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W e consider the problem of the superconductor-insulator transition in the presence of disorder,
assum ing that the ferm ionic degrees of freedom can be ignored so that the problem reduces to one
of C ooper pair localization. W eak disorder drives the critical behavior away from the pure critical
point, nitially towards a di usive xed point. W e consider the e ects of Coulom b interactions and
quantum interference at this di usive xed point. Coulomb interactions enhance the conductivity,
n contrast to the situation for ferm ions, essentially because the exchange Interaction is opposite in
sign. The interaction-driven enhancem ent of the conductivity is larger than the weak-localization
suppression, so the system scales to a perfect conductor. Thus, i is a consistent possibility for
the critical resistivity at the superconductor-insulator transition to be zero, but this value is only
approached logarithm ically. W e detem ine the values of the critical exponents ;z; and comm ent
on possible in plications for the interpretation of experim ents.

PACS numbers: 7476w, 74404+ k

I. NTRODUCTION .

In a perfectly clean system at T = 0, the freeFem igas
is perched precariously at a criticalpoint. An arbitrarily
weak interaction w ill drive the system superconducting
by the K ohn-Luttingere ect if the interaction is repul-
sive). In the presence of disorder, how ever, the di usive
Fem i liquid is a stable phase for a nite range of in—
teraction and disorder strengths In dinensions d > 2.
In d = 2, i rem ains an open problem whether or not
ferm ions have a stable di usive m etallic phase. Such a
phase, if it exists, Iq:ou]d not be adiabatically connected
to the Fem i liquid® shce the non-interacting Fem igas
is always Insulating in the presence of disorder in d= 2.
In the 1im it of weak disorder, this can be understood as
a quantum interference e ect which is singular as a re—
sult of the di usive nature of electron propagation in a
disordered system : di usion at interm ediate length scales
(longer than the elasticm ean-free path) thw artsdi, usion
at long scales (longerthan the localization length)2. The
Interacting-electron problem rem ains unresolved because
Interactions in the spin-triplet channel are also singylar
as a result of the languid pace of di usive m otio@##
T he upshot of the interplay between these di erent sin—
gularities is unknown (see, however, ref. -'_”2,:_3) .

Consider the critical point separating the insulating
and super uid phases of a perfectly clan system of
bosonsatT = 0in 2D . W ewould lke to draw an analogy
between it and the free Fermm i gas. In the bosonic case,
there is a particular valie of the chem ical potential for
w hich the system hasgapless criticalm odes, loosely anal-
ogous to the excitations of the free Ferm i gas. For any
other value of the chem ical potential, the bosons are ei-
ther In a super uid state { a superconducting state, ifwe
assum e that the bosons are C ooperpairs { orin a gapped
Insulating state. Suppose we now add disorder to this
system . W hat is the fate of this critical point? On gen—
eralgrounds, w e believe that it isunlkely to broaden into

a stable di usivem etallic phase, and that the only Srable
phases are insulating M ott insulator or Bose glas®®) or
superconducting. Instead, we expect a di usive m etal-
lic criticalpoint w ith a universal conductivity separating
the insulating and superconducting phases. T he analogy
betw een Ferm iand B ose system s is in precise, but it em —
phasizes the in portant point that in both casesthere isa
ballistic critical point in the clean system which must be
usurped by a di usive xed point in the disordered one.

Such a xed point should be am enable to analysis by
m ethods sim ilar to those used forthe di usive Fem ilig-
uid. Conversely, expansion about the pure critical point
{ which isballistic, not di usive { should fail. Tn consid—
ering such a perspective, one is faced w ith the follow ing
question: why do quantum interferencee ects, which ap—
pearto be such an inevitable consequence ofdi usivem o—
tion, not preclide a nite conductivity at the super uid-
Insulator transition? The answermust lie In the e ects
of interactions, which onem ight hope to tam e since spin-—
less bosons, such as singlet C ooper pairs, do not have a
triplet channel { the troublesom e, singular one { through
which to Interact.

