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M any-Body Physics: Un nished R evolution

P iers C olem an

Abstract.T he study of m any-body physics has provided a scienti ¢ playground of
surprise and continuing revolution over the past half century. T he serendipitous
discovery of new states and properties of m atter, phenom ena such as super uidity,
the M eissner, the K ondo and the fractional quantum hall e ects, have driven the
developm ent of new conceptual fram ew orks for our understanding about collective
behavior, the ram i cations of which have spread far beyond the con nes of terres—
trial condensed m atter physics-to coam ology, nuclear and particle physics. H ere I
shall selectively review som e of the developm ents in this eld, from the cold-war
period, until the present day. I describe how , w ith the discovery of new classes of
collective order, the unfolding puzzles of high tem perature superconductivity and
quantum criticality, the prospects form a jor conceptual discoveries rem ain asbright
today as they were m ore than halfa century ago.

1 Emergent M atter:a new Frontier

Since the tin e of the G reeks, scholars have pondered over the principles that
govem the universe on is tiniest and m ost vast scales. T he icons that exem plify
these frontiers are very wellknown —the sw irling galaxy denoting the cosn os and
the m assive accelerators used to probe m atter at successively am aller scales— from
the atom down to the quark and beyond. T hese traditional frontiers of physics are
largely concemed w ith reductionism : the notion that once we know the laws of
nature that operate on the am allest possble scales, the m ysteries of the universe
will nally be revealed to us[Il].

O ver the last century and a half, a period that stretchesback to D arw in and
Boltzm ann- scientists have also becom e fascinated by another notion: the idea
that to understand nature, one also needs to understand and study the princi-
ples that govem collective behavior of vast assem blies ofm atter. For a w ide range
of purposes, we already know the m icroscopic law s that govem m atter on the
tiniest scales. For exam ple, a gold atom can be com pletely understood w ith the
Schrodinger equation and the law s of quantum m echanics established m ore than
seventy years ago. Yet, a gold atom is spherical and featureless— quite unlike the
lustrousm alleable and conducting m etalw hich hum an society so prizes. To under—
stand how crystalline assem blies of gold atom s acquire the properties of m etallic
gold, we need new principles{ principles that descrbe the collective behavior of
m atter when hum ungous num bers of gold atom s congregate to form a m etallic
crystal. It is the search for these new principles that de nes the frontiers ofm any-
body physics in the realm s of condensed m atter physics and is closely related
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discipline of statisticalm echanics.

In this inform al article, I shall talk about the evolution of our ideas about
the oollective behavior of m atter since the advent of quantum m echanics, hoping
to give a sense of how often unexpected experin ental discovery has seeded the
grow th of conceptually new ideas about collective m atter. G iven the breviy of
the article, Im ust apologize for the necessarily selective nature of this discussion.
In particular, T have had to m ake a painfiil decision to leave out a discussion of
the m any-body physics of localization and that of soin glasses. I do hope future
articles w ill have opportunity to redress this im balance.

The past seventy years of developm ent in m any-body physics has seen a
period of unprecedented conceptual and intellectual developm ent. E xperin ental
discoverdes of rem arkable new phenom ena, such as superconductivity, super u-—
dity, criticality, liquid crystals, anom alous m etals, antiferrom agnetism and the
quantized Halle ect, have each prom pted a renaissance In areas once thought to
be closed to further fruitfiil intellectual study. Indeed, the history of the el is
m arked by the m ost wonderfiil and unexpected shifts In perspective and under-
standing that have involved close linkages betw een experim ent, new m athem atics
and new concepts.

I shalldiscuss three eras:-the inm ediate afterm ath of quantum m echanics|
m any-body physics in the cold war, and the m odem era of correlated m atter
physics. Over this period, physicists’ view of the matter has evolved
dram atically— as w itnessed by the evolution in our view of \electricity" from the
idea ofthe degenerate electron gas, to the concept ofthe Ferm iliquid, to new kinds
ofelectron uid, such as a the Luttinger liquid or fractional quantum H all state.
P rogress was not am ooth and gradual, but often nvolved the agony, despair and
controversy of the creative process. Even the notion that an electron is a ferm ion
was controversial. W olfgang P auli, nventor of the exclusion principle could not
Initially envisage that this principle would apply beyond the atom to m acroscopi-
cally vast assam blies of degenerate electrons; indeed, he Initially preferred the idea
that electrons were bosons. P auli arrived at the realization that the electron uid
is a degenerate Ferm i gas w ith great reluctance, and at the end of 1925[4] gave
way, writing In a short note to Schrodinger that read

\W ith a heavy heart, IThave decided that Fem iD irac, not E instein
is the correct statistics, and I have decided to w rite a short note on
param agnetisn "

W olfyang P auli, ketter to Schrodinger, N ovem ber 1925[2].

