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O ne-dim ensionalD isordered D ensity W aves and Superuids:

T he R ole ofQ uantum Phase Slips and T herm alFluctuations
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The low tem perature phase diagram of1D disordered quantum system slike charge orspin den-

sity waves,superuids and related system s is considered by a full�nite T renorm alization group

approach, presented here for the �rst tim e. At zero tem perature the consideration of quantum

phase slipsleadsto a new scenario forthe unpinning (delocalization) transition. At�nite T a rich

cross-overdiagram isfound which reectsthe zero tem perature quantum criticalbehavior.

PACS num bers: 71.10.Pm ,72.15.R n,N j,73.20.M p,Jc

Thecollectivebehaviorofcondensed m odulated struc-

tures like charge or spin density waves (CDW s/SDW s)

[1,2], ux line lattices (FLLs) [3,4]and W igner crys-

tals[2]in random environm entshasbeen the subjectof

detailed investigations since the early 70th. These are

m otivated by the drastic in uence ofdisorder: without

pinning CDW swould be idealsuperconductorswhereas

type-II superconductors would show a � nite resistivity.

In threedim ensionalsystem sthelow tem peraturephase

ofthese structuresisdeterm ined by a zero tem perature

disorder � xed point resulting in quasi-long range order

and aglassydynam ics[3,4].In twodim ensionsthis� xed

pointisextended to a � xed linewhich term inatesatthe

glasstransition tem perature [5,6]. In the low tem pera-

turephasecorrelationsdecay slightly fasterthan apower

law and thelinearresistivityvanishes(forarecentreview

see [4]). In one dim ension the situation isdi� erent: the

glasstem peratureisshifted to T = 0.Neverthelessthere

rem ainsa residualtraceofthedisorderwhich isre ected

in the low tem perature behavior ofspatialcorrelations

and the dynam ics[7].

Clearly,atlow tem peraturesalsoquantum  uctuations

have to be taken into account. Disorder and quantum

 uctuationsin 1D CDW satzero tem peraturehavebeen

considered previously (see e.g. [8,9])and an unpinning

transition as a function ofthe interaction strength was

found.Finitetem peraturee� ectswerepartially incorpo-

rated by truncating therenorm alization group (RG ) ow

atthedeBrogliewavelength ofthephasonexcitations[9].

However,foracom pletestudyofthetherm altoquantum

cross-overquantum and therm al uctuationshaveto be

considered on an equalfooting[10],which willbethe� rst

goalofthis paper. The second goalwillbe the consid-

eration ofquantum phase slips which trigger their own

quantum phase transition to the disordered phase and

in uence also the unpinning transition.Experim entally,

1D behaviorcan beseen in realm aterialse.g.in whiskers

with a transverseextension sm allerthan the correlation

length orin chain likecrystalswith weak interchain cou-

pling.In thelattercasethereisa largecross-overlength

scale up to which 1D behavior can be observed [1,2].

Theresultsobtained fortheCDW s/SDW shaveanum ber

offurther applications on disordered quantum system s:

they relatee.g.tothelocalization transition ofLuttinger

liquids[8,9],tunneljunction chains[11],super uids[12],

Josephson coupled chainsofthesesystem sifthecoupling

istreated in m ean-� eld theory [8]. In m ostpartsofthis

paper,wewillusethe term inology ofCDW s.

W ellbelow the m ean � eld condensation tem perature

TM F oftheCDW ,theelectron density �(x)can bewrit-

ten in the form [1]

�(x)= �0(1+ Q
�1
@x’)+ �1 cos[p(’ + Q x)]+ ::: (1)

where Q = 2kF , kF is the Ferm i{m om entum , �0 the

m ean electron density and �1 isproportionalto the am -

plitude of the com plex (m ean � eld) order param eter

� ei’ � hbQ + b
+

�Q
i.b+

k
;bk;denotesthe phonon creation

and annihilation operator,respectively.’(x)isa slowly

varying phasevariable.Neglecting  uctuationsin � ,the

Ham iltonian ofthe CDW isgiven by

Ĥ =

LZ

0

(

c

2

��v

c

�2
P̂
2 + (@x’̂)

2
�
+
X

i

Ui�(x)�(x � xi)

