherence along specific momentum
directions, implying that the interaction that first promotes high-temperature superconductivity
may ultimately destroy the very quasi-particle states involved in the superconducting pairing.

An important theme in strongly correlated
electron systems is quantum criticality
and the associated quantum phase tran-

sitions that occur at zero temperature upon tuning
a nonthermal control parameter, g (e.g., pressure,
magnetic field H or composition), through a
critical value, gc. One feature of such a system is
the influence that critical fluctuations have on
the physical properties over a wide region in
the (T, g) phase diagram above the quantum
critical point (QCP), inside which the system
shows marked deviations from conventional
Landau Fermi-liquid behavior. A number of can-
didate non–Fermi-liquid systems have emerged,
particularly in the heavy fermion family (1), al-
though there are others, for example, certain
transition metal oxides (2), that display similar
characteristics.

The physics of copper-oxide high-temperature
superconductors may also be governed by prox-
imity to a QCP. The generic temperature-doping
(T, p) phase diagram resembles that seen in the
heavy fermions, with an apparent funnel-shaped
region that either pierces or skirts the supercon-
ducting dome (3). Above this region, cuprates
display an in-plane resistivity, rab, that varies
linearly with temperature over a wide tempera-
ture (4) yet narrow doping (5) range. This T-linear

resistivity has been widely interpreted, in tan-
dem with other anomalous transport properties
(6), as a manifestation of scale-invariant physics
borne out of proximity to the QCP. This view-
point has remained untested, largely because of
the high upper critical field Hc2 values in high-
Tc cuprates that restrict access to the important
limiting low-temperature region below Tc( p).
We used a combination of persistent and pulsed
high magnetic fields to expose the normal state
of La2–xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) over a wide doping
and temperature range and studied the evolution
of rab(T) with carrier density, from the slightly
underdoped (p = 0.15) to the heavily overdoped
( p = 0.33) region of the phase diagram. Our anal-
ysis reveals the presence of a singular doping
concentration in LSCO at which the electronic
response changes, although in a manner distinct
from that observed in other candidate quantum
critical systems.

In-plane resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4. A series
of high-field rab(T, H) measurements were car-
ried out on overdoped LSCO single crystals with
doping levels of p = 0.18, 0.21, and 0.23 (labeled
hereafter LSCO18, LSCO21, and LSCO23, re-
spectively) with the field aligned perpendicular
to the CuO2 planes in order to suppress the su-
perconductivity. Figure 1A shows the rab(T, H)
data obtained on LSCO23. In order to track the
temperature dependence of the zero-field resistivity
r(T, 0) below Tc, we used a simple, transparent
technique to extrapolate the high-field rab(T, H)
data to the zero-field axis (Fig. 1B). The re-
sultant r(T, 0) values, plotted in Fig. 1C together
with the zero-field rab(T) curve below 70 K,
are found to exhibit a T-linear dependence down
to 1.5 K. For comparison, we also plotted the ab-
solute values of r(T, 48) at a fixed high field of
48 T obtained directly from the vertical dashed
line in Fig. 1A. The temperature dependence of

the latter (analysis-free) values is identical to that
of r(T, 0) and is consistent with earlier 60-T data
taken on LSCO22 (7), showing that the anal-
ysis itself has not introduced any additional,
artificial temperature dependence in r(T, 0). Sim-
ilar pulsed-field measurements and analysis were
carried out for the two other doping levels as
summarized in fig. S1.

Figure 2 shows the resultant r(T, 0) values
plus zero-field rab(T) data for seven different
concentrations ranging from optimal doping
(p = 0.17) to the heavily overdoped, nonsuper-
conducting region (p = 0.33). The gradual cross-
over in the temperature dependence of rab(T),
from quasi-linear for LSCO17 to approximately
quadratic for LSCO33, is evident in the raw data
and is consistent with previous studies carried
out above Tc (5, 8, 9). At low temperatures, how-
ever, rab(T) develops predominantly T-linear
behavior for the entire doping range 0.18 ≤ p ≤
0.29 [for p = 0.17, data exists only above Tc(H =
0)]. Although evidence for a low-T T-linear re-
sistivity has emerged for single doping concen-
trations in both electron- (10) and hole-doped
(11, 12) cuprates, our measurements show that
the low-T linearity in fact persists over a broad
range of doping.

Single-component analysis. In heavy fermi-
on systems, Dr(T), the T-dependent part of r(T),
is often described by a single term anT

n whose
exponent n(T, H) evolves from the Fermi-liquid
value n = 2 to some anomalous value less than 2
over a narrow temperature and magnetic field
window (13–15). The anomalous exponent in
Dr(T) persists to low temperatures only at the
critical field, Hc. In Fig. 3, we plotted a com-
parative n(T, p) = d(lnDr)/d(ln T) for LSCO by
using the resistivity curves shown in Fig. 2.

For T > 50 K, the resultant phase diagram re-
sembles that seen in prototypical quantum critical
systems, with a narrow region in which rab(T) is
approximately (although not strictly) T-linear sep-
arated from a region where rab(T) varies approx-
imately as T2. As the temperature is lowered,
however, the situation becomes markedly dif-
ferent. Rather than collapsing to a single (critical)
point, the T-linear region in LSCO fans out and
dominates the low-T response. Intriguingly, this
T-linear regime (or more precisely, the region
where n < 1.1) is coincident with both the Tc
parabola (long-dashed white line) and the super-
conducting fluctuation regime (short-dashed white
line) and has thus been obscured until now by
the veil of superconductivity.

