arXiv:2001.06496v2 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 10 Sep 2020

Quantum paracrystalline shear modes of the electron liquid

Jun Yong Khoo,^1 Po-Yao Chang,^{2, 1} Falko Pientka,^{3, 1} and Inti Sodemann^1 1Max-Planck Institute for the Physics of Complex Systems, D-01187 Dresden, Germany 2Department of Physics, National Tsing Hua University, Hsinchu 30013, Taiwan 3Institute of Theoretical Physics, Goethe University, 60438 Frankfurt a.M., Germany (Dated: September 12, 2020)

Unlike classical fluids, a quantum Fermi liquid can support a long-lived and propagating shear sound wave at arbitrarily small wave vectors and frequencies, reminiscent of the transverse sound in crystals, despite lacking any form of long-range crystalline order. This mode is expected to be present in moderately interacting metals where the quasiparticle mass is renormalized to be more than twice the bare mass in two dimensions (2D), but it has remained undetected because it is hard to excite since it does not involve charge density fluctuations, in contrast to the conventional plasma mode. In this work we propose a strategy to excite and detect this unconventional mode in clean metallic channels. We show that the shear sound is responsible for the appearance of sharp dips in the ac conductance of narrow channels at resonant frequencies matching its dispersion. The liquid resonates while minimizing its dissipation in an analogous fashion to a sliding crystal. Ultraclean 2D materials that can be tuned towards the Wigner crystallization transition such as silicon metal-oxide-semiconductor field-effect transistors, MgZnO/ZnO, p-GaAs, and AlAs quantum wells are promising platforms to experimentally discover the shear sound.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ordinary classical fluids only display one kind of sound waves that correspond to longitudinal compressional oscillations of the fluid^1. On the other hand classical solids display transverse waves as well, which originate from their finite restoring force to shear deformations^2. Quantum Fermi fluids can dramatically differ from this paradigm by displaying long-lived and propagating collective shear sound waves at arbitrarily small frequency and wave vector while lacking any form of static crystalline order^{3–7}.

To this date there is no report of the observation of these shear sound waves of electrons in metals, and a pioneering attempt to detect them in^3He^8 remained inconclusive^9. However, the appearance of these modes requires only a moderate interaction strength, in the sense that they are expected to become sharp when the quasiparticle mass becomes approximately twice and three times the transport mass in two- and three-dimensions respectively^5. Therefore it is possible that these elusive collective modes are actually present in a variety of electron liquids but they have remained undetected so far because their transverse nature makes them unresponsive to charge-sensitive probes.

In this paper, we demonstrate that shear modes leave clear fingerprints in the conductivity of clean metallic channels. Our idealized setup is depicted in Fig. 1(a), where a uniform ac electric field generates an alternating current along the y direction. In a clean channel, the current can only be damped at the boundary. This is illustrated by the current profile shown in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c), which is suppressed at the boundaries due to friction. The current magnitude varies in a direction transverse to the electron flow signaling the excitation of shear modes.

The central result of our work is summarized in

Fig. 1(d), which shows the conductance of the strip as a function of frequency. When scattering due to impurities or electron-electron collisions is weak, the conductance exhibits sharp dips at frequencies ω = nω_0, where ω_0 is the shear sound frequency at momentum 2π/W determined by the width W of the channel. In fact, when friction only occurs at the boundary (blue curve), the conductivity vanishes on resonance and the liquid responds in a dissipationless fashion. As we will show, this is a characteristic transverse response of a sliding crystal which is only subjected to friction at the boundaries. Therefore these resonances reveal a type of crystallinity that appears in Fermi liquids when probed dynamically. Such remarkable collective behavior could be observed in ultra-clean samples such as those recently employed to observe the hydrodynamic electronic flow^{10–13} but in the low-temperature quantum regime where the classical hydrodynamic description breaks down. A related behavior in the form of oscillations of the absorption power as a function of magnetic field was predicted in Ref. 13 (see Fig. 2 of this reference). We note, however, that in the regime of long wavelengths in a magnetic field there is no well-defined separation into transverse and longitudinal modes leading to a crucially distinct regime of collective modes from the one studied here.

The conductivity dips shown in Fig. 1(d) are unique signatures of the shear sound that would be absent in weakly interacting metals where this mode does not exist (black curve). Likewise, the dips are washed out once scattering in the bulk becomes comparable to the boundary friction (dashed curve). This is a consequence of a reduced shear force when the force difference between the interior and the boundary is small as we will describe in detail.

Our paper is organized as follows. Section II generalizes the discussion of Ref. 5 to describe the behavior of shear modes in the presence of impurity and electronelectron collisions in an ideal infinite two-dimensional (2D) system without boundaries. Section III is devoted to a conceptual discussion reviewing some of the key similarities and differences between the quantum Landau Fermi liquid (LFL), crystalline solids, ordinary classical fluids, and viscoelastic classical fluids, also for ideal infinite-size 2D systems. In Sec. IV we develop a theory to describe the hydrodynamics of the LFL in a strip geometry and derive the exact analytic solution which predicts the appearance of shear resonances in experiments. In Sec. V we show that these resonances are analogous to those arising from an ideal crystal sliding in a channel by studying a toy model. We summarize our results and discuss potential material candidates to observe these shear sound modes in Sec. VI.

II. DIFFUSIVE AND PROPAGATING SHEAR MODES

At low temperatures metals enter the quantum Landau Fermi liquid (LFL) regime. A Fermi liquid can be thought of as having an infinite number of slow degrees of freedom that describe the relaxation of the shape of the Fermi surface. Unlike superfluids or ordinary classical liquids, the low-energy excitations of LFLs cannot be captured completely by a description in terms of a finite number of dynamical fields such as density and current. We will focus on 2D systems but many of our conclusions carry over to the three-dimensional (3D) case.

We begin by stating a central finding of our study: even in the presence of collisions, 2D Fermi liquids display a sharp propagating transverse sound mode with speed v_s = v_F(1 + F_1)/2 √ F_1, for Landau parameter F_1 > 1, and for wave vectors q ≳ q_∗, with q_∗ = max { Γ_1/v_s, Γ_2/v_F √ F_1 } , where v_F is the Fermi velocity and Γ_1, Γ_2 are the momentum-relaxing and -preserving collision rates, respectively. We will now derive these results within the Landau theory of Fermi liquids.

In LFL theory the shape of the Fermi surface becomes a dynamical object and small deviations of the radius p_F(r, θ) from the equilibrium shape obey the linearized Landau kinetic equation (LKE)^3:

∂_tp_F(r, θ) + v_p · ∂_r [ p_F(r, θ) + ∫ dθ^′ 2π f(θ − θ^′)p_F(r, θ^′) ] = −eE · v_p + I[p_F]. (1)

Here, v_p = v_Fp̂ is the velocity normal to the Fermi surface at angle θ, f(θ −θ^′) is the Landau function including short-range and Coulomb interactions, E is the applied electric field, and I are collision terms. There are two kinds of collisions terms: those which relax momentum, such as electron-impurity collisions, and those that preserve momentum, originating from electron-electron collisions, which can be modeled as^{15–17}:

I[p_F] = −Γ_1(p_F − P_0[p_F]) −Γ_2(p_F − P_0[p_F] − P_1[p_F] − P_{−1}[p_F]). (2)

Here, P_m[p_F] projects the Fermi radius onto the mth harmonic e^{imθ}. There are two types of solutions to the LKE: incoherent and collective modes. The incoherent modes are sharply localized angular deformations of the Fermi surface^{3,5} that form the particle-hole continuum with a dispersion of the form:

ω_{p−h} = v_Fq cos θ + i(Γ_1 + Γ_2). (3)

Collective modes, however, are angularly delocalized deformations of the Fermi surface^{3,5}. When the system has a microscopic mirror symmetry and the wave vectors of the modes lie along the mirror invariant line, the modes can be separated into odd (transverse) and even (longitudinal) under the mirror operation^{3,5}. The well-known plasma mode of metals is a longitudinal mode, whereas, the shear sound is a transverse mode.

To illustrate the features of the shear sound, we consider a simplified model in which all the n > 1 angular moments of the Landau interaction function vanish, F_{n>1} = ∫ (dθ/2π)f(θ) cos(nθ) = 0. The F_1 parameter controls the ratio of the quasiparticle mass (m^∗) to the Drude mass (m) of a Fermi liquid, m^∗ = (1 + F_1)m. The Drude mass would equal the non-interacting mass (m_0) in Galilean invariant systems^{18–21}.

