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Abstract
Perfect fluids are characterized as having the smallest odtshear viscosity to entropy density/ s,
consistent with quantum uncertainty and causality. Sankeayly perfect fluids have only been observed in
the Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP) and in unitary atomic Fermegé@dFG), exotic systems that are amongst
the hottest and coldest objects in the known universe, ctisply. We use Angle Resolve Photoemission
Spectroscopy (ARPES) to measure the temperature dependéran electronic analogue @f/s in an
optimally doped cuprate high temperature supercondufitating it too is a nearly perfect fluid around,

and above, its superconducting transition temperéfire
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. INTRODUCTION

Quantum fluids are well understood in two opposing limitse thollisionless” regime and
the “hydrodynamic”, collision-dominated regime. They ateracterized by the time between
particles’ collisions with each other being much longer loorser, respectively, than the charac-
teristic time for collisions with their surroundinlys Generally, the cuprates have been treated
pertubatively, adding the effects of interactions to a cehecollisionless system in which elec-
tronic excitations are treated as free carriers with basipgrties renormalized by interactions,
the quasiparticle approach. But this method has failed toptetely account for the interesting
behavior of electrical transport in the cuprates’ high temagure strange metal phase. Alterna-
tively, it has been recognized that strange metal trangpginating from proximity to a quantum
critical point (QCP) is inherently hydrodynamit the result of electronic degrees of freedom
appearing to behave quasi-classically because their dgsaale only with the thermodynamic
temperaturd” and are dominated by electron-electren) (scattering. Recent experiments have
also suggested hydrodynamics may be responsible for cem@rersal aspects of transport in the
cuprated. Here, we consider the cuprates from this alternative lanidl treat their low energy
electron matter as a hydrodynamic fluid. Specifically, wéqyer a rudimentary estimate of/ s
for optimally doped BjSr,CaCyOs, s from a kinematic perspective. While not a true measure of
the viscosity, this viscosity-like parameter indicates strongly interacting cuprate electron fluid
is essentially a perfect liquid along with the QGP and the U&iproaching the holographic bound
originally proposed by Kovtun, Son and Starinets (KSS) gisihe Anti-de Sitter Space/Conformal
Field Theory (AdS/CFT) correspondefice

ny b M
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Characterizing the total electrical conduction by vistogpresents a departure from our usual
conception of transport in solids. Hydrodynamics in thespree of an ionic lattice requires
momentum and energy to be locally conserved by the electuid ifhteracting primarily with
itself and dissipating disturbances collectively only aiaim later times Mathematically this
requirement is expressed &sr.. > h/7._.:, Wheree — lat denotes electron-lattice interactions
andr is a scattering time; its defeat is a near-universal featfiteansport in solids leading, for
instance, to high¥ resistivity saturation at the loffe-Regal limit. The dorainte of phonon and

other Umklapp processes over pukeprocesses usually short-circuits true hydrodynamic flow
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even at high temperatures. HowevVefrr.. > h/7._,, has been verified directly in Bi2212 by,
for example, time resolved ARPES Further, the transport scattering ratér,,. is known to be
dominated by electronic interactions rather than phonomspurities. This behavior is a natural
outgrowth of Bi2212’s doping from a parent Mott insulatorwmich theee interactions rulea
priori. Further, hydrodynamic transport provides a plausiblelraaism for the violation of loffe-
Regal limif. While the precise mechanism by which long time scale vischssipation leads to a
finite electrical resistivity is not known, several poskilas (beyond the scope of this work) have

been suggestédh©

Lacking a true “electrical viscometer” we appeal to the ssasisical nature of the strange metal
to obtain a phenomenological estimatengé. Though Bi2212 does not host true quasiparticles,
guasiparticle-like excitations are well-enough definetthat~ermi level’» and Fermi momentum
kr thatT remains meaningful and a Boltzmann description of the flsistill possiblé''2 His-
torically, analysis of ARPES data from the cuprates hasgeded accordingly. Treating nodal ex-
citations imbued with sharp Lorentzian spectral peaksatttaristic of quantum lifetime processes
has, for instance, enabled the observation of quantuncalitif in single particle lifetime's, the
explanation of bulk transport properties in terms of micapsc origind* and indeed underlies
the entire many-body Greens function approach to undeistgrihe electronic structure of the

cuprate¥’.

