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We describe the evolution of low-temperature thermopower across Fermi-volume-changing quan-
tum phase transitions in Kondo lattice models without symmetry breaking. This transition moves
from a heavy Fermi liquid with a conventional Luttinger-volume large Fermi surface to an ‘FL*’
state, characterized by a small Fermi surface and a spin liquid with fractionalized excitations. The
onset of the large Fermi surface phase is driven by the condensation of a Higgs field that carries a
unit gauge charge under an emergent U(1) gauge field. We consider the case with spatially random
Kondo exchange, as this leads to strange metal behavior in electrical transport. We find a large
asymmetric thermopower. Our findings are consistent with recent observations in heavy fermion
compounds (Z.-Y. Cao et al., arXiv:2408.13604), and describe an enhancement of thermopower on
the large Fermi surface side as well as a non-monotonic behavior on the small Fermi surface side.

Our results also apply to single-band Hubbard models and the pseudogap transition in the
cuprates. In the ancilla framework, single-band models exhibit an inverted Kondo lattice tran-
sition: the small Fermi surface pseudogap state corresponds to the condensed Higgs state. This
inversion results in an enhancement of thermopower on the pseudogap side in our theory, consis-
tent with observations in the cuprates (C. Collignon et al., Phys. Rev. B 103, 155102 (2021); A.
Gourgout et al., Phys. Rev. X 12, 011037 (2022)). We argue that these observations support a
non-symmetry-breaking Fermi-volume-changing transition as the underlying description of the onset
of the pseudogap in the cuprates.

I. INTRODUCTION

A number of recent experiments have explored the
thermopower of metallic correlated electron compounds
across Fermi-volume-changing transitions [1–6]. This pa-
per aims to provide theoretical insight into these obser-
vations using a model of non-zero temperature quantum
criticality across Fermi-volume-changing quantum phase
transitions without symmetry breaking, introduced in
Refs. [7, 8] (see also Ref. [9]). We will show that ther-
mopower is an especially sensitive probe of key features
of such non-symmetry-breaking transitions, and the en-
hancement and asymmetry of the thermopower observa-
tions support such a non-symmetry-breaking description
of the heavy fermion compounds and the cuprates.

Although symmetry-breaking phases may be present
nearby, we will assume that the main physics at interme-
diate temperatures is that of a Fermi volume change, and
that symmetry breaking is a secondary, lower tempera-
ture phenomenon. As the Luttinger relation constraints
the Fermi volume by the total electron density, it follows
that, in the absence of symmetry breaking, at least one of
the metallic phases does not obey the Luttinger relation.
Such non-Luttinger-volume metallic phases are permit-
ted in the presence of fractionalization [7, 8, 10–12] by
an extension of Oshikawa’s argument for the Luttinger
volume in a Fermi liquid [13].

It is conventional to refer to the Luttinger volume
Fermi surface as a ‘large’ Fermi surface; the phase with
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a large Fermi surface is a conventional Fermi liquid, and
we will denote it as FL. The non-Luttinger volume Fermi
surface is ‘small’, and the phase with a small Fermi sur-
face is a ‘fractionalized Fermi liquid’ [7], and we will
denote it as FL*. We assume that fractionalization
is present in the intermediate temperature FL* phase,
but any symmetry breaking phases that may be present
nearby at low temperatures are conventional, and do not
have fractionalization.

It is a relatively simple matter to obtain a FL-to-FL*
transition in a Kondo lattice model [7, 8] as illustrated
in Fig. 1. The Kondo lattice will serve as our model for
Fermi volume-changing transitions in the heavy-fermion
compounds [1, 2, 6, 15–20].

It is a far more subtle matter to obtain Fermi-
volume-changing transitions without symmetry breaking
in single-band electron models. Such transitions are of
relevance to studies of the crossover from the pseudo-
gap to the Fermi liquid in the intermediate temperature
regime of the cuprates [3, 4, 21–25], and also in organic
compounds [5]. We note that our main computations for
thermopower in Sections II and III are carried out using
a two-band Kondo lattice model. These results can be di-
rectly applied to the heavy-fermion compounds. Readers
not interested in the extension to the single-band model
appropriate for the cuprates may skip over the associated
discussion.

There are complementary frameworks for describing a
FL*-FL transition in single-band models [26, 27], linked
by duality in the insulating limit [28].

The ancilla framework [27] uses a bilayer of ancilla
qubits, and its main ideas are illustrated in Fig. 2. It
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Figure 1: Fermi volume changing transition in a Kondo lattice of spins of f electrons and a conduction band of c
electrons (from Ref. [14]). The x-axis is the Kondo coupling between the c and f electrons, denoted as JK . In the
fractionalized Fermi liquid (FL*) phase the f electrons form a spin liquid with fractionalized spinon excitations,
while the c electrons form a ‘small’ Fermi surface. In the FL phase, the f and c electrons hybridize, and realize a

‘large’ Fermi surface which has the Luttinger volume of free electrons.
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Figure 2: Fermi volume changing transition in the ancilla theory of the single band Hubbard model (from Ref. [14];
see Appendix A). The physical electrons (cα) are in the single-band top layer, and two layers of ancilla qubits are

realized by a bilayer antiferromagnet (with interlayer exchange J⊥) with spins S1 and S2. The S1 are coupled to the
physical electrons by the Kondo coupling JK . For J⊥ ≫ JK , the ancilla S1,2 spins form rung singlets, and a FL

phase is present in the cα layer. For JK ≫ J⊥, we obtain the FL* phase in which the cα electrons hybridize with the
ga fermions representing the S1 spins to form a Fermi surface similar to the large Fermi surface of the Kondo lattice

model in Fig. 1, while the S2 spins form a spin liquid with neutral spinon excitations.

is argued that the ancilla qubits can be decoupled by
a canonical transformation, leaving behind a single-band
Hubbard-like model for the physics cα electrons (see (A1)
and Appendix A). As illustrated in Fig. 2, we obtain a
FL* phase when the bottom ancilla layer forms a spin
liquid, while the top two layers combine as in a Kondo
lattice to realized a small Fermi volume of Fermi liquid-
like quasiparticles. On the other hand, the convenen-
tional FL phase is obtain when the two ancilla layers
form a trivial rung-singlet state. Note the inversion be-
tween Figs. 1 and 2 which plays a key role in our analysis:
the FL* phase appears for small Kondo coupling JK in

the Kondo lattice in Fig. 1, while the FL* phase appears
for large JK in the single-band model in Fig. 2.

