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The intricate relationship between electrons and the crystal lattice is a linchpin in condensed
matter, traditionally described by the Fröhlich model encompassing the lowest-order lattice-electron
coupling. Recently developed quantum acoustics emphasizing the wave nature of lattice vibrations
has enabled the exploration of previously uncharted territories of electron-lattice interaction, not
accessible with conventional tools such as perturbation theory. In this context, our agenda here
is two-fold. First, we showcase the application of machine learning methods to categorize various
interaction regimes within the subtle interplay of electrons and the dynamical lattice landscape.
Second, we shed light on a nebulous region of electron dynamics identified by the machine learning
approach and then attribute it to transient localization, where strong lattice vibrations result in
a momentary Anderson prison for electronic wavepackets, later released by the evolution of the
lattice. Overall, our research illuminates the spectrum of dynamics within the Fröhlich model,
such as transient localization, which has been suggested as a pivotal factor contributing to the
mysteries surrounding strange metals. Furthermore, this paves the way for utilizing time-dependent
perspectives in machine learning for designing materials with tailored electron-lattice properties.

I. INTRODUCTION

Anderson localization refers to the cessation of diffu-
sive wave propagation in disordered systems. [1] However,
achieving Anderson localization requires the potential to
be stationary and the absence of interactions, e.g. be-
tween particles or time-dependent external fields. In re-
ality, electrons interact with lattice vibrations, making
the localization of electrons in solids challenging. The
balance between being localized or not was recognized
early on by researchers like Gogolin [2, 3], Thouless [4],
and even Anderson himself [1, 5]. Nowadays, the com-
plex interplay between Anderson localization and lattice
vibrations is observed in various random metal alloys
and other disordered systems, such as crystalline organic
semiconductors [6, 7] and halide perovskites [8]. The ran-
dom fluctuations caused by lattice motion gradually dis-
rupt the quantum interference necessary for electronic
state localization, leading to what has been coined tran-
sient localization (for capturing the essential aspects, see,
e.g., Ref. [9]). This phenomenon combines aspects of
both Anderson localized and itinerant electron systems.

While the Anderson localization is typically explored
within the framework of a tight-binding scheme featuring
random on-site energies, the standard model for lattice
vibrations is established by Fröhlich, which encompasses
the linear coupling between an electron and the lattice.
Conventionally, lattice vibrations are viewed through a
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number state perspective, but the coherent state rep-
resentation introduced in Ref. [10], known as quantum
acoustics, treats lattice vibrations as waves rather than
individual phonons. This perspective unveils a duality
between particle and wave pictures akin to quantum op-
tics established by Glauber. Moreover, it allows for the
electron-lattice interactions to be described in terms of a
quasi-classical internal field, reminiscent of Bardeen and
Shockley’s concept regarding dynamical lattice distor-
tions in nonpolar semiconductors [11, 12]. In particular,
the deformation potential arising from lattice vibrations
enables a quantum-coherent, nonperturbative treatment
of charge carriers in coordinate space. In addition to re-
covering the results of the conventional Bloch-Grüneisen
thory [10], the program of quantum acoustics has illumi-
nated mysteries surrounding strange metals where tran-
sient localization plays a central role, such as T-linear re-
sistivity at the Planckian limit surpassing the Mott-Ioffe-
Regel threshold [13], and a shift of the Drude peak in the
optical conductivity towards the infrared range [14]. Mo-
tivated by these advancements, we aim to identify various
classes of dynamics hidden within the eminent Fröhlich
model we express in the coherent state representation.

The quantum acoustical approach enables the gener-
ation of large amounts of time-dependent charge carrier
wavefunctions as a function of the system parameters.
Clustering, which is a common unsupervised learning
technique, provides an effective means to explore the
spectrum of carrier behavior by grouping similar dynam-
ical profiles into clusters. In general, unsupervised ma-
chine learning (ML) methods have been established as a
powerful tool to identify complex patterns in large un-
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structured data sets [15–17].

In the broader landscape of ML applications in physics,
our approach aligns with the recent uses of machine learn-
ing to understand and categorize complex physical phe-
nomena, such as many-body localization and phase tran-
sitions [17–22]. However, it is important to distinguish
our work from the common narrative of “using ML to do
physics.” Instead, our method uses ML as a tool that
complements traditional analytical and numerical meth-
ods. This distinction underscores a shift from merely
applying ML techniques to physics problems towards a
more integrated approach where ML assists in how we
conceptualize and explore physical systems. We would
also like to note that this study represents one of the
first applications of ML techniques to the analysis of con-
densed matter systems through a time-dependent lens.
Moreover, our approach not only goes beyond the estab-
lished focus on eigenstates but also extends the applica-
tion of these techniques to many-body systems outside of
tight-binding models, such as spin chains.

Our program is as follows. In Sec. II, we delineate the
theoretical framework across three stages. We first put
forward the concept of deformation potential (Sec. II A),
subsequently highlighting its significance as a palpable
non-perturbative internal field for electrons (Sec. II B).
To facilitate the analysis of electron-lattice dynamics, we
introduce a machine learning methodology in Sec. II C.
In Sec. III, we present our classification of wavepacket dy-
namics leveraging the ML approach, exploring variations
in the strength of the electron-lattice interaction and il-
lustrating a resulting “phase diagram”. Additionally, we
conduct a detailed examination of one of the identified
sectors connected to transient localization. Finally, we
conclude our findings and discussions in Sec. IV.