Dual-component analysis. Previously, Drab(T)
in overdoped, hole-doped cuprates has been ex-
pressed either as above, that is, as anT

n (1 ≤
n ≤ 2) (16), or as the sum of two components,
a1T + a2T

2 (11, 17, 18). In fig. S2, we describe
in detail why the latter is in fact the more ap-
propriate expression for LSCO. In Fig. 4, A and
B, we show the doping dependences of a1 and
a2, respectively, for two different fitting proto-
cols. The solid squares are coefficients obtained
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Anomalous Criticality in the
Electrical Resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4
R. A. Cooper,1 Y. Wang,1 B. Vignolle,2 O. J. Lipscombe,1 S. M. Hayden,1 Y. Tanabe,3 T. Adachi,3
Y. Koike,3 M. Nohara,4* H. Takagi,4 Cyril Proust,2 N. E. Hussey1†

The presence or absence of a quantum critical point and its location in the phase diagram of high-
temperature superconductors have been subjects of intense scrutiny. Clear evidence for quantum
criticality, particularly in the transport properties, has proved elusive because the important low-
temperature region is masked by the onset of superconductivity. We present measurements of the
low-temperature in-plane resistivity of several highly doped La2–xSrxCuO4 single crystals in which
the superconductivity had been stripped away by using high magnetic fields. In contrast to other
quantum critical systems, the resistivity varies linearly with temperature over a wide doping range
with a gradient that scales monotonically with the superconducting transition temperature. It is
maximal at a critical doping level (pc) ~ 0.19 at which superconductivity is most robust. Moreover,
its value at pc corresponds to the onset of quasi-particle incoherence along specific momentum
directions, implying that the interaction that first promotes high-temperature superconductivity
may ultimately destroy the very quasi-particle states involved in the superconducting pairing.

An important theme in strongly correlated
electron systems is quantum criticality
and the associated quantum phase tran-

sitions that occur at zero temperature upon tuning
a nonthermal control parameter, g (e.g., pressure,
magnetic field H or composition), through a
critical value, gc. One feature of such a system is
the influence that critical fluctuations have on
the physical properties over a wide region in
the (T, g) phase diagram above the quantum
critical point (QCP), inside which the system
shows marked deviations from conventional
Landau Fermi-liquid behavior. A number of can-
didate non–Fermi-liquid systems have emerged,
particularly in the heavy fermion family (1), al-
though there are others, for example, certain
transition metal oxides (2), that display similar
characteristics.

The physics of copper-oxide high-temperature
superconductors may also be governed by prox-
imity to a QCP. The generic temperature-doping
(T, p) phase diagram resembles that seen in the
heavy fermions, with an apparent funnel-shaped
region that either pierces or skirts the supercon-
ducting dome (3). Above this region, cuprates
display an in-plane resistivity, rab, that varies
linearly with temperature over a wide tempera-
ture (4) yet narrow doping (5) range. This T-linear

resistivity has been widely interpreted, in tan-
dem with other anomalous transport properties
(6), as a manifestation of scale-invariant physics
borne out of proximity to the QCP. This view-
point has remained untested, largely because of
the high upper critical field Hc2 values in high-
Tc cuprates that restrict access to the important
limiting low-temperature region below Tc( p).
We used a combination of persistent and pulsed
high magnetic fields to expose the normal state
of La2–xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) over a wide doping
and temperature range and studied the evolution
of rab(T) with carrier density, from the slightly
underdoped (p = 0.15) to the heavily overdoped
( p = 0.33) region of the phase diagram. Our anal-
ysis reveals the presence of a singular doping
concentration in LSCO at which the electronic
response changes, although in a manner distinct
from that observed in other candidate quantum
critical systems.

In-plane resistivity of La2–xSrxCuO4. A series
of high-field rab(T, H) measurements were car-
ried out on overdoped LSCO single crystals with
doping levels of p = 0.18, 0.21, and 0.23 (labeled
hereafter LSCO18, LSCO21, and LSCO23, re-
spectively) with the field aligned perpendicular
to the CuO2 planes in order to suppress the su-
perconductivity. Figure 1A shows the rab(T, H)
data obtained on LSCO23. In order to track the
temperature dependence of the zero-field resistivity
r(T, 0) below Tc, we used a simple, transparent
technique to extrapolate the high-field rab(T, H)
data to the zero-field axis (Fig. 1B). The re-
sultant r(T, 0) values, plotted in Fig. 1C together
with the zero-field rab(T) curve below 70 K,
are found to exhibit a T-linear dependence down
to 1.5 K. For comparison, we also plotted the ab-
solute values of r(T, 48) at a fixed high field of
48 T obtained directly from the vertical dashed
line in Fig. 1A. The temperature dependence of

the latter (analysis-free) values is identical to that
of r(T, 0) and is consistent with earlier 60-T data
taken on LSCO22 (7), showing that the anal-
ysis itself has not introduced any additional,
artificial temperature dependence in r(T, 0). Sim-
ilar pulsed-field measurements and analysis were
carried out for the two other doping levels as
summarized in fig. S1.