One approach to estimating the viscosity of a fluid is to galims the classical result that
n(T) = (T)7,(T) wheree(T) is the kinetic energy density angg = 7. is the momentum
(or transport) relaxation rate appropriate to hydrodymaif. For example, the viscosity of the
classical ideal gas is exactlyT') 7, = nkT't, wheren is particle density/. The kinetic approach
to Fermi liquid theory similarly yields)-;, ~ ¢(T)7,.(T) up to a constant close to untf°. In
practicenry, turns out to be rather large because it scales with the lazgmiFenergy intrinsic to
true metals. Graphene has been predicted to host a neafécipunic?® in the sense of Eq. 1 in
part because it can be easily be brought into a semiclaseigiahe, in which case(T") ~ T. In
the case of graphene, as well as topological insulators) Tthe relevant energy scale is taken
to be the Dirac point energyyp, rather thantr. So long askp — < kg1 (wherep is the
chemical potential) and-¢ < 1 these materials remain in the classical hydrodynamic Jimit
where/ o 77! is the electronic mean free path. Optimally doped Bi2212tendther hand
achieves the saniB-scaling in the normal state by virtue of its proximity to a P#¢%*3so that

e(T) is given by the thermal kinetic energy per particle and Bpt BelowT,, as well as above it
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while a fluctuating superconductivity persists, therave nature of the superconducting gag-
ensures the existence of a nodal point playing the same salg,an graphene and TlI's. That,
as well as the linearity of the band in the vicinity of also preserves an approximate Lorentz
invariancé®. Because the nodal point is pinned;tpthe system remains in the classical limit.
Further, belowT. viscosity only has meaning for the normal, nodal componérihe system
because the superfluid component has neither entropy ramsifg. A similar situation holds for
superfluid Helium in the two fluid picture.

We proceed to approximate Eq. 1 by replacing classical sgpes fors(7) and s(T") in
n/s = e(T)7,(T)/s(T) with those respecting Fermi-Dirac (FD) statistics and ssteathe ther-
modynamic and dynamical quantities, respectivély(1") = (1) /s(T") and7,(T"). Formally this
approach only requires knowledge Bf 7,(7") and the renormalized single particle densities of
states (DOSyr(w) with binding energyw = E — Er. Takinggr(w) from experiment captures
effects due to the pseudogap, strong coupling, etc. noyeaproduced by theory. It is by this
means that the ARPES spectrum readily gives access to inadi@coperties of electrons such as
order parameters and thermal distribution functions. Pphigedure explicitly ignores collective
excitations that do not renormalize the single particlectpen, as appropriate tg, and in con-
sidering only the kinetic energy density no further assuomstof this sort are needed anyway
Below T, superconductivity itself is entirely reflected in the remalization ofg,(w).

Combining the above considerations produces our quantiticetapproximation to;/s:

U T, (2)

S
whereh /7, is determined from ARPES lineshape analysis and

S wlgr(w) = Go(w))dw

T D ) + Uy — D — ) (@)de

3)

wherefr = (1 + ekﬁ)‘l is the FD distributiongy(w) = frgr(w) is proportional to the ARPES
spectrum integrated over the full Brillouin zone (BZ) ajpdw) = folgr(w) + gr(—w)]?:. Note
that only spectral weight withir- 4k5T of Er contributes significantly to the integrals of Eq.
3, numerical prefactors and proportionality constantscehand gapped portions of the Fermi
surface contribute far less to Eq. 3 than do gapless exaiigfbout the nodes.

Realistic absolute values of,(1") are notoriously difficult to calculate from first principals
for even the simplest systems, let alone for the cupratesyfach the origin of the linear-in-

T scattering rate fo” > 7, remains a mystery. However becauSg?’) relies only upon the
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DOS, it is readily calculable from a model of the low energydbatructure. 7, (7") can also be
estimated by purely analytical means assuming only a gefoena for the energy dependence of
the low energy DOS. Analytical and numerical evaluatioff’pfirst from first principles and then
using a simple tight binding model and the phenomenolognalel due to Yang, Rice and Zhang
(YRZ)?2 can be found in the Appendix.

