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Strange metals as ersatz Fermi liquids

Dominic V. Else and T. Senthil
Department of Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA

A long standing mystery of fundamental importance in correlated electron physics is to understand
strange non-Fermi liquid metals that are seen in diverse quantum materials. A striking experimental
feature of these metals is a resistivity that is linear in temperature (T ). In this paper we ask what
it takes to obtain such non-Fermi liquid physics down to zero temperature in a translation invariant
metal. If in addition the full frequency (ω) dependent conductivity satisfies ω/T scaling, we argue
that the T -linear resistivity must come from the intrinsic physics of the low energy fixed point.
Combining with earlier arguments that compressible translation invariant metals are ‘ersatz Fermi
liquids’ with an infinite number of emergent conserved quantities, we obtain powerful and practical
conclusions. We show that there is necessarily a diverging susceptibility for an operator that is odd
under inversion/time reversal symmetries, and has zero crystal momentum. We discuss a few other
experimental consequences of our arguments, as well as potential loopholes which necessarily imply
other exotic phenomena.

A diverse variety of ‘strange’ metals are seen [1–5] to
not fit the basic predictions of Fermi liquid theory. Exam-
ples include cuprate high temperature superconductors,
some heavy electron materials tuned to a quantum criti-
cal points, and a growing number of other correlated met-
als (see, eg, Refs. [6–9] ) The non-Fermi liquid physics
manifests itself through unconventional power laws that
go down to energy scales much lower than any micro-
scopic scale. A striking example is a resistivity that in-
creases linearly with temperature over a wide range that
extends to very low temperature. There is currently very
little understanding of this linear resistivity and other
properties in most experimental systems. Understand-
ing these strange metals is widely regarded as one of the
biggest challenges in modern physics.
Here we present a number of general theoretical obser-

vations that provide strong restrictions on the dynamics
of a class of clean strange metals. We expect that this
class includes both the cuprate strange metal as well as
non-Fermi liquid heavy fermion quantum critical metals.
Remarkably we show, under some very general condi-
tions discussed below, that obtaining a linear resistivity
down to T = 0 in a clean metal requires the divergent
susceptibility of an observable that is odd under inver-
sion/time reversal, transforms as a vector under lattice
rotations, and has zero crystal momentum. These are
the same symmetries as those of the loop current order
parameter[10] discussed in the cuprate materials. Thus
our discussion of strange metal transport provides a very
general reason for a diverging loop current susceptibility
in the strange metal which may connect to the various
reports and controversies (for a sampling of some rep-
resentative papers, see Refs. [11–22]) surrounding such
order in the proximate pseudogap metal.
We consider a putative non-Fermi liquid metal with

the following assumed properties:

1. Clean. The system microscopically has U(1) charge
conservation symmetry and lattice translation sym-
metry (no disorder).

2. Conductivity scaling. At low temperatures and fre-

quencies, the conductivity approaches the universal
scaling form

σ(ω, T ) = T−1Σ(ω/T ) (1)

for some function Σ, such that Σ(0) is a nonzero
finite number. In particular, the DC resistivity is
proportional to T .

3. Compressible. The charge ν per unit cell can
be continuously tuned as a function of some mi-
croscopic parameters without affecting the above
properties, and is not pinned to any particular ra-
tional value.

These assumptions are strongly motivated by the ob-
served non-Fermi liquid physics in the cuprates and at
heavy electron quantum critical points. We could per-
haps refer to these assumptions as our “Central Dogmas”
[23, 24]. So let us briefly discuss the experimental evi-
dence for these assumptions.
We begin with the first assumption, whose non-trivial

content is that the observed behavior is a property of a
clean lattice system. Real materials of course have some
level of disorder that breaks lattice translation invariance.
Our assumption then is that to understand the essence
of the strange metal physics including the linear-T re-
sistivity, the disorder is unimportant. Support for this
assumption comes from studies[25] on cuprates that are
artificially damaged by electron irradiation, which pro-
vides a gentle way of tuning the disorder strength. It
is seen that such irradiation increases the residual re-
sistivity at zero temperature but does not change the
slope of the linear resistivity. Moreover, for the cleanest
samples the residual resistivity can be made very small,
and generally is much smaller than the total resistivity
in most of the temperature range where linear resistivity
is observed. This suggests that the residual resistivity
is related to disorder while the physics of linear resis-
tivity is not affected by such disorder, and that there is
a hypothetical perfectly clean limit in which the resid-
ual resistivity goes to zero while the linear resistivity re-
mains. For heavy fermion quantum critical metals, some
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of them like YbRh2Si2 are stoichiometric compounds and
it is perhaps not unreasonable that the basic non-Fermi
liquid physics is not determined by disorder effects.
Next we consider the second assumption, of conduc-

tivity scaling. Linear dc resistivity down to ultra-low
temperatures is of course seen in many non-Fermi liquid
metals. We note, however, that our assumption implies
the absence of a residual zero temperature resistivity; as
mentioned above, we expect that in the clean limit, the
residual resistivity would indeed go to zero. The ω/T
scaling of the frequency dependent conductivity has been
directly demonstrated recently[26] in YbRh2Si2. Evi-
dence for such scaling in the cuprate strange metal regime
has long been reported[27], at least upto ~ω slightly big-
ger1 than kBT .
Finally the third assumption - that the metal is com-

pressible - is widely made in the literature though it
has not been scrutinized in detail experimentally. In the
cuprates the hypothesized quantum critical doping asso-
ciated with the strange metal occurs at slightly different
values in different materials. This is consistent with as-
suming that the critical doping can be continuously tuned
by varying microscopic parameters. It may be possible to
demonstrate this directly by studying the change of crit-
ical doping with pressure in a single cuprate material.
We will obtain some striking theoretical constraints on

metals with these assumed properties, without actually
constructing a specific model of such a metal. Assump-
tions 1 and 3 are also shared by conventional Fermi liq-
uids in clean systems; however, these manifestly do not
satisfy Assumption 2. For example, the DC conductiv-
ity of a clean Fermi liquid scales like σ(0, T ) ∝ T−2

(or faster if umklapp is not effective). Our discussion
builds on the results of Ref. [28] which focused on the
kinematics of compressible translation invariant quan-
tum phases/phase transitions. A key result is that any
such metallic phase has a very large emergent symme-
try and associated conservation laws. Non-Fermi liquids
with such an emergent symmetry were dubbed ‘ersatz
Fermi liquids’. Here we focus on the dynamics of such
ersatz Fermi liquids.