Figure 2 shows the resultant r(T, 0) values
plus zero-field rab(T) data for seven different
concentrations ranging from optimal doping
(p = 0.17) to the heavily overdoped, nonsuper-
conducting region (p = 0.33). The gradual cross-
over in the temperature dependence of rab(T),
from quasi-linear for LSCO17 to approximately
quadratic for LSCO33, is evident in the raw data
and is consistent with previous studies carried
out above Tc (5, 8, 9). At low temperatures, how-
ever, rab(T) develops predominantly T-linear
behavior for the entire doping range 0.18 ≤ p ≤
0.29 [for p = 0.17, data exists only above Tc(H =
0)]. Although evidence for a low-T T-linear re-
sistivity has emerged for single doping concen-
trations in both electron- (10) and hole-doped
(11, 12) cuprates, our measurements show that
the low-T linearity in fact persists over a broad
range of doping.

Single-component analysis. In heavy fermi-
on systems, Dr(T), the T-dependent part of r(T),
is often described by a single term anT

n whose
exponent n(T, H) evolves from the Fermi-liquid
value n = 2 to some anomalous value less than 2
over a narrow temperature and magnetic field
window (13–15). The anomalous exponent in
Dr(T) persists to low temperatures only at the
critical field, Hc. In Fig. 3, we plotted a com-
parative n(T, p) = d(lnDr)/d(ln T) for LSCO by
using the resistivity curves shown in Fig. 2.

For T > 50 K, the resultant phase diagram re-
sembles that seen in prototypical quantum critical
systems, with a narrow region in which rab(T) is
approximately (although not strictly) T-linear sep-
arated from a region where rab(T) varies approx-
imately as T2. As the temperature is lowered,
however, the situation becomes markedly dif-
ferent. Rather than collapsing to a single (critical)
point, the T-linear region in LSCO fans out and
dominates the low-T response. Intriguingly, this
T-linear regime (or more precisely, the region
where n < 1.1) is coincident with both the Tc
parabola (long-dashed white line) and the super-
conducting fluctuation regime (short-dashed white
line) and has thus been obscured until now by
the veil of superconductivity.

Dual-component analysis. Previously, Drab(T)
in overdoped, hole-doped cuprates has been ex-
pressed either as above, that is, as anT

n (1 ≤
n ≤ 2) (16), or as the sum of two components,
a1T + a2T

2 (11, 17, 18). In fig. S2, we describe
in detail why the latter is in fact the more ap-
propriate expression for LSCO. In Fig. 4, A and
B, we show the doping dependences of a1 and
a2, respectively, for two different fitting proto-
cols. The solid squares are coefficients obtained
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and bosons: 

2d-YSK theory of 
strange metal

“Fan”
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Resistivity ω → Tn
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Strange metal is
disordered FL*-FL
quantum criticality

Essentially the same
critical theory as for

Ising-nematic ordering.
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Bosonic eigenmodes in random mass Hertz theory
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Integrate out the fermions (assuming fermionic eigenmodes remain extended), and considering
the Landau-damped Hertz theory for the boson alone, in the presence of a random mass.

Sb =

∫
dω



→
∑

→ij↑

Jijεiaεja +
∑

j

[sj
2
ε2
ja +

u

4M

(
ε2
ja

)2]


+
Tϑ

2

∑

ωn

∑

j

|ϖn||εja(ϖn)|2

where a = 1 . . .M is a flavor index for an order parameter with O(M) symmetry.
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Strong disorder RG identical to that for the RTFIM (D.S. Fisher)

eJij = Jij +
Ji2J2j
s2

es2 = 2
s2s3
J23
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J. A. Hoyos, Chetan Kotabage, Thomas Vojta
Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 230601 (2007)

Mapping to RTFIM in strong disorder RG:
O. Motrunich, S.-C. Mau, D.A. Huse and D.S. Fisher,

Phys. Rev. B 61, 1160 (2000)



Effects of Dissipation on a Quantum Critical Point with Disorder

José A. Hoyos, Chetan Kotabage, and Thomas Vojta
Department of Physics, University of Missouri-Rolla, Rolla, Missouri 65409, USA

(Received 19 May 2007; published 4 December 2007)

We study the effects of dissipation on a disordered quantum phase transition withO!N" order-parameter
symmetry by applying a strong-disorder renormalization group to the Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson field
theory of the problem. We find that Ohmic dissipation results in a nonperturbative infinite-randomness
critical point with unconventional activated dynamical scaling while super-Ohmic damping leads to
conventional behavior. We discuss applications to the superconductor-metal transition in nanowires and to
the Hertz theory of the itinerant antiferromagnetic transition.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.230601 PACS numbers: 64.60.Ht, 75.10.Lp, 75.10.Nr, 75.40.#s

The low-temperature properties of quantum many-
particle systems are often sensitive to small amounts of
impurities or defects. Close to quantum phase transitions
(QPTs), the interplay between quantum fluctuations and
random fluctuations due to disorder can destabilize the
conventional critical behavior, leading to exotic phe-
nomena such as quantum Griffiths effects [1,2] and
infinite-randomness critical points [3] as well as smeared
phase transitions [4] (for a recent review see, e.g., Ref. [5]).

In particular, the QPTs in disordered quantum Ising
magnets are governed by infinite-randomness critical
points [3,6] which display slow activated dynamical scal-
ing. In a dissipative environment, the dynamics becomes
even slower. In the experimentally relevant case of Ohmic
dissipation, the tunneling of sufficiently large droplets (the
ones normally responsible for Griffiths phenomena) is
completely suppressed [7,8]. As a result, the sharp quan-
tum phase transition is destroyed by smearing [4].