+ W cos

�
q�

~

Z x

dyP̂ (y)

�
)

dx (2)

where [̂P (x);’̂(x0)] = ~

i
�(x � x0). c = f

~vF
2�

denotes

the elastic constant,vF the Ferm i{velocity,v the e� ec-

tivevelocity ofthephason excitationsand f(T)thecon-

densate density [1]. Note that f(T) and � (T) vanish

at TM F whereas v rem ains � nite. The third term re-

sults from the e� ect ofim purities ofrandom potential

strenght Ui = � Uim p and position xi and includes a

forward and a backward scattering term proportionalto

�0 and �1,respectively. W e willassum e,thatthe m ean

im purity distance lim p islarge com pared with the wave

length ofthe CDW and that the disorder is weak,i.e.

1 � lim pQ � c=(Uim p�1). In this case the Fukuyam a{

Lee length LFL = (c=(U p2))2=3 is large com pared with

the im purity distance, here U = Uim p�1=
p
lim p. The
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fourth term in (2) describes the in uence of quantum

phaseslipsby ’ = � q� and willbefurtherdiscussed be-

low [12]. The m odel(2)includesthe fourdim ensionless

param eterst= T=�� c,K = ~v=�c,u2 = U 2=�3�c2 and

w = W =�c� 2,whichm easurethestrengthofthetherm al,

quantum ,and disorder  uctuations and the probability

ofphase slips, respectively. � = �=a is a m om entum

cut-o� .Although forCDW sand SDW sK -valuesofthe

order 10�1 and 1,respectively,have been discussed at

T = 0 [13],the expressionsrelating K and tto the m i-

croscopictheory lead to theconclusion thatboth diverge

by approaching TM F whereas the ratio K =t rem ains � -

nite.Theclassicalregion ofthem odelisgiven by K � t

which can be rewritten as the condition,that the ther-

m alde Broglie wave length �T = K =(t� )ofthe phason

excitationsissm allcom pared with the latticespacing a.

In order to determ ine the phase diagram we adopt a

standard W ilson-typerenorm alization group calculation,

which startsfrom a path integralform ulation ofthepar-

tition function corresponding to Ham iltonian (2) with

u;w � 1.W e begin with the renorm alization ofthe dis-

orderterm and putw = 0forthem om ent.Thesystem is

transform ed into a translationally invariantproblem us-

ing thereplica-trick.G oing overto dim ensionlessspatial

and im aginary tim evariables,� x ! x and � v� ! �,the

replicated action isgiven by (�= (u�0� =�1Q )
2)

S(n)

~

=
1

2�K

X

�;�

L �Z

0

dx

K =tZ

0

d�

(
h

(@x’�)
2 + (@�’�)

2
i

���

�
1

2K

K =tZ

0

d�
0

h

u
2 cosp

�

’�(x;�)� ’�(x;�
0)

�

+ �@x’�(x;�)@x’�(x;�
0)

i
)

: (3)

Integrating overthehigh m om entum m odesof’(x;�)in

a m om entum shellofin� nitesim alwidth 2�=b� jqj� 2�

but arbitrary frequencies and rescaling x ! x0 = x=b,

� ! �0 = �=b we obtain the following renorm alization

group  ow equations(up to oneloop):

dK

dl
= �

1

2
p
4
u
2
K B 0(p

2
K ;

K

2t
)coth

K

2t
; (4)

du2

dl
=

h

3�
p2K

2
coth

K

2t

i

u
2
;

dt

dl
= t; (5)

B i(�;y)=

yZ

0

d�

1Z

0

dxgi(�;x)cosh(y� �)(coshy)�1

h

1+
�
y

�

�2
(cosh �x

y
� cos��

y
)

i�=4
;

(6)

where l = lnb and g0(�;x) = �(x)�2. Note that

B 0(p
2K ;K

2t
)! 0 forK ! 0.

The equation for the  ow of� is m ore involved and

willnot be discussed here since it does not feed back

into the other  ow equations. Indeed, we can get rid

of the forward scattering term by rewriting ’̂(x) =

’̂b(x)+ ’f(x) with ’f(x) =
Rx
0
dyc(y),hc(x)i = 0 and

hc(x)c(x0)i= �

2
��(x � x0). The phase correlation func-

tion C (x;�) = h(’(x;�)� ’(0;0))2i = C (x;�)+ Cf(x)

hasthereforealwaysa contribution Cf(x)� jxj=�f with

�
�1

f
� �(l = logjxj). Since allfurther rem arks about

phasecorrelationsreferto Cb(x;�)wewilldrop thesub-

scriptb.