2 Unsoled riddles of the 1930s

T he period of condensed m atter physicsbetw een the tw o w orld-w arsw as character—
ized by a long list of unsolved mysteries in the area of magnetisn and
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Figure 1: Two m ysteries of the early era, whose ultim ate resolution 30 years later linked them
to profound new concepts about nature. (@) The M eissner e ect, whose ultin ate resolution led
to an understanding of superconductivity and the discovery of the A nderson-H iggs m echanism ,
() The K ondo resistance m inim um , w hich is linked to the physics of con nem ent.

superconductivity [3]. Ferrom agnetiam had em erged as a shining trium ph of the
application of quantum m echanics to condensed m atter. So rapid w as the progress
In thisdirection, that N eeland Landau quickly went on to generalize the idea, pre—
dicting the possbility of staggered m agnetism , or antiferrom agnetisn in 1933M].
In a situation w ith m any parallels today, the experim ental tools required to real
ize the predicted phenom enon, had to await two decades, for the developm ent of
neutron di raction [8]. D uring this period, Landau becam e pessin istic and cam e
to the conclusion that quantum uctuationswould m ost probably destroy antifer—
rom agnetiam , as they do in the antiferrom agnetic 1D Bethe chain — encouraging
one ofhis students, P om eranchuk, to explore the idea that spin system sbehave as
neutral uids of ferm ions[@].

By contrast, superconductivity rem ained unyielding to thee ortsofthe nest
m inds In quantum m echanics during the heady early days of quantum m echanics
In the 1920s, a failure derived in part from a deadly early m isconception about
superconductivity [B]. & was not until 1933 that a m issing elem ent in the puzzle
cam e to light, w ith the M eissner and O chensfeld discovery that superconductors
are not perfect conductors, but perfect diam agnets.[7] It is this key discovery that
led the London brothers[B] to Iink superconductivity to a concept of \rigidiy" in
the m any-body electron wavefiinction, a notion that Landau and G inZburg were



4 P iers C olem an Ann.HenriPoincare

to later incorporate in their order param eter treatm ent of superconductivity [@].

A nother experin entalm ystery of the 1930’s, was the cbservation ofa m ys—
terious \resistance m inin um " in the tem perature dependent resistance of copper,
gold, silver and other m etals[l0]. It took 25 m ore years for the community to
link this pervasive phenom enon w ith tiny concentrations of atom ic size m agnetic
In purities- and another 15 m ore years to solve the phenom enon —now known as
the K ondo e ect-using the conospts of renom alization.

3 M any-Body Physics in the Cold W ar

31 Physicswithout Feynm an diagram s

M any-body physics blossom ed after the end of the second world war, and as the
politicalwalls between the east and west grew w ith the beginning of the cold war,
am ost wonderfil period of scienti ¢ and concgptualdevelopm ent, w ith a frequent
exchange of new ideas across the iron curtain, cam e nto being. Surprisingly, the
Feynm an diagram did not really enter m any-body physics until the early 60s,
yet w ithout Feynm an diagram s, the m any-body com m unity m ade a sequence of
astonishing advances in the 1950’s[11l].

high energy
plasmon modes

e-quasiparticles

F Jgure 2:Tlistrating the P inesB ohm idea, that the physics of the electron uid can be divided
up into high energy collective \plasm on m odes" and low energy electron quasiparticles.

The early 1950s saw the rst appreciation by the comm uniy of the im por-
tance of collective m odes. O ne of the great m ysteries was w hy the non-interacting
Som m erfeld m odelofthe electron uid worked so well, despite the presence of in—
teractionsthat are com parable to the kinetic energy ofthe electrons. In a landm ark
early paper, D avid Bohm and his graduate student, D avid P ines[I2] realized that
they could separate the strongly interacting gas via a unitary transfom ation into
two wellseparated sets of excitations-a high energy collective oscillations of the
electron gas, called plagn ons, and low energy electrons. T he P inesBohm paper is
a progenitor ofthe idea of renom alization : the idea that high energy m odes ofthe
system can be successively elin inated to give rise to a renom alized picture of the
residual low energy excitations.
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Feynm an diagram sentered m any-body physics in the late 1950s[L1l]. The rst
applications of the form alisn of quantum eld theory to the m any-body physics
ofbulk electronic m atter, m ade by B rueckner(l3], were closely ollowed by G old—
stone and H ubbard’s elegant re-derivationsofthem ethod using Feynm an diagram s
[14,13]. A urry of activiy followed: G ellM ann and B rueckner used the new Iy
discovered \Iinked cluster theorem " to calculate the correlation energy ofthe high
density electron gas(lf], and G alitskiiand M igdal{l,18] in the USSR applied the
m ethods to the spectrum of the interacting electron gas. A round the sam e tin g,
Edwards[l9] m ade the rst applications of Feynm an’sm ethods to the problem of
elastic scattering o disorder.