Our key results are expected to remain valid in the presence of other Landau parameters whenever the shear sound mode remains the only sharp collective mode in the transverse sector^5. For this model, a LFL with F_1 > 1 would feature a propagating shear sound mode with dispersion:

ω_s = i (Γ_1 + v_sq_2) + v_s √ q^2 − q^2 , q_2 =

Γ_2 v_F √ F_1

. (4)

This mode exists for q > q_2, whereas for q < q_2 one encounters diffusive collective modes as depicted in Fig. 2(a) and detailed in the Supplemental Material^{14}. Therefore, the shear sound is expected to become a sharp collective mode in moderately interacting Fermi liquids (F_1 > 1) for q > q_∗, with

q_∗ ≈ max { Γ_1 v_s , q_2 } . (5)

In the q_2 ≪ q ≪ p_F limit, the shear sound velocity asymptotes to its undamped value v_s^5. On the other hand, for a weakly interacting LFL with |F_1| < 1, only a single, purely decaying collective mode exists as depicted in Fig. 2(b), with dispersion:

ω_{diff} = i ( Γ_1 + v_sq_2 − v_s √ q^2 − q^2 ) , (6) ≃ i ( Γ_1 + v_F 2Q q^2 + O(q^4) ) , Q = 1 v_F

2Γ_2 1 + F_1

.(7)

This decaying mode exists for 0 ≤ q ≤ Q, where its relaxation rate increases with q from Γ_1 at q → 0 to Γ_1 + Γ_2 at q = Q, as shown in Fig. 2(b). We have found that Γ_1 +Γ_2 is, within our model, the momentum-independent

FIG. 1. (a) Experimental setup to detect shear sound. The blue region illustrates the out-of-phase (imaginary) current profile in the channel. (b) Out-of-phase (imaginary) and (c) in-phase (real) current profiles for driving frequency on and off resonance with the shear sound frequency ω_{shear}. (d) Real part of the transverse conductivity in units of DΓ_{eff} /ω^2 when the shear sound is present (solid blue line) and absent (solid black line) in the limit of boundary dominated scattering [boundary scattering parameter b = 0.1(2πvF )], where D = ne^2/m is the Drude weight and Γ_{eff} is an effective scattering rate^{14}. For finite bulk scattering (Γ1 = 0.1vFq0), the resonant zeros at the shear sound harmonics (solid blue line) evolve into smooth dips (dashed blue line).

value of the decay rate of all the modes that make up the particle-hole continuum. Therefore, in the presence of collisions the particle-hole continuum is displaced as a whole to lie in a plane of constant imaginary part, and is depicted by the green region in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). Notice that this transverse mode becomes strictly diffusive only in the limit of vanishing momentum-relaxing collisions Γ_1 → 0, and exists only for a non-vanishing rate of momentum preserving collisions Γ_2 > 0. Therefore, at such small wave vectors the weakly interacting Fermi liquid (|F_1| < 1) behaves like a classical fluid, as we will describe in more detail in the next section, where the slow diffusive relaxation of transverse currents is a consequence of the local conservation of momentum^1. When F_1 < −1, one finds instead exponentially growing modes associated with a Pomeranchuk instability^{6,14,22}.

III. TRANSVERSE MODES IN FERMI LIQUIDS, CLASSICAL VISCOELASTIC FLUIDS AND CRYSTALLINE SOLIDS

In this section, we would like to discuss the relations between the transverse current responses of the quantum Fermi liquid, classical fluids, and crystalline solids. We review some remarkable similarities but also sharp differences between these systems and the quantum LFLs at small (q, ω). This serves as a reminder that analogies between quantum LFLs and classical states of matter must be employed cautiously even in the limit of small (q, ω), and that these systems ultimately belong to different universality classes. For conceptual clarity we restrict the discussion in this section to translationally invariant fluids by taking the momentum-relaxing rate to be Γ_1 = 0 from the outset.

We would like to begin by making precise what we mean by “quantum” in “quantum LFL”. When we refer to a “quantum LFL” we are emphasizing that this is a state of matter which is strictly speaking only well defined at T = 0, although its consequences permeate to finite temperatures, analogous to the terminology employed in quantum critical phenomena. Therefore, the long-wavelength response of the “quantum LFL” is defined by taking first the limit T → 0, and then afterwards taking the limits of small (q, ω). This order is crucial as the two limits do not commute. In fact, in the opposite case when (q, ω) → 0 while keeping temperature fixed, the response of the LFL is identical to that of an ordinary classical fluid, as well shall see below. In the language of critical phenomena, temperature can be viewed as a relevant perturbation that transforms the universal properties of the liquid at sufficiently long wavelengths. In our formalism, temperature enters through the momentumpreserving quasiparticle collision rate, which scales with temperature as Γ_2 ∼ (k_B T )^2 /E_F up to logarithmic corrections^{23–33}.

In Sec. II, we have seen that at T = 0 the shear sound is indeed a sharp linearly dispersing mode at small (q, ω), reminiscent of solids also featuring a propagating shear sound at arbitrarily small (q, ω) but unlike classical fluids (including viscoelastic fluids), which display shear diffusion at small (q, ω). At finite temperature and sufficiently small (q, ω), LFLs also exhibit a shear diffusion mode. To make these similarities and distinctions more concrete, we will review the limiting behavior of the transverse conductivity for these various states of matter in the re-

FIG. 2. (a) The dispersive shear sound (blue solid curve) exists only for moderately interacting Fermi liquids (F1 > 1) and relaxes at a lower rate than that of the incoherent particle-hole excitations (green wedge), Γs = Γ1 +vsq2 < Γ1 + Γ2. (b) The dispersive shear sound is absent when interactions are too weak (F1 < 1). Red and blue dashed curves indicate the dispersion of decaying collective shear modes.

mainder of this section.

We begin by considering the case of an ordinary classical liquid with the same symmetries as the quantum Fermi liquid we are interested in: homogeneity, isotropy, time reversal, etc. Such liquids can be described at long wavelengths by the Navier-Stokes equation^1, which upon linearization yields the transverse conductivity (that measures the current density in response to an external transverse force)

σ^{CL}_⊥ (q, ω) = ne^2 m 1 iω +^η_{mn} q^2

, (8)

where η is the shear viscosity of the liquid. As we see, there is a diffusive pole for transverse currents, with diffusion constant D = η/mn.

Now, let us consider an ordinary crystalline solid which at long distances has also the same symmetries of interest. We take the solid to be described by an effective elasticity theory, from which the conductivity can be easily derived by adding an external force to the elasticity equations of motions^2. In particular, the transverse conductivity,

σ^{CS}_⊥ (q, ω) = ne^2 m 1 i ( ω − c^2_t^{q2}_ω

) , (9)

features a real and linearly dispersing pole at ω = c_tq, signaling the presence of a propagating transverse sound mode in the solid. The transverse sound velocity c_t can be related to the shear modulus μ of the solid as c^2_t = μ/mn. Let us now consider the transverse response of the quantum LFL. The full expression of the transverse conductivity of the bulk Fermi liquid will be presented in Eq. (20) and here we present its zero temperature and clean limit (Γ_{1,2} = 0) at small ω and q but with an arbitrary ratio of s = ω/v_Fq:

σ^{LFL}_⊥ (q, ω, T = 0) = ne^2 m 2 iv_Fq s − √ s^2 − 1 1 − F_1(s − √ s^2 − 1)^2 . (10) where the frequencies lie in the lower half plane, s → s − i0. The response has nonanalyticities at the onset of the particle-hole continuum of incoherent excitations at ω = v_Fq. This threshold is ultimately a consequence of the existence of an underlying sharp Fermi surface. It is easy to verify that when F_1 > 1 the denominator of the transverse conductivity of the quantum Fermi liquid has a zero at the ideal T = 0 dispersion of the shear sound mode^5 corresponding to the Γ_{1,2} → 0 limit of Eq. (4):

ω_s(Γ_{1,2} = 0) = v_sq, v_s =

1 + F_1 2 √ F_1 v_F. (11)

Notice that the condition F_1 > 1, is precisely that which needs to be satisfied so that the speed of the shear sound v_s is larger than v_F, which is a self-consistent requirement if it is to be a well-defined propagating mode outside of the particle-hole continuum.