II. THEORY AND METHODS

More explicitly, we investigate the diversity of physics
contained by the following Hamiltonian:

HF =
∑
p

εpcpc
†
p+

∑
q

ℏωqa
†
qaq+

∑
pq

gqc
†
p+qcp

(
aq+a†−q

)
(1)

where cp (c†p) is the creation (annihilation) operator for
electrons with momentum p and energy εp; whereas aq
(a†q) is the creation (annihilation) operator for longitudi-
nal acoustic phonons of wave vector q and energy ℏωq,
respectively. The electron-phonon interaction is defined
by its Fourier components gq. This Hamiltonian embod-
ies the lattice q, the electrons p, and their lowest-order
(linear) interaction that we next cast into the multimode
coherent state basis of lattice degrees of freedom |χ⟩.

A. Deformation Potential

The coherent state picture developed in Ref. [10] is
the dual partner of the traditional number state descrip-
tion of electron-lattice dynamics. In this framework, each
normal mode of lattice vibration with a wave vector q is
associated with a coherent state |q⟩. At thermal equi-
librium, each mode can be considered to be equilibrated
with a heat bath at temperature T , giving thermal en-
sembles of coherent states where the average occupation
of the mode ⟨nq⟩th is given by the Bose-Einstein distri-
bution. Employing the independence of normal modes,
entire lattice vibrations can be described as the prod-
uct state of the coherent states of the normal modes, in
other words as a multimode coherent state |χ⟩ = ⊗

q |q⟩,
as studied in Ref [23].
Even though the Fock state perspective focusing on the

particle characteristics of lattice vibrations and the co-
herent state viewpoint emphasizing the wave nature are
formally equivalent, the approximations that they inspire
are vastly different. As elaborated in Ref. [10], the quasi-
classical limit of quantum acoustics unveils a real-space,
time-dependent description of electron-lattice interaction
in terms of the deformation potential

VD(r, t) = ⟨χ|
∑
q

gq

(
aq + a†−q

)
|χ⟩

=

|q|≤qD∑
q

2gq

√
⟨nq⟩th cos(q · r− ωqt+ φq), (2)

where φq is the phase of the coherent state |q⟩. We
furthermore assume the phases φq to be uniformly dis-
tributed random variables, and employ the Debye model,
assuming the linear dispersion ωq = vs|q|, where vs is the
speed of sound. Therefore, the time dependence of the
deformation potential is governed by the wave equation:

∂2

∂t2
VD(r, t) = v2s∇2VD(r, t). (3)

The acoustic lattice disorder field above appears as a
chaotic sea of roaming sound waves, which can be loosely
viewed as a dynamic, multi-wavelength adaptation of the
Berry potential examined in Ref. [24], named for its as-
sociation with the random wave conjecture [25] in the
field of quantum chaos. On the other hand, the defor-
mation potential stemming from lattice vibrations has a
close resemblance to the vector potential of a blackbody
field as first identified by Hanbury Brown and Twiss [26],
except for the existence of the ultraviolet cutoff given by
the Debye wavevector qD originating from the minimal
lattice spacing a.
The deformation potential in itself is a peculiar ob-

ject. For instance, it is homogeneously random, mean-
ing that the probability distribution of potential values
VD does not depend on a position r or time t (with the
assumption of random phases). Therefore, each spatio-
temporal patch of the potential is statistically indistin-
guishable from another. The typical length scale of the
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FIG. 1. Snapshots of the deformation potential at three different example temperatures. The left and middle panels demonstrate
the awakening of new vibrational modes with increasing temperature, giving rise to finer details in the potential. At the same
time, the bumps and dips of the potential become higher and deeper. On the other hand, when the Debye temperature is
reached, all the modes are active, and the potential features grow as ∼

√
T , as shown in the right panel. For the sake of

illustration, the left panel has a different color scale than the middle and right panels.

spatial correlations is determined by its largest wavenum-
ber components ∼ qD. Similarly, the typical timescale
of the potential change is determined by its largest fre-
quency components ∼ ωD. This special type of spatial-
temporal correlation sets the deformation potential apart
from other types of lattice distortions, as commonly in-
vestigated in the context of Anderson localization [1].

Even though the deformation potential overall aver-
ages to zero, its root-mean-square characterizing the
strength of lattice disorder fluctuations, grows in tem-
perature as

V 2
rms =

2E2
dℏ

πρvs

∫ qD

0

q2dq

eℏvsq/kBT − 1

∼
{
(kBT )

1/2, when T ≫ TD

(kBT )
3/2, when T ≪ TD

,

where Ed is the deformation potential constant related
to the coupling gq, and ρ is the mass density of the un-
derlying crystal lattice. As the temperature nears the
Debye temperature Td, previously dormant vibrational
modes start to awaken from their Bose-Einstein slumber.
This activation not only enhances the peaks and valleys
as ∼ T 3/2 but also brings forth finer wavelength details
in the deformation potential, as depicted in the left and
middle panels of Fig. 1. At a temperature T ∼ TD, all
the possible lattice modes are in play, after which no
new wave characteristics emerge. The existing poten-
tial bumps and dips simply become more pronounced as
∼

√
T , as illustrated via the middle and right panels of

Fig. 1.