[I. COMPUTATION OF T;,

The single particle spectral functioﬁt(l?, w), at a given temperatufg, is related to the retarded

single particle Green’s function by
AR, w) = — 2 ImGP(F, w)]. @)
m

wherew = E — Er is the binding energy referenced to the Fermi enelflgy In ARPES we
measure a photoelectron intensﬂﬁ, w) (after kinematic conversion from emission anglend

¢ to momentunk) proportional toA(lZ, w) such that
I(K,0) = (M ik, w)|* f(w, T)A(R,w)) @ R(k — K, w — ) (5)

whereg is a constant of proportionalitnyi(E, w)|? is a dipole transition matrix element that in
general depends on photon energy, polarization and angteioience as well as possible final
state effects an®R(l§ —Kw— w’) denotes convolution by a (usually Gaussian) instrumental
resolution function. Resolution broadening is removedmto other analysis by Lucy-Richardson
deconvolution, as has been described extensively elsef¥hso primes are dropped from here
on. Since all measurements on a given sample are perforneediagle photon energy we will
also take its contribution to the intensity to be constauwt apsorb it into the overall constant of
proportionalitys. ¢ contains additional proportionalities such as photon felgctron detector
efficiency and a host of other contributions internal an@exl to the sample that render the mea-
sured ARPES spectrum proportional to the absolute valueeo$pectral function which encodes
the probability for electron removal (or addition) pféandw. In the small energy range (on the
order of£100 meV at the most) abouir we are interested in for evaluation 6f7")/S(T") we
shall take|/\/lfz-(/l_5,cu)|2 to be constant in and remove thé dependence, which is slow in the
nodal region for this photon energy and the band of inteassd, normalize it to the incoherent

background then absorbing it in¢o This approximation works here because the integrals of Eq.
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o, = -33 meV, Aw=%= 3 meV w0=0, Aw=t 3 meV o_=+33 meV, An=t 3 meV

FIG. 1. (color online) Scaled intensity maps for the Bi221&rhi surface at 95 K. From left to right:
w = —-33meV,w = 0, w = +33 meV. The integration window is=3 meV. The experimental details are
described in the methods section of the main text. The redslmows the antiferromagnetic zone boundary
and the black line shows the visible portion of the Fermiatefforx = 0.16 calculated using the YRZ

model as described above.

3 are heavily dominated by states at and néarantinodal states in the pseudogap regime do not
contribute appreciably t@;, either above or below,. Constant energy intensity maps shown in
Fig. 1 forT = 95 K at Er and+4kgT, respectively, illustrate this point. The effect of a rdpid

changing DOS is somewhat more dramatic belbwas illustrated for th&” = 60 K intensity

maps, Fig. 2.
Rearranging the remaining terms we find
- I(k,w
A = 1 = ) (6)
where
gr(w) = / AR, w)df = = / I(F,w)dF. @
BZ Sfr Jez

Here BZ (Brillouin Zone) denotes integration over alin the first BZ or, by symmetry, just the
irreducible eighth of the BZ symmetrized into the first quadr fr comes out of the integral
because it depends only upenHerec absorbs the actual fraction of the BZ measured, factors of
m, degeneracy factors, etc.

Our goal is to use ARPES data to evaluate

1, = (8)




o, = -20 meV, Aw=%= 3 meV w0=0, Aw=t 3 meV o_=+20 meV, An=t 3 meV

0

FIG. 2. (color online) Scaled intensity maps for the Bi221&rhi surface at 60 K. From left to right:
w = —20 meV,w = 0, w = +20 meV. The integration window is3 meV. The experimental details are
described in the methods section of the main text. The redslmows the antiferromagnetic zone boundary
and the black line shows the visible portion of the Fermiatefforx = 0.16 calculated using the YRZ

model as described above.

wheres(T) = (U(T')—U(0))/V is the free energy density7") = S(7")/V is the entropy density
and, after canceling volume facto¥s S(7") is the entropy and/(7) is the total thermodynamic
energy.U(0) is the ground state energy to whi€i{T) is referenceds(7") andu(T) = U(T)/V
are in general given by the equatiéh&

S(T) = ~ka [ [frin(f) + (1= f)In(L - fo)lor(w)de ©)
and
) = [ [ (o ) rAr(F )k (10)
respectively. In Eq. 16; is the bareBZIe;:?r)on dispersion. Separatingdtaade;; terms yields
u(T) = / Z w frgr(w)dw + /B ) ezl / Z frAp(k,w)dw)dE. (12)

While g7(w) x A(k,w) ARPES measures only occupied statés w) o fr(w)A(k, w). Itis

therefor useful to redefine Egs. 9 and 10 in terms of occup®® By (w):

gr(w) = frgr(w) = / I(k,w)dk. (12)