To compare the transverse response of these different systems we first consider the “optical” regime ω ≫ v_Fq, where a quantum Fermi liquid resembles a solid as emphasized in the seminal work of Conti and Vignale^4. Indeed, the transverse response of the quantum Fermi liquid in this regime

σ^{LFL}_⊥ (ω ≫ v_Fq, T = 0) ≈ ne^2 m 1 i ( ω −^{1+F1}_4 v^2_F^{q2}_ω

) (12)

Liquid Solid LFL (T = 0)

lim_{ω→0} σ_⊥(q, ω) n^2e^2 mηq^2 0 e^2 h (2S + 1) pF q

TABLE I. Quasistatic limit of the transverse conductivity in classical liquids, crystalline solids, and zero temperature LFLs. The factor (2S + 1) is the spin degeneracy factor of the Fermi fluid (2 for usual spin-^1_2 fermions).

is identical to that of the crystalline solid in Eq. (9). When F_1 ≫ 1 the above form has a pole inside the optical regime at ω = √ 1 + F_1v_Fq/2, which corresponds to the ideal shear sound dispersion from Eq. (11) in that limit, and which was first obtained in Ref. 4.

Notice that the expansion in Eq. (12), when extrapolated without caution, appears to indicate that the Fermi liquid always has a shear sound mode. However, as we have seen, the shear sound mode only appears as a separate mode for F_1 > 1. For intermediate values of F_1 the analogy between quantum LFLs and crystalline solids fails because particle-hole excitations cannot be ignored. In particular, the transition at F_1 = 1, where the shear sound merges with the particle-hole continuum, cannot be captured by a classical fluid or elasticity theory.

The difference between classical and quantum regime is most striking in the quasi-static limit ω ≪ v_F q, where the quantum response is dominated by the particle-hole continuum. The transverse response in this regime for the three different cases is listed in Table I. While σ_⊥ has a 1/q^2 dependence in a liquid, a solid cannot flow when subjected to static perturbations and exhibits a vanishing transverse conductivity at ω = 0. In contrast, the quantum Fermi liquid has a remarkable universal form ∝ 1/q in the quasi-static limit. The limit is finite in contrast to the solid, because the Fermi liquid still flows, but it is distinct from that of a classical fluid. This limiting response of the quantum LFL is universal in the sense that it is not renormalized by interactions and only depends on the geometry of the Fermi surface^3. Notice also the appearance of Planck’s constant in the denominator, a reminder of the quantum nature of the response in this limit. We will elaborate on the physics and measurement of this limit in a forthcoming publication and demonstrate that another quantum fluid, the spinon Fermi surface, which also features a sharp Fermi surface despite not being a LFL, has the same behavior in this limit.

While the quantum Fermi liquid at strictly T = 0 is clearly distinct from solids and classical fluids, finite temperatures smear out the sharpness of the Fermi surface on a scale k_B T/v_F , destroying the “quantumness” of the fluid at sufficiently small q. In the following, we elucidate how the classical behavior is recovered in LFL theory once the limit of small q is taken at finite temperature.

A useful point of comparison for LFLs at finite temperatures are classical viscoelastic fluids, which can also display long-lived shear modes^{2,34–37}. Specifically, we focus on the Frenkel model often employed in the description of classical viscoelastic fluids^{35–37}. Following Refs. 35 and 37, we add to the Navier-Stokes-Frenkel equation an external force per unit area f = neE to obtain the equation of motion

η∂^2_r v = (1 + τd_t)(nmd_tv + ∂_rp − f), (13)

where d_t = ∂_t + v · ∂_r. Upon linearizing this equation one finds that the transverse current j_⊥ = nev_⊥ has an associated transverse conductivity

σ^{Fr}_⊥ (q, ω) = ne^2 m 1 iω +^η_{mn(1+iτ ω)} q^2 . (14)

This equation interpolates between the classical fluid in Eq. (8) at ωτ ≪ 1 and the solid in Eq. (9) at ωτ ≫ 1. It contains a modified pole structure that give rise to a propagating shear sound wave with a momentum gap^{35–37},

ω_{Fr}(q) = i 2τ + √ c^2_τ q^2 − 1 4τ^2

, c^2_τ = η nmτ . (15)

Here when x < 0, we use the convention that √ x = −i √ |x|. This form is remarkably similar to what we have found for the shear sound in Fermi liquids at finite temperature in Sec. II. In fact, in the limit of small momenta, the transverse conductivity of the LFL at finite temperature, which can be obtained by taking Γ_1 = 0 from the more general Eq. (20), which we will discuss in the next section, reads as

σ^{LFL}_⊥ (v_Fq ≪ max{Γ_2, ω}, ω, T ) ≈ ne^2 m 1 iω +^{F1+1}

4(Γ_2 +iω) v 2 Fq^2 . (16) On comparison with Eq. (14), one concludes that the time scale in Frenkels theory, τ, is simply given by the inverse quasiparticle collision rate τ = Γ^{−1}_2 . We emphasize again that the analogy between viscoelastic fluids and LFLs at nonzero T only holds for F_1 ≫ 1, when the pole lies in the regime of validity of Eq. (16) far away from the particle-hole continuum. The discrepancy with the classical model is particularly evident at F = 1, where the spectrum in complex frequency space undergoes a sharp transition to one without propagating collective mode as illustrated in Fig. 2.

At low frequencies, ω ≪ Γ_2, the LFL exhibits a shear diffusion pole with diffusion constant D = (1 + F_1)v^2_F/2Γ_2 = η/mn regardless of the value of F_1 (cf. Sec. II), which recovers the well-known divergence with temperature of the classical viscosity of the Fermi fluid^{38–42}. Such a divergence of the classical viscosity at low temperatures, which is present even in weakly noninteracting Fermi liquids, is a symptom of the emergence of the non-classical behavior of the fluid that we have previously discussed. The fact that the transverse conductivity is dominated entirely by the diffusion pole at finite temperatures and small (q, ω) can be understood from Fig. 2, which shows that the modes making up the particle-hole continuum are completely displaced in the complex-ω plane to always have a finite imaginary part in their dispersion, even as q → 0, whereas the shear diffusion pole asymptotes continuously to (q, ω) = (0, 0) and thus dominates the response in such limit. This is ultimately a consequence of the conservation of momentum (when Γ_1 = 0) which prohibits currents from decaying locally and turns them into slow hydrodynamic modes^{43}.

IV. SHEAR RESONANCES IN ULTRACLEAN CHANNELS

In this section we develop a theory to describe the dynamics of the LFL in a strip geometry, which will allow us make concrete experimental predictions. To include boundary effects, we adopt the minimal but realistic model proposed in Ref. 16, which combines specular boundary conditions with boundary friction modeled as an enhancement of the momentum-relaxing collisions at the boundary of the form I[p_F] → I[p_F] + I_{bd}[p_F],

I_{bd}[p_F] = bδ ( |x| − W 2 ) (P_1[p_F] + P_{−1}[p_F]) , (17)

where x ∈ (−W/2, W/2), y ∈ (−∞, ∞). As demonstrated in Ref. 16 this model captures the hydrodynamic, diffusive, and ballistic regimes of metals and their crossovers. For related studies see Refs. 15–17,44–46.

We have found an exact analytic solution of the LKE [Eq. (1)] for this model with finite Landau parameters {F_0, F_1} in addition to all of the above ingredients which we present in the following (see Supplemental Material^{14} for details). Because translation symmetry along x is broken by the presence of the boundaries, the conductivity that determines the current along the channel, j_y(x, t), in response to a driving electric field along the channel, E_y(x, t), is a function of two wave vectors: j_y(q, ω) = ∑ q^′ σ_y(q, q^′, ω)E_y (q^′, ω), (18) σ_y (q, q^′, ω) = δ_{q,q}′ σ^{bk}_y (q, ω) + σ^{bd}_y (q, q^′, ω). (19)

The conductivity can be expressed as the sum of a bulk (bk) contribution:

σ^{bk}_y (q, ω) = ne^2 m 2iz F_1z^2 − (v_Fq)^2 − 2izΓ_2

, (20)

z = ω − i(Γ_1 + Γ_2) − √ [ω − i(Γ_1 + Γ_2)]^2 − (v_Fq)^2, (21)

and a boundary (bd) contribution:

σ^{bd}_y (q, q^′, ω) σ^{bk}_y (q, ω)σ^{bk}_y (q^′, ω) = − cos (_{πq} q_0 ) cos (_{πq′} q_0 ) σ̄^{bd}_y + σ̄^{bk}_y (ω)

, (22) where q is the momentum along x, q_0 = 2π/W , m is the transport mass, σ̄^{bk}_y (ω) = ∑ n∈Zσ^{bk}_y (nq_0, ω) is the transverse conductivity measuring the bulk response to a periodic array of delta-function perturbations, and σ̄^{bd}_y = ne^2W/mb parametrizes boundary scattering. The total conductivity for a uniform driving field is obtained by taking the q, q^′ → 0 limit of the above expressions,

σ_y(ω) = σ_D(ω) ( 1 − σ_D(ω) σ̄^{bd}_y + σ̄^{bk}_y (ω) ) , (23)

where σ_D(ω) = ne^2/m(iω + Γ_1) is the frequency– dependent Drude conductivity. The expression in Eq. (23) can be understood as the self-consistent response of the LFL to both an externally applied electric force and the boundary friction. In a single equation, our solution encompasses the effects of disorder, interactions, as well as boundary scattering, controlled respectively by the parameters Γ_{1,2}, F_1, and b/W , and therefore captures the hydrodynamic, diffusive, ballistic, and LFL regimes on equal footing. Notice that F_0 is absent in our expressions because of the absence of density fluctuations for driving electric fields parallel to the channel.

