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Strange metals exhibit universal linear-in-temperature resistivity described by a Planckian scat-
tering rate, the origin of which remains elusive. By employing a novel approach inspired by quantum
optics, we arrive at the coherent state representation of lattice vibrations: quantum acoustics. Uti-
lizing this nonperturbative framework, we demonstrate that lattice vibrations could serve as active
drivers in the Planckian resistivity phenomenon, challenging prevailing theories. By treating charge
carriers as quantum wave packets negotiating the dynamic acoustic field, we find that a competition
ensues between localization and delocalization giving rise to the previously conjectured universal
quantum bound of diffusion, ℏ/m∗, independent of temperature or any other material parameters.
This leads to the enigmatic T -linear resistivity over hundreds of degrees, except at very low temper-
atures. Quantum diffusion also explains why strange metals have much higher electrical resistivity
than typical metals. Our work elucidates the critical role of phonons in Planckian resistivity from
a new perspective and reconsiders their significance in the transport properties of strange metals.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the mechanism behind high-
temperature (high Tc) superconductivity remains
one of the central questions in condensed matter physics,
ever since its discovery almost four decades ago [1]. The
high-Tc materials —such as cuprates, heavy-fermion
compounds, iron-based pnictides, and twisted bilayer
graphene— exhibit anomalous resistivity behaviors
above their superconducting transition temperature,
earning them the name of ”strange metals”. It is
thought that finding the mechanisms behind this un-
usual resistivity will provide key insights into their
superconductivity [2]. Universal linear temperature
(T -linear) dependence of resistivity over a wide temper-
ature range [2–10], violation of Mott-Ioffe-Regel (MIR)
limit [11] and the build-up of displaced Drude peaks
(DDPs) in the optical conductivity [12, 13] are among
major still unexplained transport properties of strange
metals.

Fermi liquid theory suggests T 2 dependence for the
resistivity of metals due to electron-electron interac-
tions [14, 15]. Bloch-Grüneisen theory, on the other
hand, predicts T 2+d (d is the dimension of the system)
at low temperatures and T -dependence at high temper-
atures from electron-phonon scattering [16]. Contrary
to these conventional theories, the resistivity of strange
metals is orders of magnitude larger than that of typi-
cal metals and exhibits a T -linear dependence starting
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from the superconducting transition temperature up to
the melting temperatures [2]. Even more mysteriously,
the slope of the T -linear resistivity obeys the so-called
Planckian scattering rate

τP = α
ℏ

kBT
, (1)

where ℏ is Planck constant, kB is Boltzmann constant
and α is Planckian coefficient, a material-dependent con-
stant in the order of unity, which appears to be uni-
versally applicable to a wide range of quantum mate-
rials [5, 6, 9, 17, 18]. Calculating resistivity via the
Drude formula, ρ = m∗/(ne2τP ) using the Planckian
scattering rate for τP perfectly predicts the experimen-
tal data [5, 6, 18]. This suggests that a single scattering
mechanism governs the transport behavior in these mate-
rials, independent of their internal structure [5, 6]. The
fact that Planckian properties have been found in 2D
semiconductors also implies that the underlying cause of
the Planckian resistivity could indeed be captured by a
universal mechanism [19]. The Planckian scattering rate
is also conjectured to be a universal bound on scatter-
ing rates in thermal systems, regardless of the underly-
ing mechanism [17, 18]. The bound is motivated and
obtained in an ad hoc manner by invoking time-energy
uncertainty relation, ∆t∆E ≈ ℏ, supposing the charac-
teristic energy scale to be kBT . It appears in a variety of
different contexts in physics, from black holes to quantum
chaos [17, 18], adding to the mystery of this ubiquitous
phenomenon.
Many-body electron-electron interaction has been

thought to be the main cause for strange metal behav-
ior since it can give rise to emergent phenomena missed
by conventional single-particle theories [20, 21]. While
angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) ex-
periments show the ubiquitous strong electron-phonon
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coupling in cuprates [22], the resistivity predictions of
conventional electron-phonon interactions don’t match
the experimental data, particularly at low temperatures.
This and other unconventional superconductivity-related
discrepancies caused many to conclude that phonons
could not play the leading role in the resistivity of
strange metals. On the other hand, the significant in-
fluence of electron-phonon interactions in cuprates has
been evidenced by the pronounced isotope effect [23]
and the T-linear resistivity observed in NbSe3 above its
upper Peierls transition [24]. Recently it has been ar-
gued that phonons alone could predict T -linear resistiv-
ity in strange metals as consequences of lattice inhomo-
geneity [11], low charge carrier density [25], collective
modes [26], flat bands, and suppression of Fermi veloc-
ity [7, 10, 22, 27, 28]. Vortex states are found in cuprates,
suggesting that the conventional phonon-assisted pair-
ing mechanism for superconductivity could be at play in
strange metals as well [29]. Although there were several
partially successful approaches [30, 31], none of them pro-
vide a complete resolution for the strange metal mysteries
within a single unified picture.

Here we propose and verify numerically that Planckian
resistivity can be manifested exclusively through interac-
tions between charge carriers and lattice vibrations under
a previously unexplored, coherent and emergent quantum
diffusive regime. Using a real-space and time-dependent
Wave-on-Wave (WoW) formalism, and adopting the co-
herent state representation for lattice vibrations (quan-
tum acoustics), we unveil coherence-preserving and non-
perturbative scattering dynamics. Our transport simula-
tions reveal a diffusion of carriers constrained by a previ-
ously conjectured quantum bound [32–34]. We validate
this model by accurately reproducing both the magnitude
and the slope of resistivity for three distinct strange met-
als using their empirical parameters near the critical dop-
ing and above the critical temperature. Our results pre-
dict T-linear resistivity with the Planckian slope starting
from around superconducting transition temperatures up
to melting temperatures. Our findings remain fairly ro-
bust against reasonable variations in material parame-
ters. Additionally, we offer a phenomenological frame-
work elucidating the quantum diffusion-based mechanism
responsible for Planckian scattering. Our work could
shed light on other persisting strange metal mysteries.
In particular, based on our model, we show that Mott-
Ioffe-Regel (MIR) limit is surpassed and a shift in the
Drude peak appears in the optical conductivity at high
temperatures.

