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Anomalous transport behavior—both longitudinal and Hall—is the

defining characteristic of the strange-metal state of High-Tc cuprates.

The temperature, frequency, and magnetic field dependence of the re-

sistivity is understood within strange metal phenomenology as resulting

from energy-scale competition to set the inelastic relaxation rate. The

anomalously strong temperature dependence of the Hall coefficient, how-

ever, is at odds with this phenomenology. Here we report measurements

of the Hall resistivity in the strange metal state of cuprates over a broad

range of magnetic fields and temperatures. The observed field and tem-

perature dependent Hall resistivity at very high magnetic fields reveals a

distinct high-field regime which is controlled by energy-scale competition.

This extends the strange metal phenomenology in the cuprates to include

the Hall resistivity and suggests, in particular, that the direct effect of

magnetic field on the relaxation dynamics of quantum fluctuations may

be at least partially responsible for the anomalous Hall resistivity of the

strange metal state.
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The strange metal state of the high-temperature superconducting (high-Tc) cuprates

is the best example of a non-Fermi liquid metal because it shows linear-in-temperature

(T−linear) resistivity at all temperatures (Figure 1).1,2 This T−linear form of the resistivity

indicates a vanishing intrinsic energy scale—the resistivity is “scale invariant”—and is the

defining characteristic of metallic quantum criticality. Scale invariance is at the core of sev-

eral of the proposed microscopic mechanisms of the origin of the strange metal state.3–7 When

subjected to external perturbations such as temperature, magnetic fields, or THz, infrared,

and optical photons, metals characterized by a vanishing intrinsic energy scale exhibit energy

scale competition – external parameters compete to set the low-energy (infrared) physics.

In the cuprates, such competition of energy scales is manifest in the competition between

temperature and frequency to set the inelastic relaxation rate, ~/τ ∼ max {kBT, ~ω}, in the

optical conductivity,8 ARPES spectra,9 and Raman scattering.10,11

More recently, it was shown that the strange metal state of cuprates also exhibits compe-

tition between energy scales associated with temperature and magnetic field. In transport

measurements, this competition manifests itself as B−linear magnetoresistance at high mag-

netic fields and low temperatures, crossing over to B2 magnetoresistance at lower magnetic

fields when the thermal energy scale is higher than the energy scale set by the field.12 Again,

this behavior is the result of competition between the magnetic field and the temperature

to set the inelastic relaxation rate, ~/τ ∼ max {kBT, µBB}. Together, these measurements

form the basis of the strange metal phenomenology in the cuprates, where dependence on

external parameters is determined by their competition to set the infrared cutoff of scale-

invariant relaxation dynamics.

The scale-invariant behavior of longitudinal resistivity can be contrasted with the ob-

served behavior of the Hall resistivity. At very high temperatures, the Hall resistivity in the

strange metal state of cuprates has a strikingly simple form: it is proportional to magnetic

field and inversely proportional to temperature, ρxy ∝ (µBB/kBT ).13,14 Unlike the longitudi-

nal resistivity, ρxx, which is scale-invariant in its temperature, field, and frequency response,

this B/T form of the Hall resistivity is manifestly non-scale invariant – the Hall resistivity

requires a non-vanishing, intrinsic energy scale of approximately Λ = 10K in the low-field

regime to fix the magnitude of the observed Hall resistivity, i.e. ρxy ∝ Λ(µBB/kBT ).15



3

Whereas the energy scale competition in the relaxation rate as observed in longitudinal

transport can be attributed to the dynamics of quantum criticality in the cuprates, such attri-

bution is not straightforward with the Hall resistivity, which in conventional metals requires

a magnetic field interacting with well-defined quasiparticles. The question of whether—and

how—the Hall resistivity fits within the strange metal phenomenology therefore remains

unanswered.7,16–19

Thus far, transport measurements in high magnetic fields14,20–22 have not provided a clear

indication of energy scale competition in the Hall resistivity of the cuprates, in part because

of their liberal use of Fermi liquid phenomenology in the analysis of their measurements.