In contrast, in dissipationless systems with continuous
O!N" order-parameter symmetry, disorder does not induce
exotic infinite-randomness behavior in dimensions d > 1
[9]. This changes in the presence of Ohmic dissipation. It
was recently shown that large locally ordered droplets are
not frozen (in contrast to the Ising case. Instead they dis-
play the exponentially slow dynamics associated with a
quantum Griffiths phase [10]. This leads to the important
question of whether the QPTs of continuous symmetry
order parameters with Ohmic dissipation are also of
infinite-randomness type.

In this Letter, we answer this question and elucidate the
nature of the transition by applying a strong-disorder re-
normalization group (RG) to the Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson
(LGW) order-parameter field theory of the problem. Our
results are summarized as follows: The QPT is controlled
by an exotic infinite-randomness fixed point in the univer-
sality class of the random transverse-field Ising model. The
dynamical scaling is activated rather than power-law, i.e.,
correlation time ! and correlation length " are related via
ln!$ " , with  the tunneling exponent. With decreasing
temperature, the order-parameter susceptibility diverges as
#$ %ln!1=T"&2$#d= =T, and the specific heat vanishes as

C$ %ln!1=T"&#d= . Here, $ is the cluster size exponent.
Close to the QPT, the finite-temperature phase boundary
takes the unusual form Tc $ exp!#const' jrj#% " with r
the dimensionless distance from the QPT and % the corre-
lation length exponent. The exponents  , $, and % are
universal and identical to those of the random transverse-
field Ising model. The resulting phase diagram is shown in
Fig. 1.

Our starting point is a quantum LGW free energy func-
tional for an N-component (N > 1) order-parameter ’ in d
dimensions. The clean action reads

 S (
Z
dydx’!x"!!x; y"’!y" ) u

2N

Z
dx’4!x"; (1)

where x * !x; !" comprises imaginary time ! and position
x,

R
dx * R

dx
R1=T

0 d!, and !!x; y" is the bare inverse
propagator (two-point vertex) whose Fourier transform
reads !!q; !n" ( r) "2

0q2 ) &j!nj2=z0 with r the bare
distance from criticality (the bare gap). "0 is a microscopic
length scale, and !n is a Matsubara frequency. The damp-
ing coefficient & depends on the coupling of the order

FIG. 1 (color online). Temperature-coupling phase diagram
for Ohmic dissipation. IRFP denotes the infinite-randomness
critical point. The phase boundary (solid) and the crossover
line (dashed) between the quantum critical and quantum para-
magnetic (QPM) regions take unusual exponential forms leading
to a wide quantum critical region. Both phases contain Griffiths
regions near the IRFP [10].

PRL 99, 230601 (2007) P H Y S I C A L R E V I E W L E T T E R S week ending
7 DECEMBER 2007

0031-9007=07=99(23)=230601(4) 230601-1  2007 The American Physical Society

T. Vojta and J. Schmalian, PRB 72, 045438 (2005)
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• Each rare region is described by a one-dimensional classical O(M) model

with a long-range 1/ω2 interaction.

• For M → 2, the classical model has an exponentially long correlation time

at weak coupling (low ‘temperature’) - Kosterlitz, 1976.

• This is similar to the classical Ising chain with short-range interactions.
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Similar analysis in d = 1 works very well
A. Del Maestro, B. Rosenow, M. Müller and S. Sachdev,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 035701 (2008).

Aavishkar A. Patel, Peter Lunts, S.S., PNAS 121, e2402052121 (2024)

Bosonic eigenmodes in random mass Hertz theory
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Integrate out the fermions (assuming fermionic eigenmodes remain extended), and considering
the Landau-damped Hertz theory for the boson alone, in the presence of a random mass.

Sω =

∫
dω

[J
2

∑

→ij↑

(εia → εja)
2 +

∑

j

(s+ ϑsj
2

ε2
ja +

u

4M

(
ε2
ja

)2)]

Sωd =
T

2

∑

!

∑

j

(
ϖ|!|+ !2/c2

)
|εja(i!)|2 ,

where a = 1 . . .M is a flavor index for an order parameter with O(M) symmetry. Analyze in a
self-consistent quadratic theory, treating disorder numerically exactly

Sω =

∫
dω

[J
2

∑

→ij↑

(εia → εja)
2 +

∑

j

ϑ̃sj
2

ε2
ja

]

ϑ̃sj = s+ ϑsj +
u

M

∑

a

〈
ε2
ja

〉
Sω+Sωd

= s+ ϑsj + uT
∑

!

∑

ε

ϱεiϱεj

ϖ|!|+ !2/c2 + eε

where eε and ϱεj are eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the ε quadratic form in Sω, labeled by
the index ς = 1 . . . L2 for a L↑ L sample.
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� correlation length ⇠
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� eigenmodes localization length L↵
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� eigenmodes localization length L↵
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� eigenmodes localization length L↵
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L↵ ⇠ [ln(1/e↵)]
µ

Physics of RTFIM, with logarithmically 
slow growth of localization length with 

decreasing energy: 
leads to the strange metal ‘foot’
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Smallest eigenvalue e0 of susceptibility ωij(εn = 0)
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be due to coupling to phonons or the magnetic resonance mode,
and (b) a smooth kink-like effect observed in the normal state due
to a Kramers–Kronig transformation of the PLL scattering rate, as
is shown in the Supplementary Fig. 2.