NONPERTURBATIVE AND COHERENT
CARRIER SCATTERING IN STRANGE METALS

Temperature-dependent resistivity is mainly deter-
mined by the scattering of charge carriers with longitudi-
nal acoustic phonons [16]. To describe phonons, we use a
recently developed [35] coherent state representation and

refer to disturbances as lattice vibrations, as opposed to
individual phonons, emphasizing their coherent wave na-
ture, in exact parallel to the electromagnetic field limit
of quantum optics. The powerful coherent state repre-
sentation enables us to construct a quasiclassical field
of lattice vibrations, deformation potential in coordinate
space, allowing a quantum-coherent treatment of charge
carriers as well as nonperturbative scatterings. The spa-
tial coherence of carriers is preserved beyond single col-
lision events [35] which is one of the key new features of
our approach (see Materials and Methods I for further
details).

In the usual Boltzmann transport treatment, start-
ing with perturbation theory, carrier transport is con-
sidered incoherent and perturbative, which works well
for typical metals [16]. In strange metals, on the other
hand, the quasiparticle picture breaks down and car-
riers cannot be considered as semiclassical entities [36]
subject to Boltzmann diffusion. Charge carriers acquire
longer wavelengths compared to the characteristic length
scale of the deformation potential, putting them into the
quantum-coherent regime where quantum interference ef-
fects become important [37]. Strong deformation poten-
tial coupling and small Fermi energy of most strange met-
als put them into the nonperturbative scattering regime
where the electron-phonon coupling cannot be consid-
ered as a perturbative correction to the electronic band
energy [22]. This indicates that the role of phonons may
extend to lower temperature ranges than traditionally
thought [38].

We associate the nonperturbative and coherent dy-
namics with the energy and wavelength of carriers being
larger or at least comparable to the strength of the defor-
mation potential and the lattice constant. The strange
metals under consideration belong to this category due
to their low Fermi energy and strong electron-lattice cou-
pling, see Materials and Methods. We carefully treat the
quantum nature of the carrier scattering by considering
the quantum interference effects in coordinate space [37].
We describe the charge carriers as quantum wave pack-
ets moving under the dynamic lattice wave field arising
from the standard Fröhlich Hamiltonian [39–41], which
we call the WoW method, explained further in Mate-
rials and Methods I. We illustrate the snapshot of the
real part of the carrier wave function (top) evolved after
some time under the deformation potential (bottom) in
Fig. 1. Carrier wave functions undergo phase-preserving
multiple quasielastic scatterings everywhere at once until
they lose their coherence in real space. Scatterings are
ubiquitous, frequent, and local (short-range). Note that
the coherence in energy basis could have been lost (ther-
malization) much earlier [18]. A quantum treatment is
necessary for modeling the transport of charge carriers in
strange metals, even at high temperatures [35]. Note that
the importance of quantum coherence of carriers at high
temperatures has also been highlighted in the context of
charge density waves [42–44].
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Carrier wavefunction

Dynamic lattice vibration field

FIG. 1. Wave-on-Wave approach. Nonperturbative and coherent dynamics of charge carriers and thermal lattice vibrations. A
snapshot of a carrier wave packet (the real part is shown on top) coherently propagating under a spatially continuous, dynamic
disorder field (bottom) formed by acoustic lattice deformations. A charge carrier quasielastically scatters (similar to impurity
scattering) in this disordered landscape. There is no single characteristic wavelength in both fields but they possess average
length scales making it possible to distinguish the coherent/incoherent behaviors.

QUANTUM-ACOUSTICAL ORIGIN OF THE
PLANCKIAN RESISTIVITY

Using the WoW framework, we conduct numerical
transport simulations for three different cuprates, LSCO,
Bi2212, and YBCO, by considering their material param-
eters given in Materials and Methods section I. Mate-
rial parameters of strange metals suggest that the de-
formation potential scattering is nonperturbative and
charge carriers are coherent throughout the transport
time scales. Transport of charge carriers under this co-
herent, non-perturbative regime is diffusive. We evaluate
the instantaneous diffusivity

D(t) =
1

2d

∂MSDx(t)

∂t
, (2)

where d is the dimension of the system which is set to
two because the carrier transport in cuprates is effectively
two-dimensional, taking place in CuO2 planes. MSDx(t)
is the quantum-mechanical spread (mean square dis-
tance) of the wave packet in the transport (+x) direction,

MSDx(t) =

∫
Re{ψ∗(r, t)[x(t)− x̄(t)]2ψ(r, t)} dx dy,

(3)
where ψ(r, t) is the wave function in real space at time t,
r is the 2D position operator, x is the position operator
in the transport direction and x̄ is the average distance
travelled in the transport direction. The usual diffusion
coefficient is the long time limit of instantaneous diffusiv-
ity, D = limt→∞D(t). In line with the widely acclaimed
arguments for strange metals [5, 6, 9], we assume a single
dominant scattering rate and define carrier mobility phe-
nomenologically as µc = eτ/m∗. Drude mobility enters

into the Einstein relation for diffusion of charged parti-
cles (D = µckBT/e) giving the inverse scattering rate in
terms of diffusion coefficient as

1

τ
=

kBT

m∗D
(4)

where m∗ is the effective mass. This relationship appears
to be broadly applicable not only in non-degenerate con-
ductors but also in degenerate systems [45].
By applying the Drude-Einstein phenomenology, we

plot the temperature-dependent inverse scattering rates
in Fig. 2(a). For the cuprates that are considered, our
numerical results and their fitted Planckian slopes are
shown with colored dots and lines respectively. Exper-
imental data predicts T-linearity with Planckian coeffi-
cient α usually ranging between 0.5 and 2, but mostly
near 1, see I. In other words, the gray region in Fig. 2(a)
denotes the range where most strange metals lie. As is
shown, we predict the experimental data quite well both
in magnitude and in slope starting from as low as 50K up
to 500K temperature for these cuprates. Next, we show
the snapshots of the underlying deformation potentials
in Fig. 2(b), and snapshots of the real parts of carrier
wave functions in Fig. 2(c), for three different tempera-
tures of T = 10K, T = 50K and T = 200K in a row from
left to right. At T = 10K, the deformation potential
is not strong enough so that the scattering is perturba-
tive, and coherence effects are almost negligible due to
the large deformation potential length scale compared
to the carrier wavelength [35]. Starting with T = 50K,
both the increased magnitude and the emergent, small
length scales of the deformation potential make the scat-
tering dynamics nonperturbative and coherent, as is also
evident from the snapshots of the carrier wave functions.
This T-linearity produced by a nonperturbative and fully
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FIG. 2. Quantum diffusion causes Planckian resistivity. (a) Planckian scattering rates were obtained from charge carrier-lattice
vibration dynamics under the emergent quantum diffusion of charge carriers for three different strange metals: LSCO (red),
Bi2212 (blue), and YBCO (green). Dots represent our simulation results for the temperature-dependent inverse scattering rates,
1/τP = kBT/(m

∗Dα) with α being a material-dependent empirical parameter. The colored lines show their corresponding
Planckian slopes, 1/τP = kBT/(ℏα). Black lines show the effective α parameter range for strange metals and the dashed line
presents the exact Planckian slope, α = 1. Snapshots of the deformation potentials for LSCO are shown in (b), for three
different temperatures, T = 10K, T = 50K, and T = 200K in a row. Real parts of the carrier wavefunctions propagating under
these deformation potentials are respectively plotted in (c). Legends are in arbitrary scale, just showing the intensities and
signs.

quantum model with emergent quantum diffusion is quite
remarkable and distinctly different from the T-linear re-
sistivity observed in normal metals, where the deforma-
tion potential acts like a static disorder allowing for per-
turbative scattering treatments [35].