What is missing is a detailed look at the temperature and magnetic field dependence of the

Hall resistivity in the strange metal state at very high magnetic fields, crossing the high-field

boundary where µBB > kBT .

To address this question experimentally, we measure the magnetic field and temperature

dependence of the Hall resistivity at high magnetic fields in single crystal La2−xSrxCuO4

close to the critical doping, x = 0.20 , Tc = 34 K.23 The sample was polished into a thin

plate parallel to the copper-oxide (ab) plane and cut into a Hall bar using focused ion beam

lithography (Figure 1B). This sample exhibits T−linear resistivity from room temperature

down to the superconducting transition (Figure 1A) and linear magnetoresistance in high

magnetic fields (Figure 1C) consistent with our prior magnetoresistance measurements in

thin-film cuprates at a similar doping.12 Figure 2A shows the Hall resistivity ρxy, antisym-

metrized for two opposite directions of magnetic field and measured simultaneously with ρxx

at each temperature.

The magnetic field dependence of the Hall resistivity shows a striking difference between

high and low temperatures: at high temperatures, the Hall resistivity is linear in magnetic

field over the entire measured field range. The Hall coefficient, RH = ρxy/B, decreases

monotonically with temperature above 100 K (Figure 2A), consistent with its inverse-T de-

pendence at very high temperatures.13,14 At intermediate temperatures, below 100 K and

above 15 K, a new phenomenon sets in: the observed Hall resistivity is no longer linear

in magnetic field over the entire measured field range. This manifests as a Hall coefficient

that decreases monotonically with magnetic field (Figure 2C). The disparity of the mag-
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netic field dependence of the Hall resistivity in these two regimes is made more evident by

considering the temperature and magnetic field dependence of the ‘differential Hall coef-

ficient’, rH ≡ dρxy/dB. Figure 3A shows the temperature dependence of the differential

Hall coefficient at low field (5 T, in blue) and high field (60 T, in red). The two are nearly

coincident for temperatures above 100 K but diverge markedly at lower temperatures. The

low-field differential Hall coefficient depends weakly on temperature below 100 K until it is

truncated by superconductivity at 34 K. In contrast, the high-field value of the differential

Hall coefficient decreases by more than a factor of two over the same temperature interval.

The principal observation of this work is that the high-field differential Hall coefficient

saturates below 15 K to a temperature- and magnetic field-independent value. We define

this high-field saturation value of differential Hall coefficient as r∗H, as shown in Figure 3A.

The saturation of rH at high magnetic fields and low temperatures is also clearly evident in

the raw Hall resistivity shown in Figures 2A,B. To understand the significance of the satura-

tion temperature of 15 K at 60 T we compare Hall resistivity to the longitudinal resistivity.

Figure 3B shows the temperature dependence of resistivity (replotted from Figure 1) and

of the differential magnetoresistance β ≡ dρxx/dB. At 60 T, the differential magnetoresis-

tance saturates below 15 K, marking the onset of the high-field regime in the longitudinal

resistivity, ρxx ∼ max {α∗T, β∗B}, where the resistivity is B−linear.24

The saturation of the differential Hall coefficient at high magnetic fields marks the onset

of the high-field regime—the same high-field regime that is observed in the longitudinal

resistivity. In a conventional Fermi liquid, ρxy in the high field regime has a slope set by the

carrier density and extrapolates to zero as a function of the magnetic field. In contrast, our