I. STRANGE METAL TRANSPORT IS
“INTRINSIC”

An important distinction to make is between “intrin-
sic” and “extrinsic” resistivity. It is helpful to use the
language of the renormalization group (RG). Quite gen-
erally the low-energy physics of the system is described
by some RG fixed point. The resistivity is “intrinsic” if

1 At higher frequency this scaling is obscured by a power law con-
ductivity which is possibly of a different origin from the putative
quantum criticality; this high frequency power law extends upto
an energy of order 1eV comparable to microscopic scales.

this RG fixed point theory itself has nonzero DC resis-
tivity at nonzero temperature. By contrast, the resistiv-
ity is “extrinsic” if the DC resistivity of the RG fixed
point theory is zero (even at nonzero temperature); then
nonzero resistivity must arise entirely from RG-irrelevant
couplings.
In a conventional clean Fermi liquid, the resistivity is

extrinsic. There the only source of resistivity is umk-
lapp scattering which is an irrelevant perturbation to the
Fermi liquid fixed point2. By contrast, for systems sat-
isfying Assumption 2, the resistivity must be intrinsic.
To see this, note that the conductivity of the system as
a function of frequency, σ(ω, T ), in general depends on
the values of irrelevant couplings. However, the only way
for the asymptotic behavior at small ω and T to be de-
scribed by Eq. (1), is if the right-hand side of Eq. (1)
represents the conductivity of the fixed point theory with
irrelevant terms set to zero; we give a careful proof of
this statement in Appendix A. Since Assumption 2 then
states that Σ(0) < ∞, it follows that the DC conductiv-
ity of the fixed-point theory is not infinite. We remark
that at first glance Eq. (1) as a result for an RG fixed-
point theory might seem surprising from the point of view
of dimensional analysis. However, recall that the Fermi
liquid fixed point also satisfies Eq. (1), albeit with the
scaling function Σ being a delta function. The point is
that in the RG for the Fermi liquid fixed point, there is
a length scale kF (the Fermi wave-vector) that does not
scale in the RG flow.

II. THE EMERGENT SYMMETRIES OF A
STRANGE METAL

Now we turn to examining the consequences of the
assumptions that the metal is clean, and is compress-
ible (Assumptions 1 and 3). We first recall the result of
Ref. [28]. For any system satisfying Assumptions 1 and 3,
the group of emergent internal symmetries in the IR fixed
point theory cannot be a compact finite-dimensional Lie
group. What then could the emergent internal symmetry
group of a strange metal be? A hint is provided by ordi-
nary Fermi liquids which, since they satisfy Assumptions
1 and 3 must indeed obey the constraints of Ref. [28].
A Fermi liquid manages to have a symmetry group that

is not a compact finite-dimensional Lie group because
that the charge at each point on the Fermi surface is

2 There is a slight subtlety here. Within the framework of the
usual Shankar RG[29], Ref. [30] showed that the umklapp terms
were actually formally marginal but nevertheless did not affect
the physics in the low energy limit. when the width of the mo-
mentum window Λ where the theory is defined is taken to zero
at a fixed Fermi momentum. We expect that a slightly differ-
ent formulation of the RG, which keeps track of the running of
the Fermi momentum, will render the umklapp terms formally
irrelevant in agreement with their unimportance for the physics.
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separately conserved. Specifically (in two dimensions,
say) any operator of the form

∫
f(θ)n̂(θ)dθ (2)

is conserved, for any smooth function f(θ), where θ is
some coordinate parameterizing the Fermi surface, and
where n̂(θ) is the linear charge density operator with
respect to θ; thus the total charge of the system is
Q̂ =

∫
n̂(θ)dθ, while the momentum can be expressed

as

P̂ =

∫
k(θ)n̂(θ)dθ, (3)

where k(θ) is the momentum of point θ on the Fermi sur-
face. Therefore, the emergent internal symmetry group
of the Fermi liquid is an infinite-dimensional continuous
group. As explained in Ref. [28] this emergent symmetry
is anomalous. Some (though not all) universal properties
of a Fermi liquid can be understood directly in terms of
its emergent symmetry and the associated anomaly.
It is interesting to postulate that the emergent internal

symmetry and anomaly of the strange metal fixed point
is the same as a Fermi liquid, despite having no quasipar-
ticles. Ref. [28] introduced the term ersatz Fermi liquid

to refer to such a system, Now we will examine the very
striking consequences of this postulate. In Section V, we
discuss other possibilities.