All curves for one sample have been fit simultaneously to Eq. 1,
greatly constraining the parameter set that can fit the data. The
extracted parameters as a function of doping are shown in Fig. 1c.
One set of parameters α,β,λ, and Γ0 is obtained per sample, with
these four parameters fitting all the ARPES data for all energies
and all normal state temperatures. We do not include the
normalization frequency ωN here because it has been fixed at the
high energy of 0.5 eV (approximately the bottom of the band) for
all samples, which is purposely far beyond the 0.1 eV energy scale
over which the data are fit, minimizing its impact on the obtained
physics. ωN is also fully mathematically irrelevant for the case that
the parameter α= 1/2 and almost irrelevant when α is near 1/2,
as is the case for most important doping values.

Figure 1c shows that λ, and β are essentially independent of
doping level (and also energy and temperature). The β values
(3.5 ± 0.5) are close to the theoretical expectation of π for a Fermi
liquid metal (blue dashed line in Fig. 1c), with this result based
upon the conversion of the Matsubara frequencies from the
imaginary to real axes18. The main experiments that have
addressed this issue in the literature are optics experiments, and
then even for the simple Fermi liquid case, these have not
successfully found the expected scaling between T and ω (see
ref. 13,19,20). Therefore, the β values uncovered here serve as a
combination of a classic theoretical prediction, constraints on
new theories, and a confirmation of the reasonableness of the PLL
form of interactions. The offset parameter Γ0 ranges from about
8–35 meV as a function of doping, as shown by the offset lines in
panel b and discussed more extensively in Supplementary Note 5.

Parameter λ is essentially constant as a function of doping,
pegged to the value 0.5, again confirming the simplicity and

universality of the form of interactions. This value is roughly
consistent with the recent notions of Planckian dissipation that
stated that the optimally doped cuprates had the maximum
possible scattering rate, determined by Planck’s constant10. The
fact that λ is constant across the phase diagram implies that all
doping levels may have this same maximum electronic coupling,
though the form of the coupling (controlled by α) varies strongly
as a function of doping.

The data are shown in Fig. 1b is from 5 samples, 27 individual
cuts of data, each of which contains on order of 50 energy points
and 100 k points, or over 105 data points total. For each sample,
characterizing all of its data with the 5 parameters of Eq. 1 is
impressive. That four of them essentially drop out leaving just the
one linearly varying parameter α is even more so.

Figure 2 shows the imaginary self-energy (with Γ0 subtracted
off) for different doped samples vs. ζ2= {(!hω)2+(βkBT)2}. Each
plot contains many individual temperature curves that all collapse
onto single lines, indicating the nearly ideal scaling behavior of
the data as a function of temperature and frequency. On this
log–log plot a power law function is perfectly linear, with the
slope of the lines giving the Power Law Liquid exponent α, as
shown by the linear dashed lines on each of the plots, with these α
values (slopes) gradually increasing from left to right.

The doping dependence of α is shown in more detail in Fig. 1c,
indicating that it takes on a roughly linear dependence and is very
close to 1/2 at optimal doping. In this case, Eq. 1 reduces to the
hyperbolic form:

Σ00
Opt ¼ Γ0 þ λ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ð!hωÞ2 þ βkBTð Þ2

q
ð2Þ

which is linear in both energy (for T= 0) and temperature (for
ω= 0), i.e. it is of the MFL type of interaction 5 (see the
theoretical plot of Fig. 3b) and the parameter ωN also becomes
irrelevant. If we extrapolate α to very high doping levels (HOD or
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Fig. 1 Experimental electronic self energy Σ” as a function of energy, temperature, and doping. a The self energy is extracted from an ARPES spectrum (top
left) located at the node (green cut, bottom right) by taking momentum cuts at constant energy (top right) to extract momentum widths ΔkMDC(ω)
(bottom left) which are directly proportional to Σ”(ω). b Measured temperature and energy dependence of Σ” for five different samples from underdoped
Tc= 52K (UD52K) through optimal doped Tc= 91K (OPT91K) to overdoped Tc= 75K (OD75K). c Fit results for the three main parameters in the model as
a function of doping. The superconducting dome is schematically illustrated by the inverted parabola. The most relevant parameter is the power α which is
seen to have a simple linear dependence on doping with value 0.5 very near optimal doping.
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The non-superconducting state of the cuprates is debatably
more intriguing and unusual than the high temperature
superconducting state itself. One of the most iconic

aspects, and a key to the electronic interactions out of which the
superconducting state is borne, is the non-Fermi liquid resistivity
above Tc1,2. This non-Fermi liquid behavior, often called the
strange metal state, is characterized by a linearly increasing
resistivity with temperature, counter to the quadratic behavior
expected for electron-electron scattering in Landau’s Fermi liquid
(FL) theory (see for example ref. 3). This linear-in-T strange metal
behavior is considered so unusual that it is believed by many to
signal a new state of matter, motivating many of the most
influential and exotic theoretical ideas of the cuprate problem
including Anderson’s resonating valence bond (RVB)4, the mar-
ginal Fermi liquid (MFL)5, many ideas about quantum critical
points6,7 as well as duals of string-theory models of quantum
gravity8. Linearity in the measured resistivity has also recently
been found in numerous other compounds, with connections
to the cuprate physics sought9. Further, the strength of the cou-
pling has often been described as the maximum possible, i.e.
“Planckian”10.

The strange metal state with linear-in-T scattering occurs near
the middle of the doping phase diagram, roughly above where the
optimal or maximum Tc exists. To the far right at high doping
levels a regular (quadratic in T) Fermi liquid exists, while to the
left at low doping levels is an unusual and poorly understood
pseudogap state in which there is an incomplete suppression of
low-energy spectral weight, especially at the antinodal regime of
the Brillouin zone. And while tremendous effort has been
invested to understand the pseudogap and strange metal
states11,12, a great amount of confusion still exists - for example,
a recent optical spectroscopy study has argued that the normal
state of the underdoped samples may obey a Fermi liquid
quadratic-in-ω and quadratic-in-T scaling of the scattering rates13
—a result that would seem at odds with the general indications
from the literature that the underdoped samples are more and
more strongly correlated/less consistent with conventional Fermi
Liquid physics.