ρxy has a finite offset in the high field regime, which we define to be qH. This offset is zero

at low temperature and increases linearly up to a temperature where 60 tesla is insufficient

for ρxy to be in the high-field regime (Figure 3C). The T−linear behavior of qH indicates

that the Hall coefficient in the strange metal state loses its direct relation to charge carrier

density. Instead, such temperature dependence of the offset qH indicates this scale-invariant

behavior of the Hall resistivity.25 Such scale invariant behavior of the Hall resistivity might be

expected in a straightforward extrapolation of the strange metal phenomenology to include

the Hall resistivity. However, unlike the longitudinal resistivity, which fits naturally into
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the strange metal phenomenology, the high-field regime for Hall resistivity is defined not

only by field-temperature competition but also by competition with the scale Λ that defines

the low-field behavior. One possible reason for the energy scale Λ appearing in the Hall

resistivity is that Hall resistivity is constrained by Onsager reciprocity to be zero at zero

magnetic field, even in strange metals.26 This does not explain why the Hall coefficient has

a strong temperature dependence in the cuprates at high temperatures, i.e., in the low-field

regime, but it gives a rationale for its non-scale-invariant form in this regime.

The Hall resistivity at high magnetic fields has been used previously to infer how the car-

rier density changes as a function of hole doping.14,22 In our data, the saturation value of the

differential Hall coefficient in the high-field regime is r∗H = 0.050µΩcm/T = 80 Å
3
/e (Figure

3A). For the composition of our sample–1.2 holes per planar copper–this is the same value

that one expects of the Hall coefficient RH of a single-band Fermi liquid metal. However, in a

conventional metal, RH gives the carrier density only in the high-field regime once ωcτ � 1

where there is no temperature-dependence to RH and therefore, Hall resistivity has zero

offset. By contrast, the Hall resistivity in the high-field regime in our measurement shows

the T−linear offset qH that is not expected from conventional Fermi liquid phenomenology.

Therefore, the crossover to the high-field regime in our data is distinct from the crossover

in conventional metals. Instead, our measurement suggests that the crossover into the high-

field regime of the Hall resistivity is driven directly by the energy scale competition in the

dynamics of relaxation rate.

If the observed field-temperature competition in the longitudinal resistivity is evidence

for a direct effect of the magnetic field on the dynamics of the relaxation rate, then our

observation of field-temperature competition in the Hall resistivity suggests that the mag-

netic field also induces a “skew” character to the relaxation dynamics. This suggests an

alternative mechanism for the generation of the Hall voltage in a strange metal: rather than

being generated by the Lorentz force acting on quasiparticles, the Hall is generated directly

by the field-induced skew character of the scattering rate itself.
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G. S. Boebinger, and A. Shekhter, Science 361, 479 (2018).
13 T. Chien, Z. Wang, and N. Ong, Physical Review Letters 67, 2088 (1991).
14 S. Badoux, W. Tabis, F. Laliberte, G. Grissonnanche, B. Vignolle, D. Vignolles, J. Beard, D. A.

Bonn, W. N. Hardy, R. Liang, N. Doiron-Leyraud, L. Taillefer, and C. Proust, Nature 531,

210 (2016).
15 The high-temperature behavior of the longitudinal resistivity near the critical doping, ρxx = α∗T

sets the ‘energy units’ for resistivity via α∗ = 1.05µΩcm/K. The observed high-temperature

behavior of the Hall resistivity in the temperature units, ρxy/α
∗, has the form ρxy/α

∗ =

Λ(µBB/kBT ) where Λ is fixed by experiment to Λ ≈ 10K for chemical compositions near

mailto:arkadyshekhter@gmail.com
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.38.2472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.38.2472
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.41.846
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.41.846
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.1996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.1996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.256.5063.1526
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/430512a
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/scipostphys.6.5.061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature14165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.43.3764
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-13497-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-13497-4
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.aan3178
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.2088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature16983
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature16983


7

critical doping.13,14.
16 P. W. Anderson, Physical Review Letters 67, 2092 (1991).
17 C. M. Varma and E. Abrahams, Physical Review Letters 86, 4652 (2001).
18 M. Blake and A. Donos, Physical Review Letters 114, 021601 (2015).
19 G. Grissonnanche, Y. Fang, A. Legros, S. Verret, F. Laliberte, C. Collignon, J. Zhou, D. Graf,