III. CHARGE TRANSPORT IN ERSATZ FERMI
LIQUIDS

There is a tension between the strange metal being an
ersatz Fermi liquid and having nonzero resistivity. Any
conserved quantity risks leading to dissipationless current
flow if it has nonzero overlap with the electrical current,
since the conservation law then prevents the current from
fully relaxing.
For simplicity, let us first consider the case of an er-

satz Fermi liquid in two spatial dimensions with contin-
uous rotational symmetry. In that case, the only con-
served quantities that can overlap with the current are

n1 and n−1 = n†
1, where we defined the Fourier com-

ponents of the n̂(θ)’s: n̂l = 1
2π

∫ 2π

0 e−ilθn̂(θ)dθ. These
are closely related to the momentum, since we have
k(θ) = kF (cos θ, sin θ) which implies from Eq. (3) that
Px = π(n̂1+ n̂−1) and Py = π(n̂1− n̂−1)/i. Then [31–33]
(see also Appendix B for an easy argument) the real part
of the frequency-dependent conductivity is given by

σ(ω) =
πQ2

M
δ(ω) + (non-singular part), (4)

where Q is the charge density, and

M :=
1

V
χPxPx :=

1

V

(
∂

∂v

)
〈Px〉H−vPx

∣∣∣∣
v=0

, (5)

can be interpreted as the “mass density”, where 〈·〉H−vPx

denotes a thermal expectation value with the Hamilto-
nianH replaced byH−vPx. The delta function in Eq. (4)
leads to infinite DC conductivity (unless its coefficient is
zero). This is an example of the “momentum bottleneck”
for current relaxation.

Is there any way to suppress the delta function in
Eq. (4) in order to obtain finite DC conductivity?
Strange metals are supposed to exist at finite charge den-
sity, so Q 6= 0. Therefore, the only way to suppress the
delta function is if M is infinite. Going beyond the as-
sumption of continuous rotational symmetry, and for any
spatial dimension, we show in Appendix B that it remains
the case that the only way to suppress the delta function
in the conductivity at zero frequency for an ersatz Fermi
liquid, assuming generic charge density [Assumption 3],
is for a certain susceptibility of the n̂(θ)’s to diverge.
Therefore, we have reached one of the principal conclu-
sions of our paper: Assumptions 1–3, if satisfied by way
of the system being an ersatz Fermi liquid, imply the
divergence of a susceptibility of the emergent conserved
quantities.

Note that, as defined by Eq. (5), M is the suceptibility

of a quantity P̂x that is odd under time-reversal and in-
version symmetry. In fact, in Appendix B we show that
even without continuous rotation symmetry, and in any
spatial dimension, the operator for which the divergent
susceptibility suppresses the delta function in Eq. (4)
must share the same symmetry properties as the electri-
cal current operator. Thus, it is odd under time-reversal
symmetry and inversion symmetry, while under lattice
rotation symmetry, it transforms as a vector. This sug-
gests that the divergent susceptibility could potentially
be a signature of a continuous phase transition into a
phase that (among other features) spontaneously breaks
inversion and time-reversal symmetry, a point we return
to later.

Finally, note that at any T > 0 the susceptibility will
probably be finite, while the emergent conservation laws
will be violated by irrelevant operators. Since the ac-
tual microscopic system always contains irrelevant cou-
plings, at nonzero temperature there will be an interplay
between two effects: firstly, one expects (say in the con-
tinuous rotation symmetry case) that M becomes finite;
secondly the conserved quantities n̂(θ) are no longer per-
fectly conserved and instead acquire a finite lifetime τ .
In that case, one expects the delta function in Eq. (4) to
be replaced by a Lorentzian with width τ−1. This gives
a coherent contribution to the DC conductivity, namely
σcoherent
DC = Q2τ/M. The scaling of σcoherent

DC as the tem-
perature goes to zero will then depend on a competi-
tion between how fast M and τ diverge. It is possible
that σcoherent

DC could fail to go to zero, or even diverge, as
T → 0.

One might object that if σcoherent
DC does not go to zero as

T → 0, then our Assumption 2 is not satisfied, and hence
the arguments of our paper are not applicable in the first
place. However, if one formulates our Assumption 2 in a
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sufficiently precise way in terms of distributions as we do
in Appendix A0 b, then one can show that this formu-
lation of the assumption is still satisfied provided that τ
diverges more rapidly than ∼ 1/T as T → 0, as it should
since the finite lifetime is due to an irrelevant coupling.
Note that in practice, one does not necessarily expect

to experimentally observe the σcoherent
DC contribution to

the DC conductivity; because the weight Q2/M goes to
zero as T → 0, at low temperatures even a small amount
of disorder could lead to a large but finite τ and thus
suppress σcoherent

DC .

IV. EXPERIMENTAL TESTS

We next describe a number of experimental tests of the
idea that the strange metal is an ersatz Fermi liquid.

A. Crossover to off-critical resistivity and scaling

One signature is the scaling of resistivity in cases where
the strange metal occurs at a quantum critical point
proximate to a Landau Fermi liquid. Then, away from
criticality, M in Eq. (4)will become finite, thereby reacti-
vating the mechanism of conserved quantities preventing
current decay. The conductivity will be dominated at low
frequencies and temperatures by the delta function peak
in Eq. (4) (which can get broadened with width ∝ T 2 due
to momentum relaxation from irrelevant couplings). But
since the weight of this peak precisely goes to zero at the
critical point, where the conductivity must instead have a
different origin, we should not expect the conductivity at
low temperatures and frequencies near the critical point
to collapse onto a universal scaling curve. By contrast,
if one of the loopholes discussed in Section V applies,
and the strange metal is not an ersatz Fermi liquid, then
it is conceivable that such a scaling collapse could occur.
This conclusion will hold irrespective of the nature of the
detailed crossover from the ersatz Fermi liquid quantum
critical fixed point to the ordinary Fermi liquid.
It is sometimes observed that in the proximate Fermi

liquid near a strange metal quantum critical point, the
resistivity ρ(T )− ρ(0) = AT 2 with A diverging upon ap-
proaching the critical point3 while the critical point itself