B. Electron Dynamics

The time-varying deformation potential virtually de-
mands quantum wavepacket propagation techniques for
the electron. Here, we focus on the time-dependent
Hamiltonian

H0 =
|p|2
2m∗ + VD(r, t),

where m∗ is the effective (band) mass of the electron and
VD(r, t) the deformation potential given by Eq. (2). This
effective Hamiltonian H0 represents the electron compo-
nent of the Fröhlich model defined previously in Eq. (1)
within the framework of the effective mass approxima-
tion.
Our investigation of electron dynamics under the de-

fined effective Hamilton H0 approaches the issue from
the point of view of Gaussian wavepackets that are a
common tool for analyzing time-dependent aspects of a
quantum system [27, 28], for instance in the studies of
quantum optics [29, 30], scarring [31–33] and branched
flow [34–36]. Here, we choose the following test Gaus-
sian for representing the charge carrier:

Ψ(r, 0) = N exp

(
1

4
|r · σ|2 − ik · r

)
, (4)

where N is the normalization factor, σ = (σ−1
x , σ−1

y )
describing the initial width of the wavepacket. With-
out loss of generality, we can choose to launch the test
wavepacket into the x direction with the Fermi momen-
tum, thus k = (kF , 0), where kF is the Fermi wavevec-
tor. The memory of the initial form of the wavepacket is
quickly lost in the chaotic potential and its exact form is
unimportant.
To propagate the wavepacket in time, we utilize the

third-order split operator method [27, 28, 37, 38] applied
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FIG. 2. The quantum acoustical Wave-on-Wave (WoW) approach to charge carrier dynamics. An electron wavepacket propa-
gates atop a deformation potential, which itself evolves according to the wave equation. As it traverses this shifting acoustic
landscape, shaped by acoustic deformations, the electron undergoes quasi-elastic scattering akin to impurity scattering.

to the time-dependent Schrödinger equation:

iℏ
∂

∂t
Ψ(r, t) = H0Ψ(r, t). (5)

Figure 2 illustrates the charge carrier wave, originally a
Gaussian, described in Eq. (4) evolving under the influ-
ence of the dynamic lattice wave field, converting the
always-accessible wave nature of lattice vibrations into
something valuable, a point where quantum-acoustical
perspective becomes tangible. Within this kind of Wave-
on-Wave (WoW) approach, as detailed in Refs. [13, 14],
one winds up solving two interacting equations of motions
simultaneously, one for the lattice and one for the elec-
tron. The dynamic deformation potential is separately
solved by employing a finite difference wave equation
solution. Two coupled equations (i.e. time-dependent
Schrödinger equation for electrons, wave equation for the
lattice vibrations) are solved independently but simulta-
neously with mean field back-action to model nonpertur-
batively the coupled coherent electron-lattice dynamics.

In general, we can crudely characterize the WoW dy-
namics based on two criteria:

K̄ =
ℏ2k2F

2m∗Vrms

{
≫ 1 → Perturbative

≲ 1 → Nonperturbative,

and

λ̄ =
π

kFa

{
≪ 1 → Incoherent

≲ 1 → Coherent.

Here, we want to point out that the term “coherence”
is reserved to describe the spatial phase coherence of the

electron wavefunction, not to be conflated with the “co-
herent versus incoherent metals” nomenclature, which
pertains to the breakdown of the quasi-particle paradigm.
Rather, this criterion refers to the quantum coherence of
electrons that becomes important in scattering when the
wavelength of the electrons (Fermi wavelength) is not
much less than twice the lattice constant a. The WoW
approach presented here adeptly captures the persistence
of coherence between successive collisions, a facet com-
monly overlooked by conventional Boltzmann transport
methods. Indeed, the preservation of coherence beyond
the first scattering event can wield significant influence,
as evidenced by Refs. [10, 13].

On the other hand, the comparison of the kinetic en-
ergy of the electron (a fair approximation given by the
Fermi energy) with the root mean square of the deforma-
tion potential determines whether the lattice vibration
and its resultant electron scattering can be treated per-
turbatively or not. In essence, the deformation potential
cannot be merely considered a minor perturbation to the
free electron model Hamiltonian. Instead, it can result
in a substantial effect on the electronic density of states,
as shown in Refs. [10, 39].

C. Clustering

In addition to this classification based on the static
properties of the electron-lattice interaction, we here ex-
plore the dynamical aspects of this relationship by ex-
amining two distinct measures, namely the mean squared
displacement (MSD) and inverse participation number
(IPR). The spread of the wavepacket over time is mea-
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sured by the MSD:

α(t) =

∫
Ψ∗(r, t) [⟨r⟩ − r]

2
Ψ(r, t) dr. (6)

Moreover, we assess the level of wavepacket localization
by considering the IPR

β(t) =

∫
|Ψ(r, t)|4 dr, (7)

a widely used method for analyzing scarred states or
Anderson localized states in a disordered medium [40].
Here it is important to note that the measures discussed
here deviate from their conventional definition by be-
ing determined as a function of time rather than time-
independent, as typically seen in the studies of eigenfunc-
tions. Furthermore, we can combine the time-evolving
quantities into one two-dimensional times series, denoted
as

F(t) =

(
α(t)
β(t)

)
,

which paves the way to leveraging time-series ML meth-
ods for discerning various transport regimes.

Specifically, we apply k-means [41] clustering using dy-
namic time warping [42] to the mean-variance normalized
set of series {F(t)} across different system variable set-
tings. At its core, k-means is an algorithm to solve the
optimization problem of partitioning a given set into k
clusters such that the in-cluster variance is minimized
(for a detailed explanation of k-means and our method,
we refer the reader to Appendix A). It is important to
stress that this optimization is done in a fully unsuper-
vised manner, meaning it only processes the raw time-
series {F(t)} and is blind to the system variables used
to generate the data. To ensure robustness and to miti-
gate the effect of statistical fluctuations, we average the
clustering results of an ensemble of 10 time-series data
sets, each generated using randomly initialized deforma-
tion potentials. This method allows us to objectively
identify unique clusters corresponding to diverse dynam-
ical regimes hidden within the Fröhlich Hamiltonian.