O ne ofthe great theoretical leaps ofthis early period was the invention ofthe
concept of In aginary tin €' . T he earliest published discussion ofthis idea occurs in
the papers of M atsubara20].M atsubara noted the rem arkable sim ilarity between
the tin e evolution operator of quantum m echanics

U@)=e = @)
and the B oltzm ann density m atrix
()=e ®=U( 1 ); @)

where = 1=(kg T) and kg isBolzm ann’s constant. T his parallel suggested that
one could convert conventional quantum m echanics into nite tem perature quan—
tum statisticalm echanics by using a tin e-evolution operator where real tim e is
replaced by In aghary tin e,

t! ih: (3)

M atsubara’s ideas took a further lap into the realn of the practical, when

Abrikosov, G orkov and D zyaloshinski AGD ) 21]] showed that the m ethod was
dram atically sin pli ed by Fourier transform ing the in aginary tin e electron G reen

function into the frequency dom ain. They noted for the rst tine that the an—
tiperiodicity ofthe Green function G ( + )= G ( ) meant that the continuous
frequencies of zero tem perature physics are replaced by the discrete frequencies

'n = @n+ 1) T, that we now call the \M atsubara frequency". In their paper,

the nite tem perature propagator

G (lnip)= Hln+ ©1" @)

for the electron m akes its rst appearance.
Another great conceptual leap of the early cold war, was the developm ent
of the conocept of the \elm entary excitation", or \quasipartick", as a way to

IThe key ideas ofthe Im aginary tim e approach were certainly known to K ubo priorto the rst
publication by M atsubara.P.W .Anderson recalls being shown the key ideas of this technique,
including the antiperiodicity ofthe Femm iG reen function, by K ubo,M atsubara’sm entor, in 1954.
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understand the low -energy excitations ofm any-body system s. T he idea ofa quasi-
particle is usually associated w ith Landau’s pioneering work on the Fem i liquid,
which appeared In 1957. T he basic conoegpt of elem entary excitation appears to
have been iIn circulation on both sides of the Tron Curtain throughout much of
the fties. The term \quasiparticle" certainly appears in Boguiluibov’s22] paper
on the theory of super uidity in 1947. However, Landau’s work on Fem i liquids
certainly added trem endous clarity to the quasiparticle idea. Landau 23], stinu—
lated by early m easurem ents on liquid He3, realized that Interacting ferm i gases
could be understood w ith the conoept of \adiabaticity"- the notion that when
Interactions are tumed on adiabatically, the original sihgle-particle excitations of
the Ferm i liquid, evolve w thout changing their charge or spin quantum num bers,
nto \quasiparticle" excitations of the Interacting system . Today, Landau’s Fem i
liquid theory is the foundation for the m odem \standard m odel" of the electron
uid.

32 Broken Symm etry

Two monum ental achievem ents of the cold-war era deserve separate m ention:
the discovery of \broken symm etry" and the renom alization group. In 1937,
Landau 24] form ulated the conocept of broken symm etry— proposing that phase
transitions take place via the process of sym m etry reduction, w hich he described in
term s ofhis order param eter concept. In the early fhies, O nsagerand P enrose 23],
re ned Landau’s concept ofbroken sym m etry to propose that super uidiy could
be understood as a state ofm atter in which the two-particle densiy m atrix

@) =hY @) ") ®)
can be factorized:
)= @ @+ snalltems 6)
w here
o= =m 15" @i @)

isthe orderparam eterofthe super uid, s isthe super uid density and thephase
of the condensate. T his concept of \o -diagonal long—+range order" later becam e
generalized to ferm isystem saspart ofthe BC S theory of superconductivity 26,1271],
w here the o diagonal order param eter

F x)=Hm 27 & W&)N i @®)

de nes the wavefunction of the C ooper pair.

P art of the inspiration for a state w ith o -diagonal long-range order in BC S
theory cam e from work by Tom onagal29] nvolving a pion condensate around the
nuclkus.Bob Schrie erw rotedown the BC S wavefunction while attending am any-
body physics m eeting in 1956 at the Stephens Institute of Technology, In New
Jersey. In a recollection he w rites|28]
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\W hile attending that m eeting it occurred to m e that because of
the strong overlap of pairs perhaps a statistical approach analogous to
a type ofmean eld would be appropriate to the problem . T hinking
back to a paper by Sin-itiro Tom onaga that described the pion cloud
around a static nuclkon 29], I tried a ground-state wave function j o1
w ritten as Y

j oi= u + gy Pi 9)
k

w here c}i is the creation operator for an electron with m om entum k
and spin up, Piisthe vacuum state, and the am plitudes ux and vy, are
to be determ ined".

O ne of the rem arkable spin-o s of superconductivity, was that it led to an
understanding of how a gauge boson can acquire a m ass as a result of symm etry
breaking.This idea was st discussed by Anderson in 1959 [30], and in m ore detail
n 1964 31,132], but the conoept evolved further and spread from Bell Laboratories
to the particle physics com m unity, ultin ately reappearing as the H igg’s m echa—
nisn for spontaneous sym m etry breaking in a Yang M ills theory. T he A nderson—
Higgs m echanisn is a beautifiil exam ple of how the study of cryogenics kd to a
fundam entally new way of view ing the universe, providing a m echanian for the
sym m etry breaking between the electrical and weak forces In nature.