3 This is seen in heavy fermion quantum critical points. The
situation in the cuprates is murky. An analysis of overdoped-
La2−xSrxCuO4 (LSCO) in a high magnetic field[34] surprisingly
found that the resistivity was linear at low T through out the
overdoped region. However this analysis involved exrapolating
the measured high field resistivity to zero field by subtracting a
quadratic magnetoresistance. The data (at least in the vicinity
of optimal doping) is actually better fit by a linear magnetoresis-
tance in the measured field range ; indeed recent experiments[35]
on LSCO thin films find such a linear magnetoresistance. Thus
a clear understanding of whether the low-T overdoped cuprate
is a Fermi liquid or not awaits clarification.

shows linear resistivity. For an ersatz Fermi liquid, the di-
verging A coefficient should not be part of a scaling func-
tion with the linear resistivity. Such a scaling has been
attempted in heavy electron systems (Ref. [36]); our dis-
cussion calls for careful scrutiny of this scaling plot. It
would also be very interesting to determine how exactly
the AC conductivity crosses over from the “broad” peak
of width ∼ T in the strange metal [see Eq. (1)] to the
much narrower Drude peak in the Fermi liquid.

B. Inversion/time reversal breaking order

We argued - on general grounds - that if the strange
metal is an ersatz Fermi liquid (or a variant) then it is
necessary that a susceptibility of the emergent conserved
n̂(θ) must diverge in order to obtain the required resis-
tivity. For this to work, the susceptibility must diverge
in channels that have overlap with the current operator.
Thus the low energy theory has observables O which are
time reversal/inversion odd, live at zero crystal momen-
tum, transforms as a vector under lattice rotations, and
whose susceptibility diverges. This is a firm prediction
of the ersatz Fermi liquid hypothesis for strange metals
that could potentially be tested.
In the cuprates, there have been many reports (and

controversies) of ordering that spontaneously breaks pre-
cisely the symmetries of such observables O (see, eg,
Refs. [11–17, 19–22]). These have been usually inter-
preted microscopically in terms of loop current ordering.
Remarkably, our considerations, which come from a com-
pletely different line of thought, demand the existence
of critically diverging fluctuations of such order in the
strange metal regime. This may be consistent with the
emergence of static order in the pseudogap ground state.
However we caution that the pseudogap ground state is
not just an ordinary Fermi liquid metal in the presence
of such order. Rather on top of whatever transforma-
tion underlies the evolution between the overdoped and
underdoped metallic ground states (eg, a Fermi surface
jump), our considerations make it plausible that there is a
breaking of time reversal/inversion symmetries. Further-
more the diverging susceptibility of an order parameter
at a quantum critical points does not necessarily imply
that one of the proximate phases has static order for the
corresponding observable, as is known from a number of
theoretical examples.

C. Quantum oscillations

Another experimental test that one could consider in
principle, although in practice it may be difficult to re-
alize, is based on quantum oscillations. Consider any
system in two spatial dimensions with lattice translation
symmetry and U(1) charge conservation symmetry, and
let ν be the average charge per unit cell. Then we say the
system exhibits universal quantum oscillations if, upon
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applying a weak magnetic field B, the properties of the
system (for example, resistivity) are periodic in 1/B with
period

∆(1/B) =
e

2π~

1

ρ
(6)

where ρ is some number (the “effective charge density”)
such that ρVunit = ν [mod 1], where Vunit is the volume of
the unit cell. (For spinful systems, there is an additional
factor of 2 in this relation).
Quantum oscillations were originally derived for Fermi

liquids, based on a semiclassical quantization argument
for the orbits of quasiparticles. However, in fact one ex-
pects quantum oscillations for any system where the dis-
crete microscopic translation symmetry gets extended to
an emergent continuous symmetry4 [28], as happens for
example for an ersatz Fermi liquid in which the Fermi
surface does not wrap non-trivially around the Brillouin
zone. We expect, moreover, that the converse also holds,
so that universal quantum oscillations can be considered
an experimental signature of the microscopic translation
symmetry getting extended to an emergent continuous
symmetry. When this occurs, then by a similar argument
to the ersatz Fermi liquid case discussed above but, we
emphasize, without needing to assume the system is an
ersatz Fermi liquid, then the only way to get intrinsic
resistivity would be to have a diverging “mass density”,
corresponding to a diverging susceptibility.
Unfortunately, for hole-doped cuprate materials that

are clean enough that one can expect to observe quantum
oscillations, the critical magnetic field required to sup-
press superconductivity down to zero temperature at crit-
ical doping is larger than is accessible with current tech-
nology; for example it is estimated that the critical field is
about 150 T in YBCO [37]. Meanwhile, at heavy fermion
critical points, a magnetic field tunes the system out of
criticality, again complicating a direct determination of
the possibility of quantum oscillations associated with
the quantum critical state. Therefore, it has not been
possible to verify whether the zero-temperature quantum
critical point that is believed to control a strange metal
exhibits quantum oscillations. However, hopefully this
might be possible in the future.
We remark that electron-doped cuprates exhibit T -

linear resistivity in a range of dopings [38, 39] (see
Refs. 40 and 41 for reviews); quantum oscillations have
been reported for some of these materials [42] but not in
the same doping range as the T -linear resistivity. This
seems worthy of further study.

4 To be more precise, we say for a system in d spatial dimensions
that the microscopic translation symmetry gets extended to an
emergent continuous symmetry if the emergent symmetry of the
low-energy theory has a subgroup Gtrans

∼= R
d such that the

microscopic translation symmetry acts on the low-energy the-
ory through a Z

d subgroup of Gtrans. Note that Gtrans could,
and will except in the case of ultra-local quantum criticality (see
Section VA), represent an internal symmetry.

