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In this Letter, we explore dynamics in a three-dimensional strongly interacting liquid. In quantum
liquids discussed below, thermodynamic properties such as pressure and thermal energies are fully
characterized by s(T ), the entropy density of the liquid (that is also directly proportional to the
hydrodynamic viscosity). We obtain a universal fermion spectral function A(ω,k) that is distinctly
specified by ~/T , a Planckian time scale. These phenomena can emerge in strongly interacting
many-body states with a finite fermion density ρ at temperatures T ∗ where the chemical potential
of fermions µ(ρ, T = T ∗) approaches zero and can be thought as many-body simulations of certain
aspects of Planckian dynamics.

Over the last few decades or so, there had been enor-
mous growing interests in dynamics in strongly inter-
acting regimes [1–11]. Relatively recent observation of
Planckian transport in low dimensional condensed mat-
ter systems, where the transport time was found to be
near the value of ~/T (T being the temperature), fur-
ther indicates universal dynamics in a class of very differ-
ent strongly interacting systems available in labs [12–17].
The interaction time inferred in experiments appears to
suggest an intimate and surprising connection between
quantum dynamics in a variety of strongly interacting
systems [3, 5, 8, 18] and fastest quantum information
spreading near a black hole [9–11]. These intensive ex-
perimental efforts and impressive successes further de-
mand more new theoretical efforts on quantum dynamics
in strongly interacting regimes.

Despite all the challenges, there had already been very
remarkable theoretical progress made on strongly inter-
acting dynamics. For a wide class of low dimensional
quantum critical states, we expect that electron inter-
action time scales as ~/T , a hallmark result of quan-
tum criticality [8]. This peculiar aspect can also of-
ten naturally appear in non-Fermi liquids, either critical

or as a stable phase [1, 2, 6]. It has also been specu-
lated to contribute to the linear-T behavior of resistiv-
ity in doped cuprates, a very fascinating phenomena so
far only observed in a few very strongly interacting low
dimensional systems [3, 5]. On strongly interacting sys-
tems, general conjectures have also been made on lower
bounds of hydrodynamic viscosity in quantum systems
based on applications of the correspondence principle in
AdS/CFT [19]. All these strongly interacting dynami-
cal phenomena had been anticipated to be bounded or
limited by ~, the Planck constant. Hydrodynamic flows
have been recently observed for electrons in ultra clean
two-dimensional graphene [20–26] and earlier for charge
neutral atoms in cold atomic gases [27–29].

In this Letter, we explore Planckian dynamics, in three-
dimensional low-density attractive fermions instead of
low-dimensional electrons that had been previously fo-
cused on, especially dynamic spectral function A(ω,k).
Experimentally, the spectral function can be directly
studied by the approach of angle resolved photon emis-
sion spectroscopy. The model we want to focus on is for
fermions with SU(2) spin rotation invariant local inter-
actions,

H = H0 − µN +HI ,H0 − µN =
∑
α

∫
drψ†α

(
−∇

2

2
− µ

)
ψα,

HI =
∑
α

∫
drgsαψ

†
ασyψ

†T
αψ

T
ασyψα +

∑
β 6=α

∫
dr(gs3ψ

†
ασyψ

†T
βψ

T
β σyψα + gtψ

†
ασyσψ

†T
β · ψTβ σσyψα), (1)

where ψTα = (ψ↑,α, ψ↓,α) is the field operator for spinful
fermions defined at valley α = 1, 2 and µ is the chemical
potential controlling the density of fermions in a liquid.
gs1,2, gs3, gt are four interaction constants for intra-valley

spin singlet, inter-valley spin singlet and inter-valley spin
triplet channels, respectively. The four-fermion opera-
tors have been ordered in a way most convenient for the
rest of discussions. Below we will illustrate that Eq. (1)
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can lead to three-dimensional Planckian dynamics that
so far had only been directly observed in highly complex
strongly interacting two-dimensional cuprates and a few
other two-dimensional electronic systems [12–17].