In this paper, we present the results of such an anal-
ysis. W e nd that there are two com peting e ects at a
putative 2D di usive Bose liquid critical point: one re—
sulting from interactions between the bosons; the other,
from quantum interference, ie. weak localization. In
the ferm ionic case, it is advisable to consider quantum
Interference and interactions on the sam e footing since
they lead to sim ilar logarithm ic corrections at the per-
turbative level. In the bosonic case, one m ust perforce
do so, since quantum interference leads to the existence
of Jocalized states even in the weak disorder lim it, and
bosons would congregate in the lowest energy localized
state In the absence of Interactions. W e nd that the ef-
fect of nteractions is stronger than quantum interference
and drives the system to a perfect conductor, thereby
explaining how di usion can rem ain in pervious to local-
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ization. This result is congenial to one’s ntuition that
repulsive interactions should disfavor localization. Po-
tential wells due to In purities din inish in attractiveness
when they are occupied and, as a result, the random
potential is e ectively screened. This e ect is present
for both short-ranged interactions as well as long-ranged
Coulomb interactions, but is stronger in the latter case.
The sam e phenom enon occurs In ferm ionic system s as
well, but it com petes w ith the exchange part of the inter—
action, which is opposie in sign due to Fem i statistics.
TIfthe interaction is short—ranged, i is irrelevant for spin—
less ferm dons, so it has no e ect on the conductiviy in
the nfrared lm it. (This is clear In the -finction lim i,
where the direct and exchange interactions cancel.) In
the case of Coulomb interactions, the exchange interac—
tion between spinless ferm ions dom nates and suppresses
the conductivity. In the case of spin-1=2 ferm ions, the
runaway ow of the triplet interaction am plitude indi-
cates that the H artree interaction begins to prevail over
the exchange interaction at longer length scales, thereby
lading to an enhanced conductiviy. However, the in—
teraction strength diverges before a metallic xed point
is reached, and no conclusion can be drawn about the
existence of a m etallic state at zero-tem perature. T hese
di cultiesdo not arise n thebosonic case. T he exchange
Interaction has the sam e sign as the direct one, and both
enhance the conductiviy.

Our resukt is valid for large conductivities in unis of
e’=h. Hence, if the bare conductivity is large { as it
can be if the bosons have an anisotropic m ass tensor {
then the renom alized conductivity isin nie. Ifthe bare
conductivity is am all, then there are two possbilities. T
the conductivity initially owsto su ciently Jarge values
that we can apply our calculation, then it will continue
to ow toin niy. However, it is also possble that the
system will ow in this case to a di erent xed point
at which the conductivity if nite. In such a scenario,
there would be two di erent possible universality classes
of superconductor-insulator transitions. In either case,
we conclude that it is a consistent possibility for the crit-
icalpoint between the super uid and insulating states of
a disordered B ose liquid to be a perfect conductor.

W e derive these results In a non-lnear -model
NL M) formulation of the problem of di using, inter—
acting bosons. Our NL M is very sin ilar to Finkel-
stein’sm odel or form ion2. However, the NL M playsa
very di erent role in this problem than in the ferm ionic
problem . There, the NI M describes the entire m etallic
phase. In 2+ din ensions, them etalinsulator transition
occursnearthem etallic xed point, sotheNL M excom —
passes it as well. In the bosonic problem which m odels
the superconductor-nsulator transition, our NL M de-
scribes the critical point. T he antiferrom agnetic H eisen—
berg model n d > 2 provides an enlightening analogy.
For isotropic exchange coupling J, = Jy;,, the model
is ordered and is descrlbbed by a NL M . In the ordered
phase, continuous symm etries are broken so there are
G oldstone m odes; this is the analog of our critical point.

ForJ, > Jy,y,them odeldevelops Ising orderw ith a gap;
this is analogous to our insulating phase. For J, < Jx,y,
them odeldevelops X Y order, which is analogous to our
superconducting phase.