A nother consequence of broken symm etry conoept is the notion of \gener-
alized rigidity"[33], a concept which has its origins in London’s early m odel of
superconductivity [8] and the two— uid m odels of super uidity proposed indepen—
dently by T isza[34] and Landau 33], according to which, if the phase of a boson
or C ooper pair develops a rigidiy, then it costs a phase bending energy

1 2
U &) 2 s T &) (10)
from which we derive that the \super ow " of particles is directly proportional to

the am ount of phase bending, or the gradient of the phase
Js= sr : a1

A nderson noted[33] that we can generalize this concept to a w ide variety of bro-
ken symm etries, each w ith their own type of super ow (see table 1). T hus broken
translation symm etry leads to the super ow ofm om entum , or sheer stress, bro-
ken spin symm etry lads to the super ow of soin or spin super ow . T here are
undoubtedly new classes ofbroken symm etry yet to be discovered.
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Table. 1.0 rder param eters, broken sym m etry and rigidity.

Name || B roken Symm etry | R igidity/Supercurrent |
Crystal Translation Sym m etry M om entum super ow
(Sheer stress)
Super uid G auge sym m etry M atter super ow
Superconductivity E M .G auge symm etry Charge super ow
Ferro and A nti-ferrom agnetisn Spin rotation sym m etry Spin super ow
(x-y m agnets only)
N em atic Liquid crystals R otation symm etry Angular m om entum
super ow
? T in e Translation Symm etry Energy super ow ?

33 Renom alization group

T he theory of second order phase transitions was studied by Van derW aals in the
19th century, and thought to be a closed eld[36]. Two events-the experim ental
observation of critical exponents that did not t the predictions of m ean— eld

theory [374,138], and the solution to the 2D Ising m odel39], forced condensed m atter
physicists to revisit an area once thought to be closed. T he revolution that ensued
literally shook physics from end to end, fumishing us wih a spectrum of new

conogpts and tem s, such as

scaling theoryi4Q, 141),142],

universality— the idea that the essential physics at long length scales is In—
dependent of allbut a handfiil of short-distance details, such as the din en—
sionality of space and the sym m etry of the order param eter.

renom alization—the process by which short-distance, high energy physics is
absorbed by adjusting the param eters inside the Lagrangian orH am iltonian.

xed points-the lin ting form of the Lagrangian or H am iltonian as short-
distance, high energy physics is rem oved
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running coupling constant{ a coupling constant whose m agniude changes

w ith distance,

upper critical dim ensionality—the din ension above which m ean— eld theory

isvald.
that appeared as part of the new \renom alization group" 43, 44, [45, [44]. T he
understanding of classicalphase transitions required the rem arkable fusion ofuni-
versality, together w ith the new concepts of scaling, renom alization and the ap—
plication of tools borrowed from quantum eld theory. T hese developm ents are a
m ain stay ofm odem theoreticalphysics, and their in uence is £lt far outside the
realn s of condensed m atter.

O ne ofthe unexpected dividends ofthe renom alization group concept, In the
realn ofm any-body theory, was the solution of the K ondo e ect: the condensed
m atter analog of quark con nem ent.By the late flies, the resistancem Inina in
copper, gold and silver alloys that had been observed since the 1930s[L0], had
been identi ed wih m agnetic im purities, but the m echanism for the m inin um
was still unknown. In the early 60’s, Jun Kondof4/] was able to identify this
resistance m Inin um , as a consequence of antiferrom agnetic interactions betw een
the localm om ents and the surrounding electron gas. T he key ingredient in the
K ondo m ode], is an antiferrom agnetic interaction between a localm om ent and the
conduction sea, denoted by

Hi=J~0) S 12)

S isa spin 1=2 and ~ (0) isthe soin density ofthe conduction electronsat the origin.
K ondol41] found that when he calculated the scattering rate 1 of electrons o
a m agnetic m om ent to one order higher than Bom approxin ation,

1
/0 +2@ )ZJnD?]Z; 13)

where is the density of state of electrons In the conduction sea and D is the
w idth of the electron band. A s the tem perature is lowered, the logarithm ic term
grow s, and the scattering rate and resistivity ultin ately rises, connecting the re—
sistance m nimum w ih the antiferrom agnetic interaction between soins and their
surroundings.

A deeper understanding ofthis logarithm required the renomm alization group
conoeptldy, 144, 149]. By system atically taking the e ects ofhigh frequency virtual
soin uctuations into acoount, it becam e clear that the bare coupling J is replaced
by a renom alized quantity

,. D
J ()=3J +2J )Vh— 14)

that depends on the scale of the cuto , so that the scattering rate is m erely
given by 1= / ( J())*F 1 .The corresponding renom alization equation
QJ
@I

= @)= 20 r+0@ 15)
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contains a \negative function": the halim ark of a coupling which dies away at
high energies (asym ptotic freedom ), but which grow s at low energies, ultin ately
reaching a value of order uniy when the characteristic cuto is reduced to the
scale of the so called \K ondo tem perature Ty De 7.