There can be at least three physical realizations of
this simple model. The most obvious ones, when we set
α = β = 1 and take the single valley limit, are cold gases
near Feshbach resonances. Most previous efforts on reso-
nant gases mainly focused on properties of superfluids at
low temperatures. Our proposed Planckian liquids can
be related to cold gases near Feshbach resonances but
they are not low-temperature superfluids. Instead, they
correspond to strongly interacting non-superfluid quan-
tum matter above critical temperature Tc of superfluids.
Their unique equation of states is also qualitatively differ-
ent from that of high-temperature thermal gases and we
will return to this more explicitly later when discussing
our results. Other physical systems where Eq. (1) can
be thought as an effective field theory are optical lattices
that can simulate the Hubbard-U model but with attrac-
tive atomic interactions [30]. Because of the tunability of
the bandwidth W or U in optical lattices, the negative-U
in principle can be larger or even much larger than W ,
effectively leading to flat-band physics which is typically
strongly interacting. And if the density of fermions is
relatively low and fermions mainly concentrate near the
bottom of a band, then the low-energy physics can be
effectively characterized by Eq. (1). To our knowledge,
this specific strongly interacting limit had not been fully
explored in optical lattices.

Perhaps more interestingly, the model can also describe
interacting electrons near a Lifshitz transition where
chemical potentials approach bottoms of a conduction
band (with either single or multiple valleys) from be-
low and fermions have an emergent quadratic dispersion
in the low-density limit. Previously studied low-density
strongly interacting electrons [31] could be in such a
class of experimental systems where fascinating dynam-
ics can be potentially studied. Typically, in low-density
electrons, Coulomb interactions are much stronger than
phonon mediated interactions, unlike in conventional
metals where, with Fermi energies much higher than the
Debye frequencies, Coulomb interactions are further log-
arithmically suppressed near Fermi surfaces. However,
recent experiments on low-density systems seem to sug-
gest otherwise in both three dimensions (3D) [31] and
two dimensions (2D) [14, 32, 33]. Theoretical progress
based on the general idea of Kohn-Luttinger mechanism
suggests that repulsive interactions can effectively induce
attractive ones and various pairing phenomena in differ-
ent electronic channels [34–38]. They can even become
strongly coupling when on-site repulsion U is of the or-
der of the band width W . For instance, it was proposed
quite recently that an effective theory of spinless repul-
sive f -band electrons in a honeycomb lattice [38] can be
cast in the form of Eq. (1) in the spinless limit.

To visualize scale symmetry in this model, we
carry out standard scale transformations and implement
them using conventional renormalization group equations
(RGEs). In d dimensions near µ = 0, the Hamilto-
nian H(g̃, µ̃; Λ) defined at an ultraviolet (UV) momen-
tum scale Λ then transforms into a new one defined at a
new scale Λ + dΛ following the equation below;

dµ̃

ds
= βµ = −2µ̃,

dZ

ds
= βZ = 0,

dg̃i
ds

= βgi = (d− z)g̃i + g̃i
2, i = s1, s2, s3, t. (2)

where s = ln Λ and Z describes the fermion field renor-
malization. We have introduced dimensionless coupling
constants g̃i = CigiΛ

d−z (Ci are constants of order unity)
and chemical potential µ̃ = µΛ−z. z = 2 is the tem-
poral scaling exponent. The RGEs become exact near
µ = T = 0 or in the low-density limit [39]; because of
SU(2) spin rotation invariance, we find that βgi for dif-
ferent channels are naturally decoupled.

Eq. (2) defines a family of Hamiltonians at different UV
scales Λ that otherwise are completely equivalent for dis-
cussions of infrared physics. For three dimensions (d = 3)
we are currently interested in, there are 16 fixed-point so-
lutions to Eq. (2) where the right hand sides of the RGEs
vanish. They correspond to scale invariant Hamiltonians
we are interested in and can be classified into four groups:
i) non-interacting one with gi = 0, i = s1, s2, s3, t (1); ii)
one of the channels is strongly interacting and the other
three are non-interacting or vice versa (4 + 4); iii) two of
the channels are strongly interacting and the other two
are non-interacting (6); iv) all four channels are strongly
interacting (1). In the rest of the Letter, we will discuss
the physics of strongly interacting class ii); classes iii)
and iv) are less generic as they require simultaneously
fine tuning more than two interaction channels although
many discussions below can be easily generalized to those
more peculiar situations.