BZ
To calculatel/ (T = 0) we requirejy(w) here defined by extrapolating the state at any given

T = 0 by “lowering the temperature” of the Fermi function
go(w) = folgr(w) + gr(—w)]. (13)
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This procedure shifts (physical) spectral weight from abtiy belowE - using symmetrization
(which removes the effect of the Fermi function from the $pen) and then cuts off the spectrum
at £ with the step functiory,. This procedure mimics the effect of goingto= 0, effectively
implementing a “band structure” approximation. Note alst because all weight aboy- is set
to zero at the end by, no unphysical weight is produced abakg on the unoccupied side of the
spectrum and no assumption of particle-hole symmetry anasstry is required. Then

u(T) — u(0) = / " wlgr(w) — Go(w)]dw + / i / U Ar(R @) — fodo(F. w)]dwldi (14)

o0

where, first performing the integral in Eq. 14, the; term can be seen to go to zero by in-
spection because the total spectral weighfﬁvﬁ(fé, w) is conserved between temperatures. This
is different from the case of evaluating, for example, thergn difference between normal and
superconducting spectral functions. After performingititegrals in Eq. 14 and dividing by Eq.

9 all constants absorbed ingocancel between numerator and denominator and we are |dft wit
Eq. 3.

I11. EXPERIMENTAL METHODSAND RESULTS
A. Measurement of T;,

Optimally doped single crystals of Bi2212 were grown usimg floating zone method.. was
checked using SQUID magnetometery. The ARPES experimeaits varried out at beamline
U13UB of the National Synchrotron Light Source. Samplesenapunted with the entrance slit
of the hemispherical electron spectrometer along the E1221 Y direction and cleavenh situ at
the lowest measureHt for each sample at the chamber base presswexd)—!! Torr. The chem-
ical potential was referenced for each sample to a gold wieddctrical contact with the Bi2212
samples.T was measured using a silicon diode mounted close to the samphe temperature
was ramped at a rate of 0.5 K/minute to prevent outgassingmamichize mechanical stress on the
samples between sweeps of the Brillouin zone. The photogemeas set to 16.5 eV for all mea-
surements and was polarized along flie— A/ plane. The matrix elements associated with this
photon energy and relative polarization allow the obs&adf only the Bi2212 bonding band.
Spectra were recorded using a Scienta SES-2002 hemisplhelgctron spectrometer. The total

instrumental resolution (beamline + spectrometer) wascsé&®R.5 meV (Gaussian full width at
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half maximum) and angular resolution@fi°. These parameters were used as input for the Lucy-
Richardson (LR) algorithm used to deconvolve instrumemtaadening from the raw d&fa The

LR algorithm was set to run for three iterations on all 2D $ecDOS were produced by trape-
zoidal integration across the andk, directions of the 3D data sets produced at €BAclsample
surface quality and orientation was checked after the erehol run using low energy electron
diffraction (LEED). For the sample on which maffy were recorded in a single run (marked by
circles in Fig. 3)I" was first raised and then lowered. The chronological ordep&zatures were
recorded was 75 K, 91.5 K, 120 K, 140 K, 170 K, 130 K, 110 K, 45 Iuiced over three days
of continuous collection; both the ARPES and subsequentD Biowed minimal sample aging
over this period.

In Fig. 3a) we showl’-dependent DOS acquired on several samples by integralRRjES
spectra over the regions of the BZ delineated by the intgmséps atF» shown in Fig. 3b).
The result of applying Eq. 3 to experimental DOS is shown ig. F3c along with theoretical
T,(T)/T for a simple tight binding model of Bi2212. These resultsfpfT" are well understood

analytically using appropriate energy dependent DPS®)) x w® with a > —1. The analytical

a—+1
T ~ T 15
K (a—i—Q) (15)

is derived explicitly from the thermodynamic grand potahin the Appendix. Anv-linear dis-

approximation to Eq. 3,

persion throught/, as often occurs in real 2D systems, hassandependent DOS nedf with

a = 04givingT,,/T = (1/2).2* A Dirac cone-like dispersion, such as occurs in the nodabregf
Bi2212 forT < T., as well as for heavily underdoped samples about the nodé&s fo 7" < T*
(I'* the pseudogap temperature) givegw) o< w, with o = 1, yielding7,,/T = (2/3). Devia-
tions of gr(w) from a simple power law result in more complicated behavidevertheless, Fig.
3c indicates that despite the presence of strong interectiad a relatively small pseudogap, Eq.
15 is reasonably accurate.