The \Kondo" e ect is a m anifestation of the phenom enon of \asym ptotic
freedom " that also govems quark physics. Like the quark, at high energies the
local m om ents inside m etals are asym ptotically free, but at energies below the
K ondo tem perature, they interact so strongly w ith the surrounding electrons that
they becom e screened or \con ned" at Iow energies, ultim ately formm ing a Landau
Fem i liquid[49]. It is a rem arkable that the latent physics of con nem ent, hiding
w Ithin cryostatsin the guise ofthe K ondo resistancem inin um , rem ained am ystery
form ore than 40 years, pending purerm aterials, the concept of localm om ents and
the discovery of the renom alization group.

34 The conospt of Em ergence

The end of the cold-war period in m any-body physics is m arked by A nderson’s
statem ent of the concept of em ergence. In a short paper, originally presented as
part of a Regent’s kecture entitled \M ore is di erent" at San D iego in the early
seventiesb(0], Anderson de ned the concept of em ergence w ith the now fam ous
quote

\at each new Jlevel of com plexity, entirely new properties appear,
and the understanding of these behaviors requires research which T
think is as fundam ental in is nature as any other."

A nderson’s quote underpins a m odem attiude to condensed m atter physics—
the notion that the study ofthe collective principles that govem m atter isa frontier
unto itself, com plin entary, yet separate to those of coam ology, particle physics and
biology.

4 Condensed M atter Physics in the New Era

41 New States ofM atter

By the end of the 1970’s few condensed m atter physicists had really intemalized
the consequences ofem ergence. In the early eighties, m ost m em bers ofthe comm u—
nity were for the m ost part, content w ith a com fortable notion that the principle
constraints on the behavior and possble ground-states of dense m atter were al-
ready known. Superconductivity was w idely believed to be lin itedto below about
25K [B1l]. The \vacuum " state of m etallic behavior was m ly believed to be the
Landau Fem i liquid, and no signi cant departures were envisaged outside the
realm of onedin ensional conductors. T Iny am ounts of m agnetic in purities were
known to be anathem a to superconductiviy. T hese principles were so entrenched
In the com m uniy that the rstobservation [52] ofheavy electron superconductiviy
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In them agneticm etalUB e 3 wasm issidenti ed as an artifact, delaying acosptance
of this phenom enon by another decade. By the end of the 80’s all of these popu-—
larly held principles had been exploded by an unexpected sequence of discoveries,
In the areas of heavy electron physics, the quantum Halle ect and the discovery
ofhigh tem perature superconductivity.

F igure 3: Iustrating the binding of tw o vortices to each electron, to form the = 1=3 Laughlin
ground-state.

411 FractionalQuantum HallE ect

In the 1930’s Landau had discussed the quantum m echanics of electron m otion
In amagnetic eld 53], predicting the quantization of electron kinetic energy into
discrete Landau levels

h® &2+ k?)  heB

1
! Zy. = 0: 1:Dcce):
o S n+ 2), nh=0;1; 2::2): 1e)

Landau quantization had been con m ed in m etals, w here it produces oscillations
In the eld-dependent resistivity (Shubnikov de Haas oscillations) and m agneti-
zation (de Haas van A Iphen oscillations), and the eld was thought m ature. In
the seventies, advances in sam iconductor technology and the availability of high
m agnetic elds, m ade it possible to exam Ine two din ensional electron uids at
high elds, when the spacing of the Landau levels is so large that the electrons
drop Into the lowest Landau lvel, so that their dynam ics is entirely dom inated
by mutualCoulom b interactions. R em arkably, the H all constant of these electron
uldswas Pund to be quantized w ith valuesRy = VT = %;where at ower elds,
= 1;2;3 ::: isan Integer, but at higher elds, aocquiresa fractionally quantized
valies = 1=3; 1=5; 1=7:::. Laughlinlb4] showed that the fractional quantum
Halle ect isproduced by interactions, w hich stabilize a new type ofelectron uid
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where the Landau level has fractional 1ling factor = 1=@M + 1).In Laugh-
Iin’s approach, the electron uid is pierced by \vortices" which identify zeroes in
the electron wavefunction. Laughlin proposed that electrons bind to these vor-
tices to avoid other electrons, and he incorporated this physics into his celebrated
wavefnction by attaching each electron to an even number 2M of vortices.

" #
Y X

Ez:9)= (@ )™ exp  mF=4L (i)

>3 i

where 1, = P =B is the m agnetic lngth. The excitations in this state are
gapped, w ith both fractional charge and fractional statistics: an entirely new elec—
tronic ground state. M oreover, the wavefiinction is robust against the details of
the H am ittonian from which it is derived.

T his break-through opened an entire eld of nvestigation [53, [56] into the
new world of highly correlated electron physics, bringing a whole range of new
conogpts and language, such as

fractional statistics quasiparticles—
com posite ferm ions—
Chem-Sim ons tem s.

Equally inportantly, the fractional quantum Hall e ect m ade the community
poignantly aware of the profound transfom ations that becom e possble in elec—
tronicm atter when the strength of Interactionsbecom es com parable to, or greater
than the kinetic energy.