III. RESULTS

As a real-world example of electron-lattice dynamics,
at least within a Fröhlich Hamiltonian, we investigate
the prototypical strange metal lanthanum strontium cop-
per oxide (LSCO), renowned for its diverse physics [43].
This material has a large electron-lattice coupling, and its
Fermi energy is adjustable through doping. The material
parameters for optimal doping are given in Table I based
on experimental values derived from Refs. [44–48]. These
serve as the basis for constructing an associated deforma-
tion potential. These parameters align with previous in-
vestigations on strange metals [13, 14] using a quantum-
acoustical perspective. Here we explore electron-lattice

dynamics in a broader scope, rather than focusing on
specific attributes like electrical conductivity.
To enable this analysis, we introduce two scaled vari-

ables that we vary in our simulations: dimensionless tem-
perature T̃ = T/TD and effective electron-lattice cou-

pling G̃ = 2kF /qD. The coupling is adjusted by vary-
ing the Fermi wavevector kF (energy) of the electron
while maintaining the underlying lattice structure con-
stant (with a fixed Debye wavevector qD). This ensures

that our variables T̃ and G̃ are independent, a premise
supported by the evidence from our simulations.

A. Phase Diagram

Our central finding is presented in Fig. 3 showing the
dynamical data classified using the ML-based cluster-
ing algorithm explained above, and as detailed in Ap-
pendix A as the temperature T̃ and coupling strength G̃
are varied. Three distinct phases are identified, as labeled
by the differently colored regions. We want to emphasize
that the term “phase” is used here to refer to regimes
of different dynamical behavior, not in the thermody-
namical sense. There are no sharp boundaries between
these phases; the changes are gradual, rather than true
phase transitions. This fact is highlighted in Fig. 3 by
the different sizes of the points, which represent the level
of agreement within the ensemble of studied wavepackets
for the given parameters.
We interpret the distinct regions as follows: refractive

scattering phase (I), diffraction behavior phase (II), and
transient localization phase (III). We present three zones
of characteristic wavepacket evolution, selected to repre-
sent the dynamical behavior of each phase. The snap-
shots in Fig. 4 depicts the real part of the evolution of
a common initial Gaussian wavepacket at times of 20 fs,
60 fs and 100 fs under three different conditions of tem-
perature T̃ and coupling strength G̃.
Phase I (green) is characterized by an almost linear

phase boundary starting at T̃ ≈ 0.45 rising across the
range of G̃ explored. This phase is perturbative in the
sense of K̃ ≫ 1. As seen in the left column of Fig. 4, the
scattering of the wavepacket is mainly refractive. This
trend will lead to branched flow behavior [34] at longer
times; a propagating wave forms tree-like branches under
a weakly disordered medium, due to small-angle refrac-
tion [49]. Moreover, there is a partial transparency of
the electrons to any shorter wavelength modes (q > 2kF )
present in the underlying deformation potential, as is fur-
ther explained in Ref. [10].
Phase II (blue) covers the upper right section of the

phase diagram with high values of temperature variabil-
ity (T̃ ) and effective coupling(G̃) and is exponentially
separated by a phase boundary from Phase III (red),

which is characterized by high temperatures but lower G̃
levels. Like Regime I, the second phase is characterized
by relatively adiabatic lattice dynamics. In other words,
the deformation landscape appears as if it is stationary
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TABLE I. Material parameters for LSCO that are used in the simulations for constructing the deformation potential.

Parameter n [1027 m−3] m∗ [(me)] vs [m/s] Ed [eV] ρ [10−6 kg/m2] EF [eV] a [Å] TD [K]
LSCO 7.8 9.8 6000 20 3.6 0.12 3.8 379

FIG. 3. Phase diagram of LSCO in the dynamic poten-
tial field. The phase diagram was derived using a machine
learning-based clustering algorithm to analyze time series
data of the wavefunction evolution within systematically var-
ied deformation potentials. This analysis involved variations
in temperature T̃ and effective coupling G̃. The following
three clusters were identified: I) refractive scattering region
(green), II) diffraction behavior (blue), and III) short-time lo-
calization at high temperatures (red). The size of the points
indicates the level of agreement across an ensemble of differ-
ent wavefunction data sets.

for an electron, at least for short times of ∼ 2π/ωD.
This fact is further confirmed by our IPR results be-
low. Furthermore, this regime is perturbative but also
classical-like, meaning that the wavelength of the elec-
tron is shorter than the effective shortest length scale of
the deformation potential. As thoroughly discussed in
Ref. [10], the perturbation theory pathway, particularly
Fermi’s golden rule, is proven to be highly successful in
this phase.

The final phase (Phase III) identified by the ML-
clustering is associated with highly nonperturbative
(K̃ ≲ 1) electron-lattice interaction, primarily existing in
the parameter space where electron dynamics can be con-
sidered as coherent (λ̃ ≲ 1). Therefore, wave interference
and diffraction effects are important because the electron
wavelength is larger than the shortest length scale of the
deformation potential. Notably, this phase begins at low
temperature as T̃ ≈ 0.5, while extending to very high
temperatures, across the range of T̃ investigated.

In Phase III, as depicted in the right column of Fig. 4,
an initial wavepacket encounters significant scattering

FIG. 4. Evolution of electronic wavefunctions in dynamic
deformation potentials. This chart displays the real part of
the wavefunction in two-dimensional coordinate space, where
red and blue colors indicate positive and negative amplitudes,
respectively. Each column represents parameters selected as
examples from the identified clusters I, II, and III. For each
cluster, the panels arranged vertically from top to bottom
show snapshots of the wavefunction at increasing times of
20 fs, 60 fs, and 100 fs.

from a strong deformation potential, initially causing dif-
fusive behavior akin to that seen in Phase II. However,
wavepacket spreading eventually ceases due to quantum
interference effects, signifying an onset of localization.
Nevertheless, the random fluctuations introduced by the
motion of the lattice slowly but surely scramble the quan-
tum interference required for the long-term confinement
of the wavepacket, resulting in the transient nature of
this localization (for capturing the essential aspects of
this phenomenon, see, e.g., Ref. [9]).