In practice, extraction of these results from the datd’ as lowered is not trivial. Any inten-
sity noise in the measureg-(w) appearing at high energies in the ARPES spectrum can cause
unphysical or misleading results when evaluating Eq. 3. r€ason for this can be deduced from
examination of the factors in Eq.’s 9, 10 and 3 that weightrtteasured (occupied states) DOS
gr(w) and the “full” DOSgr(w), respectively. The Fermi factors weighting the full andqued
DOS in Eq. 9 are plotted for several temperatures in Fig. 4 @itropy weighting factor used

when considering a full DOS, as in a band structure calanats essentially a Gaussian distribu-
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FIG. 3. (color online) Panel a) Experimental DOS for Bi22Raw DOS (solid black lines) are generated
by integrating data over regions of the BZ demarcated by #renFsurface maps in panel b). Raw DOS
are fit abovelyr by a FD distributions (solid red lines) ensuring a smoothragph to zero intensity at high
energiesgo(w) (solid blue lines) and symmetrized DOS (black lines) are aloown. All DOS in the figure
are normalized to unity at high-w) and offset as indicated by the horizontal dashed black.livegtical
dashed black lines indicate4kzT for eachT'. b) Fermi surface maps corresponding to regions of the
BZ measured in ARPES used to generate the DOS in panel a). &beédl lines show the zone boundary
of the underlying antiferromagnetic spin lattice. The 95i€l&0 K maps are shown in Figures 1 and 2,
respectively. The upper-left panel shows a schematic aitiderlying tight binding Bi2212 FS (black line)
as described in the Appendix. €)dependence df}, /T (Eq.3). (solid blue line) Theoretical,/T" for
the tight binding model. (Black circles, a diamond and a sgint) 7}, /7" derived by applying Eq. 3
to the experimental DOS in panel a). Different symbols appldifferent samples. Error bars reflect the
uncertainty of the chemical potential, which was 0.5 meMt&bred and blue lines demarcdig/7" equal

to (2/3) and(1/2), respectively. (Black dashed line) phenomenological fihtodata used to scale ARPES

scattering rates for Fig. 8

tion centered atr and extending te- +4kzT above and belowr». On the other hand, removal
of a factor of fr(w) into the measured, occupied DOS in the denominator Eq. 3neasftect of
causing the spectral weight beldvy- to be weighted somewhat less relative to the full Gaussian,

and spectral weight abovE to contribute increasingly. In fact, the weight aba¥g, which
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FIG. 4. (color online) Panel a) shows the Gaussian distahuhat weights the full DOS when calculating
s(T). Panel b) shows the factor multiplying the experimentalctgied states” DOS actually measured

directly in ARPES. In both panels the vertical dotted linesatet+4kzT'.

decreases exponentially due to the Fermi cutoff, has arlineaincrease in weighting. Since in
practice ARPES does not detect anything much more thaii 37 aboveE?° contributions to

the integrals Eq. 9 or 3 increase exponentially with

A similar effect occurs for the weighting factarf;(w) in Egq. 10. This factor is plotted for
several temperatures in panel a) of Fig. 5. In panel b) weglét(w) — fo(w)) for the same
temperatures. While this is not strictly physical becafis@s) and f, weight gr(w) and gy (w),
respectively, it demonstrates the relative importanceoitations above’. In fact, it is because
u(T") goes to0 at £ while s(7") is maximal atEr for a givenT' that7), is so sensitive to the

opening of a gap around the Fermi surface.

