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Metals can undergo geometric quantum phase transitions where the local curvature of the Fermi surface
changes sign without a change in symmetry or topology. At the inflection points on the Fermi surface, the
local curvature vanishes, leading to an anomalous dynamics of quasiparticles. In this paper, we study geomet-
ric quantum critical metals that support inflection points in two dimensions, and show that the decay rate of
quasiparticles goes as Eα with 1 < α < 2 as a function of quasiparticle energy E at the inflection points.

In quantum critical metals, critical fluctuations coupled
with Fermi surfaces increase the incoherence of the single-
particle excitations at low energies [1–42]. One example of
a critical mode is the fluctuating order parameter that be-
comes gapless at a continuous quantum phase transition asso-
ciated with a spontaneous symmetry breaking [11–21]. Met-
als can also become critical as the topology of the Fermi sur-
face changes without symmetry breaking. Across topological
phase transitions [43, 44], the connectivity of the Fermi sur-
face changes, generating van Hove singularities. An enhanced
low-energy density of states gives rise to anomalous thermo-
dynamic and transport behaviours as well as an enhanced su-
perconductivity at topological critical points[45–68]. In this
paper, we consider a geometric quantum criticality associ-

ated with inflection points at which the local curvature of
the Fermi surface vanishes. We call metals with inflection
points geometric quantum critical metals. They may arise
as a stable phase without a fine turning, and a ‘trivial’ metal
without an inflection point and a geometrically critical phase
must be separated by a geometric quantum phase transition
at which higher-order inflection points arise. Such geomet-
ric phase transitions connect different shapes of Fermi sur-
faces, for example, from a globally convex Fermi surface to
a peanut-shaped Fermi surface with locally concave segments
as is shown in Fig. 1 [69–71]. We show that quasiparticles at
the inflection points remain coherent but they exhibit anoma-
lously fast decay rates due to extra-soft particle-hole excita-
tions present near the inflection points.
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Figure 1. A globally convex Fermi surface (left) undergoes a geometric quantum phase transition to a peanut-shaped Fermi surface (right)
that supports four cubic inflection points denoted as dots. At the critical point (middle), a pair of cubic inflection points merge into a quartic
inflection point. Near the n-th inflection point, the quasiparticle dispersion can be written as EK+k = k⊥ + kn

∥
, where K is the Fermi momentum

at the inflection point and k = (k⊥, k∥) denote the deviation of momentum away from the inflection point in the direction perpendicular and
parallel to the Fermi surface, respectively.

Let us consider a metal in two spatial dimensions described
by

H =
∫

p
ξpψ

†
pψp +

∫
q,p1,p2

Vq

2
ψ†p1+qψ

†
p2−qψp2ψp1 , (1)

where
∫

p ≡
∫

d2 p/ (2π)2 etc. for brevity, Vq = 2πe2/ |q| de-
notes the bare Coulomb potential in the momentum space, ξp

is the bare electron dispersion, and ψp (ψ†p) is the annihilation
(creation) operator of electron with momentum p. Spin de-
grees of freedom are suppressed as it does not play an impor-
tant role in our discussion. Within the random-phase approx-
imation valid in the weak coupling limit, the self-consistent
equations for the dressed propagator of electrons and the
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renormalized interaction can be written as

G (p, ε) =
1

−ε (1 + i0+) + ξp + Σ (p, ε)
, (2)

Σ (p, ε) = −i
∫

q,ω
V (q, ω) G (p − q, ε − ω) , (3)

V (q, ω) =
1

V−1
q − Π (q, ω)

, (4)

Π (q, ω) = −i
∫

p,ε
G (p, ε) G (p + q, ε + ω) . (5)

Here G, Σ,V, andΠ stand for the renormalized electron prop-
agator, the self-energy, the dressed interaction, and the polar-
ization, respectively[72].

In Fermi liquids, the dressed propagator can be written as

G (p, ε) ≃
Zp

−ε + Ep − i sgn (ε) τ−1
p
, (6)

where Ep is the renormalized energy dispersion determined
from Ep = ξp + ReΣ(p, Ep) and τ−1

p = |ImΣ(p, Ep −

i sgn (ε) τ−1
p )| denotes the quasiparticle decay rate (which is

equal to the reciprocal of quasiparticle lifetime). For Fermi
liquids, τ−1

p ≪ |Ep| in the limit that p approaches the Fermi
surface, which allows us to write the decay rate as

τ−1
p ∼

∣∣∣∣ImΣ (
p, Ep

)∣∣∣∣ . (7)

For the globally convex Fermi surface, the decay rate is given
by

1
τp
∼

E2
p, in 3 or higher dimensions,

E2
p ln 1

Ep
, in 2 dimensions,

(8)

in the Ep → 0 limit[72–80]. In this paper, quasiparticle ener-
gies are measured relative to the Fermi surface.