The free-fermion fixed point is specified by µ̃∗ = g̃∗i = 0
and class ii) is characterized by

µ̃∗ = 0, g̃∗ = −(d− 2) for d > 2 including d = 3, (3)

where we only show interactions in the channel that
is strongly interacting and have muted the other three
channels. To simplify the presentation, we further take
the single valley limit of α = β = 1 without losing gen-
erality and set g̃ = g̃s1 = g̃∗. This strong coupling fixed
point exhibits SO(2, 1) conformal symmetry [40–42]. It
can be applied to study strongly interacting electrons in
lattices [31, 38], or identified with Feshbach resonances
in cold gases [27–29, 43].

A strong coupling fixed point with SO(2, 1) symme-
try [40, 41] can be conveniently characterized by cor-
relation functions that exhibit distinct scaling proper-
ties because of anomalous scaling dimensions of vari-
ous local operators [42]. In our case, consider simple
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Figure 1. (color online) Regimes (shaded areas bounded by red
dashed lines) where Planckian dynamics can be explored (a) in
the µ-T plane and (b) in the ρ-T plane. In a), the region at the
lower left corner corresponds to weakly interacting dilute thermal
gases and at lower right is a superfluid or superconducting phase
bounded by Tc(µ), a black solid line. The blue line in (a) is a
typical trajectory followed by fermions interacting with g̃∗ at a
given density ρ as temperature T is lowered; it is mapped into a
vertical blue line in (b). Along the red solid line in (b), µ(T =
T ∗, ρ) = 0.

four-point time-ordered correlation functions, G4f (r, t) =

〈0|T ψT (r, t)σyψ(r, t) ψ†(0, 0)σyψ
†T (0, 0)|0〉. It takes a

generic form at an SO(2, 1) fixed point when g̃ = g̃∗,

G4f (r, t > 0) ∼ 1

t∆4f/2
exp

(
i
r2

4t

)
, (4)

where ∆4f features SO(2, 1) symmetric fixed point
physics. ∆4f in Eq. (4) can be directly related to scaling
dimensions of four-fermion operators [44].

At the fixed point of g̃∗ = 2 − d(4 > d > 2), fol-
lowing the above approach, one finds that ∆4f = 4
while the scaling dimension of two-fermion operators is
∆2f = d. This aspect recently had also been applied
to study far-away-from-equilibrium quantum conformal
dynamics [45]. In 3D, ∆4f 6= 2∆2f implying strong
correlations in pairing channels. By contrast, for free
fermions with g̃ = 0, correlation functions shall be given
by ∆4f = 2∆2f = 2d as anticipated; in 3D, this leads
to ∆4f = 6 instead of 4. Moreover, for a generic inter-
acting system with 0 > g̃ > g̃∗(= 2 − d), ∆4f = 2d also
represents the long time asymptotic property while the
short time asymptotic is still governed by ∆4f = 4. On
the other hand, when g̃ < g̃∗(= 2 − d) < 0 or in the
strong coupling limit, the solutions of RGEs flow into
g̃ = −∞ indicating bound state formation. So the four-
fermion correlation function in this limit shall be given
by ∆4f = d and in 3D, ∆4f = 3 in Eq. (4). At finite T ,
Eq. (4) also sets correlations at t� ~/T while at longer
time, Planckian dynamics set in (see Eq. (11)). Ther-
modynamics and quantum dynamics of such correlated
Planckian liquids are the focuses of discussions below.

The Planckian limit in this Letter is defined as 3D
strongly interacting fermions at finite temperatures T but
with µ̃ = 0 and g̃ = g̃∗ = 2− d as shown in Eqs. (2) and
(3). Some discussions can also be extended to the vicinity
of the fixed point with small µ̃.