The conductivity in Eq. (23) is shown for a metal with (F_1 = 3.0) and without (F_1 = 0.5) shear sound in Fig. 1(d). In the former case, there are sharp dips at the shear sound energy, ω = Re ω_s, evaluated at integer multiples of q_0. In Figs. 1(b) and 1(c), we see that the resonant current becomes purely imaginary, i.e., it is out of phase with the applied field. Therefore, in the limit of boundary-dominated scattering, metals with shear sound display a dissipationless response at the resonant frequencies of this mode. As we will see, this is analogous to the response of a sliding crystal which is subject to friction only at the boundaries.

These conductivity minima acquire finite values in the presence of weak bulk scattering. The electronelectron collision rate is expected to scale as Γ_2 = (E_F /2π) (k_B T/E_F)^2 up to logarithmic corrections^{23–33} and, therefore, can be easily suppressed by cooling the metal well below the Fermi temperature. The electronimpurity collision rate is limited at low temperatures by the bulk elastic mean-free path, λ = v_F/Γ_1. We estimate that the shear sound dips would be visible in metals with λ ≳ 5W at low temperatures. Furthermore, samples with enhanced boundary scattering relative to bulk scattering should lead to more pronounced conductivity dips.

V. COMPARISON WITH AN IDEAL CRYSTAL SLIDING IN A CHANNEL

In this section we would like to illustrate the behavior of a crystal driven by an external uniform force through a clean channel in the presence of enhanced friction at the boundaries. We demonstrate that the aforementioned dissipationless resonant driving of the Fermi liquid at the harmonics of the shear sound is indeed a hallmark behavior of sliding crystals in such channels. In particular, we

FIG. 3. (a) Real part of the channel conductivity of the 2D sliding crystal, in units of γ_{eff} /ω^2, for b̃ = 0.1 (blue) and b̃ = 10 (orange), where b̃ is an energy scale parametrizing boundary friction and γ_{eff} is an effective scattering rate analogous to b/W and Γ_{eff} respectively in the LFL case. All energies are measured in units of the transverse phonon frequency ω_{ph} (see Supplemental Material^{14} for full model). (b) Schematic of the 2D sliding crystal toy model comprising a tetragonal crystal confined in a channel with only boundary friction (red). (c) Out-of-phase (imaginary) and (d) in-phase (real) current profiles in the crystal in the clean limit Γ1,2 → 0. Solid curves correspond to the frequency of the first conductivity dip in (a) (b̃ = 0.1) while dashed curves correspond to the frequency at the first conductivity peak in (a) (b̃ = 10).

will see that in the case of a clean channel with friction arising only from the boundary, the crystal driven at the exact resonant frequency corresponding to the harmonics of its transverse sound self-consistently pins itself with zero velocity at the boundary so as to minimize energy dissipation.

To illustrate this, we consider a toy model of a twodimensional tetragonal crystal^{47} confined in a channel with boundary friction aligned with one of its crystal axes [see Fig. 3(b)]. The crystal slides in response to an alternating external force along the channel, experiencing friction at the edges analogous to the boundary scattering in the LFL. Because the translational invariance of the crystal along the infinite direction of the channel (y-axis) is preserved during the oscillatory driving, without loss of generality, it is sufficient to consider the motion of a single chain describing a row of N atoms across the channel. The displacement of each atom from its equilibrium position along y is described by the following equation of motion:

ÿ_j = F_j − κ(2y_j − y_{j+1} − y_{j−1}) − (γ + γ_bδ_{j,−} N_2 )ẏ_j , (24) where j = −N/2, ...N/2 labels the x-coordinate of the atom, κ the shear restoring force constant, F_j the external driving force, γ the homogeneous bulk friction, and γ_b the boundary friction. The masses of the atoms are set to unity. For simplicity, we have considered the case of periodic boundary conditions along x to highlight the qualitative aspects of the system which are identical to the case with open boundary conditions. Details of the solution of the equations of motion are presented in Section III of the Supplemental Material^{14}, and here we will summarize the resulting behavior. Figure 3(a) shows the conductivity, i.e., the average velocity of atoms divided by the external force, of such a sliding crystal. In the absence of bulk friction, the real part of the conductivity exhibits zeros at frequencies corresponding to the harmonics of the transverse phonon of the crystal at wavelength W . Resonantly driving the system at these frequencies creates a current profile that is out of phase with the drive: the crystal pins at the boundary and self-consistently avoids energy dissipation in an analogous fashion to the Fermi liquid with shear sound [see Figs. 3(c) and 3(d)].

When probed optically, the sliding crystal therefore does not exhibit the resonant absorption typical of a crystal with pinned boundaries. The latter scenario can be described as a limiting case of the sliding crystal at infinite boundary friction. Indeed, when the boundary dissipation increases, the dips broaden, ultimately giving rise to resonant peaks at half-integer multiples of the fundamental frequency once the dissipative boundary force exceeds the shear restoring force of the crystal^{14}. Such peaks do not have a counterpart in the case of the LFL, where off-resonant pinning at the boundary is prevented by scattering to the incoherent particle-hole continuum. Consequently, the conductivity dips signaling the shear sound in the LFL remain narrow even in the limit of arbitrarily strong boundary scattering^{14}.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

As we have shown, moderately interacting metals display a sharp shear sound collective mode which exists even in the presence of weak impurity and electronelectron collisions. This mode leaves clear fingerprints in clean metallic channels at low temperatures in the form of sharp resonant dips in the conductivity at frequencies controlled by the shear sound dispersion in Eq. (4), and that resemble the transverse sound resonance of a sliding crystal, despite the metal lacking any form of long-range crystalline order. There already exist various ultra-clean materials that feature a strongly interacting metallic state before a metal insulator transition which are therefore ideal platforms to discover the shear sound. These include MgZnO/ZnO, Si MOSFETs, AlAs, and p-GaAs^{48–51}. They have been shown to have large mass enhancements and therefore Landau parameters with F_1 > 1^{51–56}. For example, in MgZnO/ZnO twodimensional electron gases (2DEGs) we estimate that channels of about 1 μm, at temperatures below 2 K, and with densities so that the quasiparticle mass is enhanced to be larger than twice the bare mass, would display visible shear sound resonances in their conductance at frequencies of about ω ∼ 0.1 THz.

VII. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS:

We are thankful to P. S. Alekseev, J. Falson, S. Simon, and A. Chubukov for valuable discussions. We are grateful to an anonymous referee for emphasizing the similarities between shear modes of Fermi liquids at finite temperatures discussed in this work and those derived from the Frenkel model and bringing to our attention the relevant references. P.-Y.C. was supported by the Young Scholar Fellowship Program by Ministry of Science and Technology (MOST) in Taiwan, under MOST Grant for the Einstein Program MOST Grant No. 108- 2636-M-007-004.

1 L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Fluid Mechanics, 2nd ed.

(Pergamon, 1987).

2 L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Theory of Elasticity, 3rd ed. (Butterworth-Heinemann, 2012).

3 D. Pines and P. Nozières, Theory of Quantum Liquids:

Normal Fermi Liquids (CRC Press, 2018).

4 S. Conti and G. Vignale, Phys. Rev. B 60, 7966 (1999). 5 J. Y. Khoo and I. S. Villadiego, Phys. Rev. B 99, 075434 (2019).