412 Heavy Electron P hysics

T he discovery of heavy electron m aterdals in the late seventiesh/, 58] forced con—
densed m atter physicists to severely revise their understanding about how local
m om ents Interact w ith the electron uid. In the late seventies, electron behavior
In m etals was neatly categorized into

1. \delbcalized" behavior, w here electrons form B loch waves, and

2. \localized" behavior, w here the electrons in question are bound near a par-
ticular atom In them aterial. Such unpaired spins form tiny atom ic m agnets
called \localm om ents" that tend to align at low tem peratures and are ex—
trem ely dam aging to superconductivity.

Heavy ferm ion m etals com pletely defy these nom s, for they contain a dense array
ofm agneticm om ents, yet Instead ofm agnetically ordering the m om ents develop a
highly correlated param agnetic ground-state w ith the conduction electrons.W hen
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this happens, the resistivity of the m etal drops abruptly, form ing a highly corre—
lated Landau Ferm i liquid In which electron m asses rise in excess 0o£ 100 tim es the
bare electron m asshd].

Heavy electron physics is, In essence the direct descendant of the resistance
m ininum physics st observed In sinple metals n the early 1930’s. O ur cur—
rent understanding of heavy ferm ions is based on the notion, due to D oniach [60],
that the \K ondo e ect" seen for individualm agnetic m om ents, survives inside the
dense m agnetic arrays of heavy ferm ion com pounds to produce the heavy ferm ion
state. T he heavy electrons that propagate in these m aterials are really the direct
analogs of nucleons form ed from con ned quarks. Curiously, one of the m ost use—
fil theoretical m ethods for describing these system s was borrowed from particle
physics. H eavy electrons are form ed in f-orbitalswhich are spin-orbit coupled w ith
a large soin degeneracy N = 23+ 1.0 ne of the m ost usefilm ethods for devel-
oping a m ean— eld description of the heavy electron m etal is the 1=N expansion,
hspired by analogies w ith the 1=N expansion in the sphericalm odel of statisti-
calm echanics[ell]] and the 1=N expansion in the number of colors In Q uantum
Chrom odynam icsibZ, 163,164, 163]. H ere the basic idea is that 1=N plays the rolk of
an e ective P lanck’s constant

! h ; (18)
N effr
so that asN ! 1 , certain operators, or com binations of operators in the H am ik

tonian behave as new classical variables. T he physics can then be solved in the
largeN lim it asa specialkind ofclassicalphysics, and the corrections to this lim it
are then expanded in powers of 1=N . In thisway m uch of the essential physics of
the heavy electron param agnet is captured as a sam iclassical expansion around a
new class ofm ean— eld theory, where the w idth of the heavy electron band plays
the role of an order param eter.

413 High Tem perature Superconductiviy

T he discovery of high tem perature superconductivity, with transition tem pera—
tures that have spiraled way above the theoretically predicted m axin um possble
transition tem peratures, to its current m aximum of 165K, stunned the physics
comm uniy. These system s are orm ed by adding charge to an insulating state
w here electrons are localized In an antiferrom agnetic array.Severalaspects ofthese
m aterials radically challenge our understanding of correlated electron system s, in
particular:

T he close vicinity between insulating and superconducting behavior in the
phase diagram , which suggests that the insulator and superconductor m ay
derive from closely related ground-state w avefunctions(ed,67].

T he \strangem etal" behavior of the optin ally doped m aterials.M any prop—
erties of this state tell us that it is not a Landau Femn i liquid, such as the
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linear resistivity
= J+ AT 19)

extending from the transition tem perature, up to the m elting tem perature.
T his linear resistivity isknown to origihate in an electron-electron scattering
rate (T) kg T, that grow s linearly wih tem perature, which has been
called a \m arghalFem i liquid" [68]. In conventionalm etals, the inelastic
scattering rate grow s quadratically w ith tem perature. D espite 15 years of
e ort, the origin of the linearity of the scattering rate rem ains a m ystery.

T he origin ofthe grow th ofa psesudogap in the electron spectrum for \under-
doped" superconductors. T his soft gap in the excitation spectrum signalsthe
grow th of correlations am ongst the electrons prior to superconductivity, and
som e believe that it signals the fom ation of pairs, w ithout coherencel69].

T he radical sim plicity of m any of the properties of the cuprate superconductors
leadsm any to believe that their ultim ate solution w ill require a conceptually new
description of the interacting electron uid.

\ Margina Fermi Liquid
\ p D‘l’
| TyOmax(T,E)

A\A
\

PSEUDO- '\
GAP \
Hidden order?

\ Fermi
' Liquid?
AFM /*m
rorY
x=0.19 QCPQ X

Figure 4: schem atic phase diagram for cuprate superconductors, w here x is doping and T the
tem perature, show ing the location of a possible quantum critical point.

The qualtative phase diagram is shown in Fig[), show ing three distinct
regions- the over-doped region, the fan of \m arginal Ferm i liquid behavior" and
the underdoped region. T he theoretical study of this phase diagram has proven
to be a huge engine for new ideas, such as

Spin charge separation— the notion that the soin-charge coupled electron
breaks up into independent collective charge and spin excitations, as In one
din ensional uids.
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H idden order-the notion that the pseudo-gap is a consequence of the for-
m ation of an asyet unidenti ed order param eter, such as orbialm agnetism
(ddensity waves) [0, [71]] or stripesl/2].