V. POTENTIAL LOOPHOLES

The discussion in this paper has been based on the
assumption that the strange metal is an ersatz Fermi
liquid. It is important to consider what other possibilities
are available (we confine ourselves to spatial dimensions
d ≥ 2 where the results of Ref. [28] should apply). Let us
remark from the outset, however, that all of the loopholes
described below might be difficult to reconcile with the
experimental observation in cuprates of a sharp Fermi
surface that seemingly obeys Luttinger’s theorem. As
discussed in Ref. [28], all ersatz Fermi liquids share these
properties, but it is not clear how they would arise more
generally in the absence of a conserved charge associated
with each point in the Fermi surface, as occurs in an
ersatz Fermi liquid.

A. Ultra-local quantum criticality

One possibility is that the arguments of Ref. [28] sim-
ply do not hold. Of course, these arguments were never
mathematically rigorous, but at the physical level it is
hard to see what could go wrong. There is only one pos-
sible loophole that we can think of, as follows. A central
assumption of Ref. [28] was that the microscopic lattice
translation symmetry becomes an internal symmetry in
the IR theory. The rationale for this is that the renor-
malization group flow should involve a spatial rescaling,
and therefore the effective unit cell size goes to zero. The
loophole would be if there is no spatial rescaling in the
renormalization group flow (only time rescaling) at any
point in the flow starting from the microscopic system.
Physically this means that the spatial correlation length
of the critical fluctuations is finite while the correlations
in time are long ranged. This seems like an incredibly
strong condition and it is not clear whether it could ever
be satisfied in a clean many body system which micro-
scopically has a finite number of degrees of freedom per
unit cell. We refer to this condition as “Ultra-local quan-
tum criticality”.
We emphasize the distinction with popular notions of

‘local quantum criticality’ which figure prominently in
many discussions of strange metals. In contrast to what
we discussed in the previous paragraph the usual local
quantum criticality scenarios do not present a loophole
to the results of Ref. [28]. One version of local quantum
criticality is where the spatial correlation length diverge
but only slower than any power of the time correlation
length. In clean systems such criticality has been dis-
cussed in, eg, Ref. [43] in dissipative XY models; gener-
alizations have been presented as a possible theory of the
cuprate strange metal - for a review see Ref. [3]. Both
this version of local quantum criticality and the “Ultra-
local quantum criticality” may be loosely characterized
by saying that the dynamical critical exponent z = ∞.
However evading the constraints of Ref. [28] requires not
just that z = ∞ but that the spatial correlation length
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stays finite.
A different version of local quantum criticality - pop-

ular in the literature[44] on heavy fermion criticality - is
where both spatial and temporal correlations diverge as
power laws but only the temporal correlations have an
anomalous exponent. The corresponding dynamical crit-
ical exponent z is finite. This scenario too, if realized,
will be subject to the constraints of Ref. [28].
Note that certain holographic theories of non-Fermi

liquids [45–49] have z = ∞, which probably means that
they can evade the result of Ref. [28], at least at the level
of the holographic theories themselves, if one treats them
as an effective theory and does not worry about their ori-
gin from the microscopic degrees of freedom. However,
from the point of view of a microscopic lattice model,
these theories can at best represent the IR limit. If there
were such a lattice model, it would have to exhibit ultra-
local quantum criticality to avoid generating an internal
symmetry. However, it is not clear that such a micro-
scopic lattice model exists.

B. Non-compact finite dimensional symmetry
group

Another possibility is that the the emergent internal
symmetry group is a finite-dimensional Lie group, but is
non-compact. This is in principle allowed by the results
of Ref. [28], but a non-compact finite-dimensional inter-
nal symmetry group is a somewhat bizarre thing to con-
template in a theory that arises from a microscopic lattice
model with finite Hilbert space dimension per site, and
we do not know of any examples that could arise in con-
densed matter systems5. Still, since all the alternatives
are also highly exotic, we must still keep this possibility
in mind.
If such an emergent symmetry is allowed then we will

not have an infinite number of emergent conserved quan-
tities. It is interesting to contemplate a simple example
(in d spatial dimensions) where the emergent internal
symmetry is U(1)× Zd. Then microscopic lattice trans-
lations embed in the low energy theory as the discrete
internal symmetry group Zd. In this case, in the low
energy theory the only conserved quantity corresponding
to a non-discrete symmetry (it is only these which po-
tentially lead to infinite conductivity) in the low energy
theory is the total charge itself. Then we do not have to
worry about any mixing of the current with momentum
(or other conserved quantities). A theory with this emer-

5 Note that the infinte-dimensional emergent symmetry group of
an ersatz Fermi liquid, the “loop group” LU(1) [28], while it is
non-compact in the literal sense, should still perhaps be thought
of as an infinite-dimensional generalization of finite-dimensional
compact Lie groups, rather than of finite-dimensional non-
compact Lie groups, since it shares a number of properties with
the former.

gent symmetry will have an intrinsic conductivity which
may match Eqn. 1.

C. Considering other possibilities

Next, we could imagine that the emergent symmetry
group is indeed an infinite-dimensional group, but differ-
ent from that of an ersatz Fermi liquid. However, it seems
very likely that the discussion above and in Appendix B
would generalize to such a case, and one would again con-
clude that there must be a diverging susceptibility of the
conserved quantities.