6 A. Klein, D. L. Maslov, L. P. Pitaevskii, and A. V.

Chubukov, Phys. Rev. Research 1, 033134 (2019). 7 P. S. Alekseev, Semiconductors 53, 1367 (2019). 8 P. R. Roach and J. B. Ketterson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 36, 736 (1976).

9 E. G. Flowers, R. W. Richardson, and S. J. Williamson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 37, 309 (1976).

10 D. A. Bandurin, I. Torre, R. K. Kumar, M. Ben Shalom, A. Tomadin, A. Principi, G. H. Auton, E. Khestanova, K. S. Novoselov, I. V. Grigorieva, L. A. Ponomarenko, A. K. Geim, and M. Polini, Science 351, 1055 (2016).

11 R. Krishna Kumar, D. A. Bandurin, F. M. D. Pellegrino, Y. Cao, A. Principi, H. Guo, G. H. Auton, M. Ben Shalom, L. A. Ponomarenko, G. Falkovich, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, I. V. Grigorieva, L. S. Levitov, M. Polini, and A. K. Geim, Nature Physics 13, 11821185 (2017).

12 P. J. W. Moll, P. Kushwaha, N. Nandi, B. Schmidt, and A. P. Mackenzie, Science 351, 1061 (2016).

13 P. S. Alekseev and A. P. Alekseeva, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 236801 (2019).

14 See Supplementary Material for details of the solutions of the LKE in infinite plane and strip geometries, the sliding crystal toy model, and the criteria for visibility of the resonant conductivity dips.

15 L. Levitov and G. Falkovich, Nature Physics 12, 672 (2016).

16 H. Guo, E. Ilseven, G. Falkovich, and L. S. Levitov, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 114, 3068 (2017).

17 P. S. Alekseev and M. A. Semina, Phys. Rev. B 98, 165412 (2018).

18 J. R. Engelbrecht, M. Randeria, and L. Zhang, Phys. Rev. B 45, 10135 (1992).

19 D. Baeriswyl, C. Gros, and T. M. Rice, Phys. Rev. B 35, 8391 (1987).

20 C. M. Varma, K. Miyake, and S. Schmitt-Rink, Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 626 (1986).

21 T. Okabe, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 67, 2792 (1998). 22 A. Klein, D. L. Maslov, and A. V. Chubukov, npj Quantum Materials 5, 55 (2020).

23 C. Hodges, H. Smith, and J. W. Wilkins, Phys. Rev. B 4, 302 (1971).

24 A. Chaplik, Zh. Eskp. Teor. Fiz. 60, 1845 (1971), [Sov.

Phys. JETP 33, 997 (1971)].

25 P. Bloom, Phys. Rev. B 12, 125 (1975).

26 G. F. Giuliani and J. J. Quinn, Phys. Rev. B 26, 4421 (1982).

27 H. Fukuyama and E. Abrahams, Phys. Rev. B 27, 5976 (1983).

28 L. Zheng and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. B 53, 9964 (1996).

29 T. Jungwirth and A. H. MacDonald, Phys. Rev. B 53, 7403 (1996).

30 D. Menashe and B. Laikhtman, Phys. Rev. B 54, 11561 (1996).

31 M. Reizer and J. W. Wilkins, Phys. Rev. B 55, R7363 (1997).

32 B. N. Narozhny, G. Zala, and I. L. Aleiner, Phys. Rev. B 65, 180202 (2002).

33 D. S. Novikov, “Viscosity of a twodimensional fermi liquid,” (2006), arXiv:cond-mat/0603184 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

34 J. C. Dyre, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 953 (2006). 35 K. Trachenko and V. V. Brazhkin, Reports on Progress in Physics 79, 016502 (2015).

36 S. c. v. Grozdanov, A. Lucas, and N. Poovuttikul, Phys. Rev. D 99, 086012 (2019).

37 M. Baggioli, M. Vasin, V. Brazhkin, and K. Trachenko, Physics Reports (2020), 10.1016/j.physrep.2020.04.002.

38 E. Lifshitz and L. Pitaevskii, Physical Kinetics (Pergamon, Oxford, 1981).

39 I. Pomeranchuk, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 20, 919 (1950), [J.

Exp. Theor. USSR 20, 919 (1950)].

40 A. A. Abrikosov and I. M. Khalatnikov, Reports on Progress in Physics 22, 329 (1959).

41 G. A. Brooker and J. Sykes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 21, 279 (1968).

42 H. Hjgrd Jensen, H. Smith, and J. Wilkins, Physics Letters A 27, 532 (1968).

43 P. M. Chaikin and T. C. Lubensky, Principles of Condensed Matter Physics (Cambridge University Press, 1995).

44 A. Lucas, Phys. Rev. B 95, 115425 (2017). 45 A. Lucas and K. C. Fong, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 30, 053001 (2018).

46 A. Lucas and S. A. Hartnoll, Phys. Rev. B 97, 045105 (2018).

47 C. Kittel, Introduction to Solid State Physics (Wiley, 2004).

48 B. Spivak, S. V. Kravchenko, S. A. Kivelson, and X. P. A.

Gao, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1743 (2010).

49 V. T. Dolgopolov, Physics-Uspekhi 62, 633 (2019). 50 S. V. Kravchenko and M. P. Sarachik, Reports on Progress in Physics 67, 1 (2003).

51 J. Falson and M. Kawasaki, Reports on Progress in Physics 81, 056501 (2018).

52 V. V. Solovyev and I. V. Kukushkin, Phys. Rev. B 96, 115131 (2017).

53 A. A. Shashkin, M. Rahimi, S. Anissimova, S. V.

Kravchenko, V. T. Dolgopolov, and T. M. Klapwijk, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 046403 (2003).

54 A. A. Shashkin, S. V. Kravchenko, V. T. Dolgopolov, and T. M. Klapwijk, Phys. Rev. B 66, 073303 (2002).

55 A. A. Shashkin, A. A. Kapustin, E. V. Deviatov, V. T. Dolgopolov, and Z. D. Kvon, Phys. Rev. B 76, 241302 (2007).

56 K. Vakili, Y. P. Shkolnikov, E. Tutuc, E. P. De Poortere, and M. Shayegan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 226401 (2004).

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Appendix A: Solving the linearized kinetic equation with bulk and boundary relaxation

Using an ansatz of the form p(x, θ, t) = p(q, θ)e^{i(ωt−qx)}, the linearized kinetic equation (LKE, main text Eq. (1)) becomes:

(iω − iv_Fq cos θ + Γ_1 + Γ_2) p(q, θ) = eE_q sin θ + (iF_0v_Fq cos θ + Γ_1 + Γ_2) P_0(q)

+ (iF_1v_Fq cos θ + Γ_2) p_1(q, θ) − ∑ q^′ bq_0 2π cos ( π(q − q^′) q_0 ) p_1(q^′, θ), (A1)

where p_{l>0}(q, θ) = P_l[p] + P_{−l}[p] and P_0(q) = P_0[p] with P_l[p] = e^{ilθ} ∫_{dθ} 2π e^{−ilθ}p(q, θ). The Fermi radius then satisfies the expression:

p(q, θ) = −iẼ_q sin θ + ( F_0 cos θ − iΓ̃_1 − iΓ̃_2 ) P_0(q) + ( F_1 cos θ − iΓ̃_2 ) p_1(q, θ) + i ∑ q^′ B̃(q, q ′)p_1(q^′, θ) ( s − cos θ − iΓ̃_1 − iΓ̃_2 ) , (A2) s = ω v_Fq

, Γ̃_i = Γ_i v_Fq , Ẽ_q = e E_q v_Fq , B̃(q, q^′) = bq_0 2πv_Fq cos ( π(q − q^′) q_0 ) , (A3)

To exploit the symmetry of the solutions, we express the Fermi radius explicitly in terms of even and odd Chebyshev polynomials, p(q, θ) = ∞∑ l=−∞ P_l(q)e^{ilθ} = P_0(q) + ∞∑ l=1 p_l(q, θ), (A4) p_l(q, θ) = 2 ( P^+_l (q) cos (lθ) + P^−_l (q) sin (lθ) ) , (A5)

P^+_l (q) = ∫ dθ 2π cos(lθ)p(q, θ), P^−_l (q) = ∫ dθ 2π sin(lθ)p(q, θ). (A6) The general solution is then solved component by component by projecting Eq. (A2) onto the various Cheybyshev sectors using Eq (A6). This gives rise to a set of coupled self-consistency equations between P_0(q) and P^±_1 (q):