Although the Planckian slope depends on many fac-
tors such as effective mass, sound velocity, deformation
potential constant, and lattice parameters, it predomi-
nantly falls within the specified range of the Planckian
coefficient. The slope predominantly displays robustness
in that sense, however, we also observe multi-slope behav-
ior (each being linear within shorter temperature ranges)
at higher deformation potential constants. We observe
slight deviations from the expected behaviors at the ex-
treme parameter values, see the ranges we consider in
Materials and Methods I. Note that these parameters
could depend on and vary with several other factors,
such as doping, band structure, and various couplings.
We haven’t explicitly accounted for the doping in this
work, rather its influence is implicitly accounted for in
the considered material parameters. While the slope is
also sensitive to the doping value, the order of magnitude
of α is the same. Ultimately, the considered material val-
ues provide a good overall estimate as our purpose here
is to show the robustness of the quantum diffusion within
a reasonable range of material parameters.

Several factors are at play in this emergent quantum
diffusive behavior. Under the coherent and nonpertur-

bative scattering regime, charge carriers quickly become
immersed in the fluctuating field of lattice vibrations,
Fig. 1. Our simulations reveal that the carriers acquire
the (sound) velocity of the underlying field along with
a new, larger carrier wavelength. Note that ARPES
data already reveals the broadening of the velocity in
cuprates [46] and the existence of thermal vortexes also
implies that the carrier velocity is no longer Fermi ve-
locity [47]. Hence, acoustic lattice scattering becomes
even more enhanced due to this reduced carrier veloc-
ity. The large effective mass of charge carriers (usually
holes) is also a contributing factor in nonperturbative dy-
namics, making carriers easier to trap. In the potential
dips, quasibound states are formed. Because of the quan-
tum interference effects between many successive colli-
sions, a new transport regime emerges as the interplay of
two competing mechanisms from a single source: While
the random deformation potential tries to localize car-
riers, its dynamic nature works against the localization
by scrambling the phase information among other things.
Under this interplay between localization and delocaliza-
tion, carriers display a new kind of transport behavior
that is associated with quantum diffusion. We observed
all these effects in our numerical simulations, see Fig.
1. The diffusion coefficient of carriers in this emergent
regime obeys so-called quantum diffusion DQ = αℏ/m∗

with the same material-dependent parameter α of the
Planckian scattering rate. Substituting the quantum dif-
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fusion into Eq. (4) gives the inverse Planckian scattering
rate, showing the phenomenological equivalence of both
concepts,(
Quantum
diffusion

)
DQ = α

ℏ
m∗ ⇐⇒ τP = α

ℏ
kBT

(
Planckian
scattering

)
(5)

which we confirm numerically in Fig. 2. The quantum
diffusive regime arises from the competition between lo-
calization and release due to lattice motion. In fact,
many strange metals are on the verge of this type of
a transient localization associated with strong electron-
phonon interaction [2, 22]. Furthermore, while some
claims regarding the temperature dependence of diffu-
sivity have been made previously [48], these results were
based on the assumption that the hopping parameter
is temperature-independent. However, this assumption
may not hold in conditions of strong electron-phonon in-
teractions, which can significantly alter the overlap of
wavefunctions.

A quantum bound on diffusivity has already been pre-
dicted to play a role in strange metals [32–34]. Univer-
sal behavior due to quantum diffusion in strongly corre-
lated materials has been observed in Fermi gases [49–51].
Similar bounds have been proposed, based on the local
uncertainty relations, in the contexts of universal chaos
and speed limits on transport coefficients including the
diffusion constant [52–54]. Quantum diffusion has been
more explicitly reported for wide class of cuprates by
scaling the slope of T -linear resistivity with London pen-
etration depth [33]. The importance of coherence effects
and strong diffusive scattering has also been suspected in
cuprates [55]. There were also studies arguing the clear
distinction of the bounds on conventional and unconven-
tional metals [56]. Recently, a quantum bound on dif-
fusivity has been put forward in various systems [32] as
well as in strange metals [33], importantly as a possible
explanation for T -linearity by Hartnoll [34]. Equivalence
of quantum diffusion and Planckian scattering rate has
also been implied for spin diffusivity [51]. Here we con-
firm the existence of and obedience to this bound due to
acoustic phonons, which is revealed under coherent and
nonperturbative dynamics. We want to emphasize the
observed behavior emerges from the venerable Fröhlich
Hamiltonian taken to the coherent state representation
of quantum acoustics.

At this point, it is important to acknowledge that
the Drude-Einstein phenomenology, connecting quantum
diffusion to the transport scattering rate, assumes the
breakdown of Fermiology in strange metals. We think the
strong deformation potential coupling and coherent dy-
namics could be the primary reasons behind this break-
down. Fermi energies are already quite low in strange
metals (leading to at least an order of magnitude lower
Fermi velocities compared to typical metals) [5, 38], be-
cause they almost universally have smaller carrier con-
centrations (unless they are overdoped) which decreases
their Fermi level [11]. Hence, coherent multiple scatter-

ing could be decisive in their transport behavior. The
formation of quasibound states with quantum diffusive
dynamics could be another factor in foregoing the Fermi-
ology. Such states lead to hydrodynamic-like transport,
motivating the use of Einstein relation for the diffusion
of charged particles [32–34]. An argument in favor of us-
ing the Einstein relation in this context is also discussed
in Ref [57]. In that context, the scattering rate satu-
rates to a value that is independent of energy, due to the
rapid equilibration of charge carriers in strange metals.
While the Einstein relation could become invalid under
the nonequilibrium effects of deep-level charge trapping,
eventual recombination releases the trapped carriers in
organic semiconductors and recovers the Einstein diffu-
sion. In our model, the breaking of charge localization
due to the time-dependent deformation potential plays
a similar role, delocalizing the charge carriers, resulting
in fast equilibration that restores the diffusive regime. It
has also been shown that T -linear resistance can be ob-
served in bosonic hosts [58], suggesting that the cause
of strange metal behaviors might not necessarily be re-
lated to the fermionic nature of the carriers, support-
ing the idea that degeneracy does not play much of a
role in quantum diffusive transport (Fermiology breaks
down [36]). Like the isotropic scattering rate [9] and the
robustness towards a magnetic field [59, 60], this experi-
mental piece of the puzzle also fits fairly together within
our picture of treating lattice vibrations as propagating
waves.