Now we evaluate the decay rate near the inflection points
that arise at and near the geometric quantum critical points.
Let K be the Fermi momentum at an inflection point of n-th
order. The dispersion of electrons near that point is written as

EK+k = vFk⊥ + ankn
∥
, (9)

where k denotes the deviation of momentum away from the
inflection point. For simplicity, we have chosen a local carte-
sian coordinate system such that k⊥ and k∥ represents the mo-
mentum perpendicular and parallel to the Fermi surface (FS),
respectively. vF denotes the Fermi velocity and ankn

∥
captures

the leading non-vanishing dispersion along the tangential di-
rection. The curvature of the FS at K is non-vanishing only
in the presence of term ankn

∥
with n = 2, and it is equal to

2 |a2| /vF . For n > 2, the local curvature vanishes.
We begin by evaluating the polarization in Eq. (5) to dress

the interaction. To the leading order in the interaction, we
can approximate the renormalized electron propagator by
G (p, ε) ≈ 1

−ε(1+i0+)+Ep
and express the polarization as

Π (q, ω) =
∫

p

Θ(−Ep+q) − Θ(−Ep)
−ω (1 + i0+) + Ep+q − Ep

, (10)

Figure 2. N and N′ denote the intersection of the Fermi sur-
face FS (solid blue circle) and its translation FS − q (dashed brown
circle). The shells around the Fermi surfaces with thickness 2|ω|
create diamonds centered around N and N′. The phase space for
particle-hole pairs with momentum q and energy ω, which is de-
noted as the thick line in the blow-up of the diamond, is proportional
to |ω|/

∣∣∣vN′+q × vN′
∣∣∣. The smaller the angle between vN′+q and ±vN′ ,

the bigger the phase space becomes as the diamond gets more elon-
gated.

where Θ is the Heaviside step function. In the low frequency
limit, the real part of the polarization is given by the expres-
sion in the static limit (ω = 0),

Π (q, 0) =
∫

p

Θ(−Ep+q) − Θ(−Ep)
Ep+q − Ep

= −

∫
p
δ
(
Ep

)
, (11)

which is the negative of the quasiparticle density of states at
the Fermi surface for small q. This provides the screening of
the Coulomb interaction. The imaginary part is given by the
on-shell particle-hole density of states. By applying Im 1

x±i0+ =

∓πδ (x) to Eq. (10), we obtain

ImΠ (q, ω) = π sgn (ω)
∫

p

(
Θ(−Ep+q) − Θ(−Ep)

)
δ
(
Ep+q − Ep − ω

)
.

(12)

In order for the integrand to be nonzero, Ep+q and Ep must
have opposite signs. The delta function further confines them
to the interval [− |ω| , |ω|]. Thus, both p + q and p lie within
Uω, where Uω B {p| |Ep| ≤ |ω|} is the narrow shell of the
Fermi surface. This requires p ∈ (Uω−q)∩Uω, where Uω−q
denotes the set of momenta obtained by translating Uω by −q.
Let us denote the set of momenta on the Fermi surface that
is mapped into Fermi surface with the translation by −q as
N−q B {N |N ∈ (FS − q) ∩ FS}. For generic Fermi surfaces
without perfect nesting, N−q is a finite set. Note (Uω − q) ∩
Uω → N−q as ω → 0. Thus, for small ω, (Uω − q) ∩ Uω is
made of disjoint regions, each of which is a neighborhood of
one N ∈ N−q. See Fig. 2 for an illustration. Accordingly, we
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can write the integration in Eq. (12) as
∫

p =
∑

N∈N−q

∫ ′
p , where∫ ′

p represents the integration within the neighborhood of N.
In this neighborhood, we can use (Ep+q, Ep) as independent
variables for the two-dimensional momentum p to write

ImΠ (q, ω)

=π sgn (ω)
∑

N∈N−q

∫
Ep+q,Ep

Θ(−Ep+q) − Θ
(
−Ep

)∣∣∣vp+q × vp
∣∣∣ δ

(
Ep+q − Ep − ω

)
∼

∑
N∈N−q

− |ω|∣∣∣vN+q × vN
∣∣∣ (13)

with vp B ∂pEp, the quasiparticle velocity. Here,
∣∣∣vp+q × vp

∣∣∣
represents the Jacobian and is approximated by its value at N.
Combining the real and imaginary parts, we write

Π (q, ω) ∼ −1 − i
∑

N∈N−q

|ω|∣∣∣vN+q × vN
∣∣∣ , (14)

where the real part is set to be −1 as its value does not affect
the scaling form of the decay rate that we are interested in.