There is no renorm alization oft (i.e. c) because of

a statisticaltilt sym m etry [14]. The specialcase t= 0

was previously considered in [9](with p =
p
2). The

 ow equation forK obtained in [9]forw = t= 0 devi-

ates slightly from (4),which can be traced back to the

di� erent RG -procedures. The criticalbehavior is how-

everthesam e:thereisa K osterlitz-Thouless(K T)tran-

sition [15]at K u between a disorder dom inated pinned

and a freeunpinned phasewhich term inatesin the� xed

pointK �

u = 6=p2.u0 denotesthebarevalueofthedisor-

derand K u isgiven by u2 =
K

�
u

p2�
(
K u �K

�
u

K �
u

� logK u

K �
u

)with

� = B 0(p
2K �

u;1 ). In the pinned phase the param eters

K ;u  ow into theclassical,strong disorderregion:K !

0;u ! 1 . The correlation function C (x;0) � jxj=�u

increaseslinearly with jxj. Integration ofthe  ow equa-

tions gives for sm allinitialdisorder and K � K u an

e� ective correlation length �u � ��1 (� LFL)
(1�K =K u )

�1

at which u becom es of the order unity. Close to the

transition line �u shows K T behavior. For K � Ku

�u diverges and C (x;�) � K (l = logjzj)logjzjwhere

jzj=
p
x2 + �2.NotethatK (l)saturateson largescales

ata value K e�(u0).

For large values ofu our  ow equations break down,

but we can � nd the asym ptotic behavior in this phase

by solving the initialm odelin theitstrong pinning lim it

Uim p � 1;K = 0 exactly. A straightforward but

som ewhat clum sy calculation yields for the pair cor-

relation function C (x;�) = 2�

p�
(1 � �

sinh �
)jQ xj where

� = �=(pQ lim p). The connection to the weak pinning

m odelfollowsby choosing lim p � LFL.

At�nitetem peraturestherm al uctuationsdestroy the

quantum interferencee� ectswhich lead to thepinning of

the CDW at t = 0. The RG  ow of u in the region

K < K u � rst increases and then decreases. � can be

found approxim ately by integrating the  ow equations

untilthe m axim um ofu(l)and t(l)=(1+ K (l))is ofor-

der one. This can be done in fullgenerality only nu-

m erically (see Fig. 1). Itishoweverpossible to discuss

severalspecialcasesanalytically. The zero tem perature

correlation length can stillbe observed as long as this

is sm aller than �T which rewrites for K not too close

to K �

u as t . tK � K t
(1�K =K u )

�1

u , tu � (� LFL)
�1 .

W e callthisdom ain the quantum disordered region. For

K � Ku the correlation length � is given by �T which
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islargerthan given by purely therm al uctuations. For

scalessm allerthan �T ,C (x;�)stillincreasesas� logjzj

with a continuously varying coe� cientK e�(u0). In this

sense one observesquantum criticalbehavior in thatre-

gion,despite ofthe fact,that the correlation length is

now � nite for allvalues ofK [10]. In the classicaldis-

ordered region tK < t < tu the correlation length is

roughly given by LFL as follows from previous studies

[6,7].In therem ainingregiontu . tweadoptan alterna-

tive m ethod by m apping the (classical)one-dim ensional

problem onto the Burgers equation with noise [16]. In

thiscase the RG -procedure applied to thisequation be-

com es trivialsince there is only a contribution from a

single m om entum shelland one � ndsforthe correlation

length ��1 � �

2
f(T)t(1+ (2�=p)2(tu=t)

3)� . The phase

diagram depicted in Fig.1 istheresultofthenum erical

integration ofour  ow equations and shows indeed the

variouscross-oversdiscussed before.