Quantum criticality—the notion that the strangem etalphase ofthe cuprates
is a consequence of a \quantum critical point" around a critical doping of
about x. 02[13] In this scenario, the pseudo-gap is associated w ith the
grow th of \hidden order" and m arginal Fem i liquid behavior is associated
w ith the quantum uctuations em anating from the quantum critical point.

P re-form ed pairs- the idea that the underdoped pseudo-gap region of the
phase diagram is a consequence of the fom ation of phase-incoherent pairs
which form at the pseudo-gap tem perature69].

R esonating Valence B onds—the idea that superconductivity can be regarded
asa uild of spinless charged holes, m oving In a background of singlt soin
pairs.[6d]

New fom sofgauge theory, including 7, [/4]], SU (2) [[3] and even supersym —

m etric gauge theories[/€] that m ay describe the m anifold of states that is
highly constrained by the strong coulom b interactions between electrons in
the doped M ott Insulator.

M any of these ideas enpy som e particular realization In non-cuprate m aterials,
and in this way, cuprate superconductivity has stin ulated a huge growth of new
conosgpts and ideas In m any-body physics.

42 Quantum C riticality

T he concept of quantum criticality : the idea that a zero tem perature phase transi-
tion w ill exhbit critical order param eter uctuations in both space and tin e, was

rst Introduced by John H ertz during the hey-days of Interest in critical phenom —
ena, but was regarded as an intellectual curiosity.[/ /] D iscoveries over the past
decade and a half have revealed the ability of zero-tem perature quantum phase
transitions to qualitatively transform the properties of a m aterial at nite tem -
peratures.For exam ple, high tem perature superconductiviy is thought to be bom
from a new m etallic state that develops at a certain critical doping In copper—
perovskite m aterials.[/3] Near a quantum phase transition, a m aterial enters a
weird state of \quantum criticality”: a new state ofm atter w here the wavefiinc-
tion becom esa uctuating entangled m xture ofthe ordered, and disordered state.
T he physics that govems this new quantum state of m atter represents a m a pr
unsolved challenge to our understanding of correlated m atter.

A quantum critical point QCP) is a sihgularity in the phase diagram : a
point x = x. at zero-tem perature w here the characteristic energy scale kg T, (x) of
excitations above the ground-state goesto zero. F ig.5.) .[/8,[19,180,181,182,184] T he
QCP a ects the broad wedge of phase diagram where T > T, (x). In this region
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of the m aterial phase diagram , the critical quantum uctuations are cut-o by

them al uctuations after a correlation tim e given by the H eisenberg uncertainly
principle

h .

kg T

@0)

As a material is coold towards a quantum critical point, the physics probes
the critical quantum uctuations on longer and longer tin e-scales. A though the
\quantum critical" region of the phase diagram where T > T, (X) is not a strict
phase, the absence of any scale to the excitations other than tem perature itself
qualitatively transform s the properties of the m aterial in a fashion that we would
nom ally associate w ith a new phase ofm atter.

T A
p(T)
T
T,(a) |----- 7
Critical Point Heavy €lectrons
Pt
AFM STET .
il e e
T Xe X

Quantum Critical Point

FJg'LIIe 5: Quantum criticality in heavy electron system s. For x < X. spins becom e ordered
for T < T, (x) form ing an antiferrom agnetic Fem i liquid ; for x > xc, com posite bound-states
form between spins and electrons at T < Tp (x) producing a heavy Femn i liquid. \N on-Fem i
liquid behavior", in which the characteristic energy scale is tem perature itself, and resistivity is
quasi-linear, develops in the wedge shaped region between these two phases. T he nature of the
critical Lagrangian goveming behavior at x¢ is currently a m ystery.

Quantum criticality hasbeen extensively studied in heavy electron m aterials,
In which the antiferrom agnetic phase transition tem perature can be tuned to zero
by the application ofa pressure, eld or chem icaldoping. C lose to quantum criti-
cality, these m aterials exhibit a num ber of tantalizing sin ilarities w ith the cuprate
superconductors(84]:

a predigoosition to form anisotropic superconductors,

the form ation of a strange m etalw ith quasilinear resistivity in the critical
region
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the appearance of tem perature as the only scale in the electron excitation
spectrum at criticality, rem iniscent of \m arginal Fem i liquid behavior"

Hertz proposed that quantum criticality could be understood by extending classi-
cal criticality to order param eter uctuations in im agihary tim e, using a Landau
G Inzburg functional that includes the e ects of dissipation:
Z q-t Z
F = d d&'x je+i,) F+ 3F+uid +Fp 1)
0
where Q , is the ordering vector of the antiferrom agnet, the correlation length
which vanishes at the QCP and
Z
X E: . a
a . JnlJ
Fp = i
> 2yl @ n )¥ -

7 (=2n T) (22)

in

isa linear dam ping rate derived from the densiy ofparticle-hol excitations in the
Ferm isea.An im portant feature of this \ *" Lagrangian is that the m om entum
dependence enters w ith tw ice the power of the frequency dependence, the tim e
din ension counts as z = 2 space din ensions, and the e ective dim ensionality of
the theory is

D =d+ z=d+ 2; 23)

so that D = 5 for the three din ensionalm odel, pushing it above its upper critical
din ension.