To supplement the quantum diffusion analysis, we have
also estimated the relaxation time within the Kubo for-
malism (see the Materials and Methods I). These calcula-
tions give the same order of magnitude as the results dis-
cussed above. Additionally, our simulations corroborate
the experimentally observed isotropy of the Planckian
scattering rate [9], as this independence of directional-
ity actually stems from the properties of the deformation
potential, specifically being homogeneously random [35].

In addition to our numerical results, quantum diffusive
dynamics and its connection to the Planckian scatter-
ing rate can be understood phenomenologically by invok-
ing the Thouless scaling theory [61, 62]. Comparison of
the Thouless energy with the emergent level spacing un-
der the deformation potential characterizes the transport
regimes in terms of Thouless metal-insulator transition
phenomenology (described in Materials and Methods I).
If the underlying lattice vibrations were frozen, the wave
packet could have been localized due to coherent and
strong interactions, Fig. 3(a). In reality, the deforma-
tion potential is time-dependent under which the wave
packets can either be extended (Fig. 3(c)) or quantum
diffusive (Fig. 3(b)). Although quantum diffusion can
only occur at the equality of the characteristic energies,
this regime can be robust rather than delicate because the
deformation potential dynamics eventually cause delocal-
ization regardless of how strong its magnitude is under
reasonable ranges. Hence, the scaling theory provides a
physical explanation for the observed numerical results.



6

Frozen lattice vibrations Dynamic lattice vibrations Dynamic lattice vibrations

𝐸!"# > Δ"#
Localized 

wave 
packet

𝐸!"# = Δ"#Quantum 
diffusive 

wave 
packet

𝐸!"# < Δ"#
Extended

wave
packet

	𝐷 <
ℏ
𝑚∗ 	𝐷 =

ℏ
𝑚∗ 	𝐷 >

ℏ
𝑚∗

a b c

Thouless blocks Quasi-Thouless 
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FIG. 3. Wave packet diffusion in Thouless block (scaling
theory) picture. Transition from localized (insulating) to
extended (metallic) state is characterized by the compari-
son of the mean energy level spacing of the wave packet
(∆ = ℏ2/m∗L2) with the Thouless energy (ET = ℏD/L2)
corresponding to the average energy shift due to diffusion of
the wave packet. Equivalently, one can compare the mean
lifetime (τ∆ = m∗L2/ℏ) with average Thouless diffusion time
(τT = L2/D) of the wave packet through the (quasi-)Thouless
blocks. (a) For a frozen lattice with strong deformation po-
tential, the characteristic energies are ET < ∆ and the wave
packet is localized. (b) At the critical value, ET = ∆, the dif-
fusion coefficient becomes D = ℏ/m∗, which is the quantum
of diffusion, i.e. the minimally diffusive process. (c) When
Thouless energy exceeds the energy level spacing, ET > ∆,
the wave packet becomes extended and the usual diffusive
behavior is recovered. Corresponding deformation poten-
tials that carriers propagate on are shown in the background;
grayscale for the static and yellowscale for the dynamic po-
tentials.

OTHER STRANGE METAL PUZZLES

In addition to giving rise to the T -linear resistivity
at the Planckian threshold, the paradigm of quantum
acoustics also sheds light on other perplexing aspects of
strange metals.

First, at high temperatures, some highly-resistive, or
simply “good” materials deviate from the expected T -
linear behavior, which becomes progressively weaker as
their resistivity approaches a constant value [63]. How-
ever, strange metals surpass the MIR bound with im-
punity at high temperatures [11]. In Fig. 4(a), we nu-
merically demonstrate that the inverse scattering rate of
Bi2212 (chosen because of its lower MIR limit compared
to the other two) shows no saturation after passing by
the MIR limit. While the linearity is preserved up to
2000K temperature, we observe a slight variation in the
slope. The standard narrative about the MIR limit re-
lies on electrons acting like incoherent particles, which
is essentially a semiclassical idea, not acknowledging the
coherence of a charge carrier between one atom and the
next. Our counter-argument borrows from the “window
glass” effect, wherein light traverses a landscape of scat-
terers roughly on a scale shorter than a wavelength, in
Huygens-like multiple scattering regimes, producing un-
scathed forward scattering except for a lowered group
velocity. Similarly to the window glass transparency, the
electrons dispersed by the deformation potential bypass
the MIR limit within the coherent state formalism of lat-
tice vibrations. On the other hand, in the good-metal

Bi2212

𝛼 =
1.3 T = 50K

T = 200K

MIR limit

Shifted 
Drude peak

FIG. 4. Other strange metal mysteries. (a) The violation of
the MIR limit for Bi2212 shows no sign of saturation. (b) The
emergence of a displaced Drude Peak in the optical conduc-
tivity of YBCO at T = 200K. The increase of temperature
drives the optical conductivity towards the non-Drude be-
havior: Instead of a peaking near zero-frequency, the optical
conductivity exhibits a finite frequency maximum in the far
infrared range, and the d.c. current is suppressed.

regime, we see that the deformation potential picture co-
incides with the standard explanation of this MIR satura-
tion: the resistivity of a metal saturates since the mean
free path cannot be smaller than the lattice constant,
i.e. the smallest characteristic length scale in a material.
Nevertheless, further analysis of the microscopic physics
behind the phenomenon is required for a complete reso-
lution of the mystery.