The second framework employs a bosonic spinon de-
scription of the spinons in the pseudogap phase [26, 29–
38]. There are encouraging comparisons of this theory to
experimental data [39] and numerical studies [33, 34, 36].
The discussion in the present paper will use the ancilla
framework, but our conclusions here on FL*-FL Fermi-
volume-changing transitions in single band models apply
also to this second framework.

This paper will describe the thermopower in the non-
zero temperature quantum-critical region of the Fermi-
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Figure 3: Contrasting the FL-FL* transition between the Kondo lattice and single-band model. For the Kondo
lattice, the FL has the Higgs boson b condensed. On the other hand, for the single-band model, the FL* phase has

the Higgs boson Φ condensed (see Appendix A).

volume-changing transition [40–43]. Kim and Pépin
[42] argued that the thermopower is mostly symmet-
rical on the two sides of the quantum phase transi-
tion for symmetry-breaking transitions. But, as Georges
and Mravlje have argued [43], a large asymmetric ther-
mopower (inside of the critical fan) can appear in other
cases [40–43]. Our primary focus in this paper is the
nature of this asymmetry, and its distinct behaviors be-
tween the transitions in Figs. 1 and 2. As we show in
Fig. 3, the Kondo lattice transition is associated with the
condensation of a Higgs boson b in the FL phase. In con-
trast, the single-band Hubbard model has a similar Higgs
boson Φ condensed on the FL* side (see Appendix A).
These features are responsible for one of our main re-
sults: the thermopower asymmetry is inverted between
the Kondo lattice and single-band models. As we discuss
below, the computed asymmetry of the thermopower is
in good accord with that observed in the Kondo lattice
system CeRhIn5 [6], which is inverted to that observed
in the cuprate La1.6−xNd0.4SrxCuO4 [3, 4] (presumed to
be described by a single band model).

In both cases in Fig. 3, the boson action has a non-
relativistic form with a linear in time derivative term
(see (4)), and it is this feature which results in singular
asymmetric contributions to the thermopower near the
quantum-critical point. In contrast, there is no such lin-
ear in time derivative for symmetry-breaking transitions
[42], and this is ultimately responsible for their nearly
symmetric behavior, and weak thermopower.

Our specific computations are carried out in a Kondo
lattice model with a spatially random Kondo coupling in-
troduced by Aldape et al. [44], which we present in Sec-
tion II. It has been argued [45–49] that including spatial
randomness in the interactions is essential near quantum-
critical points in metals. Spatially random interactions
lead directly to spatial variations in the local position of
the quantum-critical point, and such ‘Harris disorder’ is

a strongly-relevant perturbation. The quantum-critical
transport properties of metals are not sensible in the ab-
sence of randomness [50–57]. Moreoever, spatially ran-
dom interactions lead naturally to the observed marginal
Fermi liquid (MFL) behavior in the electron self energy,
and linear-in-temperature electrical resistivity. Including
particle-hole asymmetry, we find a “skewed MFL”, with
similarities to the skewed non-Fermi liquid of Georges
and Mravlje [43] (see discussion below (8)).
Thermopower computations in the model of Section II

appear in Section III, along with a comparison to the
experimental observations. We conclude in Section IV
with a summary and discussion of implications.

II. THEORY

Our computations are be carried out for the Kondo
Lattice Hamiltonian from the theory of Ref. [44], given
by

H =
∑

ρ={cσ,fσ,b}
Hρ +Hint

Hρ =

N∑
i=1

∑
k

(ϵρ,k − µρ)ρ
†
k,iρk,i,

Hint =
1

N

N∑
i,j,l=1

∑
r,σ

(g′ijl(r) c
†
r,i,σfr,j,σbr,l +H.c.),

N∑
i=1

(b†r,ibr,i −
∑
σ

f†r,i,σfr,i,σ) = Nκ , (1)

where cσ, fσ are conduction and f electrons, and σ is
a spin index. An auxiliary index i has been introduced
for facilitating a large N expansion. The b are (Higgs)
bosons mediating the hybridization between the c and
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f electrons. The g′ijl(r) are complex Gaussian random
variables with variance

g′ijl(r)g
′
i′j′l′(r

′) = g′2δr,r′δi,i′δj,j′δl,l′ , (2)

which leads to a spatially disordered interaction. This
interaction is the result of a Hubbard-Stratonovich de-
coupling of the original (spatially disordered) Kondo in-
teraction JK . The dispersion of itinerant electrons ϵc,k is
a generalized tight-binding one for the square lattice and
that of the bosons is taken to be quadratic:

ϵc,k = −2 t (cos(kx) + cos(ky))− 4 t′ cos(kx) cos(ky)

− 2 t′′(cos(2kx) + cos(2ky)),

ϵb,k =
k2

2mb
. (3)

To be concrete, for the hopping amplitudes t, t′, t′′

and chemical potential µc we use the experimen-
tal values measured for the cuprate of interest
La1.6−xNd0.4SrxCuO4, which are given in Ref. [3, 4] (see
Appendix B). The precise details of the dispersion for the
itinerant c electrons is not important for the results we
obtain, and we therefore use the same dispersion when
modeling the transition both for the Kondo lattice and
single-band cases. The dispersion of the f -electrons, on
the other hand, is expected to be very different between
the two physical systems. In the case of the Kondo lattice
model we take them to be heavy, with a simple quadratic
dispersion (c.f. Sec. III B). In the single-band model we
take it to be the same as the dispersion of the c electrons
(it can be computed by a mean-field calculation of the
ancilla theory [27] in the pseudogap phase, although the
exact form is not crucial for the results of this paper; we
note that the thermopower is not affected by any kind of
“nesting” between the two Fermi surfaces, as their con-
tributions are separate, and therefore this simplification
does not lead to any anomalous features of the Seebeck
coefficient). Our computations are carried out in two
spatial dimensions. The two-dimensionality is important
for the bosonic sector, but the results remain similar if
the fermionic sector is three-dimensional (as is the case
of YbRh2Si2 [58]).