Here we utilize angle resolved photoemission spectroscopy
(ARPES) to study the electronic scattering rates or self-energies of
the Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8 family of cuprate superconductors. The
unique momentum-selectivity of ARPES allows it to measure the
scattering rates in a simple and direct manner simply by looking
at peak widths. We took advantage of the special ability of ARPES
to measure the scattering rates as a function of both energy and
temperature, whereas previous ARPES studies have relied on
either the temperature or energy dependences alone. With this,
we find a scaling in energy and temperature that we term power
law liquid or PLL scaling, with the critical power law exponent
varying smoothly with doping. The exponent is qualitatively
consistent with expectations in the overdoped and optimally
doped regimes, but diverges from the result of optics experiments
in the underdoped regime 13—something we discuss in
detail. Further, we show that the coupling strength is effectively
constant (when framed in the appropriate way) yet extremely
strong throughout the entire doping range – a strength that is
consistent with discussions of “Plankian” dissipation10.

Results and discussion
Electronic interactions from ARPES. Figure 1a presents ARPES
data from an optimally doped Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+δ sample taken in
the normal state at T= 100 K. The data were taken along the
nodal direction where the d-wave superconducting gap is zero.
We use low energy (7 eV) photons, which give enhanced energy
resolution, momentum resolution, and bulk sensitivity compared

to regular ARPES14. A slice through this spectrum at constant
energy, known as a momentum distribution curve (MDC) is
generally a Lorentzian whose width is ΔkMDC(ω), with this width
directly proportional (through the electron velocity dE/dk—see
Supplementary Note 2) to the single particle scattering rate, or
equivalently, the imaginary part of the electron self-energy Σ″(ω).
Through the Kramers–Kronig relation, its dispersion also directly
connects to the real part of the electron self-energy Σ’(ω).

Figure 1b presents a compilation of the energy and
temperature dependence of Σ″(ω) from five differently doped
samples. As a function of energy each spectrum shows an
approximately linear behavior at high energy with an upward
curvature of the scattering rates near EF that are reminiscent of
the Fermi liquid ω2 dependence, though as we will show this
should not be taken as evidence of Fermi liquid behavior. As the
temperature of any one sample is increased the curves shift up to
higher scattering rates. Such a full set of ARPES scattering rate
data as a function of energy and temperature (and doping) has
not, to our knowledge, been previously presented.

Form of electronic interactions. Taking inspiration from (a) the
success of the phenomenological Marginal Fermi Liquid form of
self-energy proposed by Varma 5, and (b) the non-integral power
laws in Anderson’s Hidden Fermi liquid15, we propose the fol-
lowing phenomenological Power Law Liquid or PLL form for the
electronic scattering rates:

Σ00
PLLðωÞ ¼ Γ0 þ λ

!hωð Þ2þ βkBTð Þ2
! "α

!hωNð Þ2α%1 ¼ Γ0 þ λ
ðkBTÞ

2 !hω
kBT

# $2
þβ2

% &% &α

!hωNð Þ2α%1

ð1Þ

where Σ″(ω) is the imaginary part of the self-energy directly
measured in our experiment, Γ0 is an offset parameter accounting
for impurity or disorder scattering, λ is a coupling parameter
indicating the overall strength of the scattering, ωN is a normal-
ization frequency whose exponent maintains the proper dimen-
sionality of the self-energy, parameter β governs the comparative
strengths of temperature and energy, and α is the critical PLL
variable that takes the system from a FL to a MFL, and beyond.
Note that this formalism does not directly contain any low energy
scales that would be associated with superconductivity, the
pseudogap, phonons, or other bosonic modes. The only energy
scale is ωN that is not strictly necessary, but we include to
maintain constant units for coupling parameter λ as a function of
doping. Of all the energy scales in the system the one that closest
matches our ωN is the full conduction bandwidth relative to EF.
This form exhibits ω/T scaling only—a phenomenon commonly
encountered in quantum critical types of theories.

The black dotted lines of Fig. 1b show fits of the data to the
PLL self-energy, which reproduce the data extremely well up to
the rather large scale of 0.1 eV scale that is considered here. This
large energy range does cover the scale of potential bosonic
modes (phonons, magnetic resonance), and while these have a
noticeable effect on the spectra deep in the superconducting state
they appear to only exist (magnetic resonance) or couple strongly
(phonons) at low temperatures, i.e. in the superconducting or
pairing regime. For example, both the very weak 10 meV kink16
and the clear and very strong 50 meV kink that is dominant in the
antinodal regime are only present below the onset of pairing17.
The 70 meV-scale kink is also much weaker above Tc than below
Tc 16, with more of a rounded effect compared to the sharper (in
energy and k) kink effects below Tc, though the general energy
scales of the centroids remain similar. Because of this, we believe
it is likely that there are multiple contributions to the nodal kink
—(a) the boson effect that is observed below Tc, and which might
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be due to coupling to phonons or the magnetic resonance mode,
and (b) a smooth kink-like effect observed in the normal state due
to a Kramers–Kronig transformation of the PLL scattering rate, as
is shown in the Supplementary Fig. 2.