The free energy density f = F/V , where the free en-
ergy F = −kT lnZ can be computed via the partition
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Figure 2. Universal dimensionless spectral function Ã(x, y; ε) in
Eq. (10) with ε = 0.1 and y = εk/T = 0.2. Inset shows a kink
structure appearing in the leading order of ε-expansion.

function Z and V is the volume. Using a Hamiltonian
H(g̃, µ̃; Λ) defined at a momentum scale Λ in Eqs. (1) and
(2), one finds that the free energy density f can always be
expressed as f(T, µ, g; Λ) = Λd+z f̃( TΛz , µ̃(Λ), g̃(Λ)) where

z = 2 defined below Eq. (2). f̃ shall be a dimensionless
but analytical function of µ̃, g̃ at any finite temperature
T [46]. Simply setting Λ = ΛT = T 1/z and expanding
around µ/T = 0, the analysis suggests that near a strong
coupling fixed point g̃ = g̃∗ and µ̃ = 0, one shall have
(see Fig. 1),

F (T, V, µ; g̃ = g̃∗) ≈ −V A(g̃∗)T 1+ d
z

(
1 + α(g̃∗)

µ

T

)
. (5)

where A(g̃∗) and α(g̃∗) are two universal dimensionless
quantities depending on the spatial dimension d only. Ex-
act values can be computed using field theory techniques
that we will return to later when discussing practical de-
tection of Planckian liquids. The limit of large negative
µ/T � −1 describes a dilute thermal gas and the limit of
µ/T � 1 represents a low-temperature superfluid phase.

Again we have used z, the temporal scaling exponent
to represent general results and we set z = 2 for all dis-
cussions in this Letter. As F is an analytical function
of µ near µ/T = 0, using general thermodynamic rela-
tions one can easily verify that exactly at µ̃ = 0, pressure
P (T ), internal energy density u(T ), fermion number den-
sity ρ(T ) and entropy density s(T ) are uniquely related
via the following identities;

s(T ) =
d+ z

z
A(g̃∗)T

d
z ;

u(T ) =
d

d+ z
Ts, P (T ) =

z

d+ z
Ts,

f(T ) = − z

d+ z
Ts, ρ(T ) = α(g̃∗)

z

d+ z
s. (6)

One notices that a Planckian liquid fundamentally is
an entropy liquid of strongly interacting fermions as all
thermodynamic quantities and the equation of states (in
units of T ) are fully described by the entropy density
s(T ). Strictly speaking, the identities in Eq. (6) are only
valid at a fixed point and break down whenever µ is finite
or g̃ 6= g̃∗ as in a generic interacting state. However,
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practically as far as µ� T , the above relations still hold
approximately with deviations of the order of O(µ/T ).
For Planckian liquids we are interested in, we apply a
(2+ ε)-expansion near two spatial dimensions and obtain

A(g̃∗) =
π

12
(1− 0.565ε+O(ε2)),

α(g̃∗) =
12 ln 2

π2
(1 + 0.261ε+O(ε2)). (7)

Dynamics in Planckian liquids we are turning to are
unique to strong coupling fixed points, drastically differ-
ent from dynamics of weakly interacting fermions. We
first focus on the self-energy, ΣR(ω,k) and the corre-
sponding spectral weight A(ω,k) = −2ImGR(ω,k) in the
low-energy limit. Following a general procedure, we iden-
tify ε∗k, the renormalized particle energy with momentum
k by setting ω−ε∗k−ReΣR(ω = ε∗k,k) = 0 where the spec-
tral function peaks in the frequency domain. We next
obtain the interaction time, 1

τk
= −ZkImΣ(ω = ε∗k,k).

Here Zk = [1− ∂ReΣR

∂ω |ω=ε∗k
]−1 is a quantity defined near

the peak frequency at ω = ε∗k [47] and 1
τk

specifies the
width of the peak.

We have calculated the spectral function A(ω,k) in
2 + ε dimensions. Diagrammatically, the leading or-
der contribution to ImΣ comes from a two-loop dia-
gram. Up to the second order of ε2, calculations reveal
the following structure in the low-frequency limit where
ω, εk = k2/2� T [48].