P. Goddard, L. Taillefer, and B. J. Ramshaw, Nature 595, 667 (2021).
20 F. F. Balakirev, J. B. Betts, A. Migliori, I. Tsukada, Y. Ando, and G. S. Boebinger, Physical

Review Letters 102, 017004 (2009).
21 C. Putzke, S. Benhabib, W. Tabis, J. Ayres, Z. Wang, L. Malone, S. Licciardello, J. Lu,

T. Kondo, T. Takeuchi, N. E. Hussey, J. R. Cooper, and A. Carrington, Nature Physics

17, 826 (2021).
22 J. Ayres, M. Berben, M. Culo, Y. T. Hsu, E. van Heumen, Y. Huang, J. Zaanen, T. Kondo,

T. Takeuchi, J. R. Cooper, C. Putzke, S. Friedemann, A. Carrington, and N. E. Hussey, Nature

595, 661 (2021).
23 R. Liang, D. A. Bonn, and W. N. Hardy, Physical Review B 73, 180505 (2006).
24 The ratio between the crossover temperature, 15 K, and magnetic field, 60 T, approximately

corresponds to the ratio between the effective thermal and magnetic energy scales as determined

by the slopes of the T−linear resistivity α∗ = dρxx/dT = 1.07µΩcm/K at high temperatures,

kBT � µBB (Figures 2A,3D) and B−linear resistivity β∗ = dρxx/dB = 0.32µΩcm/T at

high magnetic fields, µBB � kB (Figure 3A,B). The field and temperature of the onset of the

high-field regime in the longitudinal resistivity follows a simple linear relation: the energy scales

associated with the crossover at 15 K and 60 T evolve in such a way that at higher temperatures

the high-field regime sets in at correspondingly higher magnetic fields.12.
25 The functional form of the Hall resistivity in the high-field regime is ρxy = qH + r∗HB where qH

vanishes at zero temperature and increases approximately linearly with increasing temperature,

qH ∝ T (Figure 3A).
26 L. Onsager, Physical Review 38, 2265 (1931).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.2092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.86.4652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.021601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03697-8
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.017004
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.017004
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41567-021-01197-0
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41567-021-01197-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03622-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03622-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.73.180505


8

0 50 100 150 200 250
0

50

100

150

200

250

T (K)

ρ
(μ
Ω
cm

)

T (K)

ρ xx
 (μ

Ω 
cm

)

0 50 150100 200 250
0

50

150

100

200

250
A

I

IVxx

Vxy

Vxx

Vxy
B

0 20 40 60 80 100
0

50

100

150

200

250

B, T

ρ x
y,

μΩ
cm

ρ xx
 (μ

Ω
 c

m
)

C

0 20 6040 80 100
B (T)

0

50

150

100

200

250

4.0K
6.5K
9.0K

11.0K
13.5K
17.0K
19.5K
23.0K
29.0K
34.5K
40.5K
46.0K
52.0K
57.5K
77.0K
97.5K

136.0K
179.0K
200.0K
241.5K

243.5 K
202.5 K
181.0 K
138.0 K

98.5 K
78.0 K

52.5 K
47.0 K
41.0 K
35.0 K
29.0 K
23.0 K
19.5 K
17.0 K
13.5 K
11.0 K

9.0 K
6.6 K
4.2 K

58.5 K

FIG. 1. A Temperature dependence of the longitudinal resistivity ρxx. B Optical image and

schematic of the La2−xSrxCuO4 sample used in this measurement. The 350 µ-long and 30 µ-wide

Hall bar was cut out of 12 µ-thick La2−xSrxCuO4 platelet hand-polished parallel to the copper-

oxide plane. C The longitudinal resistivity ρxx. The data taken in the 100 T magnet system is at

32.5 K, 50.5 K, 78.5 K.
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