P_0(q) = q ( F_0Ω_1(q) − i ( Γ̃_1 + Γ̃_2 ) Ω_0(q) ) P_0(q) + 2q ( F_1Ω_2(q) − iΓ̃_2Ω_1(q) ) P^+_1 (q)

+i2qΩ_1(q) ∑ q^′ B̃(q, q^′)P^+_1 (q^′),

(A7)

P^+_1 (q) = q ( F_0Ω_2(q) − i ( Γ̃_1 + Γ̃_2 ) Ω_1(q) ) P_0(q) + 2q ( F_1Ω_3(q) − iΓ̃_2Ω_2(q) ) P^+_1 (q)

+i2qΩ_2(q) ∑ q^′ B̃(q, q^′)P^+_1 (q^′),

(A8)

P^−_1 (q) = q ( Ω_0(q) − Ω_2(q) ) −iẼ_q − 2iΓ̃_2P^−_1 (q) + i2 ∑ q^′ B̃(q, q^′)P^−_1 (q^′)

+2q ( Ω_1(q) − Ω_3(q) ) F_1P^−_1 (q), (A9)

Ω_l(q) = 1 q ∫ dθ 2π (cos θ)^l ( s − cos θ − iΓ̃_1 − iΓ̃_2

) = v_F ∫ dθ 2π (cos θ)^l (ω − v_Fq cos θ − iΓ_1 − iΓ_2)

. (A10)

The solutions of which can then be used to obtain the other P^±_{l≥2}(q) components. Projecting to the Chebyshev sectors reveals the decoupling between the even (+) and odd (−) sectors.

In this work, we are particularly interested in probing the shear collective mode and therefore restrict the following discussion to the solutions of the odd sector, P_0(q) = P^+_l (q) = 0. Rearranging Eq. (A9) leads us to the self-consistent solution

P^−_1 (q) = 1 2 τ(q) eE_q − bq^0 π ∑ q^′ cos ( π(q − q^′) q_0 ) P^−_1 (q^′)

, (A11)

τ(q) = −i 1 v_Fq

2Ω_{02}(q) 1 + 2iΩ_{02}(q)Γ̃_2 − 2Ω_{13}(q)F_1

, (A12)

Ω_{ij} (q) = q (Ω_i(q) − Ω_j (q)) . (A13)

To proceed, we expand the cosine above and introduce the quantities C^−_1 = ∑ q^′ cos (_{πq′} q_0 ) P^−_1 (q^′) and S^−_1 = ∑ q^′ sin (_{πq′} q_0 ) P^−_1 (q^′). Since q^′ in Eq. (A11) are integer multiples of q_0 =^{2π}_W , the discretization wave-vector set by

the channel width W , we have S^−_1 = sin (_{πq} q_0 ) = 0. Performing ∑ q cos (_{πq} q_0 ) on both sides of Eq. (A11) leads to the solution:

C^−_1 = 1 2 ∑ q cos (_{πq} q_0 ) τ(q)eE_q 1 +^{bq0}_{2π} ∑ q^{′′} τ(q ′′) . (A14)

Substituting this expression back into Eq. (A11) gives us the self-consistent solution:

P^−_1 (q) = 1 2 eτ(q) E_q − bq^0 2π cos ( πq q_0

) ∑_{q′} cos (_{πq′} q_0 ) τ(q^′)E_q′ 1 +^{bq0}_{2π} ∑ q^{′′} τ(q ′′) . (A15)

Restoring the explicit ω-dependence of the various quantities, the transverse current density is given by: j_y(q, ω) = e p^2_F m ∫ dθ (2π)^2 sin(θ)p(q, θ) = e p^2_F 2πm P^−_1 (q, ω), (A16)

= ne^2 m τ(q, ω) E_y(q, ω) − bq^0 2π cos ( πq q_0

) ∑_{q′} cos (_{πq′} q_0 ) τ(q^′, ω)E_y(q^′, ω) 1 +^{bq0}_{2π} ∑ q^{′′} τ(q ′′, ω) = ∑ q^′ σ_y(q, q^′, ω)E_y(q^′, ω), (A17) σ_y(q, q^′, ω) = δ_{q,q}′ σ^{bk}_y (q, ω) + σ^{bd}_y (q, q^′, ω), (A18)

σ^{bk}_y (q, ω) = ne^2 m τ(q, ω), (A19)

σ^{bd}_y (q, q^′, ω) = − cos (_{πq} q_0 ) cos (_{πq′} q_0 ) σ^{bk}_y (q, ω)σ^{bk}_y (q^′, ω) σ̄^{bd}_y + σ̄^{bk}_y (ω)

, (A20)

σ̄^{bk}_y (ω) = ∑ n∈Z σ^{bk}_y (nq_0, ω), σ̄^{bd}_y = ne^2 m W b , (A21)

as per Eqs.(9)–(14) in the main text, where we explicitly separate into the bulk and boundary contributions. In going to the second line, we used n =^{p2F}_{4π} , the electron density for a circular Fermi surface.

For the specific case of a uniform electric field, E_y(q, ω) = E_y(ω)δ_{q,0}, the average transverse conductivity is

σ_y(ω) = σ^{bk}_y (0, ω) + σ^{bd}_y (0, 0, ω) = σ_D(ω) ( 1 − σ_D(ω) σ̄^{bd}_y + σ̄^{bk}_y (ω) ) , (A22) i.e. Eq.(14) in the main text. Here we derive the frequency-dependent Drude conductivity explicitly:

σ_D (ω) = σ^{bk}_y (0, ω) = ne^2 m τ(0, ω), (A23) = − ne^2 m 2i (Ω_0(0, ω) − Ω_2(0, ω)) v_F + 2i (Ω_0(0, ω) − Ω_2(0, ω)) Γ_2

, Ω_l(0, ω) = v_F ω − i(Γ_1 + Γ_2) ∫ dθ 2π (cos θ)^l, = ne^2 m(iω + Γ_1) . Finally, the spatial current profiles can be obtained via the inverse Fourier transform: j_y(x, ω) = ∑ q e^{−iqx}j_y(q, ω) = ∑ q e^{−iqx} ∑ q^′ σ_y(q, q^′, ω)E_y(ω)δ_q′_{,0},

= E_y(ω)σ_D (ω) ( 1 − ∑ l∈Ze^{−ilq0 x}(−1)^lσ^{bk}_y (lq_0, ω) σ̄^{bd}_y + σ̄^{bk}_y (ω) ) . (A24)

Appendix B: Shear Sound Complex Dispersion in the Infinite System

In this section we outline the derivation of the generic complex dispersion relation for the shear sound in the infinite system (b = 0) in the absence of external fields, but with finite Landau parameters and scattering. The dispersive and purely decaying solutions, as well as the Pomeranchuk instability discussed in the main text can be obtained from the different regions in parameter space for which the solution is valid.

Primarily, we solve Eq. (A9) with b = 0, or equivalently, for the zeros of τ^{−1}(q, ω),

1 + 2iΩ_{02}(q, ω)Γ̃_2 − 2F_1Ω_{13}(q, ω) = 0. (B1)

The integrals Ω_{ij} (q, ω) = Ω_{ij} (ζ) are functions of the single variable ζ = s − i(Γ̃_1 + Γ̃_2), where we restrict to the case Γ̃_{1,2} > 0. We extend s into the complex plane, s → s = s + iγ, and evaluate these integrals by a change of variables z = e^{iθ}, Ω_{02}(ζ) = ∫ dθ 2π sin^2 θ ζ − cos θ = −i 1 4π ∮ C dz (z^2 − 1)^2 z^2(z − z_+)(z − z_−) = { z_−, s > 0, z_+, s < 0, (B2)

Ω_{13}(ζ) = ∫ dθ 2π cos θ sin^2 θ ζ − cos θ = −i 1 8π ∮ C dz (z^2 − 1)^2(z^2 + 1) z^3(z − z_+)(z − z_−) = {_1

2 z^2_−, s > 0, 1 2 z^2_+, s < 0,

(B3) z_± = ζ ± √ ζ^2 − 1, z_+z_− = 1, (B4)

where C denotes the unit circle. The above results are valid for |z_+| ≠ |z_−| ≠ 1, corresponding to solutions outside the particle-hole continuum. Substituting them into Eq. (B1) and self-consistently solving for ω, we arrive at the following solutions

ω_± = i ( Γ_1 + s_1

Γ_2 √ F_1 ) ± s_1 √ (v_Fq)^2 −

Γ^2_2 F_1

, s_1 =

1 + F_1 2 √ F_1

(B5)

which are only valid for the following regions in parameter space with q ≥ 0:

• ω_+ solution only exists for |F_1| > 1 and for the following wave-vectors: 0 ≤ v_Fq < − 2Γ_2 1 + F_1

, F_1 < −1, (B6)

2Γ_2 1 + F_1

≤ v_Fq, F_1 > 1, (B7)

• ω_− solution exists for all F_1 and for the following wave-vectors:

0 ≤ v_Fq, |F_1| > 1, (B8)

0 ≤ v_Fq ≤

2Γ_2 1 + F_1

, |F_1| ≤ 1, (B9)

These results are summarized in Fig. 4, highlighting the three regimes of F_1 values with qualitatively distinct solutions.