A final possibility is that the system could have emer-
gent higher-form symmetries, which also are a potential
loophole in the results of Ref. [28]. However, as discussed
there it does not seem likely that such higher-form sym-
metries could allow the system to exist at generic charge
filling ν, unless there is also an infinite-dimensional 0-
form symmetry group present, in which case the argu-
ments of this paper would still apply.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have unveiled a powerful new ap-
proach to understanding strange metals. Rather than
trying to find theoretical models that can reproduce the
phenomenology, which has so far eluded the commu-
nity, we are able to make considerable progress through
general structural arguments based only on minimal as-
sumptions. Through such an approach, we have made
strong model-independent predictions about the nature
of strange metals. We expect that our results will narrow
down the search for a theoretical understanding of these
mysterious and fascinating phases of matter.
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Appendix A: Proof of intrinsic resistivity

In this section, we will give the argument that our As-
sumption 2 implies that the resistivity must be intrinsic;
that is, the DC conductivity of the fixed point theory
must be finite. For clarity, we first give a quick, not to-
tally precise argument, followed by a more precise version
of the argument.

a. Rough argument

In general the DC conductivity is given by σ(ω, T ) =
F (ω, T, u), where u represents the strength of the irrele-
vant couplings. By definition, the RG flow must satisfy

s1+δF (sT, sω, u(s)) = F (T, ω, u), (A1)

where u(s) is the coupling that results from u upon an
RG flow in which time is rescaled by s−1, and where δ is
some as yet unspecified scaling exponent. (For a Fermi
liquid, δ = 0, since for u = 0 the conductivity is a delta
function of frequency). Now let us choose s = T0/T .
This gives

F (T, ω, u) = (T0/T )
1+δF (T0, ωT0/T, u(T0/T )) (A2)

Therefore, we have at low temperatures and frequencies,
taking into account that u(s) → 0 as s → ∞:

F (T, ω, u) ≈ T−1−δΣ(ω/T ), (A3)

where we defined Σ(x) = T 1+δ
0 F (T0, T0x, 0). Comparing

with Eq. (1) shows that δ = 0 and Σ(0) is a nonzero
finite number. But then since the DC conductivity at
nonzero temperature and with the irrelevant terms set
to zero (u = 0) is given by

σDC = F (T, 0, 0) = T−1Σ(0), (A4)

which is nonzero and finite, we conclude that the resis-
tivity is intrinsic.

b. More precise argument

Now we will restate the above argument in a more
mathematically precise way.
First of all, let us reformulate Assumption 2 from the

main text (scaling of conductivity) more precisely. Define
the function

ΣT (x) := Tσ(xT, T ). (A5)

Then the precise statment of Assumption 2 is that

lim
T→0+

ΣT = Σ, (A6)

where Σ is a continuous function such that 0 < Σ(0) <
∞, and we define the limit of functions in the distribution
sense, that is Eq. (A6) is equivalent to saying that

lim
T→0+

∫
ΣT (x)ϕ(x)dx =

∫
Σ(x)ϕ(x)dx, (A7)

for any compactly supported continuous test function ϕ.

Now let us suppose that σ(ω, T ) = F (ω, T, u0), for
some fixed value of the irrelevant couplings u0, where
the function F obeys the scaling relation

F (ω, T, u) = s1+δF (sω, sT,Ls(u)), (A8)

where u 7→ Ls(u) represents the RG flow on u. This
implies that, upon choosing some fixed T0:

σ(ω, T ) = (T0/T )
1+δF (T0, ωT0/T,LT0/T (u0)) (A9)

= T−1−δΣ̃LT0/T (u0)(ω/T ), (A10)

where we defined Σ̃u(x) := T 1+δ
0 F (T0, T0x, u). Now

the definition of an irrelevant coupling implies that
lims→∞ Ls(u0) = 0, and we furthermore assume that

Σ̃u(x) is continuous in u as u → 0, i.e. limu→0Σ̃u = Σ̃0 in

the distribution sense. [In principle, Σ̃0 could be a proper
distribution, e.g. it could include delta function peaks.]
Then, from Eq. (A10) and the definition of ΣT (x) [no

tilde] above, we find that ΣT (x) = T−δΣ̃LT0/T (u0)(x).

By taking the limit in the distribution sense, we now
obtain the following results depending on δ:

• If δ > 0, then from Σ̃LT0/T (u) = T δΣT and tak-

ing the limit in the distribution sense as T → 0+

we obtain Σ̃0 = 0 (in the distribution sense, that
is, it gives zero when integrated against any test
function).

• If δ < 0, then similarly to above we obtain Σ = 0 (in
the distribution sense). However, this contradicts
our assumption that Σ(0) 6= 0 and Σ is continu-
ous, because any such function is not zero in the
distribution sense.

• δ = 0. Then we obtain Σ̃0 = Σ.

Observe that the intrinsic conductivity (i.e. the con-
ductivity of the IR theory with all irrelevant terms set

to zero) is given by σintrinsic(ω, T ) = T−1−δΣ̃0(ω/T ).
Therefore, the first case of δ > 0, since we found that

Σ̃0 = 0 we would conclude that the intrinsic conductiv-
ity is strictly zero at all frequencies. This does not seem
plausible in a theory with charged degrees of freedom,
and we therefore exclude this possibility. Therefore, the

only remaining possibility is that δ = 0 and Σ̃ = Σ0,
which [since by assumption Σ0(0) < ∞] implies that the
DC resistivity is intrinsic.
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Appendix B: The effect of conserved quantities on
conductivity

In this appendix, we derive the formula Eq. (4) for the
weight of the delta function in the conductivity σ(ω) at
ω = 0 for an ersatz Fermi liquid and extend to the case
without continuous rotational symmetry.

Suppose we consider a Hamiltonian H that has k
extensive conserved Hermitian operators M1, · · · ,Mk.
Then we can introduce the corresponding thermodynam-
ically conjugate parameters η1, · · · , ηk and then consider
the Gibbs ensemble

ρ =
1

Z
e−β(H−ηaMa). (B1)

We will assume that, before being disturbed, the state of
the system is just given by the grand canonical ensemble

ρ =
1

Z
e−β(H−µQ), (B2)

where Q is the total charge operator. Since Q is itself
a conserved quantity, it must be expressible as a linear
combination of the Ma’s, i.e. Q = qaMa for some coeffi-
cients qa. Thus, Eq. (B2) amounts to saying that before
being disturbed, ηa = ηa∗ , with

ηa∗ = qaµ. (B3)

We can define the susceptibility matrix

χab := β
∂2

∂ηa∂ηb
logZ

∣∣∣∣
η=η∗

(B4)

Thermodynamic stability requires that this matrix be
positive-definite.