The decay rate of the on-shell quasiparticle at momentum
p can be written as (see Appendix A for derivation)

1
τp
∼

∫
p′

∣∣∣∣ImV (
p − p′, Ep − Ep′

)∣∣∣∣Θ (
Ep′

(
Ep − Ep′

))
. (15)

Here, p′ and Ep′ represent the momentum and energy of
the virtual electron created when the electron at p emits the
bosonic mode with momentum p − p′ and energy Ep − Ep′ .
The decay rate is determined by ImV(p − p′, Ep − Ep′ ) that
measures the number of particle-hole excitations available for
the scattering process. Eq. (15) is convenient because the net
decay rate is written as a sum of non-negative contributions
from all intermediate states the external electron can be scat-
tered into.

We analyze the asymptotic behavior of 1/τp as p→ K from
above the Fermi surface, where K denotes a Fermi momentum
at an n-th inflection point. At low energies, one can approxi-
mate the dressed interaction as

V (q, ω) ∼
1

|q|
2πe2 + 1 − i ImΠ (q, ω)

∼
1

1 − i ImΠ (q, ω)
.

(16)
Note that the Θ function in Eq. (15) requires 0 ≤ Ep′ ≤ Ep
for the integrand to be nonzero in Eq. (15). Thus, the p′-
integration is restricted to the thin shell of thickness Ep above
the Fermi surface, which is denoted as R. Now, R can be di-
vided into two subsets as R = R∥ ∪ R∦, where R∥ (R∦) denotes
the collection of patches on the Fermi surface where p − p′
connects pairs of points on the Fermi surfaces that are parallel
(not parallel). This is illustrated in Fig. 3. The contribution
from R∦ to the decay rate is at most

1

τ∦p
∼

∫
p′∈R∦

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣Im
Θ

(
Ep′

(
Ep − Ep′

))
1 − i ImΠ

(
p − p′, Ep − Ep′

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∼ E2

p. (17)

p

Ep

Figure 3. A Fermi surface with the quartic inflection points. The thin
shell with thickness Ep around the Fermi surface represents the in-
termediate states that an electron with momentum p can be scattered
into by creating a collective mode made of particle-hole excitations.
The shell can be divided into region R∥ enclosed by dashed ellipsis
and the remaining region R∦. The dominant decay rate of the quasi-
particle at momentum p arises from the intermediate states in region
R∥ because of the large density of states of the particle-hole excita-
tions available at low energies.

On the other hand, the contribution from R∥ is enhanced be-
cause R∥ includes p′ at which p − p′ connects parallel or anti-
parallel patches of Fermi surface such that

∣∣∣vp × vp′
∣∣∣ = 0. Let

{K′} be the set of momenta at which |vK × vK′ | = 0. At least,
{K′} includes K and −K. The contribution from the patch cen-
tered at K′ is controlled by the singularity of the polarization
that goes as

ImΠ
(
p − p′, ω

)
∼ −

|ω|∣∣∣vK × vp′
∣∣∣ ∼ − 1

am

|ω|∣∣∣∣k′m−1
∥

∣∣∣∣ . (18)

Here, k′
∥

denotes the component of p′ −K′ that is tangential to
the Fermi surface and m is the order of the inflection point in
patch centered at K′. In the simple case in which only K and
−K are in the set of {K′}, m = n. In this case, the contribution
of R∥ to the quasiparticle decay rate is given by

1

τ∥p
∼

∫
Ep′ ,k′∥

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣Im
Θ

(
Ep′

(
Ep − Ep′

))
1 − i 1

an

Ep−Ep′∣∣∣∣k′n−1
∥

∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ∼


1
a2

E2
p ln 1

Ep
, n = 2,

1
a1/(n−1)

n
E

n
n−1
p , n > 2

.