In heavy electron m aterials, there is a grow ing sense that the H ertz approach
can not explain the physics of quantum criticality. M any of the properties of the
QCP, such as the appearance of non-trivial exponents in the quantum spin cor-
relations, wih T as the only energy scale, suggest that the underlying critical
Lagrangian lies beneath its critical din ension. A 1so, all experin ents indicate that
the energy soectrum of the quasiparticles in the Landau Fem 1 liquid either side
of the Q CP, telescopes to zero, driving the m asses of quasiparticle excitations to
In niy, and pushing the characteristic Ferm item perature to zero at the quantum
critical point. Yet the Hertz m odel predicts that m ost the electron quasiparticle
m asses should rem ain nite at an antiferrom agneticQCP.

This has led som e to propose that unlike classical criticality, we can not use
Landau G Inzburg theory as a starting point for an exam nation ofthe uctuations:
a new mean- eld theory must be found. O ne of the ideas of particular interest,
is the idea of \local quantum criticality", whereby the quantum uctuations of
the soins becom e critical in tim e, but not space at a Q CP [83]. Another idea, is
that at a heavy electron quantum critical point, the heavy electron quasiparticle
disintegrates into separate soin and charge degrees of freedom . B oth ideas require
radically new kinds ofm ean- eld theory, raising the prospect of a discovery of a
wholly new class of critical phenom ena [84].

I should add that Chapline and Laughlin have suggested that quantum crit—
icality m ay have coam ological im plications, proposing that the event horizon of a
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black hole m ight be identi ed with a quantum critical interface where the char-
acteristic scales of particle physics m ight, In com plete analogy w ih condensed
m atter, telescope to zero[83].

No. inequivalent

d Binary Tertiary Quarternary
Atoms/unit cell
1 2 3 4 20 complexity
| | | | M- —
eg. S MgB, UPd Al , YBa,Cu,0_, SimplestBiological
Elemental sz 3 2% Molecules
Insulator 40K SC ;
Heavy Fermion
Metal High Temperature
SC

# different types

2 4 6 3
of compound. 10 10 10 10

Figure 6:The \axis of com plexity".

5 The nature of the Frontier

T his article has tried to illustrate how condensed m atter physicshashad a central
In uence in the developm ent of our ideas about collective m atter, both in the lab,
and on a cosn ological scale. M any sin ple phenom ena seen in the cryostat, illis-
trate fuindam entally new principles of nature that recur throughout the cosn os.
T hus, the discovery of superconductivity and the M eissner e ect has contributed
In a fundam entalway to our understanding ofbroken sym m etry and the A nderson
Higg’sm echanian . In a sin ilar way, the observation of the resistance m inim um in
copper, providesan elem entary exam ple ofthe physicsofcon nem ent, and required
an understanding ofthe principles ofthe renom alization group for its understand-
Ing. The Interchange between the traditional frontiers- and the em ergent frontier
of condensed m atter physics is as live today, as i has been over the past four
decades- for exam ple-insights Into conform al eld theory gained from the study of
2D phase transitions86] currently play a m a pr role In the description ofD -brane
solitons|874] in superstring theory. In the fiture, new Iy discovered phenom ena, such
as quantum criticality are likely to have their coan ological counterparts as well.
O ne way of visualizing the frontier, is to consider that in the periodic table,
there are about 100 elem ents. As we go out along the com plexity axis Fig.[@),
from the elem ents to the binary, tertiary and quatemary com pounds, the num —
ber of possible ordered crystals exponentiates by at least a factor of 100 at each
stage, and w ith it grow s the potential for discovery of findam entally new states of
m atter. Only two years ago—a new high tem perature superconductorM gB, was
discovered am ongst the binary com pounds—and the vast phase space of quatemary
com pounds has barely been scratched by the m aterials physicist. T his is a fron—
tier of exponentiating possibilities, form ing a glorious continuum spanning from
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the sim plest collective properties of the elem ents, out tow ards the m ost dram atic
em ergent phenom enon of all-that of life itself.

Curiously, thisnew frontier continuesto preserve its Ilinksw ith technology and
applications.D uring the past four decades, the size of sem conductorm em ory has
halved every 18 m onths, follow ing M oore’s law [88]. E xtrapolating this unabated
trend into the future, som etin e around 2020, the num ber of atom s required to
store a single bit of inform ation w ill reach unity, forcing technology into the reaim
of the quantum . Just as the rst industrial revolution of the early 19th century
was founded on the physical principles of them odynam ics, and the w ireless and
television revolutionsofthe 20th century werebuilt Jargely upon the understanding
of classical electrom agnetian , we can expect that technology of this new century
w illdepend on the new principles—of collective and quantum m echanicalbehavior
that our eld hasbegun, and continues to forge today.
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