The experimental problem faced here amounts to dividingheiED distribution from the data
without allowing the exponential blow-up of noise far abdvethat commonly occurs during this
procedure to effect the extractionof7’) ands(7"). What’s more, such noise can make it difficult
to locate the true “zero” level of integrated data; the removal of such background and smooth
zeroing of data abové& ' are vital to the successful evaluation of Eq. 3. Some pdasbifor
handling this are to impose a cutoff in positivehat varies from spectrum to spectrum with e.g.
statistical quality of the data, imposing a uniform and jagsarbitrary cutoff inw across all data

and working with purely symmetrized data, which imposesssidy false particle-hole symmetry
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FIG. 5. (color online) Panel a) shows the weighting factenf(l’), w fr(w) including at7" = 0. Panel b)

showsw( fr(w) — fo(w)). Vertical lines in both panels denotelkpT.

on the full DOS. As a compromise we have employed a methodioifia FD distribution function

to the high energy tails of the DOS integrated:inandk, and then replacing the measured DOS
at thosew with the fit. The advantage of this method is that the fits iakdy smoothly approach
zero intensity in a noise-free fashion far abdve so that the overall background of the spectrum
can be extracted with certainty before applying Eq. 3 to @ita.dThe fits to the data are shown in
Fig. 3a of the main text as red lines overlaying the data. Taemum difference between the fits
and the data they replace is on the orde2%f Another measure of the efficacy of this procedure
is to divide out the FD distribution from the raw. ..., (w) with the background subtraction at high
w performed using just the minimum intensity value (to avosdjative intensities) and compare
this togr ri+(w) where we have performed the fitting procedure describedeabidve comparison
is shown in Fig. 6a for thé5K data point. The agreement is very good ugkg 7' but without

the ambiguity of noise.

B. Measurement of 1/7,

Considering dynamics, the momentum transport rgtenteringn is a two-particle time
whereas;, measured in ARPES is single particle. Whitegeneral one cannot extraet, from 7,

it is in fact possible for many 2D materials, Bi2212 includd@this is because the remnakit and

12



-3 T=45K X10_4 T=45K

x10
1 [
sob [ Frmi@)/fT) | 6 9y (@)
[ |—e=sru@/ton | ] W)
2 o} | 91 BE-9OT) } 0 5 BE-5
[ [
-] | o4
. \ .
215 | L
< <3
%) %)
o 1 O
a a2
0.5 1
0 a) 0 =
-0.06 -0.04 -002 0  0.02 0.1 0.5

o [eV]

FIG. 6. (color online) a) (black) raw DOgy(w), divided by f(T,w) after subtracting just the minimum
intensity value, (red) DOS fit and replaced at highy a FD function, background subtracted to fit zero, then
divided by the FD function and (blue) raw DOS with an averagekiground subtraction &fx 10~ before

FD division. b) DOS before FD division (red) with fit and sudatted, (blue) minimum value subtracted and

(black) minimum value 6 x 10~° subtracted.

w-independent impurity contribution to the ARPES spectrigthy isolated by going td@” ~ 0, is
typically more than two orders of magnitude greater tharetpgévalent, small contribution seen
in transpor®?’, This occurs in Bi2212 becausgr, is dominated by forward scattering induced
by strong out-of-plane disorder agr, = h/7, probes only the much smaller in-plane, back
scattering contributiot¥?”. Once the impurity contribution is effectively removed hyirg to low

T, h/m, = h/7, for T > 0 because they are observed to have the sBsieear change in scatter-
ing rate per Kelvin. This trend is widespréaé?®2°and has been long appreciated in connection

with the Marginal Fermi Liquid phenomenology of the cupsiteln Eq. 2 we therefor apply

h . h h
W@ wd) W (19)

whereh /7y = h/7,(T = 0) andh /7 is the full width at half maximum of the Lorentzian spectral
line shape atF'r and k» and the forward scattering most apparent in ARPES does sst-di
pate electron momentum. Eq. 16 allows us to exploit the smfdit advantage of ARPES, over

transport, of access tg (7" < T.) for the gapless nodal states of Bi2212 which were previously
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FIG. 7. (color online) Temperature dependenceé fof, derived from nodal ARPES dat¥for Bi2212 (I, =

91 K) (red circles). Original dat®, in which inverse mean free patiis: = ¢! are measured directly, has
been rescaled into scattering rates using the temperdéyreadent Fermi velocities: (in units of [ev,&])

of Ref. [*?] such thath/7;; = vpAk. The final scattering rate (red circlesyigr, = /7 — h/7o where for
simplicity we taken/7g = min[h/Tp(T — 0)] = 17.7 meV.4nkgT, lines are also plotted as a reference;
the closerh/, approacheg;,(7") from below, the closen/s is to the holographic bound after scaling by Eq.
2. Relevant ideal bounds consistent with Eq. 1 inclifje= (1/2)T (dotted blue line) and’, = (2/3)T
(dotted red line) from Eq. 15, yielding/7, = 2nkgT andh/1, = (8/3)wkpT, respectively, as well as
the T}, including d-wave superconductivity in the simple tightdiiimg model (solid blue line) and,, from
the present experiment on Bi2212 (black circles). The prammlogical fit to the experimentdl, values

is shown as the dashed black line. The navy line is a lineav fift, (7" > T).