The constraint parameter κ is what tunes the theory
across the QCP, whose critical value is denoted as κc
and the deviation defined as ∆κ ≡ κ − κc. For ∆κ > 0,
the boson b is condensed, while for ∆κ < 0 it remains
uncondensed. The resulting physical scenarios for the
Kondo lattice and single-band models are illustrated in
Fig. 3.

A. Propagators at large-N

We work in the large N limit, in which the theory is
controlled by a self-consistent one-loop saddle point. At
this saddle point, the boson Green’s function is given by

Gb(iω,k) =
1

−iω + k2/(2mb) + γ|ω|+∆b(T )
. (4)

Note the −iω term, which will ultimately be responsi-
ble for the singular asymmetry in the fermion self en-
ergies, and hence the large thermopower; this term was
not present in the analyses of Refs. [45–49]. For the bo-
son, the self-energy correction leads to a Landau damping
term, with a coefficient given by

γ =
g′2νcνf
2π

, (5)

where νc/f are the density of states at the Fermi level
of the c and f fermions, respectively. The boson gap
∆b(T ) is obtained by solving the self-consistent equation
for z ≡ ∆b(T )/T :

2π2 ∆κ

Tmb

=

∫ ∞

0

dx

ex − 1

[
arctan

(
γ x

z − x

)
+ arctan

(
γ x

z + x

)]
− π log

(
1− e−z

)
− γ

1 + γ2
z log

(
Λe

zT

)
,

where Λ is a UV cutoff scale that comes from the boson
bandwidth that we take to be large: Λ/T ≫ 1.
The retarded fermion self-energies written in the vari-

ables x = ω/T, z = ∆b/T are given by (see Appendix C)

Σρ,R(T, x, z) = γ
Tmb

2νρ

[
− x

π
log

(
Λ

2πT

)
− (−1)sρi

x

2

− i log

 π csch
(
z
2

)
Γ
(

1
2 − ix−(−1)sρz

2π

)2
]+ Cρ(T ),

(6)

where sc = 0, sf = 1, and Cρ(T ) is a real frequency-
independent term, which can be absorbed into the chem-
ical potential. Importantly, Eq. (6) is given for the case
of γ ≪ 1. The reason for taking this limiting behavior is
that it leads to the “skewed” nature [43, 44] of the scat-
tering rates (see below). From here on, we work in this
parameter regime.
Both fermions exhibit a marginal Fermi liquid (MFL)

scaling of their self-energies with T, ω. The total scatter-
ing rate Γρ(T, ω) is given by

Γρ,tot = Γρ − 2 ImΣρ(x, z, T ) = Γρ +λρ π T gρ(x, z), (7)

where Γρ is the elastic scattering component, x =
ω/T, z = ∆b/T , λρ = γmb

πνρ
is an interaction scale, and

gρ(x, z) = (−1)sρ
x

2
+ Re

log
 π csch

(
z
2

)
Γ
(

1
2 + i (−1)sρz−x

2π

)2



(8)
is a dimensionless function. Crucially, its form dictates
the presence of singular particle-hole asymmetry in both
MFLs: gρ(x, z) contains terms that are both odd and
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even in x. Following Georges and Mravlje [43], we call
this electron state a “skewed” MFL. Comparing to the
analogous function g(x) of Ref. [43], gρ(x, z) has a more
complicated structure due to the T dependence of the
mass gap ratio z(T ) (which is only a logarithmic T de-
pendence in the quantum-critical region). Ref. [43] ana-
lyzed a theory exactly at a critical point with conformal
symmetry, building on the large particle-hole asymme-
try in the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model [59–68], that has a
T -independent z(T ).
To a good approximation, the renormalized quasi-

particle weights Zρ(T, ω) can be estimated as energy-
independent, Zρ(T, ω) ≈ Zρ(T, ω = 0) [43]. They are
then computed as

1

Zρ(T )
= 1− 1

T

∂ReΣρ(x, T )

∂x

∣∣∣
x=0

= 1 +
λρ
2

[
log

(
Λ

2πT

)
− Reψ

(
1

2
+ i

z

2π

)]
,

(9)

where ψ(x) is the digamma function. This logarithmic
form is what is expected for a MFL. The second term
involving the digamma function is essentially constant in
temperature, as can be confirmed numerically.

III. SEEBECK COEFFICIENT

The thermopower is given by (e here denotes electric
charge)

S = − L1

eL0
, (10)

with the Ln are called Onsager coefficients and are given
by

L0 = − lim
ω→0

ImΠJJ(ω)

ω
(11)

L1 = − 1

T
lim
ω→0

ImΠJQJ(ω)

ω
, (12)

where J is the electrical current and JQ is the heat cur-
rent. Each current is the sum of currents from all three
species: J =

∑
ρ=c,f,b J

(ρ), JQ =
∑

ρ=c,f,b J
(ρ)
Q . From

here on we set kB = e = 1 (except when we restore them
in final results).