All curves for one sample have been fit simultaneously to Eq. 1,
greatly constraining the parameter set that can fit the data. The
extracted parameters as a function of doping are shown in Fig. 1c.
One set of parameters α,β,λ, and Γ0 is obtained per sample, with
these four parameters fitting all the ARPES data for all energies
and all normal state temperatures. We do not include the
normalization frequency ωN here because it has been fixed at the
high energy of 0.5 eV (approximately the bottom of the band) for
all samples, which is purposely far beyond the 0.1 eV energy scale
over which the data are fit, minimizing its impact on the obtained
physics. ωN is also fully mathematically irrelevant for the case that
the parameter α= 1/2 and almost irrelevant when α is near 1/2,
as is the case for most important doping values.

Figure 1c shows that λ, and β are essentially independent of
doping level (and also energy and temperature). The β values
(3.5 ± 0.5) are close to the theoretical expectation of π for a Fermi
liquid metal (blue dashed line in Fig. 1c), with this result based
upon the conversion of the Matsubara frequencies from the
imaginary to real axes18. The main experiments that have
addressed this issue in the literature are optics experiments, and
then even for the simple Fermi liquid case, these have not
successfully found the expected scaling between T and ω (see
ref. 13,19,20). Therefore, the β values uncovered here serve as a
combination of a classic theoretical prediction, constraints on
new theories, and a confirmation of the reasonableness of the PLL
form of interactions. The offset parameter Γ0 ranges from about
8–35 meV as a function of doping, as shown by the offset lines in
panel b and discussed more extensively in Supplementary Note 5.

Parameter λ is essentially constant as a function of doping,
pegged to the value 0.5, again confirming the simplicity and

universality of the form of interactions. This value is roughly
consistent with the recent notions of Planckian dissipation that
stated that the optimally doped cuprates had the maximum
possible scattering rate, determined by Planck’s constant10. The
fact that λ is constant across the phase diagram implies that all
doping levels may have this same maximum electronic coupling,
though the form of the coupling (controlled by α) varies strongly
as a function of doping.

The data are shown in Fig. 1b is from 5 samples, 27 individual
cuts of data, each of which contains on order of 50 energy points
and 100 k points, or over 105 data points total. For each sample,
characterizing all of its data with the 5 parameters of Eq. 1 is
impressive. That four of them essentially drop out leaving just the
one linearly varying parameter α is even more so.

Figure 2 shows the imaginary self-energy (with Γ0 subtracted
off) for different doped samples vs. ζ2= {(!hω)2+(βkBT)2}. Each
plot contains many individual temperature curves that all collapse
onto single lines, indicating the nearly ideal scaling behavior of
the data as a function of temperature and frequency. On this
log–log plot a power law function is perfectly linear, with the
slope of the lines giving the Power Law Liquid exponent α, as
shown by the linear dashed lines on each of the plots, with these α
values (slopes) gradually increasing from left to right.

The doping dependence of α is shown in more detail in Fig. 1c,
indicating that it takes on a roughly linear dependence and is very
close to 1/2 at optimal doping. In this case, Eq. 1 reduces to the
hyperbolic form:

Σ00
Opt ¼ Γ0 þ λ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ð!hωÞ2 þ βkBTð Þ2

q
ð2Þ

which is linear in both energy (for T= 0) and temperature (for
ω= 0), i.e. it is of the MFL type of interaction 5 (see the
theoretical plot of Fig. 3b) and the parameter ωN also becomes
irrelevant. If we extrapolate α to very high doping levels (HOD or
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Fig. 1 Experimental electronic self energy Σ” as a function of energy, temperature, and doping. a The self energy is extracted from an ARPES spectrum (top
left) located at the node (green cut, bottom right) by taking momentum cuts at constant energy (top right) to extract momentum widths ΔkMDC(ω)
(bottom left) which are directly proportional to Σ”(ω). b Measured temperature and energy dependence of Σ” for five different samples from underdoped
Tc= 52K (UD52K) through optimal doped Tc= 91K (OPT91K) to overdoped Tc= 75K (OD75K). c Fit results for the three main parameters in the model as
a function of doping. The superconducting dome is schematically illustrated by the inverted parabola. The most relevant parameter is the power α which is
seen to have a simple linear dependence on doping with value 0.5 very near optimal doping.
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The non-superconducting state of the cuprates is debatably
more intriguing and unusual than the high temperature
superconducting state itself. One of the most iconic

aspects, and a key to the electronic interactions out of which the
superconducting state is borne, is the non-Fermi liquid resistivity
above Tc1,2. This non-Fermi liquid behavior, often called the
strange metal state, is characterized by a linearly increasing
resistivity with temperature, counter to the quadratic behavior
expected for electron-electron scattering in Landau’s Fermi liquid
(FL) theory (see for example ref. 3). This linear-in-T strange metal
behavior is considered so unusual that it is believed by many to
signal a new state of matter, motivating many of the most
influential and exotic theoretical ideas of the cuprate problem
including Anderson’s resonating valence bond (RVB)4, the mar-
ginal Fermi liquid (MFL)5, many ideas about quantum critical
points6,7 as well as duals of string-theory models of quantum
gravity8. Linearity in the measured resistivity has also recently
been found in numerous other compounds, with connections
to the cuprate physics sought9. Further, the strength of the cou-
pling has often been described as the maximum possible, i.e.
“Planckian”10.