measure®. In Fig. 7 we ploth/7,(T") above and below... As a reference, limits on the scat-
tering rate derived from Eq. 1h/7, < 4wkpT,, are plotted. Comparison @f/7,(7") derived
from ARPES data using the above procedure to that acquiried eptical conductivity (in the
DC limit) on similar samples by Hwang et #lindicates good agreementAtwith deviations on

the order of ten percent dsis increased towards room temperature.
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IV. DISCUSSION

In Fig. 8 we present our main findings, a plot ®fs, evaluated using Eq. 2, for Bi2212
versus a reduced temperatdre= (7' — 7..)/T.. While calculations of) for the Fermi liquid®33
suggest our own analysis is correct up to a factor of order oméact, since in 2D equipartition
guarantees a prefactor not greater than unity, our resetesent an upper bound #@s even
allowing for a fully quantum calculation. We therefor fincgthas defined, Bi2212 nearly saturates
the holographic bound, Eq. 1, aroufig showing the electronic subsystem hosted in its CuO
planes is a nearly perfect fluid. Immediately beldinthe combination of a decreasigr, and
increasingl;,(1") conspire to rapidly raisg/s as7' is lowered. The minimum im/s resembles
what is expected for a gas-liquid phase transitiorf'as lowered through/,. and is consistent
with expectations of a “check mark” shape fp{7")/s(7") found in other strongly interacting
quantum fluid$®3% Above T, we fit i/7,(T) = AT + B, where A and B are constants. At
asymptotically highl', AT > B andn/s approaches a constant valig/s)yr ~ h/2A, where
A is the scattering rate per Kelvin afl¢ = 7'/2 is assumed. The linear fit &f/7,(7" > T¢),
Fig. 7, yields a highF estimate of(n/s)yr = 2.42 + 0.20[h/47kg]. This is quantitatively
similar to the value ofi/A extracted from transport measurements on many stronghgleted
materials, including Bi2212, in Ref?]| supporting the hypothesis that this quantity is related t
hydrodynamic transport for some materials. Further, motifl.) ~ nkp with n = x holes/CuQ
planen(T,) ~ zh/(4~), conforming to the expectation~ nh.3>3¢While it might at first appear
odd that a single particle measurement could yield a resuttiese to predictions for what is
properly a many-body property, we note the equivalence aherdum and energy transport in the

cuprates has long been known phenomenologitally

While our method of evaluating/s is necessarily approximate it is able to fully exploit the
ability to accurately measure and control the equilibriystem temperature of a system inher-
ent to experiments in condensed matter. The striking siityilaetween the magnitude arid
dependence af/s surmised for the QGP3437and the related quantity for Bi2212, which is an
upper bound om/s, deduced in the present work not only raises a number of ipmsstunda-
mental to strongly correlated matter but also offers tanlimate our understanding of these more
exotic creations. While the derivation of the viscosity bddrom AdS/CFT proceeded specifi-
cally to account for the smat}/s of the QGP its application to problems in strongly intenagti

condensed matter is still in its infancy so far as experinenbncerned. The very existence of a
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FIG. 8. (color online)T} 7, in units of the KSS bound;/(47kg), versusl” = (T — T.)/T. evaluated
using Eqg. 2 (right axis) ang/s for the QGP and UFG (left axis). (filled red circles) ARPES Bi212
scaled by the phenomenological fitTy (black dashed line in Fig. 3I;7,’s at lowerT” are too small to
provide a reliable result. (blue bar) The rangen@t consistent with RHIC data on the QGPZtfrom
Au+Au collisions is encompassed by the blue vertical B&nray points) data from the UF& (open red
circle) The point afl” > T is the extrapolated higi’ value forn/s ~ h/2A of Bi2212. The KSS bound

is marked by the solid green line afig for Bi2212 by the vertical black dotted line.