II. DIRTY BOSONS

Follow ing :_S'i, we will treat the C ooper pairs in a dirty
superconductor asbosonsm oving In a random potential.
W e will assum e that all ferm ionic degrees of freedom are
gapped or localized and are therefore unin portant., T his
assum ption hasbeen called into question recent234%. If
ferm Jonic degrees of freedom prove to play an in portant
role at the superconductor-insulator transition, then our
analysis w ill need to be modi ed to inclide them , but
our description ofdirty bosonsw ill rem ain an in portant
com ponent of a richer description ofthe superconductor—
nsulator transition. "

N ote that we are studying here the generic transition?
between the Bose G lass and super uid phaseswhich oc-
curs at an Incommm enusurate boson density. In the
special case in which there are an Integer number of
bosons per lattice site, there m ay be a direct transition
between M ott Insulating and super uid phases which is
tuned by va?jng the ratio ofthe hopping and interaction
param &

W e begin wih a system of interacting bosonsm oving
In a random potential in two din ensions. T he derivation
w hich follow s goes through in arbitrary dim ension w ith
m Inor changes, but d = 2 is the m ost Interesting case.
T he In agihary-tin e action is:

Z
2 1 2
S = d°xd @ —r + V (x)
2m
Z
+  dIxdx%d &) &ux ¥ &) &) Q)

u® ¥) isthe interaction between bosons; we w ill con—
sider the cases of both short-ranged interactions and
Coulomb interactions. V (x) is the random potential; we
use the replica trick to average over i, thereby obtaining
the action:
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a= 1;2;:::;N isa replica index. W e have assum ed that
the potential has the G aussian whitenoise distrdbution
VEVE)=v & ).

This action is problem atic because it is not positive
de nite as a result of the second term . To cure this, we
w ill rotate the Integration contour in the fiinctional in—
tegral, as one does In the non-interacting case. T his can



be done m ore conveniently ifwe work in the M atsubara
frequency representation and separate the realand in ag-
nary parts ofthe M atsubara elds ., =
where , = 2 n=

nal + 1 na2r
The action can be made posi-

T he action now takes the fom :

tive de nite by rotating the
| o 7ison@)

elds in the follow ng way:
nad naa s A = 1;2. We rotatethen = 0
m ode along w ith then > 0 m odes.

X
S = deinaA(Xr ) ln+_r2+ nm maa X; )
n;m
X Z 1
+ dZX V0 naa n® n%A mbB mm? m%B
n;n%m ;m °
X h P i
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nijing
where o= Sgrl(m) mm 0.

In the absence of disorder, repulsive interactions are
m argihally irrelevant, and the cr:irjcalllj,ehavjor of (-'_3.") is
controlled by the G aussian xed poin€. Now consider
a perturbative treatm ent of the disorder. In the self-
consistent Bom approxin ation, we nd a selfenergy due
to disorder of the fomm :

m vy 2=2m
(n)= In - +
2 i+ + (n)
#
1'1+Irn n
itan ! (n) @)

+ Re (nq)

T he random potential shifts the chem ical potential and
also gives the bosons a nie lifetine . Asa result of
the lifetin e , sihgle-boson excitationsare no longer long—
lived degrees of freedom . H ow ever, particle-hole pairs are
Iong-lived, asm ay be seen from the conductivity which,
at this level of approxin ation, is = 2% .

T his does not preclude critical behavior in the single—
particle properties, as has alrgady been seen In the
context of interacting ferm ons® and of quasiparticles
In a disordered d-wave superconductor where there are
density-ofstates corrections and also in the context of
non-interacting electrons w ith an extra sublattice sym —
m etry, where the single-particle G reen function itself is
criricald.

T he conductiviy is sn allbecause there are no particle—

hole pairs for = 1 (sihce the transition occurs at
the bottom of a quadratic band). A nie lifetin e
leads to a gn all density of states 1= for particle-

hole pairs, which cancels the factor of the lifetime to
which  is custom arily proportional, thereby leading to
a conductivity which is O (1). However, we note that a
param etrically large conductivity can be obtained In a
slight generalization to a m odel of two species ofbosons
w ith anisotropic m asses and that m ix upon scattering.
Suppose that one of them hasm, = m;, my = my,
w hile the other hasm asses reversed. Then we nd that

hp P i

= mi=m,+ m,=m,; =2 °>.Forsu cintly large

or small ratio m 1=m ,, the conductiviy will be large.
Such a situation could occur, for instance, In a two—
band m odel In which the two bands of electrons have
anisotropicm asses, lrading to anisotropicm asses for the
C ooper pairs.