(19)
In the low-energy limit, the decay rate is dominated by 1/τ∥p.
For any finite n, quasiparticles remain well defined. Nonethe-
less, for n > 2, their decay rates are much bigger than those
away from the inflection point,

1
τp
∼ E

n
n−1
p . (20)

The enhanced decay rate is due to the abundant low-energy
particle-hole excitations available near the inflection points.
Within this analysis based on the approximate form of the po-
larization given in Eq. (14), the decay rate of quasiparticle at
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momentum p is controlled by the inflection point of the high-
est order at which the Fermi velocity is parallel or anti-parallel
to the Fermi velocity at p. For example, if the Fermi veloc-
ity at p is parallel to the Fermi velocities at a set of inflection
points with order mi, the decay rate of the quasiparticle at p
scales as 1

τp
∼ E

m
m−1
p where m is the largest in {mi}. If p itself is

at the inflection point of order n, m ≥ n.
Eq. (20) can be checked through explicitly computation for

simple cases. Here, we consider a single patch theory with
dispersion,

EK+k = k⊥ + kn
∥
, (21)

where k denotes the deviation from an n-th inflection point, K.
For simplicity, we assume that K is the inflection point of the
highest order. In this case, the polarization can be explicitly
computed as (see Appendix B for derivation)

Π (q, ω) ∼ −1 − i
|ω|∣∣∣∣qn−1
∥

∣∣∣∣αn

ω − q⊥
qn
∥

 , (22)

where αn is a real function defined by

αn (x) B


Θ(x−21−n)
ϱn−1◦ϱ

−1
n (x) , n > 1 is odd,

1
ϱn−1◦ϱ

−1
n (x) , n > 1 is even

(23)

with

ϱn (x) B (x + 1/2)n − (x − 1/2)n . (24)

ϱ−1
n denotes the inverse function of ϱn. For the first few n, they

are given by ϱ1 (x) = 1, ϱ2 (x) = 2x, ϱ3 (x) = 3x2 + 1
4 , and

ϱ4 (x) = 3x3 + x. When n > 1 is even, the inverse function
ϱ−1

n (x) is well-defined for all x ∈ R. However, when n >
1 is odd, ϱn (x) is an even function bounded from below by
ϱn (x) ≥ 21−n. This leads to two possible values for the inverse
function for x ≥ 21−n. Here, we choose the positive value for
ϱ−1

n (x) ≥ 0.
For simplicity, let us choose k = (k⊥, 0). To compute 1/τp

using Eqs. (15) and (16), we first evaluateΠ (q, ω) at q = k−k′
and ω = Ek − Ek′ . Noting ω = Ek − Ek′ =

(
k⊥ − k′⊥

)
− k′n
∥
=

q⊥ − k′n
∥

, we obtain (ω − q⊥)/qn
∥
= −k′n

∥
/(−k′

∥
)n = (−1)n−1 and

αn((ω − q⊥) /qn
∥
) = αn((−1)n−1) is a nonzero constant inde-

pendent on (q, ω). Thus, we obtain

Π (q, ω) ∼ −1 −
i |ω|∣∣∣∣qn−1
∥

∣∣∣∣ . (25)

Finally, the integration over the momentum of intermediate
electron in Eq. (19) leads to Eq. (20).

In summary, we have demonstrated that quasiparticles at in-
flection points on the Fermi surface exhibit anomalously fast
decay rates that scale as 1

τp
∼ E

n
n−1
p with energy Ep, where n

is the order of the inflection point at p. Away from the in-
flection point, the Fermi surface acquires a small but non-zero
curvature that is proportional to a2 ∼ δθ

n−2 with δθ being the
deviation of the angle away from the inflection point. At a

Figure 4. A crossover of quasiparticle decay rate as a function of
energy and angle around the Fermi surface. Here, θc represents the
angle for an n-th inflection point.

non-zero δθ, the contribution from the quadratic part of the
Fermi surface becomes dominant below a crossover energy
scale E∗ determined from E∗2/a2 ∼ E∗n/(n−1) up to a logarith-
mic correction. This is expected to create a crossover in the
decay rate as is shown in Fig. 4.

We conclude with a few remarks. First, in the present
work, it is assumed that the real part of the self-energy does
not qualitatively modify the bare dispersion at the inflection
point. This is consistent with the fact that the imaginary
part of the self-energy is sub-leading compared to the bare
term. It is of interest to compute the leading non-analytic
correction[81, 82] to the renormalized dispersion at the inflec-
tion points explicitly. Second, one may also want to compute
the decay rate of quasiparticles at inflection points for a closed
Fermi surface beyond the patch approximation used in this
work. Third, it would be of great interest to see how the geo-
metric quantum criticality manifests itself in collective modes
that describe fluctuations of Fermi surface shape. Finally, our
prediction can be tested by photoemission spectroscopy[83].
Quasi-one-dimensional compounds with open Fermi surfaces
generically possess cubic inflection points[84–88]. Quartic
inflection points can in principle be created by driving a geo-
metric phase transition in layered materials through a uniaxial
pressure[65, 67, 68].
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Appendix A: Electron self-energy