FIG. 4. Schematic showing qualitatively distinct solutions of the shear collective mode dispersion ω+ (blue) and ω− (red) for the three regimes of F1 values indicated. Dispersive solutions only exists for F1 > 1 shown in (a) and are plotted in solid lines while decaying modes are plotted in dashed lines. (c) Pomeranchuk instability: ω− describes an exponentially growing solution. Particle-hole continuum is given by the green region. Γs = Γ1 + s1^{Γ2√}_{F1} and Γ_{p−h} = Γ1 + Γ2.

Appendix C: Resonant conductivity zeros of the sliding crystal

In this section we discuss in greater detail the sliding crystal toy model to illustrate the phenomenon of resonant conductivity dips.

Consider the propagation of elastic waves in a two-dimensional crystal tetragonal crystal. For a wave vector pointing along one of the principal axes of the crystal, entire lines of atoms move in phase with displacements either parallel (longitudinal) or perpendicular (transverse) to the direction of the wave vector. For simplicity, we assume that a line j with displacement u_j experiences a restoring force F^{res}_j only from its adjacent lines j ±1 that is linearly proportional to the difference of their displacements^{47},

F^{res}_j = −κ(u_j − u_{j+1}) − κ(u_j − u_{j+1}). (C1)

Here κ is the force constant.

Let us now confine the tetragonal crystal in a channel (see Fig. 3(b) of the main text). For an N-atom wide channel, the two columns of atoms at the edges x_{±N/2} experience boundary friction γ_b due to the roughness of the channel. In addition, we introduce a homogeneous bulk friction γ, and further drive the system uniformly along ŷ parallel to the channel with an external force F_j ∝ e^{iωt}. By symmetry, only the transverse waves are excited by the drive so that we write explicitly u_j = y_j .

To highlight the qualitative aspects of the system, we outline below the solution for the case of periodic boundary conditions along x so that x_j = x_{j+N} . Setting the particles’ masses to unity, we have the following equation of motion:

ÿ_j = F_j − κ(y_j − y_{j+1}) − κ(y_j − y_{j+1}) − (γ + γ_bδ_{j,−} N_2 )ẏ_j . (C2)

Using the ansatz y_j ∝ e^{iωt}, the equation of motion in Fourier space reads

F_q = ∑ j e^{−i 2πqN j} { 1 N ∑ k Y_ke^{i 2πkN j} ( −ω^2 + 2κ + iωγ + iωγ_bδ_{j,−} N_2 ) − κ N ∑ k Y_ke^{i 2πkN j} ( e^{i 2πkN} + e^{−i 2πkN} ) }

= Y_q { −ω^2 + 2κ ( 1 − cos ( 2πq N )) + iωγ } + iωγ_b 1 N (−1)^q ∑ k (−1)^kY_k, (C3)

where F_q = ∑ j e^{−i 2πqN j} F_j and Y_q = ∑ j e^{−i 2πqN j} y_j are the respective Fourier components of F_j and y_j .

We rewrite the above in a form similar to Eq. (A11),

Y_q = η_{toy}(q, ω) ( F_q − iωγ_b 1 N (−1)^q ∑ k (−1)^kY_k ) , (C4)

η_{toy}(q, ω) = 1 −ω^2 + 2κ ( 1 − cos (_{2πq} N )) + iωγ , (C5)

and proceed to solve it in a similar fashion outlined earlier to find

Y_q = η_{toy}(q, ω) ( F_q − iωγ_b 1 N (−1)^q ∑ k(−1)^kη_{toy}(k, ω)F_k 1 + iωγ_b^1_N ∑ q^′ ηtoy(q ′, ω) ) . (C6)

For a spatially uniform external force F_j = F , F_q = F Nδ_{q,0}, an analogous average transverse conductivity relating the average transverse velocity density to the external force can be defined,

σ_{toy}(ω) = ∑ j ẏ_j NF = iωY_0 NF = σ_{toy,D}(ω) ( 1 − σ_{toy,D}(ω) σ̄^{bd}_{toy} + σ̄^{bk}_{toy}(ω) ) , (C7)

with the quantities for the toy model analogous to the Fermi liquid,

σ_{toy,D}(ω) = iωη_{toy}(0, ω) = 1 iω + γ , (C8)

σ̄^{bk}_{toy}(ω) = ∑ q σ^{bk}_{toy}(q, ω) = ∑ q iωη_{toy}(q, ω), (C9)

σ̄^{bd}_{toy}(ω) = N γ_b . (C10)

The collective modes of this toy model analogous to the shear sound is simply the the transverse phonon, whose positive frequency dispersion is given by the poles of lim_{γ→0} η_{toy}(q, ω),

ω_0(q) = √ 2κ ( 1 − cos ( 2πq N )) , q ∈ Z, (C11) lim N→∞ ω_0(q) ≃ ω_{ph}q, ω_{ph} = √ κ ( 2π N ) , (C12)

where ω_{ph} denotes the fundamental frequency of the transverse phonon. Rewriting the bulk conductivity, we find

σ^{bk}_{toy}(q, ω) = iωη_{toy}(q, ω) = −iω 2ω_γ (q) ( 1 ω − ω_γ (q) − i^γ_2 − 1 ω + ω_γ (q) − i^γ_2 ) , (C13)

ω_γ (q) = √ ω^2_0 (q) − 1 4 γ^2, (C14)

whose real component is

σ^{bk′}_{toy} (q, ω) = γω 4ω_γ (q) ( 1 (ω − ω_γ (q))^2 +^1_4 γ^2 − 1 (ω + ω_γ (q))^2 +^1_4 γ^2 ) . (C15)

This is none other than the relaxation broadened Lorenzian peak centered at the resonant frequencies ±ω_γ (q) of the (damped) transverse phonon whose peak value diverges as^1_γ .

The average conductivity of the channel itself however does not necessarily follow the behavior of the bulk conductivity depending on the value of the boundary friction γ_b. To see this, we rewrite the real part of Eq. (C7) to leading order in^γ_ω ,

σ^′_{toy}(ω) ≃ 1 ω^2

(γ + Re [β_{toy}(ω)]) + O ( γ ω )_2

, (C16)

β^{−1}_{toy}(ω) = N γ_b + σ̄^{bk}_{toy}(ω). (C17)

The quantity σ̄^{bk}_{toy}(ω) is therefore a series of Lorentzian broadened resonant peaks centered about ω_γ (q ∈ Z) (a Dirac comb in the γ → 0 limit). Consequently, there are three qualitatively distinct regimes:

• No resonance features: γ ≫^{γb}_N .

In this case β^{−1}_{toy}(ω) ≃^N_{γb} so that in general, σ^′_{toy}(ω) ≃^1_{ω2} γ.

• Resonant dips: γ ≪^{γb}_N ≪ ω_{ph} ⇒ γ_b ≪ 2π √ κ. In general, β^{−1}_{toy}(ω) ≃^N_{γb} so that σ^′_{toy}(ω) ≃^1_{ω2}^{γb}_N . On resonance however, β^{−1}_{toy}(ω) ≃^1_γ , so that σ^′_{toy}(ω) ≃^2_{ω2} γ → 0 as γ → 0, i.e. resonant dips.