We can also define the generalized susceptibility be-
tween any two operators as

χAB :=

∫ β

0

〈A†B(iλ)〉dλ − β〈A†〉〈B〉, (B5)

where the expectation values are taken with respect to
the ensemble Eq. (B1), and B(iλ) = e−λKBeλK , with
K = H − µQ. We observe that it is symmetric: χAB =
χ∗
BA. We can also write

χAB =
d

ds
〈A†〉K−sB

∣∣∣∣
s=0

, (B6)

where 〈·〉Γ denotes an expectation value taken with re-
spect to e−βΓ/(Tr e−βΓ). In particular we have that
χab = χMaMb .

Now we consider the case where we set B = J i, the
current operator. Then we know that we can write J i =
i[H,Πi], where Πi is the polarization operator. Hence,

we find

χAJi = i

∫ β

0

〈A†[H,Πi(iλ)]〉dλ (B7)

= i

∫ β

0

〈A†[H − µQ,Πi(iλ)]〉 (B8)

= i

〈
A†

∫ β

0

d

dλ
Πi(iλ)

〉
(B9)

= i〈A†Πi(iβ)−A†Πi〉 (B10)

= i〈[Πi, A†]〉. (B11)

where we used the fact that Q commutes with Πi.
Suppose we furthermore assume that A commutes with

the Hamiltonian H . Then from linear response theory,
we know if we switch on an electric field E (corresponding
to replacing the Hamiltonian with H+EiΠ

i – we use the
repeated index summation convention), then the rate of
change of the expectation value of A† is

d

dt
〈A†〉E = iEi〈[Π

i, A†]〉 = EiχAJi . (B12)

For example, if A = pj = Pj/V , i.e. the momentum
density (where V is the total system volume), then we
know that in response to an electric field we must have

〈ṗj〉E = QEj , (B13)

where Q is the charge density. Therefore we conclude
that

χpjJi = Qδij . (B14)

Now let us compute the weight of the delta function
in the conductivity σ(ω) at ω = 0. Observe that this is
equal to πlimt→∞σ(t), where σ(t) is the real-time con-
ductivity. Recall that Eiσ

ij(t) describes the current at
time t after an electric field impulse Ei is applied at t = 0.
The reason why σ(t) might not go to zero as t → ∞ is
that the electric field can push the system into an equi-
librium configuration with a different expectation value
of the conserved quantities Ma, or equivalently a differ-
ent value of the thermodynamic potentials ηa. In linear
response, ηa can only be shifted by an infinitesimal value
δηa, and so we can compute

J i(t = ∞) = (δηa)χJiMa
(B15)

= (χ−1)abδ〈Mb〉χJiMa
. (B16)

Since we know from Eq. (B12) that δ〈Mb〉 = χJiMb
Ei, we

find that the conductivity tensor is given by

σ(t = ∞)ij =
1

V
(χ−1)abχJiMa

χJjMb
. (B17)

In this derivation we have assumed for simplicity that the
energy decouples from the other conserved quantities in
the sense that χHMa = 0. We show in section B0 a that



9

the main conclusions of this section are unchanged if one
lifts this assumption.
Now let us specialize to the case of an ersatz Fermi liq-

uid in spatial dimension d = 2, which has the conserved
quantities n̂(θ). From the ’t Hooft anomaly of the emer-
gent symmetry group one finds [28] that in response to
an electric field E,

〈
d

dt
n̂(θ)

〉

E

=
V mq

(2π)2
ǫijEi

dkj(θ)

dθ
(B18)

Hence, we find

χJin(θ) =
V mq

(2π)2
ǫij

dkj(θ)

dθ
, (B19)

where k(θ) is the momentum of the point on the Fermi
surface specified by θ.
Let us now further specialize to the case where we im-

pose continuous rotational symmetry. In this case we
have k(θ) = kF (cos θ, sin θ). It is convenient to work in
a different basis of the conserved quantities, namely the
Fourier components 6

n̂l =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

e−ilθn̂(θ)dθ. (B20)

In this basis the susceptibilty matrix must be diagonal:

χll′ := χn̂ln̂l′
= χlδl,l′ , (B21)

while the x component of Eq. (B19) can be written as

χJxn̂l′
=

V mqkF
8π2

(δl,1 + δl,−1) (B22)

Substituting into Eq. (B17), we find

σ(t = ∞) = V
(mqkF )

2

32π4

1

χ1
(B23)

from which we can recover Eq. (4) in the main text if we
use Px = πkF (n̂1 + n̂−1) and invoke Luttinger’s theorem
for ersatz Fermi liquids [28] to identify the charge density
as Q = mqk2F /(4π).
Returning to the general case, if we look at Eq. (B17),

then then there are only two ways to get the conductivity
tensor σ(t = ∞) to zero: either (i) χJiMa

= 0 for all i, a;
or else (ii) χ−1 is not positive-definite, i.e. it has a zero
eigenvalue, corresponding to an infinite eigenvalue of χ.
Possibility (i) turns out to be untenable for describ-

ing strange metals as ersatz Fermi liquids. For example,
in Eq. (B23) it would correspond to setting mqkF = 0,
which would imply that Q = 0. More generally, in any
ersatz Fermi liquid in d = 2 (not necessarily assuming

6 Since these are not Hermitian, strictly speaking some of the for-
mulas above must be slightly modified

rotational symmetry), then from Eq. (B19) and the Lut-
tinger’s theorem for ersatz Fermi liquids [28] we conclude
that χJin(θ) = 0 for all θ would correspond to the charge
per unit cell ν being 0 mod 1, in contradiction to our As-
sumption 3. One also has a similar conclusion in other
spatial dimensions d.