To achieve a more comprehensive understanding, we
adopt a static potential approximation, wherein the tem-
poral aspect of the lattice deformation field of Eq. 2 is
neglected, effectively frozen into its original configura-
tion. Within this frozen potential framework, we carry
out an analysis analogous to that of the evolving de-
formation potential as above. This is outlined in Ap-
pendix B. Employing the same cluster classification, we
categorize the data of an electron wavepacket evolution
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under a static deformation potential, yielding a phase di-
agram similar to its dynamic counterpart in Fig. 3, albeit
with slightly sharper phase boundaries. This comparison
validates treating the deformation potential as predom-
inantly static, particularly in Phases I and II. On the
contrary, in Phase III, the static deformation potential
results in full Anderson localization of the wavepacket
that proves transient when the deformation potential un-
dergoes morphing and undulation over time, as further
elucidated in the subsequent analysis.

B. Transient Localization

In this section, we delve deeper into the nature of
transient localization induced by lattice vibrations tak-
ing place within Phase III. At timescales shorter than
the characteristic timescale of 2π/ωD ∼ 100 fs, lattice vi-
brations mimic a static, internal disorder field, triggering
the onset of Anderson localization. Therefore, in ref-
erence to the dynamical field, where the motion of the
lattice disrupts the process of Anderson localization, we
also explore the localization behavior of a wavepacket
within a frozen potential approximation. In both cases,
we quantify the level of localization by studying the time-
dependent IPR, denoted as α(t) in Eq. (7), and introduc-
ing a subsidiary product of the MSD, called the instan-
taneous diffusivity

D(t) =
1

4

dβ(t)

dt
, (8)

where β(t) is defined in Eq. (6).
We begin by examining the instantaneous diffusivity,

which then determines the diffusion constant D as its
long-term value, i.e., D = limt→∞ D(t). In the spirit
of the Einstein and Drude models, we can convert this
diffusion constant into an inverse scattering rate as

1

τ
=

kBT

m∗D
,

consistent with the definition used in Ref. [13]. Figure 5
shows the inverse scattering rate 1/τ for both the cases
of frozen (left panel) and dynamic (right panel) defor-
mation potential. Overall, the analysis of the scatter-
ing rate supports the ML classification underlying the
phase diagram shown in Fig. 4. Both scenarios exhibit a
notably high inverse scattering rate within Phase III of
the phase diagram (upper right corner), indicating sig-
nificant constraints on carrier mobility, as expected in
the context of Anderson localization. This effect is more
prominent in the frozen potential approximation than
in the case of the morphing deformation potential, un-
derlining the fact that the dynamics of the deformation
potential continuously disrupt short-lived localization at-
tempts. Moreover, we observe that the contour lines of
the inverse scattering time in Fig. 5 closely resemble the
phase boundaries seen in Fig. 4.

A deeper insight into the emergence of transient lo-
calization is obtained by investigating the IPR of the
wavepacket evolving over time. In the left panel of Fig. 6,
we show the evolution of the IPR in Phase III for both
static (blue) and dynamic (green) deformation potentials.
In the approximation where the deformation potential
remains static at its initial state, the IPR stabilizes at a
certain value (β ∼ 0.3) after an initial decrease, heralding
the Anderson localization of the wavepacket. Similarly,
when the wavepacket is subject to a dynamic deforma-
tion potential, a form of Anderson localization occurs,
with slightly stronger localization observed compared to
the frozen potential case, identified to be caused by small
potential variations. This localized state is eventually
disrupted by lattice motion, leading to a temporary delo-
calization followed by a brief re-localization before being
disintegrated again by potential evolution. This cycli-
cal process of plateauing IPR seen in the left panel of
Fig. 6 epitomizes the birth and demise of the Anderson
localization due to lattice vibrations.
We would like to point out that the dynamics of short

wavelength components of the deformation potential can
significantly influence localization within a time window
shorter than the characteristic time ωD/2Π. For exam-
ple, the left panel of Fig. 6 demonstrates an instance
of dynamically enhanced localization: The random ini-
tial configuration of the potential creates valleys (moun-
tains) that quickly move towards (away) the wavefunc-
tion, causing boosted localization. Vice versa, these
types of small potential variations in time can also lead
to weaker localization compared to the static potential
case in the first localization plateau seen in the left panel
of Fig. 6.
To provide the full picture, we also present the evolu-

tion of the IPR measure for Phase I and II in the right
and left panels of Figure 6, respectively. Neither phase
exhibits any signs of localization, contrasting with the be-
havior observed in Phase III. Moreover, the overlapping
curves of the static and dynamic potentials further sup-
port the earlier assertion that the deformation potential
can be effectively approximated as a static entity in Phase
I and II. In Phase II, the IPR shows rapid exponential
decay, quickly approaching the ergodic (fully delocalized)
limit of β ∼ 0. This behavior resembles that of a system
with a high density of impurities characterized by Gaus-
sian statistics. Similarly, in Phase I, the IPR decreases
towards the ergodic limit, albeit at a slower rate, dis-
playing subtle oscillation. The slower, non-exponential
decay can be attributed to the weak, refractive nature
of wavepacket scattering, in conjunction with quantum
coherence and interference effects.