• Resonant peaks: γ ≪ ω_{ph} ≪^{γb}_N ⇒ γ_b ≫ 2π √ κ. In this case, the contribution from the resonant peaks become comparable and the typical conductivity becomes roughly constant. At a frequency midway between two adjacent resonant frequencies ω_0(q) and ω_0(q + 1) , their imaginary parts cancel. A narrow peak develops, whose height and inverse width is approximately given by min (_{γb} N ,^{ω2ph}_γ ) . The second regime corresponds to strong pinning of the crystal at the boundary. The average channel conductivity recovers the resonant peak structure of the bulk conductivity but at shifted frequencies,

ω_{peak}(q) = √ 2κ ( 1 − cos ( 2π 2N (2q − 1) )) , q ∈ Z. (C18) These are none other than the odd harmonics of the transverse phonon whose fundamental wavelength is now twice the channel width (c.f. particle in a box). Only the odd harmonics are excited by the spatially uniform driving field due to the symmetry about x = 0. The crossover between the two regimes is illustrated in Fig. 6(a) in Sec. D.

Appendix D: Visibility of conductivity dips

In this section, we discuss the effect of bulk relaxation Γ_{1,2} on the visibility of the conductivity dips and provide an estimate on the sample cleanliness required to observe them. We are therefore primarily interested in the regime when the shear sound exists as a dispersive mode, F_1 > 1.

The momentum conserving relaxation rate Γ_2 has two different effects on the shear sound, as is evident from Eq. (B5): it contributes to the broadening with a prefactor^{s1√}_{F1} =^{1+F1}_{2F1} which ranges from^1_2 to 1 in the regime of interest and it introduces a second order correction to the shear sound dispersion. The latter is rather unimportant when relaxation is weak and we ignore it here. Hence, we focus exclusively on Γ = Γ_1, setting Γ_2 → 0 in the following, with the implicit assumption that Γ_2 has the same qualitative effect.

Let us first consider the effect of Γ on the bulk transverse conductivity σ^{bk}_y (q, ω). Using the results in Section B, we find

σ^{bk}_y (q, ω) ≃ ne^2 m 2iz v_Fq(F_1z^2 − 1) , z = s − iΓ̃ − √( s − iΓ̃ )_2

− 1 = z^′ + iz^{′′}, (D1)

where s =^ω_{vFq} , Γ̃ =^Γ_{vF q} , and z^′ and z^{′′} denote respectively the real and imaginary parts of z. When ω < v_Fq the parameter z is complex even with Γ = 0. Its magnitude is approximately constant over this range of ω. Physically, this corresponds to contributions coming from the incoherent particle-hole excitations. The functional dependence of z on ω is qualitatively different for ω > v_Fq, in which case we can write explicitly

σ^{bk}_y (q, ω > v_Fq) ≃ ne^2 m 2iz v_FqF_1 1 ( z^′ − F^{− 12}_1 + iz^{′′} ) ( z^′ + F^{− 12}_1 + iz^{′′}

) , (D2)

z^′ = s − √ s^2 − 1 + O(Γ̃^2), z^{′′} = Γ̃ ( z^′ s − z^′ ) + O(Γ̃^2), (D3)

Here, we have expanded z to leading order in Γ̃ . A resonance occurs when z^′ = F^{− 12}_1 , corresponding to ω = ω_{shear} = v_{shear}q with v_{shear} = v_F(1 + F_1)/2 √ F_1. The real part of the conductivity has the form of a Lorentzian in the vicinity of the shear sound frequency

Re σ^{bk}_y (q, ω > v_Fq) ≃ ne^2 m 1 v_FqF_1 ( z^{′′} (z^′ − ξ)^2 + z^{′′2} + z^{′′} (z^′ + ξ)^2 + z^{′′2} ) , (D4)

analogous to the transverse phonon of the toy model considered in Section C. To leading order in Γ/ω, the real component of the average transverse conductivity Eq. (A22) is then

Re σ_y(ω) ≃ ne^2 m 1 ω^2

(Γ + Re [β(ω)]) + O ( Γ ω )_2

, (D5)

β^{−1}(ω) = W b + m ne^2 ∑ l∈Z σ^{bk}_y (lq_0, ω). (D6)

The sum over l has contributions both from the shear sound and the particle-hole continuum. When ω is near the first shear-sound resonance, ω ≃ v_{shear}q_0, we can approximate β^{−1} by β^{−1}(ω) ≃ W b − i (F_1 − 1

2F_1 ) 1 ω − v_{shear}q_0 − iΓ

+ ζ_{p−h}, (D7)

where ζ_{p−h} ∼ log n_{max}W/v_F is a complex number that is approximately constant for small deviations of ω and n_{max} = q_{max}/q_0 depends on the large momentum cutoff q_{max}, which is determined by the characteristic length scale of the boundary friction or by the Fermi momentum k_F. For simplicity we assume log n_{max} to be of order one and drop it in the following.

Similar to the case of the toy model, signatures of the shear sound resonance become discernible once the bulk relaxation is smaller than all the other energy scales present, namely Γ ≪ b/W, v_F/W . In this regime, the real conductivity becomes

Re σ_y (ω) ∼ ne^2 m 1 ω^2 { min(b/W, v_Fq_0), δω ≫ min(b/W, v_F/W ) Γ, δω ≪ min(b/W, v_F/W ) , (D8) where δω = ω − ω_{shear}. At the resonance, the conductivity has a dip, whose width and depth are controlled by the parameter min(b/W, v_F/W ) as illustrated in Fig. 5(a). We conclude that the dip should be visible in an experiment once the experimental resolution and the energy broadening due to disorder and electron collisions is smaller than both the effective boundary scattering rate b/W and the typical energy of excitations v_F/W . Similar estimates hold for the resonances at higher harmonics of the shear-sound frequency, ω = lω_{shear}. In practice, samples with a mean free path of λ > 5W should be sufficient to support well developed dips as shown in Fig. 5(b) and (c).

While the widths of the dips are determined by the boundary scattering rate b/W , they saturate to a finite value ∼ v_F/W in the limit of strong boundary scattering, in which case the widths are typically of the order of the distance between neighboring dips ∼ v_F/W . This is in contrast to the toy model of a sliding crystal, where the width of the dips continue to grow with increasing boundary scattering until they evolve into conductivity peaks located at the mid point between two resonances. This difference is illustrated by a comparison of the Fermi liquid and the toy model in Fig. 6. In this figure (also in Fig. 5(b) and Fig. 5(c) and in main text Fig. 1(d) and Fig. 3(a)), the conductivities are respectively normalized by

σ_0(ω) = ne^2 m 1 ω^2 Re [ β ( ω ≫ Γ, b W )] ≃ DΓ_{eff} ω^2 , D = ne^2 m , (D9)

Γ_{eff} = Γ + v_Fq_0 min (¯ b, 1 ) , b̄ = b W v_Fq_0 = b 2πv_F , (D10)

for the LFL, with D denoting the Drude weight, and

σ^{toy}_0 (ω) = 1 ω^2

Re [β_{toy}(ω ≫ γ, γ_b)] = γ_{eff} ω^2

, (D11)

γ_{eff} = γ + ω_{ph}b̃, b̃ = γ_b Nω_{ph} , (D12)

for the toy model. The dimensionless friction parameter b̄ for the LFL is defined relative to v_Fq_0, while its analogue for the toy model b̃ is defined relative to the fundamental transverse phonon frequency. The parameters Γ_{eff} and γ_{eff} characterize respectively the effective scattering rates in the LFL and the toy model. The saturation of the dip width in the case of the Fermi liquid arises from the additional contribution to the conductivity due to particle-hole excitations. Unlike the toy model, it obstructs the complete formation of the resonant peaks. Indeed, in the somewhat artificial limit of F_1 → ∞, the contribution of the particle-hole continuum is diminished and the Fermi liquid becomes more similar to the toy model.

FIG. 5. (a) Schematic of the visibility of the conductivity dips as a function of the effective boundary scattering rate b/W . The dips appear for b/W > Γ and the width and depth saturate for b/W > vF/W . (b, c) Plots of the real part of the channel conductivity for different values of the mean free path λ. The boundary scattering rate is b̄ = 0.1 in (b), and b̄ = 10 in (c) demonstrating the broadening of the dips with stronger boundary scattering.

FIG. 6. Plots of the real part of the channel conductivity with increasing values of boundary friction showing (a) the broadening of conductivity zeros and the development of resonant peaks in the toy model, and (b) the obstruction of this phenomenon in the LFL due to the presence of the particle-hole continuum. Boundary friction values are b̄ (or b̃ for the toy model) = 0.1 (blue), 1 (orange) and 10 (green). Bulk friction is set to γ = Γ = 0 in both models. Parameters for the toy model are chosen to emulate the dips at the shear sound resonant frequencies in the LFL with F1 = 3.