Finally, let us prove the claim we made in the main
text, that the spatial and time-reversal symmetry prop-
erties of the operator whose susceptibility diverges are
inherited from those of the current operator. To see this,
we assume that the action of spatial and time-reversal
symmetries on the Ma’s is described by a real linear rep-
resentation Γ b

a (g), and that there is a positive-definite
“metric tensor” ηab such that Γ is metric-preserving (one
can readily verify that this is the case for ersatz Fermi
liquids). We introduce operators Oi according to

Oi = ηabχJiMa
Mb. (B24)

Clearly, Oi inherits the symmetry transformation prop-
erties of the current J i. What we want to prove is that
the susceptibility of Oi must diverge.

We can work in a basis in which η is the identity ma-
trix. Since χ−1 is symmetric, it follows that there exists
an orthogonal matrix U such that Uχ−1U−1 = D, where
D is a diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are the
eigenvalues of χ−1. In order for the weight Eq. (B17) to
be fully suppressed, it is necessary for some of the eigen-
values of χ−1 to be zero. To avoid issues with inverting
a singular matrix, we will instead consider what happens
as certain eigenvalues of χ−1 approach zero as a param-
eter γ of the Hamiltonian goes to zero. Then U and D
are functions of γ. However, as the space of orthogonal
matrices is compact, one is entitled to assume that Uγ

approaches a limit U∗ as γ → 0. Since we are only in-
terested in the asymptotic behavior as γ → 0, we can
assume that Uγ = U∗ independently of γ. Now we work
in the basis described by the change of basis matrix U∗,
so that χ and χ−1 are diagonal, specifically:

χab = χaδab (B25)

(no implicit summation here and in the following). For
some set I, we have that limγ→0 χ

−1
a = 0 for a ∈ I. Then

we have

χOiOi =
∑

a

(χMαJi)2χa, (B26)

and [from Eq. (B17)]:

σ(t = ∞)ii =
∑

a

(χMaJi)2χ−1
a . (B27)

χMaJi must be nonzero for at least one a ∈ I, otherwise
from Eq. (B27) the divergence of χa would not suppress
σ(t = ∞)ii. But then from Eq. (B26), we conclude that
χOiOi diverges.
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a. Effect of mixing with the energy

Here we discuss how the results above are modified in
the case where χHMa 6= 0. The idea is to define M0 = H ,
and make indices range from 0 to k instead of 1 to k.
Then most of the formulas above will still hold with the
exception of Eq. (B1), which should be rewritten as

ρ =
1

Z
e−βηaHa , (B28)

and Eq. (B3), which becomes

η0∗ = 1, (B29)

ηa∗ = qaµ (a ∈ {1, · · · , k}). (B30)

We then see that suppressing the weight of the delta
function will require that the (k + 1) × (k + 1) matrix
(χ−1)ab has a zero eigenvalue. Furthermore, we remark
that the operator Oi defined in Eq. (B24), whose suscep-
tibility diverges, never actually involves the Hamiltonian,
since χJiH can be argued to be zero by invoking Bloch’s
theorem that states that the expectation value of the cur-
rent density in an equilibrium state is zero [50].
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R. D. McDonald, G. S. Boebinger, and A. Shekhter,
Science 361, 479 (2018).

[36] J. Custers, P. Gegenwart, H. Wilhelm, K. Neumaier,
Y. Tokiwa, O. Trovarelli, C. Geibel, F. Steglich, C. Pépin,
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S. René de Cotret, A. Juneau-Fecteau, S. Dufour-
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D. Graf, N. Doiron-Leyraud, and L. Taillefer,
Nat. Commun. 5, 3280 (2014).

[38] P. Fournier, P. Mohanty, E. Maiser, S. Darzens,
T. Venkatesan, C. J. Lobb, G. Czjzek, R. A. Webb, and
R. L. Greene, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 4720 (1998).

[39] K. Jin, N. P. Butch, K. Kirshenbaum, J. Paglione, and
R. L. Greene, Nature 476, 73 (2011).

[40] N. P. Armitage, P. Fournier, and R. L. Greene,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 2421 (2010).

[41] R. L. Greene, P. R. Mandal,
N. R. Poniatowski, and T. Sarkar,
Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 11, 213 (2020).

[42] J. S. Higgins, M. K. Chan, T. Sarkar, R. D.
McDonald, R. L. Greene, and N. P. Butch,
New J. Phys. 20, 043019 (2018).

[43] L. Zhu, Y. Chen, and C. M. Varma,
Phys. Rev. B 91, 205129 (2015).

[44] Q. Si, S. Rabello, K. Ingersent, and J. L. Smith,
Nature 413, 804 (2001).

[45] A. Chamblin, R. Emparan, C. V. Johnson, and R. C.
Myers, Phys. Rev. D 60, 064018 (1999).

[46] H. Liu, J. McGreevy, and D. Vegh,
Phys. Rev. D 83, 065029 (2011).

[47] T. Faulkner and J. Polchinski,
J. High Energy Phys. 2011, 12 (2011).

[48] S. S. Gubser and F. D. Rocha,
Phys. Rev. D 81, 046001 (2010).

[49] R. A. Davison, K. Schalm, and J. Zaanen,
Phys. Rev. B 89, 245116 (2014).

[50] H. Watanabe, J. Stat. Phys. 177, 717 (2019).

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.aan3178
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01774
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4280
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.4720
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nature10308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.2421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031119-050558
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1367-2630/aab7e7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.205129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35101507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.064018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.83.065029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2011)012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.046001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.245116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10955-019-02386-1