IV. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE
DIRECTIONS

Quantum acoustics open up an unexplored pathway to
investigating the intricate Fröhlichian electron-lattice in-
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FIG. 5. Inverse scattering rate 1/τ for electrons in LSCO in a (a) frozen and (b) dynamic deformation potential on a normalized
scale. Both scenarios exhibit a high inverse scattering rate region in the upper left corner (Phase III), suggesting strong
constraints on carrier mobility. This region is markedly more prominent in the frozen potential scenario, as the lattice vibrations
in the dynamic potential continuously disrupt short-lived attempts at localization. The shape of counter lines closely resembles
the dynamical phase transition lines depicted in Fig. 4.

FIG. 6. Normalized inverse participation ratio β(t) of the wavepacket is analyzed as a function of time across three distinct
dynamical regions identified in the machine learning-based phase diagram shown in Fig. 4. Figure contrasts the behaviors under
static (blue line) and dynamic (green line) deformation potentials. In Phase III (left), brief localization periods (indicated by
dashed lines) are observed due to lattice motion, while full localization, indicated by the saturation of β(t), occurs within the
frozen potential approximation. In Phase II (middle) and Phase I (right), the decay of β(t) follows a relatively exponential
trend without signs of localization as observed in Phase III. Notably, the decay is faster in Phase I compared to Phase II, where
small oscillations linked to quantum interference are present

teraction, inaccessible with the standard methods of per-
turbation theory. We take the concept further by treating
it not just as a dual perspective on lattice vibrations, but
as a versatile tool in ascendance: a time-dependent, non-
perturbative approach for electron-lattice interaction in
coordinate space. Moreover, in the quasi-classical limit
of the coherent state formalism, the quantum-acoustical
way unveils the dynamics of electrons navigating through
an internal lattice disorder field undulating and propa-
gating in time.

In particular, we have here demonstrated the efficacy of
unsupervised machine learning techniques in categorizing

and analyzing the intricate aspects of electron dynamics
stemming from lattice vibrations. Specifically, we have
unraveled three distinct phases of behavior: refractive
scattering, diffraction, and transient localization. Sub-
sequently, we have assayed the latter phase, where the
Anderson localization attempts of electron wavepackets
are periodically disrupted by lattice movement, further
enlightening an enigmatic phenomenon suggested to un-
derpin the mysteries surrounding strange metals.

Our study, supported by machine learning, explores
the parameter space characterized by temperature and
effective coupling, focusing on the paradigmatic strange
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metal LSCO, known for its two-dimensional transport
behavior. However, the presented method can be readily
extended to variations in any set of material parameters –
potentially augmented by density functional simulations
as they are not necessarily independent – and generalized
to electron-lattice dynamics in three dimensions. There-
fore, our work not only lays the groundwork for uncover-
ing hidden realms in the electron-lattice interaction but is
also a testament for designing materials with customized
features by employing machine learning techniques from
a point of view of dynamics.
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APPENDIX

Appendix A: Clustering Analysis

For all cluster analyses in this work, the k-means im-
plementation in the TimeSeriesKMeans module of the
tslearn package [50] was used. We give a brief overview
of the method here.

k-means

The goal of the k-means algorithm, which is attributed
to Lloyd [41], is to divide X = {x1, x2, . . . , xN} with xi ∈
Rn into disjoint sets (clusters) S = {S1, S2, . . . , Sk}, Si ⊆
X, while minimizing the in-set variance. More concretely,
one aims to find

argmin
S

L(S) ≡ argmin
S

k∑
i=1

∑
xj∈Si

∥xj − µi∥2

= argmin
S

k∑
i=1

|Si|Var [Si] , (A1)

where ∥·∥ is the Euclidean norm, |Si| denotes the car-
dinality of Si, i.e., the size of cluster Si, and µi is the
cluster center (centroid) of the ith cluster, defined as:

µi =
1

|Si|
∑

xj∈Si

xj (A2)

After some initialization scheme places the initial cen-
troids, the algorithm alternates between two steps:

1. Assignment Step: Assign all xi to their closest
centroid, as measured by the squared Euclidean dis-
tance. This defines the cluster memberships S.

2. Update Step: Update the centroids using S ac-
cording to Eq. (A2).

It is easy to see that these steps cannot increase the in-set
variance – the algorithm is guaranteed to converge. How-
ever, there is an important caveat in that the objective
function L(S) defined in Eq. (A1) is non-convex and the
algorithm can therefore converge to a local optimum that
is not the global minimum. This problem can be miti-
gated by an intelligent choice of initialization scheme,
most commonly k-means++ [51], and by running the al-
gorithm multiple times and taking the clustering with
minimal L(S) post convergence [16]. An example run of
k-means on toy data in R2 is shown in Fig. A.1.
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FIG. A.1. Toy example to illustrate a run of the k-means al-
gorithm with hyperparameter k = 3. (a) Initial centroids are
chosen by an initialization scheme (here: random initializa-
tion). (b) Assignment step of the first iteration. (c) Update
step of the first iteration. (d) Final result. The algorithm con-
verges after two consequent iterations yield sufficiently similar
clusters (here: 10th iteration).