Another major mystery has been the displaced Drude
peak effect (DDP). The emergence of a DDP has been
attributed to an elusive dynamical, self-induced disor-
der that generates transient localization, hampering but
not precluding charge carrier diffusion.[12, 13]. The con-
stantly morphing deformation potential landscape gen-
erated by the conventional Fröhlich Hamiltonian in the
coherent state representation seems to us to be not only
a natural but almost unavoidable identifiable candidate.
Unavoidable, in the sense that it is present, whether it is
welcome or not. We welcome it, and suggest it is respon-
sible for the DDP phenomena. Fig.4(b) shows an optical
conductivity computed within the Kubo formalism in the
presence of deformation potential, demonstrating a shift
of the Drude peak towards a finite frequency maximum
while the d.c. conductivity being suppressed with in-
creasing temperature. Whereas the detailed study is pre-
sented in Ref. [64], the DDP is in a nutshell identified to
emanate from (slowly) fluctuating degrees of lattice free-
dom, attributed to the same localization-delocalization
interplay having a key role in the Planckian dynamics
that we have found. A key property of the quantum-
acoustical DDP is its signature temperature dependence
that is comparable to the features reported in various
families of strange metals, like in Ref. [13], but also dis-
tinguishes it from other types of DDPs, for instance, in-
duced by impurities.

Apart from MIR violation and DDP, we have strong
hints about possible explanations of charge density wave
and pseudogap regimes, which will be topics of future
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research. In particular, our preliminary calculations sug-
gest that when electron motion strongly couples and
synchronizes with low-energy lattice vibration modes,
through Frölich electron-phonon interaction treated non-
perturbatively, a favorable environment for incommen-
surate charge density order could be created. Likewise,
a similar resonance promoted by the deformation poten-
tial could result in temperature-dependent pseudogaps,
i.e., a substantial suppression in the density of the low-
energy excitations, which eventually melt away leaving
the pseudogap phase regime.

DISCUSSION

To summarize, near the critical doping and above the
critical temperature in strange metals, charge carriers
characterized by a slow, emergent velocity and an ele-
vated effective mass, undergo intensified and ubiquitous
interactions with lattice vibrations, leading to nonper-
turbative and phase preserving scattering in real space.
Were the lattice vibration field static, this would lead
to carrier localization [62]. However, the dynamic na-
ture of the lattice vibrations counteracts the effects of
their spatial strength and disorder, thereby inhibiting
localization. This balance between static and dynamic
properties of the lattice gives rise to a critical transport
regime characterized by a minimum diffusion coefficient
dictated by quantum limitations. Utilizing conventional
transport theory, we demonstrate that this quantum dif-
fusion is directly linked to a Planckian scattering rate,
thereby providing both a prediction and an explanation
for the observed Planckian resistivity in strange metals.

In addition to strange metals, many “ordinary” metals
operate at the Planckian limit [5, 56]. In fact, Peierls
was the first to put forward the formula, which we now
call the Planckian rate, by employing the perturbation
theory of lattice-electron interaction for metals where
the number of conduction electrons matches the chem-
ical valency and their mass aligns with that of free elec-
trons [65]. He explicitly suggested replacing the pertur-
bation method with a rigorous investigation of the time
behavior of eigenfunctions (referred to as wavepackets in
this context). After 90 years, we have realized it here
with the emergence of quantum acoustics.

The present quantum-acoustic route to linear and uni-
versal resistivity in strange metals has revealed an un-
explored path unrelated to quantum criticality [66, 67],
and not relying on (strong) electron-electron interac-
tion [68, 69], instead starting with the standard Fröhlich
Hamiltonian. In the broader context of strange metal
features, there are models involving self-generated ran-
domness [13] or a slowly moving bosonic field [70]. Even
a recently published theory for strange metals [68] evolves
around a spatially random bosonic field. Here, we have
demonstrated the deformation potential, i.e., lattice vi-
brations to be a strong candidate for this pivotal bosonic
ingredient.

While neglecting the electron-electron correlations in
this work is a strong assumption, there are reasons for
electron-phonon coupling to dominate over electronic
coupling in the strange metal regime above the critical
temperature. In the famous strange metal phase dia-
gram, electronic correlations are often associated with
their proximity to the Mott (antiferromagnetic order)
transition due to the local Coulomb interaction between
the charge carriers [21]. With increased doping and tem-
perature, electronic correlations (in the strange metal re-
gion) become less prominent, whereas phononic interac-
tions become more appreciable [15]. On the other hand,
closer to the Fermi liquid boundary, the contributions
of electronic correlations are often incorporated in the
Landau parameters, such as the effective mass. Planck-
ian scattering seems to arise from a universal mecha-
nism, ignoring the detailed nature and strength of the
electron correlations in various materials [6], supporting
our universal quantum diffusion arguments. Neverthe-
less, our current results do not explain the continuation
of the same T -linear slope down to very low tempera-
tures, where the superconductivity is suppressed by the
magnetic field [59, 60]. Below 50K, bare lattice vibra-
tions seem insufficient to induce quantum diffusive be-
havior, leading to deviations from the Planckian slope
at very low temperatures. Incorporating other mecha-
nisms, such as back-action, magnetic fields, and electron-
electron interactions, would be necessary to accurately
predict low-temperature resistivity. Reconsidering the
electron-electron correlations within our novel formalism
might shed more light on the low-temperature regime.
Protection of the resistivity slope against various inter-
actions suggests to a universal speed limit.

Because the transport behavior of strange metals is
ruled by the Planckian scattering rate, we focused here
only on short time scale behavior in our system. At
longer time scales, carrier coherence will be broken and
the back-action of lattice vibrations on charge carriers
as well as the thermalization process of charge carriers
may have important consequences, especially in charge
density wave and pseudogap regimes. In Appendix. I, we
reason that these back-action effects along with polaron
instabilities can be justifiably discarded in the scope of
this work. A further consideration of the physics of the
back-action will be done in another paper.

In conclusion, foregoing the counting of phonons in fa-
vor of a quasiclassical description of the lattice reveals
important new physical insights and implications for
strange metals. We have reinstated the role of electron-
phonon interactions in strange metals, long thought to be
unimportant. Any complete theory of carrier transport
must consider phonon scattering above Tc, as it consis-
tently manifests regardless of the relative significance of
other scattering mechanisms. Our work affirms the ex-
istence of a bound in diffusivity of charge carriers and
correctly predicts the universal Planckian resistivity in
addition to shedding light on the possible origin of the
violation of the MIR limit and the displaced Drupe peak.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS

Wave-on-Wave method

Inspired by quantum optics [71–73], the coherent state
representation of lattice vibrations (phonons) has re-
cently been developed to describe their interactions with
charge carriers and applied to typical metals [35]. Al-
though the number state and coherent state pictures are
formally equivalent, the approximations that they inspire
are vastly different [35, 74]. In the perturbative limit,
the coherent state description is equivalent to the con-
ventional Fock state description. However, for nonper-
turbative interactions, the coherent state picture reveals
charge carrier coherence beyond single collision events,
leading to transient localization [35].