Importantly, in this model, to the order in 1/N we are
working, all cross-current correlators vanish. Therefore,
the correlators reduce to the sum over single species ones,
and so do the Ln,

L
(ρ)
0 = −σρ lim

ω→0

ImΠJ(ρ)J(ρ)(ω)

ω
(13)

L
(ρ)
1 = − 1

T
σρ lim

ω→0

ImΠ
J

(ρ)
Q J(ρ)(ω)

ω
, (14)

where σρ is the spin degeneracy of the species: σc,f =
2, σb = 1. Using the notation of Ref. [43], we can write
them as

L(ρ)
n =

1

Tn

∫
dω

(
−∂fρ
∂ω

)
ωn T (ρ)(ω), (15)

where fρ is the occupation function of each species, and

T (ρ)(ω) = σρπ

∫
d2k

(2π)2
v2ρ,kAρ(k, ω)

2

= π

∫
dϵΦ(ϵ)Aρ(ϵ, ω)

2,

(16)

where

Φ(ϵ) = σρ

∫
d2k

(2π)2
v2ρ,kδ(ϵ− ϵ

(ρ)
k ). (17)

is the transport function and Aρ(k, ω) is the spectral
function.

The emergent U(1) gauge field that couples f and b will
act to renormalize the current vertices. In the calculation
of the electrical conductivity this leads to exact Ioffe-
Larkin constraints on the current correlators, giving a
combination of in-series and in-parallel current additions.

Although both electrical and thermal current vertices
should get renormalized, at the order of 1/N we are work-
ing at, the renormalizations to the thermal current vertex
cancel; see Appendix D. This leads to a convoluted re-
lationship of the currents of the different species, which
cannot be simply summarized as in-parallel or in-series
addition. The Onsager coefficients are written as

L0 = L
(c)
0 +

((
L
(f)
0

)−1

+
(
L
(b)
0

)−1
)−1

(18)

L1 = L
(c)
1 − L

(f)
1 L

(b)
0 + L

(b)
1 L

(f)
0

L
(f)
0 + L

(b)
0

, (19)

and the total thermopower becomes

S = −L1

L0
= −

L
(c)
1 − L

(f)
1 L

(b)
0 + L

(b)
1 L

(f)
0

L
(f)
0 + L

(b)
0

L
(c)
0 +

L
(f)
0 L

(b)
0

L
(f)
0 + L

(b)
0

. (20)

Again, these equations only come from the renormaliza-
tion of the electric charge.

The Onsager coefficients of fermions and bosons are an-
alyzed differently, due to the presence/absence of a Fermi
surface. For the two fermion species, ρ = c, f , we can use
the results of Ref. [43], as their assumptions apply to
our model. These assumptions are that (i) the scattering
rate (both elastic and inelastic) is momentum indepen-
dent, and (ii) the self-energy is small compared to the
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bare terms. We can write

L
(ρ)
0 = Φ

(ρ)
0 ⟨ τ+(T, xT )⟩+

T

Z(T )
Φ

(ρ)′

0 ⟨x τ−(T, xT )⟩,
(21)

L
(ρ)
1 = Φ

(ρ)
0 ⟨x τ−(T, xT )⟩+

T

Z(T )
Φ

(ρ)′

0 ⟨x2 τ+(T, xT )⟩.
(22)

where we have additionally assumed that the quasipar-
ticle residue Z(T, ω) is energy-independent (in practice
it indeed depends only weakly on the energy near the
Fermi surface). Here, Φ0 = Φ(εF ),Φ

′
0 = Φ′(εF ). The

frequency-dependent scattering time τ(T, ω) = 1
Γtot(T,ω)

is divided into even and odd components: τ±(T, ω) ≡
1
2 (τ(T, ω)± τ(T,−ω)). The brackets notation is

⟨F (x)⟩ ≡
∫ ∞

−∞
dx

F (x)

4 cosh2(x2 )
. (23)

In the case of the boson Onsager coefficients, due to
the absence of a large scale εF ≫ T , we cannot use Eqs.
(22). However, due to the completely disordered nature
of the interactions the scattering rate is k-independent.
We can therefore still use the expression for T (ω) from
Eq. (16).

A. Onsager coefficients

We are now in a position to compute the Onsager co-
efficients at the leading order in 1/N for the theory in
Eq. (1). The elastic scattering components, Γρ, are
very important, as they set the temperature scales for
high- and low-temperature asymptotic behavior. These
crossover temperature scales, T ∗

ρ , are defined by compar-
ing the elastic and inelastic scattering components, and
are implicitly given by the solution to

T ∗
ρ =

Γρ

λρ π g(0, z(T ∗
ρ ))

. (24)

Using temperature variables that are scaled with respect
to the crossover temperatures, θρ = T/T ∗

ρ , the individ-
ual Onsager coefficients for the fermions are summarily
written as

L(ρ)
n =

Φ
(ρ)
0

Γρ

[
F (ρ)
n (θρ) (25)

+ ηρ θρ

(
T ∗
ρ

Γρ
+

log
(

Λ
2πT

)
− Reψ

(
1
2 + i z

2π

)
2πgρ(0, z(T ∗

ρ ))

)
F

(ρ)
n+1(θρ)

]
,

where ηρ = ΓρΦ
′(ρ)
0 /Φ

(ρ)
0 is the ratio of the elastic scat-

tering rates to the characteristic energy scales associated
with the band-structure asymmetries, and

F (ρ)
n (θρ) ≡

〈
xn

1 + θρ
gρ(x, z)

gρ(0, z(T ∗
ρ ))

〉
. (26)

For the bosonic coefficients L
(b)
n we need the boson

transport function,

Φ(b)(ϵ) =

∫
d2k

(2π)2
v2k δ(ϵ− ϵ

(b)
k ) =

1

π
(ϵ−∆b)Θ(ϵ−∆b).