Dynamic Time Warping

When working with time-series data x(t) =
(xt1 , xt2 , . . . , xtM ), xti ∈ Rd, one could naively embed
x(t) in the space RM×d equipped with the Euclidean met-
ric and run k-means exactly as described above. How-
ever, this approach has significant limitations: It only
works for sequences of equal length, and more critically,
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the Euclidean metric is unable to account for the tem-
poral nature of the sequences. By operating solely on
elements with the same time indices, it ignores poten-
tial temporal misalignment between sequences. Conse-
quently, even time series with similar features can result
in a large metric distance if their phases differ. This
makes it an ineffective measure for determining similar-
ity. Dynamic time warping (DTW), introduced by Sakoe
and Chiba [42], has been employed to overcome these
challenges by identifying the most temporally appropri-
ate pairs of time indices for comparison [52]. Formally,

DTW(x(t), y(t)) = min
π

√ ∑
(ti,tj)∈π

∥xti − ytj∥2 (A3)

where the time index pairs π = {π0, π1, . . . , πK} satisfy
certain (boundary) conditions that we will not elaborate
on for brevity (for an extensive introduction to the topic,
see, e.g., Ref. [53]). One thus ends up with a new warped
time path for the comparison of the time series, as is
illustrated in Fig. A.2. DTW is not a metric, because

−3

−2

−1

0

1

x
(t

)

Euclidean Distance DTW Distance

0 10 20 30 40 50

t

−4

−2

0

x
(t

)

0 10 20 30 40 50

t

FIG. A.2. Illustration of the difference between the Euclidean
distance and Dynamic Time Warping (DTW) distance for two
example MSD sequences from our data set. While the Eu-
clidean distance compares values at corresponding time steps,
DTW temporally aligns the sequences, providing a more ro-
bust distance measure for time-series data.

DTW(x(t), y(t)) = 0 does not imply x(t) = y(t) and it
doesn’t obey the triangle inequality. Nevertheless, the
Fréchet mean, which generalizes Eq. (A2) to any metric
space, is used to compute a centroid-like representation,
commonly referred to as barycenter :

µi(t) = argmin
z(t)

∑
xj(t)∈Si

DTW(z(t), xj(t))
2 (A4)

This problem is computationally NP-hard [54]. DTW
Barycenter Averaging (DBA), proposed by Petitjean et
al. [55], is a widely used algorithm to approximate the
barycenters.

Feature Scaling

Since k-means depends on distances, it is important to
scale the features before performing the optimization. In
this analysis, we normalize the features to zero mean and
unit variance in the time dimension:

x̃(t) =
x(t)− µt

σt
,

where

µt =
1

T

∫ T

0

x(t) dt

and

σt =

√
1

T

∫ T

0

(x(t)− µt)
2
dt.

Choosing k

FIG. A.3. Elbow plot depicting the sum of squared distances
of samples to their nearest cluster center for varying values
of k for the (a) frozen and (b) dynamic lattice vibration field
scenario. The elbow point, where the curve shows a distinct
bend, suggests the optimal number of clusters for our analysis,
as increasing the number of clusters beyond this value yields
diminishing returns in terms of model improvement.

The parameter k, i.e. the number of clusters, has to
be set before performing the optimization Eq. (A1). To
find a suitable k for our analysis, we run the k-means al-
gorithm multiple times with varying values of k ranging
from 1 to 10. Fig. A.3 shows a plot of the sum of squared
distances of samples to their nearest cluster center (in-
ertia) against different values of k. The point where the
curve bends or forms an elbow is considered an indica-
tor of the natural number of clusters in the underlying
data [16] – additional clusters beyond this point do not
substantially improve the model’s representation of the
different dynamical regimes of the system.

Ensemble Averaging

To mitigate the effect of statistical fluctuations of the
lattice vibration field on the clustering of the electron dy-
namics, we perform the optimization independently on



11

an ensemble of 10 wavefunction data sets, each gener-
ated using deformation potentials with different random
initializations. The different clustering results are then
consolidated into one phase diagram by taking the con-
sensus of the ensemble, with the size of the dots in Fig. 3
indicating the degree of consensus.

Appendix B: Clustering in the Frozen
Approximation
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FIG. B.1. Phase diagram of LSCO in the frozen approxima-
tion. The phase diagram was derived using machine learning-
based clustering to analyze time series data of the wavefunc-
tion evolution within systematically varied time-independent
deformation potentials.

This appendix presents the clustering analysis results
using the frozen field approximation, where the defor-
mation potential is treated as static. This simplifies the
system by ignoring the temporal evolution of lattice vi-
brations, allowing for a direct comparison with the dy-
namic scenario discussed in the main text.
Using the same k-means clustering technique as de-

scribed in Appendix A, we simulate wavepacket evolution
under static deformation potentials. These potentials
are generated with identical parameters to those used
for the dynamic scenario. We then analyze the resulting
time-dependent wavefunctions using mean squared dis-
placement (MSD) and inverse participation ratio (IPR)
as features.
Figure B.1 shows the phase diagram for LSCO derived

from clustering in the frozen approximation. As in the
dynamic case, three phases are identified. Supported by
the arguments presented in the main text and especially
Fig. 6, Phases I and II are very similar to the dynamic
case as the electron dynamics are highly adiabatic in
these regimes. The key difference emerges in Phase III,
the Anderson localization phase. Here, strong localiza-
tion due to quantum interference in the static potential
field leads to complete Anderson localization, contrast-
ing sharply with the transient localization observed in
the dynamic case.
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learning and the physical sciences, Reviews of Modern
Physics 91, 045002 (2019).

[18] W. Zhang, L. Wang, and Z. Wang, Interpretable machine
learning study of the many-body localization transition
in disordered quantum ising spin chains, Physical Review
B 99, 054208 (2019).

[19] E. P. Van Nieuwenburg, Y.-H. Liu, and S. D. Huber,
Learning phase transitions by confusion, Nature Physics
13, 435 (2017).

[20] J. Carrasquilla and R. G. Melko, Machine learning phases
of matter, Nature Physics 13, 431 (2017).

[21] G. A. D. Castro and R. P. Gutiérrez, Artificial neural

network for the single-particle localization problem in
quasiperiodic one-dimensional lattices, Revista Mexicana
de F́ısica 69, 020502 (2023).