In this appendix, we derive Eq. (15) for the imaginary part of the electron self-energy. We use the spectral representation,
f R (p, ε) =

∫
dε′
π

Im f R(p,ε′)
−(ε+i0+)+ε′ for the retarded Green’s functions, where f represents either the electron Green’s function (G) or the

propagator of the bosonic mode that mediates the interaction (V). Recall that f (p, ε) = f R (p, ε)Θ (ε)+ f R (p, ε)∗ Θ (−ε), where
f is the time-ordered Greeen’s function and Θ is the Heaviside step function. This allows us to use f (p, ε) =

∫
dε′
π

Im f R(p,ε′)
−ε(1+i0+)+ε′ to

express the self-energy in terms of the spectral functions as

Σ (p, ε) =
∫

d2q
(2π)2

∫
dω′

π

∫
dε′

π

ImVR (q, ω′) Im GR (p − q, ε′)
−ε (1 + i0+) + ε′ + ω′

[
Θ

(
ε′

)
− Θ

(
−ω′

)]
. (A1)

Applying the identity 1
x±i0† =P 1

x ∓ iπδ (x), we obtain the imaginary part of the self-energy,

ImΣ (p, ε) =
∫

d2q
(2π)2

∫
dω′

π
ImVR (

q, ω′
)

Im GR (
p − q, ε − ω′

)
Θ

((
ε − ω′

)
ω′

)
, (A2)

where Θ (ε − ω′) − Θ (−ω′) = sgn (ε)Θ ((ε − ω′)ω′) is used. In the low energy limit, we use Im GR (p − q, ε − ω′) ≈
δ
(
ε − ω′ − Ep−q

)
to perform the frequency integration to obtain

ImΣ (p, ε) ≈
∫

d2q
(2π)2 ImVR

(
q, ε − Ep−q

)
Θ

(
Ep−q

(
ε − Ep−q

))
. (A3)

Finally, by noting sgn
(
ImVR (q, ω)

)
= −sgn (ω), we simplify Eq. (A3) as

ImΣ (p, ε) ≈ −sgn (ε)
∫

d2 p′

(2π)2

∣∣∣∣ImVR
(
p − p′, ε − Ep′

)∣∣∣∣Θ (
Ep′

(
ε − Ep′

))
. (A4)

Appendix B: Derivation of polarization in the patch theory

Consider a single patch with dispersion EK+k = kx + kn
y , where K is a mometum of an n-th inflection point and k is a deviation

away from the inflection point. The imaginary part of polarization ImΠ (q, ω) can be explicitly obtained from Eq. (12),

ImΠ (q, ω) = π sgn (ω)
∫

Ep,ky

(
Θ(−ω − Ep) − Θ(−Ep)

)
δ
(
qx − ω +

(
ky + qy

)n
− kn

y

)
∼ − |ω|

∫
ky

δ
(
qx − ω +

(
ky + qy

)n
− kn

y

) ky→qyu
= −

|ω|∣∣∣qn−1
y

∣∣∣
∫

u
δ

(
qx − ω

qn
y
+ (u + 1)n − un

)
u→u−1/2
= −

|ω|∣∣∣qn−1
y

∣∣∣
∫

u
δ

(
qx − ω

qn
y
+ ϱn (u)

)
, (B1)

where p = K + k and ϱn (u) denotes a function defined by

ϱn (x) B (x + 1/2)n − (x − 1/2)n . (B2)

Note that the range of ϱn is R for even n > 1 and [21−n,∞) for odd n > 1. Doing the delta function integration, we obtain

ImΠ (q, ω) ∼ −
|ω|∣∣∣qn−1
y

∣∣∣ 1∣∣∣ϱ′n ◦ ϱ−1
n (sn)

∣∣∣ ×
1, n > 1 is even,
Θ

(
sn − 21−n

)
, n > 1 is odd,

(B3)

∼ −
|ω|∣∣∣qn−1
y

∣∣∣ 1
ϱn−1 ◦ ϱ−1

n (sn)
×

1, n > 1 is even,
Θ

(
sn − 21−n

)
, n > 1 is odd,

(B4)

where sn B
ω−qx

qn
y

and we have used ϱ′n = nϱn−1 ∼ ϱn−1.