(27)
Inserting the spectral function computed from Eq. (4)
into Eq. (15), the final expression is given by

L(b)
n =

1

2π2

∫ ∞

−∞
dx

xn

4 sinh2(x2 )1 +
(x− z)

(
π
2 + arctan x−z

γ|x|

)
γ|x|

 ,

(28)

where, as before, x = ω/T and z = ∆b/T . Since
the temperature dependence of z(T ) is very weak for

all but the smallest temperatures, the coefficients L
(b)
n

are largely temperature-independent in the temperature
regimes that we investigate. Importantly, the boson spec-
tral function does not contain an elastic scattering term,
as the boson does not interact with the static impurities
in the system.

B. Seebeck coefficient for the Kondo lattice

With all of the Onsager coefficients in hand, we can use
Eq. (20) to model the Seebeck coefficient, S/T , across the
Fermi-volume changing transition in heavy fermion com-
pounds. For our model parameters that have not been
specified in Sec. II, we choose the following. We take
the elastic scattering rates for the two election species to
be small and equal to each other, Γc = Γf = 0.02. This
is a good assumption, as heavy fermion compounds are
usually very clean, and there is no reason to believe the
elastic scattering rates will differ significantly between
the itinerant and localized electrons. We set the Landau
damping parameter to γ = 0.05 and the boson UV cutoff
Λ = 100. As mentioned in Sec. II, we take the disper-

sion of the f -electrons to be quadratic ϵf (k) =
k2

2mf
−µf .

The mass is chosen to be mf = 10mc, and the chem-
ical potential is chosen to make the density of the two
fermions approximately equal (motivated by stoichiomet-
ric considerations in the real material). These choices

give νf = 3,Φ
(f)
0 = 0.047,Φ

′(f)
0 = 1/π. Finally, the bo-

son mass is chosen to be mb = 25 ≈ 1.2(mf + mc) (as
it should be mb ≳ mc +mf ). Inserting all of these nec-
essary components, the resulting Seebeck coefficient is
shown in Fig. 4. We can see that the Seebeck coefficient
(i) does not seem to saturate to a constant for T → 0
as expected for a Fermi liquid, (ii) is larger on the ‘large
Fermi surface’ side of the transition and (iii) has quali-
tatively different behavior with T on the two sides of the
transition.
In order to facilitate a qualitative comparison with ex-

perimental measurement, in Fig. 4b we show a plot of
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Figure 4: (a) Seebeck coefficient for small temperatures and the parameter values quoted in the text of Sec. III B, on
the two sides of the transition, ∆κ ≶ 0. We normalize the temperature axis by the crossover scale at criticality,
T ∗
c (∆κ = 0). The Seebeck coefficient itself is multiplied by T ∗

c (∆κ = 0)e/kB , giving a dimensionless quantity. The
product of the values on the x and y axes gives the thermopower in units of kB/e, and is normally less than one in
real materials. We can see in our theoretical modeling this holds as well. (b) The experimental value of S/T in

CeRhIn5, taken from Ref. [6]. Looking at the three values of pressure that are closest to the critical value (on either
side of it), P = 1.90 GPa, 2.20 GPa, 2.30 GPa, all the qualitative features of the curves match up with those in (a).

S/T in CeRhIn5 across the pressure-tuned Fermi-volume
changing transition, taken directly from Ref. [6]. Focus-
ing on the three curves closest to the transition, we can
see that our theoretical predictions are qualitatively very
similar to the experimental behavior. This is suggestive
of the fact that the metallic state inside of the critical fan
of the transition is indeed a “skewed”MFL [43].

C. Seebeck coefficient for the single band model

Using the alternative view of Eq. (1) as coming from
the ancilla theory description of the single band tran-
sition, we can also make a comparison to thermopower
measured in cuprates [3, 4]. For this, we modify the dis-
persion of the f electrons by making is identical to that
of the c-electrons, as explained in Sec. II. The boson
mass is taken to be mb = 5 ≈ 1.3(mf + mc), and all
other parameters are left the same as in Sec. III B. The
resulting curves are shown in Fig. 5, next to a repro-
duction of the data from Ref. [4]. We can see that the
behavior as a function of T and ∆κ again qualitatively

reproduces the behavior as a function of T and the doping
value relative to the critical one. We takes this as sup-
port for the pseudogap critical point being governed by
a non-symmetry-breaking Fermi-volume-changing transi-
tion, in the critical fan of which there exists a “skewed”
MFL state.

D. Small temperature expansion

To better understand the results of Figs. 4, 5, we
analyze the thermopower analytically via a small tem-
perature expansion, specifically θc ≪ 1 (this implies
θf ≪ 1 for both parameter regimes analyzed above, since
θf ≪ θc in the Kondo lattice case and θf ∼ θc in the

single-band case). Here, we only expand the F
(ρ)
n func-

tions, i.e. we ignore the θρ-dependence of z(T ), which
is known to be at most logarithmic in the tempera-
ture regime of interest (temperatures above the crossover
scale between the quantum and classical critical regimes).
Keeping the parameters for the two fermion species dis-
tinct for the moment, and restoring kB and e, we write
the small θc expression for S as

S = −kB
e

1

Φ
(c)
0 +

Φ
(f)
0 L

(b)
0 Γc

Φ
(f)
0 +L

(b)
0 Γf

[
θc

(
π2

3
Γc Φ

′(c)
0

(
T ∗
c

Γc
+

log
(

Λ
2πT

)
− Reψ

(
1
2 + i z

2π

)
2πgc(0, z(T ∗

c ))

)
− c−(T )Φ

(c)
0

)

− θc
T ∗
c

T ∗
f

L
(b)
0 Γc

Φ
(f)
0 + L

(b)
0 Γf

(
π2

3
Γf Φ

′(f)
0

(
T ∗
f

Γf
+

log
(

Λ
2πT

)
− Reψ

(
1
2 + i z

2π

)
2πgf (0, z(T ∗

f ))

)
+ c−(T )Φ

(f)
0

)