[22] L. Wang, Discovering phase transitions with unsuper-
vised learning, Physical Review B 94, 195105 (2016).

[23] E. J. Heller and D. Kim, Schrödinger correspondence ap-
plied to crystals, J. Phys. Chem. A 123, 4379 (2019).

[24] D. Kim and E. J. Heller, Bragg scattering from a random
potential, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 200402 (2022).

[25] M. V. Berry, Regular and irregular semiclassical wave-
functions, J. Phys. A 10, 2083 (1977).

[26] R. H. Brown and R. Q. Twiss, Interferometry of the in-
tensity fluctuations in light. i. basic theory: The corre-
lation between photons in coherent beams of radiation,
Proc. R. Soc. A 242, 300 (1957).

[27] E. J. Heller, The semiclassical way to dynamics and spec-
troscopy (Princeton University Press, 2018).

[28] D. Tannor, Introduction to Quantum Mechanics (Univer-
sity Science Books, 2007).

[29] M. Scully and M. Zubairy, Quantum Optics (Cambridge
University Press, 1997).

[30] D. Walls and G. Milburn, Quantum Optics (Springer
Berlin Heidelberg, 2007).

[31] J. Keski-Rahkonen, A. Ruhanen, E. Heller, and
E. Räsänen, Quantum Lissajous scars, Physical Review
Letters 123, 214101 (2019).

[32] J. Keski-Rahkonen, P. J. J. Luukko, L. Kaplan, E. J.
Heller, and E. Räsänen, Controllable quantum scars in
semiconductor quantum dots, Phys. Rev. B 96, 094204
(2017).

[33] J. Keski-Rahkonen, A. Graf, and E. Heller, Anti-
scarring in chaotic quantum wells, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2403.18081 (2024), 2403.18081.

[34] E. J. Heller, R. Fleischmann, and T. Kramer, Branched
flow, Physics Today 74, 44 (2021).

[35] A. Daza, E. J. Heller, A. M. Graf, and E. Räsänen, Propa-
gation of waves in high brillouin zones: Chaotic branched
flow and stable superwires, Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences 118, e2110285118 (2021).

[36] A. M. Graf, K. Lin, M. Kim, J. Keski-Rahkonen,
A. Daza, and E. Heller, Chaos-assisted dynamical
tunneling in flat band superwires, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2404.19074 (2024), 2404.19074.

[37] A. D. Bandrauk and H. Shen, Higher order exponen-
tial split operator method for solving time-dependent
schrödinger equations, Canadian Journal of Chemistry
70, 555 (1992).

[38] M. Feit, J. Fleck, and A. Steiger, Solution of the
schrödinger equation by a spectral method, J. Comput.
Phys 47, 412 (1982).

[39] D. Kim and B. I. Halperin, Low-energy tail of the spectral
density for a particle interacting with a quantum phonon
bath, Phys. Rev. B 107, 224311 (2023).

[40] D. Thouless, Electrons in disordered systems and the the-
ory of localization, Physics Reports 13, 93–142 (1974).

[41] S. Lloyd, Least squares quantization in pcm, IEEE Trans-
actions on Information Theory 28, 129 (1982).

[42] H. Sakoe and S. Chiba, Dynamic programming algorithm
optimization for spoken word recognition, IEEE transac-
tions on acoustics, speech, and signal processing 26, 43
(1978).

https://doi.org/10.1142/7663
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.39.1167
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.109.1492
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201502386
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.086601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.086601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.196601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.036602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.054311
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.77.407
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.77.407
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.80.72
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.06077
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.06077
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.06077
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.186303
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-45528-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-0716-1418-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-0716-1418-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.045002
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.045002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.054208
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.054208
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys4037
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys4037
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys4035
https://doi.org/10.31349/RevMexFis.69.020502
https://doi.org/10.31349/RevMexFis.69.020502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.195105
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpca.8b11746
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.200402
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/10/12/016
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1957.0177
https://doi.org/10.23943/9781400890293
https://doi.org/10.23943/9781400890293
https://books.google.com/books?id=WbQOzQEACAAJ
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511813993
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-28574-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.214101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.214101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.094204
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.094204
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.18081
https://doi.org/10.1063/PT.3.4902
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2110285118
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2110285118
https://arxiv.org/abs/2404.19074
https://doi.org/10.1139/v92-078
https://doi.org/10.1139/v92-078
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(82)90091-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(82)90091-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.224311
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(74)90029-5
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.1982.1056489
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.1982.1056489


13

[43] C. M. Varma, Colloquium : Linear in temperature re-
sistivity and associated mysteries including high tem-
perature superconductivity, Rev. Mod. Phys. 92, 031001
(2020).

[44] W. J. Padilla, Y. S. Lee, M. Dumm, G. Blumberg,
S. Ono, K. Segawa, S. Komiya, Y. Ando, and D. N.
Basov, Constant effective mass across the phase diagram
of high-Tc cuprates, Phys. Rev. B 72, 060511 (2005).

[45] C. Walsh, M. Charlebois, P. Sémon, G. Sordi, and A.-
M. S. Tremblay, Prediction of anomalies in the velocity
of sound for the pseudogap of hole-doped cuprates, Phys.
Rev. B 106, 235134 (2022).

[46] I. Bozovic, G. Logvenov, I. Belca, B. Narimbetov, and
I. Sveklo, Epitaxial strain and superconductivity in
la2−xsrxcuo4 thin films, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 107001
(2002).

[47] A. Legros, S. Benhabib, W. Tabis, F. Laliberté, M. Dion,
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