An RG analysis of the dirty boson problem yields the
Hllow ing RG equation In an -expansion about d= 4:

dVo
d \

= (+ )vo+Bvi+ iz 5)
wih 4 spatialdin ensionsand  tin e din ensions
(the Interesting case d= 2 occursat = =1).B > 0,
so there isno  xed point at weak coupling; nstead, there
isa runaway ow to strong disorder. W e interpret thisas
an Instability ofthe pure criticalpoint, at w hich the criti-
calm odes are ballistic, to thedi usive xedpoint. Toac—
cess the latter xed point, we w ill construct a non-linear

m odelw hich is appropriate for physics at length scales
longerthan them ean-free path. In this regim e, transport
isdi usive, and wem ay neglect degrees of freedom , such
as the elds, which are short-lived.

III. SADDLE-POINTS FOR DIRTY BOSONS

In the absence of the i, tem , the non-interacting
part ofthe action (-;7:) hasan O (k+ 1)N ;kN ) symm etry,
where k is a cuto on the M atsubara frequencies. The
key assum ption of F inkelstein’s theory? for form ions is
that the elkevation of the energies of the di usion m odes
by the i, temn and the interactions can be neglected
com pared to the gaps associated w ith other degrees of
freedom ; when this condition is satis ed, it isvalid to re—
tain only interacting di usion m odes and ignore allother
degrees of freedom . W e m ake the sam e assum ption here
In our description of the critical point. In the super uid



state, this is clearly not su cient, and we w illhave to re—
tain an extra degree of freedom . Tt m ay also be necessary
to inclide extra degrees of freedom to properly descrbe
the B ose glass insulating state.

O ur treatm ent of the critical saddlepoint and non-—
linear -model WL M) for interacting bosons ollow s
that ofF inkelstein for the ferm ionic case and also that of
the bosonic representation of the non-interacting prob—
Jem . Hence, we w illm erely give an outline in this section
and the next, em phasizing the in portant di erences.D e-
tails are presented in appendix 5: .

W e begin by using the H ubbard-Stratonovich transfor-
m ation to decouple the vp tem with a matrix QT & -
W e then decouple the interaction n two di erent ways
w ih X , which decouples the direct and exchange chan-
nels according to X ,and X ., which decouples the
C ooper channel according to X . . Finally, we de-
couple the chem icalpotential term w ith . In this
way, we have a system of non-interacting bosons at zero
chem icalpotential { their critical point { m oving In the
background eldsX , X., and . Integrating out the

elds, we obtain the e ective action (see appendj){_-{% ):

SeffD;Y;Z;ZZy; 1= ©)
X . 1 2 p_ — + i— p — + i
trlh i,+ —r“+Q 12 e’ X e ™ i2.e ' E(Xc+ch)el4 (7)
1 2 1 2
+—tr Q + —tr X + —tr X X, 8)
2V0
+ ( )G )

The G reen function ¢ of the A S iswritten asa 2 2
matrix in the nal line to em phasize the particle-hole
structure. It is the operator inverse of the expression
nside the logarithm . For 0, it is not even necessary
to ntroduce ; we can sinply drop the last line of 2_9)
and nsert Inside the logarithm .

Let usnow consider the saddlepoints ofthise ective
action. For > 0, there isa saddlepointwih h i6 O.
W hen we Include wuctuations, willbe renom alized,
so the critical value w illnot be zero.) W hen  develops
an expectation value, Q , X o, and X are forced to ollow
since they are coupled directly to bilinearsin . This is
the super uid phase.

For 0, k¥t us consider the non-interacting case

= .= 0. The saddlepoint condition is
? d’p 1

@ )P ig+ 2

2m

3= 10)

7

rz2+ +0Q

Let us absorb the realpart ofthe saddlepoint value ofQ
Into a renom alized g and focuson the in aginary part.
For y = 0, the saddlepoint solution of C;LQ) is

m ;n m v
; . v
Qab;AB_l 2 SN (n) nn AB ab

1)
This isthe di usive saddlepoint for selfconsistent B om
scattering of criticalbosonsby in purities. Tt corresponds
to a nie densiy of states for the bosons at this levelof
approxin ation. N otice that this saddlepoint solution is
taken to be replica sym m etric.