holographic bound on/s was justified by its compatibility with the uncertainty peiple, invok-
ing energy density arguments similar to those made dhaith similar justifications made in the
case of grapherd® In condensed matter, such considerations are encoded Bugposition that
guantum critical materials like optimally doped Bi2212 gplas expression dimensionally equiv-
alent to Eq. 1, and indeed nearly identical to Eq.72, > Ch/kp, whereC is an unspecified
universal constant of order one angis a relaxation time - single or many-particle - intrinsic to
the systerfh The implication of our present work is therefore thatself obtains a universal lower

limit approximately the same as that of the KSS bound, anthi®same reasotfs
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Appendix A: Analytical Evaluation of T;,(T")

The thermodynamic grand potentid] for an ensemble of non-interacting fermions with dis-

persione; and DOSgr(w), is given by the expressith

d
_ _% d_kd In (1 + 6_6(6’3_”))
= 5 dwgr(w))In (1 + 6_5(“’_“))
0

where = (kgT)~!, 1 is the chemical potential antlis the spatial dimensionality of the system.

It follows that the entropys can be computed as,

0P
S =— (—) (A2)
ar)y.,
and the internal energy can be determined from the integral
B > wN(w)

Let us assume that the DOS takes on a power-law form
gr(w) = ggo” (A4)
whereg?. is a constant. The grand potential can be further reducedtbgriating by parts,

il

¢ [(fari)_wicoeern
= 2V / * U dgr(@) .,

P —

4 B / " dw (J d'gr(w")),,_ e "™
0 0 6_5(‘*}_“) + 1

eBlo—p) 4 1
(A5)
which is simplified by the first term vanishing onlydf > —1. Then® becomes,
@ ( ! )( vy [ de—
v [
1 1 Ble—p)
o+ 0 +e (A6)

- (a i 1) (2VNo) T2 (asa(2)

wherez is the fugacity defined as= */*2T and(,(z) is the Fermi-Dirac integral defined as

B 1 oo J,’V_l B S (_1)194—1219
W12 = £ /0 ey D Dy (A1)




with Gamma functioi’(z). For a homogenous system, the internal enéfrgy proportional tob,

namely
1
b =—-PV=— A
v a+1 u (A8)
Subsequently, the entropy can be determined from the diegya
_ 1 0 a+1 a2 0Cas2(2)
5= (37 V) [fa+ DT Gupa() + 7o Kortd) (19)

and the exact expression for U/S becomes,

a+2
S (o + 2)TH1 (o o(2) + Ta+2%22

It should be noted thaf, (=) is constant for small and large which is not exactly the same
as large or small temperatures since the chemical potelutés depend on temperature. However

%}2) is small and can be neglected in the temperature dependégge p Therefor, the leading
order contribution td//S = T, is
1
T, ~ (O‘ i ) T. (A11)

o+ 2

Appendix B: Numerical Evaluation of 7,

For a numerical evaluation @f, we consider two forms foA(E, w): atight binding dispersion
and the YRZ model. In both cases we introduce a d-wave supeucting gap with amplitude
Asc(T) = Asc[l — (T/T.)?] belowT... In both caseg is fixed by the required particle number at
T = 0 and approximated as constant over the temperature intgrivderest. For the comparisons
in this work we neglect lifetime broadening and take, w) as a delta function. Lifetime effects
may be incorporated in a simple manner by replacing the @eiion with a suitable Lorentzian:
generally this broadening leads to a more slowly varyingget to constant)(w).

For the tight binding case we use

Ak, w) = 6(w — €g),
€p = —2tg(cos k, + cos k) — 4ty (cos ky cos ky) — 2tg(cos 2k, + cos 2ky) — p. (B1)
with hopping parameters
ty = 360H1€V, t6 = —O.?)to, t" = 0.2t0, ASC = 007t0 (BZ)

Integrals ovetw are then trivial, and we perform the remainikxgpace integrals numerically.
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FIG. 9. (color online)l}, /T = U/ST for the tight binding (orange line) and YRZ modehat= 0.16 (purple
line), respectively. The red and blue dashed lines correspal;, /7" = (2/3) and(1/2), respectively. The

vertical dashed black line marks = 91K.

For the YRZ model we use the same bare parameters as in theabfmrmulation of the YRZ
modef?, the only difference being that we set the pseudogap asnggihole doping fraction
x = 0.2, higher than the critical doping. = 0.16. Following Ref. [], we introduce the super-
conducting gap in the lower YRZ band only and again Ase = 0.07¢,. U/ST = T,,/T for the
YRZ and tight binding models is shown in Fig. 9.
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