The coherent state formalism describes the scatter-
ing events as quasielastic, coherence-preserving collisions
with the moving hills and valleys of the quasiclassical
field of lattice vibrations, i.e. the deformation poten-
tial. The hills and valleys act like a defect field, even
in a perfect crystal, with the twist that the defects are
constantly morphing from one shape to another. A lat-
tice deformation is characterized by a displacement field
u(x), the displacement of an atom at a position x from its
equilibrium position. To represent electron-longitudinal
acoustic phonon interaction under the coherent state de-
scription of lattice vibrations, we start with the quantum
displacement field [14]

û(x, t) = i
∑
q

√
ℏ

2ρmVωq

×
(
aqe

−iωqt + a†−qe
iωqt

)
eiq·x,

(6)

where q is wave vector of a normal mode, ωq is phonon
frequency, ρm is mass density, V is volume (area in 2D),
and t is time. We omit writing the polarization vector
and phonon branch indices in the subscripts since we only
deal with the longitudinal acoustic modes of the lattice
vibrations, the main scattering mechanism for the charge
carriers.

We employ the deformation potential approach as the
first-order correction in the expansion of electronic band
energy as a function of strain fields due to atomic dis-
placements [75]. Then the quantum field of the deforma-
tion potential is written as

V̂D(r, t) = Ed∇ · û(r, t)

= −
∑
q

gq(aqe
−iωqt + a†−qe

iωqt)eiq·r, (7)

where the parameter gq = Ed

√
ℏ/(2ρmVωq)|q| repre-

sents electron-phonon coupling strength.
Coherent state description allows us to treat phonons

as waves and construct a quasiclassical lattice vibration
field yielding a deformation potential that acts as a real

internal field on charge carriers. Each normal mode
of lattice vibration with a wave vector q is associated
with a coherent state |αq⟩. At thermal equilibrium, each
mode is considered to be equilibrated with a heat bath
at temperature T , giving thermal ensembles of coherent
states [75]. Unlike a Fock state, a coherent state con-
tains an indefinite number of quanta. However, in equi-
librium, a thermal coherent state has an average occu-
pation, ⟨nq⟩th = 1/[exp (ℏωq/kBT ) − 1], given by Bose-
Einstein statistics. Then, a thermal coherent state is
defined as

αq =
√
⟨nq⟩th exp(iφq), (8)

where
√
⟨nq⟩th = |αq| is the thermal amplitude and

φq = arg(αq) is the random phase of the coherent state
determining the initial conditions. Using the indepen-
dence of normal modes, entire lattice vibrations can be
described as the product state of the coherent states |αq⟩
of the normal modes q’s, a multimode coherent state [76]

|α⟩ =
∏
q

|αq⟩ . (9)

Now to construct the quasiclassical field of lattice vi-
brations, we take the expectation value of the quantum
field of the deformation potential with respect to the mul-
timode coherent state |α⟩:

VD(r, t) = ⟨α| V̂D(r, t) |α⟩

=

qD∑
q

gq(αqe
−iωqt + α∗

−qe
iωqt)eiq·r,

(10)

which gives rise to the quasiclassical field of deformation
potential. We omit writing the negative sign of the po-
tential because it is statistically the same upside down.
We use the Debye model, introducing the linear disper-
sion ωq = vs|q| where vs is sound speed. Our formalism
follows step by step from a Frölich Hamiltonian without
stopping for any new assumptions, except (1) we take
the coherent state, the classical-like limit for the field,
and (2) we neglect back-action of the carrier on the lat-
tice, which is not important in most of the temperature
ranges investigated here. More information can be found
in Ref. [35].
Even though the deformation potential is composed

of many thermally occupied normal modes and does not
possess a single characteristic length or time scale, its dy-
namics can mainly be determined by its largest frequency
components. Below the Debye temperature, the deforma-
tion potential timescale is τD ∼ 2π/ω(T ) where ω(T ) is
the temperature-dependent Bose frequency [35]. Above
the Debye temperature, ω(T ) saturates to ωD which is
the Debye frequency. For typical metals, lattice vibra-
tions move much slower compared to charge carriers, and
at very short time scales (τ < τD) the deformation po-
tential appears to be frozen. When the electron-phonon
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coupling is strong, the disordered landscape generated by
frozen deformation potential could localize the carriers at
short-time scales due to their coherent interactions with
lattice vibrations even at high temperatures [35]. How-
ever, the time-dependence of the deformation potential
sets in at longer time scales (τ > τD) giving rise to tran-
sient localization [77, 78] and eventual delocalization of
carriers. See Ref. [35] for a more detailed discussion and
application of this approach.

Comparison of the energy of the carriers EF (usually
Fermi energy) with the root mean square of the defor-

mation potential ⟨
√
V 2
D⟩ (averaged over many realiza-

tions with different initial phases of coherent states) de-
termines whether the scattering can be treated pertur-
batively or not, see Eq. (11a) below. Also, quantum
coherence of charge carriers becomes important in scat-
tering when the wavelength of the carriers λF (Fermi
wavelength) is not much less than the twice of the lat-
tice constant a, see Eq. (11b). It should be emphasized
that the term ’coherence’ is employed here to describe
the spatial phase coherence of the carrier wavefunction,
and should not be conflated with the ’coherent versus
incoherent metals’ nomenclature, which pertains to the
breakdown of the quasi-particle paradigm [32]. In sum-
mary, we have

Ē =
EF

⟨
√
V 2
D⟩

{
Ē ≫ 1 → Perturbative

Ē ∼ 1 or Ē ≪ 1 → Nonperturbative,

(11a)

λ̄ =
λF
2a

{
λ̄≪ 1 → Incoherent

λ̄ ∼ 1 or λ̄ > 1 → Coherent.
(11b)

The motion of charge carriers in a material can be mod-
eled by quantum wave packet propagation methods. In
particular, under a time-dependent lattice potential, it
is more convenient to use time-dependent wave packet
propagation for the carrier as opposed to the carrier
eigenstates. We focus on the quantum dynamics of a
carrier under the following time-dependent Hamiltonian

H(k, r, t) = E0(k) + VD(r, t), (12)

where k is the charge carrier wave vector, E0(k) =
ℏ2k2/2m∗ is the carrier energy with the effective mass
m∗, and VD(r, t) is the deformation potential. The effect
of an external magnetic field defined by a vector potential
A by taking into account the level of minimum coupling
is