Now, or r < 0, there is another transhtionally—
Invariant saddlepoint with Q = 0. For this solution, a

non-zero density-ofstates in not generated in the nsulat-
Ing state at this levelofapproxin ation; it rem ainsa M ott
nsulator. W e would like to point out two possble m ech—
anisn sto generate the nite density of statesthat occurs
In the Boseglass phase. O ne is that the correct saddle
pointsare replica sym m etry brokenm xturesoftheQ = 0
and Eq. |11 solutions. A possible selfconsistent solution
is one still diagonal in replicas but w ith zero m atrix ele—
m ents for p replicas and uni m atrix elements forn p
replicas. A nother possibility is that there are non-trivial
instanton saddle-points which generate a nite density—
of—statesﬁ . In the absence of interactions, the bosonsw ill
condense into these localized states, so we m ust consider
the corresponding instantonswih ; % 0.Atpresent,
we do not have a description of the B ose glass nsulator,
but thisdoesnota ectourability to describe the critical
point between it and a superconductor.

&t is usefi], In thinking about this theory, to im agine
lowering the tem perature of a system of dirty bosons.
At nite tem perature, therewillbe a nite wedge in the
phase diagram { the quantum critical regiont4t3 { where
the bosonswillbe e ectively critical. In this regine, we
m ay begin by considering non-interacting bosons which
are sam iclassically scattered by impurities. As we de—
crease the tem perature, we must begin to inclide the
e ects of Interactions and of quantum interference pro—
cesses. Ifwe stray too far from the critical aswe lower
the tem perature, thereby leaving the quantum critical re—
gion, then we cannot include these e ects perturbatively.
Tt is clear that they com pletely destabilize the di usive
saddle point, so they must be included right from the
start (eg. by starting from new saddlepoints, as we



have sketched above) in order to describe the super uid
or nsulating phases correctly. However, so long as we
rem ain at criticality, we can hope to account for these
e ectsperturbatively. To such an analysiswe tum in the
next section.

ference, we construct the NL M ich acoounts for  uc—

BJatJonson WeshitQ byis+ 2 et x e'i7 +
2 ce 7 —(X + XY) e"*7  to rem ove these tem s
from the tr]n[ 1. Then, we expand the trln[ ] about the

saddle point and Integrate out X , X.. W e obtain an
e ective action which is essentially the sam e as F inkel-
stein’s action for the ferm ionic problm (see A ppendices

v . M ODEL FOR INTERACTING BOSONS &mdb:);
To go beyond a non-interacting, sam iclassical analysis
and include thee ectsofinteractionsand quantum inter-
|
Z
d 2 .
Sere R 1= d’x D trxQ) 4iZ tr (*Q) 12)
X h . i h . i
+ et m QQ;“AZAoe trne JanoJdrmeo eghians QZ;HBqBoe T ni nz+ns ng
njjing
X h . i h . i
toc e+ . QZ;nAzAOe e ;AO SBBO e+ e QZ;?;BOe e nit+tnz ns ng
Ngjiiing
where Jaz = #5 (as Z.)and s, = 2. ii, are a variety of ways .n which one can in aghe driving

express the particle-holem atrix structure forthe density—
density and C ooper channels, respectively. T he param e~
terZ is1 in thebare action above; how ever, this quantity

is renom alized, so we have Introduced it explicitly here.

W e have absorbed the density-ofstates nto the di u-—
sion constant D (and also the coe cients of the other
temm s); the resulting quantiy is just the bare conduc—
tivity and is given by D = 1=2 3 in the above m odel

H ow ever, aswe noted earlier by considering am odelw ih

anisotropicm asses, and a su ciently large or an all ratio

m 1=m ,, the bare conductivity will be large. The resis-
tivity g = 1=(2 D ) is the expansion param eter used in

our RG equations, so this observation givesus a lim it In

which they can be applied w ithout apology.