− Φ
(f)
0 L

(b)
1 Γc

Φ
(f)
0 + L

(b)
0 Γf

]
+O(θ2c ),

(29)
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Figure 5: (a) Seebeck coefficient for small temperatures and the parameter values quoted in the text of Sec. III C, on
the two sides of the transition, ∆κ ≶ 0. The axes are normalized as in Fig. 4a. As for the parameters modeling the
heavy-femrion compounds, the numerical value of thermopower behaves as expected (cf. the caption of Fig. 4). (b)
The experimental value of the in-plane Seebeck coefficient in La1.6−xNd0.4SrxCuO4 on both sides of the pseudogap
critical point doping value, reproduced from Ref. [4] with permission from the authors. The qualitative features of

the curves match up with those in (a).

where

c−(T ) ≡
〈
x

gc(x, z)

gc(0, z(T ∗
c ))

〉
= −

〈
x

gf (x, z)

gf (0, z(T ∗
f ))

〉
.

(30)

To make further progress, we use the fact that the elastic
scattering rates are small, Γc ≪ 1,Γf ≪ 1 (we do not
rely on their approximate equality). This, in conjunction

with the fact that T ∗
c ≤ T ∗

f and L
(b)
n ∼ O(1) (not shown),

implies that we can focus on the first term in Eq. (29)
for a large temperature window. Therefore, in the low-
intermediate temperature range, the thermopower can
be estimated as coming exclusively from the c-electrons,
which by themselves already form a “skewed”MFL,

S ≈ −kB
e
θc

[
π2

3
ηc

(
T ∗
c

Γc
+

log
(

Λ
2πT

)
− Reψ

(
1
2 + i z

2π

)
2πgc(0, z(T ∗

c ))

)

− c−(T )

]
.

(31)

The terms in round parentheses multiplying ηc are posi-
tive and therefore drive S to be of the same sign as that
of the free theory, i.e. sgn(S) = − sgn(ηc). The coeffi-
cient c−(T ) counteracts this effect, and over a large low-
temperature range changes the sign of S [43]. However,
c−(T ) itself has some non-trivial T -dependence, which
depends crucially on the sign of ∆κ. To illustrate this,
we plot c−(T ) for various values of ∆κ using the same
model parameters as in Sec. III C in Fig. 6. For all
values of ∆κ, c−(T ) is roughly constant and ∼ O(1) for

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75

T/T ∗c (0)

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

c −

10−1 100

1

2

3

∆κ = −0.003

∆κ = −0.0015

∆κ = 0

∆κ = 0.003

Figure 6: Behavior of c−(T ) versus θc = T/T ∗
c (0) for

various ∆κ. The parameter values are taken from Sec.
III C. The inset is the same plot, albeit with a

logarithmic scale for the temperature axis, in order to
illustrate the asymptotic behavior at the smallest θc.

all but the smallest temperatures. Below θc ≈ 0.5, c−(T )
vanishes super-logarithmically for ∆κ < 0, while growing
(slightly) sub-logarithmically for ∆κ ≥ 0. This explains
the behavior of S/T in this low-intermediate tempera-
ture range, as its sign is determined by c−(T ). While
c−(T ) is roughly constant S/T > 0 and changes very
slowly, eventually decaying to S/T < 0 at larger tem-
peratures. At lower temperatures, for ∆κ ≥ 0, the sub-
logarithmic increase in c−(T ) will counteract the loga-
rithm coming from the MFL quasiparticle weight down
to a critical temperature, after which the logarithmic part
will take over and restore sgn(S) → − sgn(ηc). However,
for ∆κ < 0, c−(T ) drops to zero, and this sign restora-
tion occurs at a much larger T . Therefore, for all values
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of ∆κ the form of S/T at ultra-low temperatures is still
logarithmic, S/T ∼ − 1

T∗
c

π
6 ηc log

(
Λ

2πT

)
/gc(0, z(T

∗
c )), and

satisfies sgn(S) = − sgn(ηc) (as gc(0, z(T
∗
c )) > 0), as in

the case studied in Ref. [43].

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have computed the thermopower in a
Kondo lattice model across the Fermi-volume-changing
quantum phase transition, using a controlled large-N
approach. Our results show that the thermopower is
large, and its behavior across the transition is not sym-
metric, and the side with the larger Fermi surface has
an enhanced Seebeck coefficient, whose temperature-
dependence is also non-trivial due to the itinerant elec-
trons being a marginal Fermi-liquid. Furthermore, the
side with the smaller Fermi surface has a non-monotonic
temperature dependence in the low-intermediate temper-
ature range. Comparing our results to those measured in
the heavy fermion compound CeRhIn5 in Ref. [6] gives
a good qualitative match to the experimental data.

Symmetry-breaking transitions do not have the −iω
term in the critical boson propagator in (4) [69], and so
their thermopower is quite weak, and mostly symmetric.
In contrast, the asymmetric thermopower signal in the
“skewed MFL”we have described here is as large as that
in the non-particle-symmetric complex SYK model [59–
68] and the model of Georges and Mravlje [43].

Another important point concerns the origin of the
asymmetrical behavior in Fig. 4 and the downturn of
S/T at small values of temperature. In this work we in-
vestigated the behavior inside the “quantum critical fan”
only. Therefore, the non-monotonicity is not related to
the crossover temperature of this quantum critical region,
as such a scale is much lower than our smallest tempera-
tures. This is in contrast to Ref. [42], where a somewhat
similar behavior was argued to exist precisely due to this
crossover scale.

Heavy fermion compounds typically have more than
the two low-energy bands mentioned in this work, so it
may seem strange to not take them into account. In
particular, the various elastic scattering rates will deter-
mine the sequence of temperature windows where the
thermopower is dominated by some bands and not oth-
ers. However, near the Fermi-volume-changing transi-
tion, only one of the itinerant bands hybridizes with the
localized f electrons, and only that band will get renor-
malized into a “skewed” MFL, while the others remain
Fermi-liquid-like. This implies [43] that at low temper-
atures the main contribution to the Seebeck coefficient
will come from this band only, and our results should
still hold.