E0 =
1

2m∗ (ℏk+ qA)
2
,

where q is the charge of a carrier.
In our simulations, we employ the (third-order) split

operator method for the propagation of a wavepacket [79,
80], exploiting the highly optimized fast Fourier transfor-
mation algorithms. However, in the presence of a mag-
netic field, the method seems to lose its edge, since the

minimum-coupling kinetic operator is no longer diago-
nal in the wave vector space. Nevertheless, when the
magnetic field is homogeneous and parallel to the stud-
ied system, the standard split-operator method [79, 80]
can be extended exactly. By incorporating the exact fac-
torization of the kinetic energy of Aichinger et al. [81],
our implementation has paved the way for an (even very
strong) homogeneous external magnetic field to be in-
cluded in split-operator simulations with no additional
approximations, and without compromising the original
proficiency. Furthermore, our method gains an addi-
tional boost in its computational efficiency by choosing
the linear gauge for the vector potential, but our method
can be also designed [82] in a gauge-invariant manner
regardless of the discretization, removing gauge-origin
issues that often plague computations with a magnetic
field.
For charge carriers, we consider wave packets having

an average emerged momentum ℏk to the x̂ direction

ψ(0) =
1

2πσxσy
exp

(
− (x− x0)

2

2σ2
x

− (y − y0)
2

2σ2
y

+ ikx

)
,

on the deformation potential VD(r, t), with or without an
external magnetic field. The initial wave function |ψ(0)⟩
is propagated with the propagator U(t) to obtain the
state |ψ(t)⟩ = U(t) |ψ(0)⟩ at time t. Then, any observable
is calculated as follows

⟨Ô⟩(t) = ⟨ψ(t)|Ô|ψ(t)⟩ . (13)

We calculate the change in wave packet position by
⟨x̂⟩(t) = ⟨ψ(t)|x̂|ψ(t)⟩ and the decay of carrier veloci-
ties by ⟨v̂⟩(t) = ⟨ψ(t)|v̂|ψ(t)⟩, where x is position and v
velocity operators in the transport direction respectively.
We thus wind up solving two dynamically coupled wave

equations (i.e. Schrödinger equation for charge carriers,
and wave equation for the lattice) simultaneously in real
space, which we call the WoW method. We determine
the diffusion coefficients by extracting the slope of the
mean square distance (function fitting and manual ex-
traction give almost the same results since the function
is linear). At the initial launch of the wavepacket, the
spread is non-linear. Then it quickly saturates to a linear
slope, where we extract the diffusion coefficients. To pre-
vent the influence of simulation box size effects, as well
as lattice back action, we terminate our simulations as
early as possible after the initial non-linear spread of the
wave packet and as soon as it saturates to a linear slope.
Based on our lattice back action and energy dissipation
considerations, the quantum coherence of charge carriers
is eventually broken after around 0.3 ps, which agrees
with the temporal endpoint for our simulations. In other
words, simulating longer time scales won’t be meaning-
ful anyway due to the incoherent transport regime de-
veloping. The transport of carriers is determined by the
coherent, short-timescale behavior as evident from the
Planckian scattering rate. To eliminate the influence of
the initial conditions on the obtained diffusion rates, we
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TABLE I. The material parameters for three different strange
metals.

Material m∗(m0) vs (m/s) a (Å)

LSCO 9.8 4800 3.8

Bi2212 8.4 2800 5.4

YBCO 3.0 5850 3.8

employ disorder averaging across 10 distinct realizations
of the deformation potential.

Strange metal parameters

In Table I, we present the empirical data for the ma-
terial parameters used in this work for the considered
strange metals at critical doping. To check the robust-
ness of the quantum diffusion, we consider the follow-
ing material parameter ranges for generic strange metals
at the critical doping: The longitudinal sound velocity
(vs) can be as low as 2.7 × 103 m/s [83, 84] and can
reach up to 5 × 103 m/s [85–87]. vs not only character-
izes the movement of the lattice vibrations but also in-
directly determines the emergent velocity of the carrier.
In-plane lattice parameters vary between 3.8 Å [88] and
5.4 Å [89]. The hole effective mass values range between
3 to 10 times the bare electron mass [6, 90]. In general,
the typical range for the deformation potential constant,
Ed, is between 1 eV to 40 eV. We choose Ed = 10 eV
as a reasonable value for all cuprates. The variations of
the interplane spacing of adjacent CuO2 planes and the
mass density can also be accounted for within the range
of Ed values. Finally, the material-dependent factor α in
the Planckian rate predominantly varies between 0.5 and
2.0 for a wide range of strange metals [5, 6, 59, 91].

Phenomenological model

In the main text, we have shown the numerical evi-
dence of quantum diffusion in strange metals due to the
strong deformation potential scattering of carriers. The
diffusion of charge carriers in the interplay of localiza-
tion and delocalization can be understood by invoking
the phenomenological model of Thouless scaling theory
which has been developed to explain the metal-insulator
transition in disordered systems [61, 62]. Within this
phenomenological model, the metal-insulator transition
is understood by comparing the typical energy levels
spacing due to the underlying disordered potential with
the required energy of wave packet to diffuse. The lat-
ter one is called Thouless energy, the energy scale deter-
mining metal-insulator transition in disordered metals,
as well as in strongly correlated systems [92].

In our simulations, we observe that wave packets
rapidly lose their initial velocity and form quasibound

states for a short time after their initial launch. Their
energy spectrum resembles to the ones of localized states
due to strong deformation potential. The mean level
spacing of states is defined as

∆ =
1

g(E)Ld
, (14)

where g(E) is the density of states and d is the dimension
of the system with an associated length L. Nearly bound
states of carriers live in so-called Thouless blocks, whose
size is determined by the approximate localization length
of the wave packet. For a 2D system, g(E) = m∗/(πℏ2)
and the typical energy level spacing within the Thouless
block is given by

∆ ∼ ℏ2

m∗L2
, (15)

Since each Thouless block is basically open and the un-
derlying deformation potential is dynamic, wave packets
diffuse through the boundaries of the blocks within the
timescale τT = L2/D. The corresponding energy due to
diffusion, i.e. Thouless energy,

ET =
ℏD
L2

. (16)

Metal-insulator transition is determined by the com-
parison of these energy (or corresponding time) scales.
The wave packet is localized when it does not have
enough energy to overcome the energy level spacing
(∆ > ET ) of the nearest block and is extended when
the conditions are reversed, see Fig. 3. However, inces-
sant competition between localization and delocalization
keeps the wave packet on the edge of the critical cou-
pling and drives it to the quantum bound of diffusion.
At this critical point where ∆ = ET , L’s cancel out from
both sides and the diffusion constant becomes equal to
DQ = ℏ/m∗. This is the minimum diffusion a quantum
system can have, representing the lower bound. Below
this value, the system is localized.
The reason we observe the quantum diffusion limit is

that the deformation potential coupling is so strong that
the underlying dynamics just barely delocalize the wave
packet, driving the system into the quantum diffusion
conditions. Note that, the dimensionality of the system
also plays a role here. It is easier to get localized in a 1D
system and harder in a 3D one. It turns out that the 2D
nature of the transport makes it favorable for the system
to saturate to the quantum diffusivity bound.