Tt m ay strike the reader as strange that we are using
aNL M to descrbe a critical point; usually NL M s are
used to describe stable phasesbecause they are so thh]y
constrained by symm etry. However, theNL M ofeq. '12
is not, in fact, so rigidly constrained at all. The inter—
action tem s and the tr (*Q ) tem explicitly breaks the
O (k+ 1)N;kN ) symmetry’ of the model. The latter
breaks it in such a way as to push the theory Into a dif-
fusive m etallic state. However, this sym m etry-breaking
v eld’ isam allin the low -energy lim it, so other sym m etry—
breaking elds (or anisotropies) can intervene instead.
W hen ordersin eq.-'_ﬁa, Q is forced away from the dif-
fusive Yirection’ in its saddle point m anifold, and into
the super uid blane’, where Q has non-vanishing com —
ponents which are o -diagonal in particlke-hole indices.
Thus, we can understand the perturtations which ower
the symm etry of the saddkepoint m anifold as perturoa-
tions which drive the system away from criticality. T here

the system into an insulating phase. In the absence of
a better understanding of the B ose glass phase, we con—
sider the sin plest which is just a hm ass’ tem ofthe form
trM Q),withM a constantm atrix say in replica space,
w hich breaks the sym m etry of the saddlepoint m anifold
and lads to an nsulating state. Such a perturbation
di ersonly In index strucure w ith the one in posed by a
nite . Such a temm is also generated by shifting out
of the trIn[:] tertn when considering replica symm etry
broken saddles. N ote that none of these possibilities can
occur In the non-interacting problem , where the symm e-
try of the saddlepoint m anifold is a genuine sym m etry.

W e param etrize Q about the non-interacting saddle
point as

il+ g =2 q
e 3)
il+ dq

w here the block structure is in frequency space, ie., the
m atrix ¢, is such thatn O0Oandm < O.

T he resulting action is very sin ilarto the O (N ) sigm a
m odelw hich is appropriate for a system of ferm ionsw ith
soin-orbit scattering. Indeed, one can be transform ed
into the other by rede ning q ! q, 4 ! d, and
D ! D . The interaction temm s look som ew hat strange
at rwstglance, but the extra i’sin (18) are prec1se]y com —
pensated by the explicit factors ofe i nEq. 612) (see
appendix :g::



V. RG EQUATIONS

Taking advantage of the ocbservation at the end of the
previous section, we can obtain the RG equations for our
model by ipping g ! g In the equations for the
corresponding ferm ionicm odel. Som e factorsof2 willbe
di erent because our bosons are spinkss. M ore details
m ay be found i appendix [}.
TheRG equation for 2 is:

[e}

N

d
= g, 14)

a <

Observe that . owsto zero, even ifg= 0. Hence, we
st . tois xedpointvalue ofzero and considertheRG

equations forg, ,and Z i itsabsence. To orderd and

allorders in (@lthough, ofcourse, w e cannot access non—
perturbative e ects associated w ith saddlepoints which
are far from the non-interacting di usive one), the RG

equations are:

dg 1 Z

E—Eg2 <f2+2—1]r11§(15)
az

d‘=g 1e)
d

=~ -9 7

T he physics of these equations is clear from the discus—
sion in the introduction. Interactions alw aysenhance the
conductiviy to order ¢ because the exchange temm has
the sam e sign as the direct term (they are folded into a
sihgle in the bosonic NL M :@?)) . The gist of the ef-
fect can be seen from the H artree and Fock diagram s for
the boson selfenergy displayed in g:_:L In the Hartree

X
X

FIG . 1l: The Hartree and Fock diagram s for the boson self-
energy

diagram , the boson line is repelled by the boson bubble
which is a m easure of the ground state density. (In a
pure system , this is uniform and cancelled by the neu-
tralizing background.) In a ferm ionic system , the Fock
diagram com esw ith the opposite sign, so t isan e ective
attraction. In a bosonic system , however, both diagram s
com e w ith the sam e sign and lead to a repulsion of par-
ticles from regionsofhigh density { which, of course, are
precisely the regions where there are desp wells In the
random potential.

The Interaction strength, , grows In in portance at
low energies because it plays a role som ew hat analogous
to the Pauliexclision principle: in its absence, allofthe
bosons would sit in the Iowest m nimum of the random
potential. Z must ollow In orderto maintain a nite
com pressibility.