Interpreting the same model as coming from the an-
cilla theory of a Fermi-volume changing transition in a
single-band model, we also make a comparison to recent
experimental results on the thermopower in the cuprate
La1.6−xNd0.4SrxCuO4 [3, 4]. Our results again quali-

tatively match the experimental data in a large tem-
perature window, and reproduce the effect of a larger
thermopower on the side of the smaller Fermi surface
(pseudogap side of the critical point p∗). We regard this
match as significant support for the existence of an un-
derlying non-symmetry-breaking Fermi-volume-changing
transition in the cuprates for the onset of the pseudogap
at intermediate temperatures.

Another observation that adds support to this idea is
the behavior of the Hall coefficient RH across p∗. Experi-
ments [24] show thatRH drops when going from p > p∗ to
p < p∗. This is consistent with p∗ being a Fermi-volume-
changing transition, as the carrier density (responsible
for Hall transport) is proportional to the Fermi volume.
In fact, the behavior of RH as a function of p and T bears
a remarkable resemblance to the corresponding behavior
of S/T [3, 4], suggesting a similar mechanism for the two.

In comparing to the observations in the cuprates in
Fig. 5a, we have cut off the smallest temperature depen-
dence, in order to illustate the match between Figs. 5a
and 5b in the rest of the temperature window. Lower-
temperature behavior would eventually show a similar
non-monotonicity as in Fig. 4a, which is absent in the
experimental measurements. Our interpretation of this is
that, at a low enough temperature scale, the blue curve
in 5b (large Fermi surface) will eventually reach a max-
imum and exhibit a (super-logarithmic) downturn. This
can be viewed as a prediction of our theory.

One unrealistic simplification our theory makes is that
the interaction between the electrons and the Higgs field
is purely random in space, g′(r). A much more reasonable
assumption is that the random part is subdominant to a
translationaly invariant piece, g+g′(r) with g ≫ g′. The
inclusion of g will complicate the calculations in this pa-
per, but we suspect it will not affect the low-temperature
thermoelectric transport properties, as g′(r) was argued
to be most relevant for low-temperature electrical trans-
port. However, a confirmation of this assumption from
an explicit calculation with both couplings is highly de-
sired.
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Appendix A: Ancilla theory of single-band model

The ancilla theory of Ref. [27] was outlined in Fig. 2. The degrees of freedom are the physical electrons cα in
the top layer, and two layers of ancilla spins, S1 and S2 in the bottom two layers. Eliminating these spin layers
by a canonical (i.e. Schrieffer-Wolff type) transformation leads to a Hubbard-type single band Hamiltonian for the
electrons in the top layer. This canonical transformation can be made precise at large J⊥ when we obtain only the
Hubbard interaction [70]

U =
3J2

K

8J⊥
+

3J3
K

16J2
⊥

+O(1/J3
⊥) . (A1)

We begin by recalling here the nature of the effective Hamiltonian within the FL* phase. The bottom layer of the
S2 spins is assumed to form a spin liquid with fractionalization and no broken symmetry. An important advantage
of the ancilla formulation is that this could be any spin liquid, and not just that associated with a spinon Fermi
surface (which was assumed for the fσ spinons in (1)). In mean-field theory, this S2 layer is decoupled from the
top two-layers. For the intermediate S1 layer, we express the spin degrees of freedom in terms of a fractionalized
fermion ga, as indicated in Fig. 2. The index a is not a physical spin index, but that obtained by transforming to a
rotating reference frame in spin space [27, 29, 37]. Consequently, ga is subject to SU(2)×U(1) gauge transformations
[12, 27, 71]:

ga → Uabgb , ga → eiθga . (A2)

As in (1), we also have a hybridization Higgs boson Φσa replacing the b boson. This boson couples the top two-layers
by a Yukawa coupling, similar to Hint in (1):

Hint ∼ c†σΦσaga (A3)

The gauge transformation in (A2) implies corresponding gauge transformations for Φσa:

Φσa → ΦσbU
†
ba , Φσa → e−iθΦσa . (A4)

The remaining Hamiltonian for cσ, ga, Φσa is similar to the corresponding Hamiltonian for cσ, fσ, and b in (1) for
the Kondo lattice. So the main difference between the Kondo lattice case and the single-band case theories for FL* is
that the U(1) gauge invariance of (1) has been replaced here by the SU(2)×U(1) gauge invariances in (A2) and (A4).
At the mean-field level, we assume an ansatz for the boson Φσa ∼ Φ δσa [27], and then the ancilla theory is identical
to the Kondo lattice theory in (1).

In principle, we do have to also account for the coupling between the above Kondo lattice Hamiltonian for the
top two layers, and the spin liquid layer. Within the FL* phase, this can be investigated perturbatively in J⊥, as
was examined in Ref. [72] (this paper also made connections to measured photoemission spectra in the cuprates).
Alternatively, we can employ variational wavefunctions involving a projection onto rung singlets of the S1,2 layers.
This was the approach employed in Refs. [73, 74], which also compared with observations on ultracold atomic systems.

For the transition from FL* to FL, it was argued in Refs. [27, 75] that we need only account for the fluctuations of
the Φσa and associated SU(2)×U(1) fluctuations. At the gaussian level, examined for the Kondo lattice in the present
paper, there are no significant differences with the ancilla case.

We can also consider confinement transitions out of the FL* into low temperature superconducting or charge-ordered
phases. For these, it is essential to include the coupling to the bottom S2 layer. These transitions have been examined
recently in Refs. [76–80].