ReΣ(ω,k) = ε2T

(
B1

εk
T

+B2
ω − εk
T

ln
|ω − εk|

T

)
ImΣ(ω,k) = ε2T

(
C0 + C1

εk
T

+ C2
ω − εk
T

)
(8)

with

B1 = 0.091, B2 = −1/4, C0 = −0.84,

C1 = 0.12, C2 = 0.18θ(ω − εk)− 0.61θ(εk − ω). (9)

Note Eq. (8) is not a function of ω − εk [49].
As a result of Planckian dynamics, we can define the

dimensionless spectral function Ã(ωT ,
εk
T ; ε) = A(ω,k)T .

Ã(x, y; ε) only depends on d − 2 = ε but is entirely in-
dependent of T . Following Eq. (8) when x, y � 1, we
have

Ã(x, y; ε) =
2ε2[C0 + C1y + C2(x− y)]

[x− y − ε2(B1y +B2(x− y) ln |x− y|)]2 + ε4[C0 + C1y + C2(x− y)]2
. (10)

Eq. (10) is a universal function of x and y with all coeffi-
cients listed in Eq. (9). Its dependence on x with a fixed
y is shown in Fig. 2. And in the low-energy limit,

ε∗k = εk(1 +B1ε
2) + ...,

~
τk

= ε2T
(

0.84− 0.12
εk
T

)
+ ... (11)

By extrapolating to ε = 1, one gets an estimate for 3D
systems. In d = 3, Eq. (11) indicates a Planckian time
scale, 0.84~/T near k = 0. By contrast, in the weakly
interacting limit, 1

τk
∼ g2T 2, and is quadratic in T . How-

ever, for higher energy particles with εk � T , we find
that 1

τk
∼ ε2T ( Tεk )ε/2 implying a distinctly different ul-

traviolet limit. Eqs. (6)–(11) and Eq. (12) below are the
main results of this article.

At last, as a Planckian liquid is fully determined by
entropy density s(T ) and Planckian time ~/T , naturally
its quantum dynamics is uniquely set with ~. For exam-
ple, shear viscosity at a strong coupling fixed point where
µ̃ = 0 shall have the form of ζ(T, g̃∗) = D(g̃∗)T

d
z , where

again z = 2 and D is a function of g̃∗ = 2− d, or spatial
dimension d. Note that ζ(T )/s(T ) is independent of T ,
also a hallmark signature of Ads/CFT quantum dynam-
ics with a blackhole [19]. At 2 + ε dimensions, we obtain

D ≈ 0.156ε−2 [50].
So far we have outlined general properties of the high-

dimensional Planckian liquids. Most of physics discussed
can be simulated by connecting many-body states with
a particle reservoir where the chemical potential is fixed
exactly at µ = 0. If it is practically challenging to achieve
such a realization, we suggest an alternative route for a
state with a fixed density.

Our proposal relies on a simple thermodynamic rela-
tion between the Planckian liquid so far discussed and a
fixed-density quantum many-body system. The chemical
potential in a fixed density ρ and temperature T is a func-
tion of both parameters. So if we only sample data from
low density fermions at a given temperature T ∗ where

µ(ρ, T = T ∗; g∗) = 0, or T ∗ =

(
ρ

α(g̃∗)A(g̃∗)

)2/3

,(12)

we effectively single out a Planckian liquid with thermo-
dynamics and dynamics given in Eq. (6),(10) defined at
temperature T ∗. The second equation in Eq. (12) fol-
lows the relation between ρ and T in Eq. (6) that is only
valid for Planckian liquids at µ = 0. The topology of
Fig. 1(a) illustrates that a Planckian liquid can not be
superconducting or superfluid as T ∗ is always above su-
perconducting or superfluid transition temperature Tc.
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Extrapolating Eq. (12) to ε = 1, one gets T ∗ ≈ 0.73TF ,
while latest experiment shows that Tc ≈ 0.17TF at uni-
tarity. Fig. 1 explicitly indicates a unique role of T ∗ in
quantum dynamics.
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