The strange metal state with linear-in-T scattering occurs near
the middle of the doping phase diagram, roughly above where the
optimal or maximum Tc exists. To the far right at high doping
levels a regular (quadratic in T) Fermi liquid exists, while to the
left at low doping levels is an unusual and poorly understood
pseudogap state in which there is an incomplete suppression of
low-energy spectral weight, especially at the antinodal regime of
the Brillouin zone. And while tremendous effort has been
invested to understand the pseudogap and strange metal
states11,12, a great amount of confusion still exists - for example,
a recent optical spectroscopy study has argued that the normal
state of the underdoped samples may obey a Fermi liquid
quadratic-in-ω and quadratic-in-T scaling of the scattering rates13
—a result that would seem at odds with the general indications
from the literature that the underdoped samples are more and
more strongly correlated/less consistent with conventional Fermi
Liquid physics.

Here we utilize angle resolved photoemission spectroscopy
(ARPES) to study the electronic scattering rates or self-energies of
the Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8 family of cuprate superconductors. The
unique momentum-selectivity of ARPES allows it to measure the
scattering rates in a simple and direct manner simply by looking
at peak widths. We took advantage of the special ability of ARPES
to measure the scattering rates as a function of both energy and
temperature, whereas previous ARPES studies have relied on
either the temperature or energy dependences alone. With this,
we find a scaling in energy and temperature that we term power
law liquid or PLL scaling, with the critical power law exponent
varying smoothly with doping. The exponent is qualitatively
consistent with expectations in the overdoped and optimally
doped regimes, but diverges from the result of optics experiments
in the underdoped regime 13—something we discuss in
detail. Further, we show that the coupling strength is effectively
constant (when framed in the appropriate way) yet extremely
strong throughout the entire doping range – a strength that is
consistent with discussions of “Plankian” dissipation10.

Results and discussion
Electronic interactions from ARPES. Figure 1a presents ARPES
data from an optimally doped Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+δ sample taken in
the normal state at T= 100 K. The data were taken along the
nodal direction where the d-wave superconducting gap is zero.
We use low energy (7 eV) photons, which give enhanced energy
resolution, momentum resolution, and bulk sensitivity compared

to regular ARPES14. A slice through this spectrum at constant
energy, known as a momentum distribution curve (MDC) is
generally a Lorentzian whose width is ΔkMDC(ω), with this width
directly proportional (through the electron velocity dE/dk—see
Supplementary Note 2) to the single particle scattering rate, or
equivalently, the imaginary part of the electron self-energy Σ″(ω).
Through the Kramers–Kronig relation, its dispersion also directly
connects to the real part of the electron self-energy Σ’(ω).

Figure 1b presents a compilation of the energy and
temperature dependence of Σ″(ω) from five differently doped
samples. As a function of energy each spectrum shows an
approximately linear behavior at high energy with an upward
curvature of the scattering rates near EF that are reminiscent of
the Fermi liquid ω2 dependence, though as we will show this
should not be taken as evidence of Fermi liquid behavior. As the
temperature of any one sample is increased the curves shift up to
higher scattering rates. Such a full set of ARPES scattering rate
data as a function of energy and temperature (and doping) has
not, to our knowledge, been previously presented.

Form of electronic interactions. Taking inspiration from (a) the
success of the phenomenological Marginal Fermi Liquid form of
self-energy proposed by Varma 5, and (b) the non-integral power
laws in Anderson’s Hidden Fermi liquid15, we propose the fol-
lowing phenomenological Power Law Liquid or PLL form for the
electronic scattering rates:

Σ00
PLLðωÞ ¼ Γ0 þ λ

!hωð Þ2þ βkBTð Þ2
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!hωNð Þ2α%1 ¼ Γ0 þ λ
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where Σ″(ω) is the imaginary part of the self-energy directly
measured in our experiment, Γ0 is an offset parameter accounting
for impurity or disorder scattering, λ is a coupling parameter
indicating the overall strength of the scattering, ωN is a normal-
ization frequency whose exponent maintains the proper dimen-
sionality of the self-energy, parameter β governs the comparative
strengths of temperature and energy, and α is the critical PLL
variable that takes the system from a FL to a MFL, and beyond.
Note that this formalism does not directly contain any low energy
scales that would be associated with superconductivity, the
pseudogap, phonons, or other bosonic modes. The only energy
scale is ωN that is not strictly necessary, but we include to
maintain constant units for coupling parameter λ as a function of
doping. Of all the energy scales in the system the one that closest
matches our ωN is the full conduction bandwidth relative to EF.
This form exhibits ω/T scaling only—a phenomenon commonly
encountered in quantum critical types of theories.

The black dotted lines of Fig. 1b show fits of the data to the
PLL self-energy, which reproduce the data extremely well up to
the rather large scale of 0.1 eV scale that is considered here. This
large energy range does cover the scale of potential bosonic
modes (phonons, magnetic resonance), and while these have a
noticeable effect on the spectra deep in the superconducting state
they appear to only exist (magnetic resonance) or couple strongly
(phonons) at low temperatures, i.e. in the superconducting or
pairing regime. For example, both the very weak 10 meV kink16
and the clear and very strong 50 meV kink that is dominant in the
antinodal regime are only present below the onset of pairing17.
The 70 meV-scale kink is also much weaker above Tc than below
Tc 16, with more of a rounded effect compared to the sharper (in
energy and k) kink effects below Tc, though the general energy
scales of the centroids remain similar. Because of this, we believe
it is likely that there are multiple contributions to the nodal kink
—(a) the boson effect that is observed below Tc, and which might
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