Appendix B: Material properties of Nd-LSCO

Here we give details of the band structure of La1.6−xNd0.4SrxCuO4 as measured from experiments. The hopping
parameters we used for Eq. (3) are taken from Ref. [4] and are given by t = 160meV, t′ = −0.1364 t, t′′ =
0.0682 t, µ = −0.8243 t. Working in units of t (i.e. setting t = 1), this gives the following values for the (spinless)
density of states, transport function (for both spin species) and its derivative, all measured at the Fermi level:

νc = 0.3054, Φ
(c)
0 = 1.064, Φ

′(c)
0 = 0.83.
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Appendix C: Self-energies

Here we discuss the computation of the self-energy for the conduction electrons. The calculation for the f-electrons
is nearly identical. The entire self-energy is given by

Σc(iωn, T ) = g2T
∑
iω′

m

Gf (iω
′
m + iωn)Gb(−iω′

m) = − i

2
νfg

2mb

2π
T
∑
iω′

m

sgn(ω′
m + ωn) log

(
Λ

iω′
m + γ|ω′

m|+∆b

)
, (C1)

where ωn = 2πT (n+1/2), ω′
m = 2πTm are fermionic and bosonic Matsubara frequencies, respectively. We divide the

Matsubara summation into parts, and, following some regrouping, the entire expression can be written as the sum of
two terms

Σc(iωn, T ) = − i

2
νfg

2mb

2π
T

[ |n|−Θ(−n−1/2)∑
m=−|n|+Θ(−n−1/2)

sgn(2n+ 2m+ 1) log

(
Λ

i2πmT + γ2πT |m|+∆b

)

+ lim
M→∞

M∑
m=|n|+Θ(n+1/2)

log

(
Λ

i2πmT + γ2πT |m|+∆b

)
− log

(
Λ

−i2πmT + γ2πT |m|+∆b

)] (C2)

Here Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function. Both summations can be performed in Mathematica. After rewriting in
terms of ωn and z = ∆b/T , the result is

Σc(iωn, T ) = −iγ Tmb

2νc

[
sgnωn

 |ωn|
πT

log

(
Λ

2πT
√
1 + γ2

)
− log

(
z

2π
√
1 + γ2

)
− log

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Γ
(

1
2 + z(γ+i)

2π(1+γ2) −
|ωn|
2πT

)
Γ
(

1
2 + z(γ+i)

2π(1+γ2)

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣
2


+ i
|ωn|
πT

arccot(γ) + log
Γ
(

1
2 + z(γ−i)

2π(1+γ2) +
|ωn|
2πT

)
Γ
(

1
2 + z(γ+i)

2π(1+γ2) +
|ωn|
2πT

) + lim
M→∞

i(2M + 1) arccot(γ) + log
Γ
(
M + 1 + z(γ−i)

2π(1+γ2)

)
Γ
(
M + 1 + z(γ+i)

2π(1+γ2)

)

]
,

(C3)

The first line (everything proportional to sgn(ωn)) comes from the first summation, while everything else is the result
of the second summation. The last term inside of the curly brackets depends on the cutoff parameter M , and is
independent of ωn. It can easily be checked that its contribution to Σc is purely real, and therefore can be absorbed
into the chemical potential. Analytically continuing to real frequency gives

Σc,R(x, T ) = γ
Tmb

2νc

[
− x

π
log

(
Λ

2πT
√
1 + γ2

)
−ix
π
arccot(γ)−i log


∣∣∣Γ( 1

2 + z(γ+i)
2π(1+γ2)

)∣∣∣2
Γ
(

1
2 + z(γ+i)

2π(1+γ2) − ix
2π

)2 2π
√

1 + γ2

z

]+Cc(T ),

(C4)
where x = ω/T, z = ∆b/T , and Cc(T ) is the frequency-independent real term discussed above. As we are only
interested in the case when γ ≪ 1 (c.f. Section IIA), this expression can be significantly simplified, which results in
Eq. (6). Notably, neglecting terms these terms (γ and z(T )γ) for the values of γ we use in the main text is valid, as
can be explicitly checked once the self-consistent expression for z(T ) (Eq. (6)) is solved. We also note that taking the
T = 0 limit of this expression matches the same T = 0 expression computed in Ref. [44].

Appendix D: Vertex renormalizations

Here we discuss the renormalization of the two types of vertices: electrical and thermal. We show how the thermal
vertex renormalizations cancel out.

The f -electrons and boson share an emergent U(1) charge, which is distributed between them. Once this emergent
gauge field is integrated out, it leads to an intertwined renormalization of the current vertices for both species.
Specifically, the renormalized currents are given by(

J
(f)
R

J
(f)
Q,R

)
=

( −Πb(Πf +Πb)
−1 0

−(Π̃f − Π̃b)(Πf +Πb)
−1 1

)(
J (f)

J
(f)
Q

)
(D1)(

J
(b)
R

J
(b)
Q,R

)
=

( −Πf (Πf +Πb)
−1 0

(Π̃f − Π̃b)(Πf +Πb)
−1 1

)(
J (b)

J
(b)
Q

)
. (D2)
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Here, the Πλ are electrical polarization bubbles, and Π̃λ are thermoelectric bubbles.
The thermoelectric correlations function of the renormalized currents are then given by

⟨J (f)
Q,R J

(f)
R ⟩ = −

(
Π̃f − (Π̃f − Π̃b)(Πf +Πb)

−1Πf

)
Πb (Πf +Πb)

−1 (D3)

⟨J (b)
Q,R J

(b)
R ⟩ = −

(
Π̃b + (Π̃f − Π̃b)(Πf +Πb)

−1Πb

)
Πf (Πf +Πb)

−1 (D4)

Summing these up, the two large contributions (coming from the renormalization of J
(λ)
Q ) cancel out, leading to

⟨J (f)
Q,R J

(f)
R ⟩+ ⟨J (b)

Q,R J
(b)
R ⟩ = −

(
Π̃f Πb + Π̃b Πf

)
(Πf +Πb)

−1, (D5)

which gives the expression for L1 in Eq. (19).
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