So farthe phase � eld wasconsidered to be single val-

ued. Taking into accountalso am plitude  uctuationsof

the orderparam eterthe phase m ay changeby m ultiples

of2� by orbiting (in space and im aginary tim e) a zero

ofthe am plitude. Such vorticescorrespond to quantum

phaseslipsdescribed by thelastterm in (2)(with q= 2),

which wediscusshereunderequilibrium conditions.This

operator superposes two translations of’ by � q� left

from x,i.e. it changes coherently the phase by � q� in

a m acroscopic region. Forvanishing disorderthe m odel

can be m apped on the sine-G ordon Ham iltonian forthe

�-� eld (with K replaced by K�1 ) by using the canoni-

caltransform ation P̂ = � ~

�
@x�̂ and �

~

�
@x’̂ = �̂ .To see

theconnection tospace-tim evorticesonerewritestheac-

tion ofinteractingvorticesasaclassical2D Coulom b gas

which issubsequently m apped to thesine{G ordon m odel

[17].The initialvalue w0 ofw isproportionalto the fu-

gacity w0 � e�S core=~ ofthe space-tim e vortices which

m ay be non-negligible close to TM F ,where the action

Score � ~=(�K )ofthe vortex core issm all. Perform ing

an analogouscalculation asbefore (butwith u = 0)the

RG - ow equationsread:

dK

dl
= �

�

2

q4w 2

K 3
B 2

�
q2

K
;
K

2t

�

coth
K

2t
; (7)

dt

dl
=

�

1�
�

2

q4w 2

K 4
B 1

�
q2

K
;
K

2t

�

coth
K

2t

�

t; (8)

dw

dl
=

�

2�
q2

4K
coth

K

2t

�

w; (9)

where B 1;2 are given in (6) with g1 = 2�2 cosx and

g2 = (x2 + �2)cosx. From (7) - (9) we � nd,that for

t= u = 0 quantum phase slipsbecom e relevant(i.e. w

grows)forK > K w with K �

w = q2=8 (q = 2 forCDW s).

In this region vortices destroy the quasilong range or-

derofthe CDW ,C (x;�)� jzj=�w . The transition isof

K T type with a correlation length �w (w(log�w ) � 1)

diverging atK w + 0 [12]. At� nite tem peraturesw � rst

increases,butthen decreasesand  owsinto theregion of

large tand sm allw. Thusquantum phase slipsbecom e

irrelevantat� nitetem peratures.Thiscan beunderstood

asfollows:at� nitetthe1D quantum sine-G ordon m odel

can bem apped on theCoulom b gason atorusofperim e-

terK =tsinceperiodicboundary conditionsapply now in

the �-direction. W hereas the entropy of two opposite

chargesincreasesforseparation L � K =taslog(LK =t),

theiraction increaseslinearly with L.Thus,the charges

rem ain bound. The one-dim ensionalCoulom b gas has

indeed only an insulating phase [18].
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FIG .1: The low tem perature cross-over diagram ofa one-

dim ensionalCDW .The am ountofdisordercorrespondsto a

reduced tem perature tu � 0:1. In the classicaland quantum

disordered region,respectively,essentially the t= 0 behavior

is seen. The straight line separating them corresponds to

�T � a.In thequantum criticalregion thecorrelation length

is given by �T . Pinning (localization) occurs only for t =

0;K < K
�
u.

pinned

u0

Kw Ku K

qp<4   3

phase

slips pinned phase

slips

u0

Ku K

qp>4   3

Kw

unpinned

?

* * * *

FIG .2:T = 0phasediagram foraCDW with quantum phase

slips. Ifqp < 4
p
3 there isa single transition between a low-

K pinned and a high-K unpinned phase. In both phasesthe

correlation length is�nite.Ifqp > 4
p
3 these two phasesare

separated by athird phasein which phaseslipsaresuppressed

and C (x;�)� logjzj.Both transitionsdisappearat�nite t.