Lattice back-action

In this work, an electron feels a rolling potential land-
scape stemming from the lattice distortions but does not
influence back onto the deformation potential. This kind
of asymmetrical interaction can lead to, for instance, un-
physical heating of the electron in the long run, as the



11

potential ”pumps” energy into the electron motion, but
the electron cannot ”dump” energy back to the lattice
(this does not happen here, because we stop the simula-
tions before the quantum phase coherence breaks down).
For completeness, we want to point out that the time-
reversal process does exist: the lattice “drains” the elec-
tron; whereas the electron does not gain energy back from
the lattice. This fact should not be confused that the de-
formation interaction is thus bilateral. In addition, this
approach omits the effect of the lattice distortion caused
by the electron on its on motion, which is a key feature,
e.g., in the polaron formation. The former issue is nu-
merically established to be insignificant in our simulation
time frame. For the latter, we here argue that the pre-
sented results are valid, and the back-action plays a mi-
nor role at high enough temperatures, which we estimate
below.

From the mathematical standpoint, the deformation
potential is the coherent state description of lattice vibra-
tions taken to the quasiclassical field limit, which origi-
nates from the conventional Fröhlich Hamiltonian [39, 40]
encompassing the lowest-order (linear) lattice-electron
coupling [41]:

HF =
p2

2m∗ +
∑
q

ℏωqa
†
qaq +

∑
q

(
Vqaqe

iq·r + h.c.
)
,

where r is the position coordinate operator of the electron
with effective (band) mass m∗, p is its canonically con-
jugate momentum operator; aq (a†q) is the creation (an-
nihilation) operator for longitudinal optical phonons of
wave vector q and energy ℏωq. The electron-phonon in-
teraction is defined by its Fourier components Vq, which
are sometimes expressed through a dimensionless cou-
pling parameter determined by the dielectric constants
of a polar crystal, or as here, they are directly linked to
our couplings gq.

Employing the coherent state formalism detailed in
Ref. [35], our Hamiltonian beget a deformation poten-
tial composed of thermalized lattice modes |αq(t =
0)| =

√
nq, causing the electron to undergo quasielas-

tic, coherence-preserving scattering events. In return, an
electron gives feedback on the amplitudes αq(t) while
roaming in the malleable landscape of rising and falling
electrostatic hills and valleys. However, the back-action
contribution on the deformation potential is almost of no
consequence if all the electron-lattice couplings related
to the allowed lattice modes are small compared to the
corresponding mode energies, i.e.,

gq
hωq

√
nq

≪ 1 for all modes |q| ≤ qD. (17)

By considering the worst-case scenario, the criteria in
Eq. 17 corresponds to temperatures of order of

TD
T

≥ ln
[( gmax

ℏωmin

)2

+ 1
]
. (18)

In the equation above, we have defined the maximum
coupling gmax and the minimum vibration angular fre-
quency ωmin supported by the lattice as

gmax = Ed

√
ℏqD

2ρmVvs
and ωmin = ℏvs

π

L
,

where we have assumed the conventional linear dispersion
for acoustic phonons, and L is the characteristic length
scale of the system in the sense of V = Ld (d being the
dimension of the system).
For the considered cuprates, the estimation in Eq. 18

yields a back-action temperature of TBA ∼ 80K. This
analysis is in line with the presented results: small devi-
ations from the Planckian rate is seen in Fig. 2 around
the temperatures below the back-action estimation TBA

given by Eq. 18. Above this temperature, the carrier’s
effect on the deformation potential dies out in an expo-
nential rate, which is captured by our preliminary simula-
tions including the full lattice-electron dynamics showing
that the results presented here are well-founded, and fur-
ther validating our approximation of excluding the back-
action.

Kubo calculations

The linear response theory pioneered by Kubo is di-
rectly applicable to determining the optical conductivity
of charged particles. In this formalism [93], the (com-
plex) conductivity tensor σµν(ω) relates the current den-
sity jµ(t) in the µ-direction to the applied electric field
Re[Eν exp(iωt)] in the form of

jµ(t) = Re[σµν(ω)Eν exp(iωt)].

If the system is in thermal equilibrium with a heat reser-
voir at temperature T , the conductivity tensor is given
by the Kubo formula,

σµν(ω) = lim
η→0+

V
ℏω

∫ ∞

0

dt
〈
[ĵµ(t), ĵµ(0)]

〉
e−i(ω+iη)t,

where V is the volume of the system, and ⟨· · · ⟩ refers
to the averaging over equilibrium thermal ensemble.
Hereon, we are only interested in one diagonal compo-
nent of the conductivity tensor, namely σ := σxx.
When we first freeze the deformation potential, we de-

termine a set of electronic eigenstates |n⟩, and then com-
pute the corresponding optical conductivity as

σ(F )(ω) = − lim
η→0+

e2ℏ
Vm∗2

∑
n,m

f(εn)− f(εm)

εn − εm

× | ⟨n| p̂x |m⟩ |2

(ℏω + εn − εm)2 + η2
η,

where p̂x is the momentum operator and m∗ the effective
mass. In the dynamic scenario of a morphing deforma-
tion potential, we utilize the solved eigenstates from the
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frozen approximation by treating them as initial states
and establish the optical conductivity according to the
Kubo formula as

σ(D)(ω) = − lim
η→0+

e2

Vm∗2

∑
n,m

f(εn)− f(εm)

εn − εm

×
∫ ∞

0

dt ⟨n| p̂x(t) |m⟩ ⟨m| p̂x |n⟩ ei(ω+iη)t,

where the momentum operator p̂x(t) is expressed in the
Heisenberg picture. This two-step strategy enables us to
analyze the effect of the dynamics associated with the
potential landscape by assessing the optical conductivity
with the frozen approximation σ(F ) and under the full
time-evolution σ(D).
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