Itisnow interestingtoconsiderthecom bined in uence

ofdisorder and phase slips. In doing this we write an

approxim ate expression forthe action ofa single vortex

in a region oflinearextension L as

Svortex � Score

~

= (
q2

4K
� 2)logL �

u(L)

K
: (10)

For very low K (< K u;K w ) where u(L) � u0L
3=2 the

disorder always favours vortices on the scale ofthe ef-

fective Fukuyam a-Lee length �u. These vorticeswillbe

pinned in space by disorder. O n the other hand, for

very large values of K (> K u;K w ) phase vortices are

not in uenced by disorder since u(L) is renorm alized
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to zero. In the rem aining region we have to distin-

guish the cases K u ? K w . For K w < K < K u (i.e.

qp < 4
p
3) and u0 = 0 the phase correlations are lost

on the scale ofthe K T correlation length �w ofthe vor-

tex unbinding transition.Nottoo closeto thistransition

�w � � e(Score=2~)(1�K v=K )
�1

. Switching on the disorder,

u willberenorm alizedbystrongphase uctuationswhich

lead to an exponentialdecay ofu � u0e
�constL =� w such

that disorder is irrelevant for the vortex gas as long as

�w . �u.W eexpectthattherelation �w � �u determ ines

theposition ofthephaseboundarybetween apinned low-

K phasewherevorticesarefavoured by thedisorderand

an unpinned high-K phase where vortices are induced

by quantum  uctuations.Thislineterm inatesin Kw for

u0 ! 0 (see Fig. 2). IfScore is large,�w willbe large

as welland �w � �u willbe reached only for K � K�

u.

For m oderate values ofScore,the unpinning transition

m ay belowered considerably by quantum phaseslips.In

the opposite case K u < K < K w (i.e. qp > 4
p
3)phase

 uctuationsrenorm alizeweak disorderto zero such that

vortices are stillsuppressed untilK reaches K w where

vortex unbinding occurs. In this case two sharp phase

transitionshaveto be expected.

O ur  ow equations describe also the e� ect ofa com -

m ensurate lattice potential on the CDW : if the wave

length �=kF ofthe CDW m odulation is com m ensurate

with the period a of the underlying lattice such that

�=kF = n=(qa) with n;q integer, an Um klapp term

w cosq’ appears in the Ham iltonian [1]. W e obtain

the results in this case from (7) - (9) (and the con-

clusions derived from them ) ifwe use the replacem ents

K ! K �1 ;t! t=K 2 and w ! w=K 2. Thusthe lattice

potentialisrelevantforK < K w with K �

w = 8=q2.

Next we consider the application of the results ob-

tained so farto aone-dim ensionalBose uid.Itsdensity

operatorisgiven by eq.(1)ifweidentify Q =�= �0 = �1

(p = 2).@x’ isconjugateto thephase�oftheBose� eld

[19]. W ith the replacem entsK ! K �1 ,t! t=K 2 and

w = 0,(3) describes the action ofthe 1D-super uid in

a random potential. v denotesthe phase velocity ofthe

sound waveswith v=(�K )= �0=m and �vK = �=(� 2�20)

where � is the com pressibility. The transition between

the super uid and the localized phase occurs for K�u =

2=3[9].Therm al uctuationsagain suppressthedisorder

and destroy the super uid localization transition in 1D.

In contrastto CDW s here the �-� eld m ay have vortex-

like singularities in space{tim e and the  ow equations

(7)-(9)apply again.Thevortex unbinding transition ap-

pears at K w with K �

w = 1=2;(q = 2). Ifboth w and

u are non-zero we can use the canonicaltransform ation

to rewritethevortex contribution in theform w cos(q’).

For K < K u;K w both perturbations are irrelevantand

the system is super uid. For Kw < K < K u the de-

cay ofu isstopped due to the suppression ofthe ’  uc-

tuations due to w. An Im ry-M a-argum ent shows fur-

ther,thatthe q’ = �(n + 1=2)state isdestroyed on the

scale � � �w =u
2(log�) by arbitrary weak disorder,i.e.

vortices becom e irrelevant above this scale. O n larger

scales one can expects that quantum  uctuations wash

out the disorder,the system is stillsuper uid. Finally,

atK > K u;K w both perturbationsare relevantand su-

per uidity isdestroyed.

To concludewehaveshown,thatin 1D CDW s/SDW s

and super uids disorder driven zero tem perature phase

transitions are destroyed by therm al uctuations leav-

ing behind a rich cross-over behavior. Q uantum phase

slips in CDW s and super uids lead to additionalphase

transitionsand shift the unpinning transition in CDW s

to sm allerK -values.Coulom b hardening and dissipative

quantum e� ectswillbe discussed in a forthcom ing pub-

lication [20].
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