Notice from Egs. {{6,17) that 2 rem ains invariant
under the RG ow, as a result of W ard identities that
origihate from charge conservation. It is very useful to
Introduce the coupling constant = =7, which allows
us to rew rite the RG equations in a sinplrway:

dg 1 1
— = - 2+ 2— In(1 1
o~ - ;9 J 2 ( ) @8)
d

=g @ : 19)
d\

Forg > 0, i llows from E(g. C_l-g‘) that there are two

xed-point values = 0;1 (@ closer analysis rules out
the possbility of another valie of wih g = 0), as
shown in Fig.d. The = 0 xed point is unstablk,
w hile the = 1 one is stabl. Consider the RG equa-—
tion for g. The st temm on the right-hand-side is the
w eak-localization correction, while the second term is the
Interaction correction. The value = 0:42316::: sepa—
rates the regin e where the weak-localization correction
dom Inates over the interaction contribution (dg=d‘< 0
for < 042316:::and dg=d‘> 0 for > 0:42316:::).
A though the entire surface g = 0 wih arbitrary is
kft mvariant under the RG  ow, any system with bare
g; ® 0willnecessarily ow mtotheg= 0; =1 xed
point. This isthe case for short—range interactions, w here
the ow startswih a value < 1. Note that if the bare
interaction is weak, 1, then the resistivity will Ini-
tially Increase before eventually decreasing to zero.

Now, oonsider the case of dynam ically-screened
C oulom b Interactions. A s in the ferm ionic case, theW ard
dentity for charge conservation requires the density-—
density correlation fiinction to vanish at g = 0. This,
n tum, requires the g-dependent interaction (), which
generalizes tq.me case of C oulom b interactions, to sat—
isfy the identiy242 :

@n q
z - 20
D= gv1 2@n=e) €0
Takingtheq! 0 lin it of £0), wecbtain z2 = . Substi-

tuting this dentity into {{3), we see that the second tem
Inside the square bracket in C_1-§) vanishes. Thus, the RG
equation for g is dg=d' =  3d¢=2, and the resistivity

ow s logarithm ically to zero. The system is controlled
by the same In niteconductivity xed point as In the
shortranged case.

Before concluding this section, let us write down the
asym ptotic behavior near the xed pointg = 0; =1,
which we w illneed later to olgtain the critical exponents:
g 2=3‘and1 exp( dg) %3,
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FIG.2:RG ow forthe resistivity g and interaction param e~
ter = =2

VI. CRITICAL BEHAVIOR

T hem ost striking conclusion about the criticalbehav—
jor of this system is that the critical resistiviy is zero!
In other words, the 2D superconductor-insulator tran—
sition is broadly sin ilar to the 3D one. This is som e-
w hat unexpected. In m odels such as the B oseH ubbard
m odel, which describes a super uid insulator transition
In a clean system, or the 2+ l-dimensionalX Y m odel,
one nds = ce?=h, with ¢ a nie universal num —
ber. At our xed point, c= 1 . Another odd feature is
the lIogarithm ic approach to the critical resistivity which
we nd; this logarithm is rather di erent from the type
which are encountered in the Iower critical din ension of
a phase transition Which happens to be d = 1 for the
super uid-insulator transition). Since a logarithm ic  ow
is rather slow , it m ay not be possble to cbservec= 1 .
Instead, the critical conductivity at a given tem perature
m ay actually appear to be a non-universalnum berwhich
depends on the bare conductiviy.

Let us also consider the single-boson density of states,
N (!'). Thism ay be studied by introducing a source term
for tr( Q) into the e ective action and com puting is
renom alization. In a system w ith shortranged interac-
tions, we nd:

d hN =

a d
Substituting the asym ptotic form s of g and , we nd
that the singleparticle density of states diverges weakly,
N (1) emhha=! ) gicetheboson creation operator
is the order param eter for the super uid phase and

n@1 )

N ()=InhY&;!) &; !)i @2)

the scaling relation forN (! ) im plies that the critical ex—
ponent = 0 wih logarithm ic corrections. However, In
the presence of dynam ically-screened Coulomb interac—
tions, there is a m ore severe divergence, and we nd:

d]nN— '
a g

@3)
C onsequently, the single-boson density of states diverges
at the transition w ith thepowerdaw N (!) ! 273, This
In plies that the critical exponents and z satisfy =z =

2=3. N ote that we have calculated the density-ofstates
at a m etallic critical point. T hus, we should not expect
Coulom b gap physicsto suppressitand give > 0. In the
ferm ionic case, the suppression of the density-ofstates is
due to the dom inance of the exchange interaction.

OurNL M doesnot explicitly include singledoson op—
erators. W e assum e that their properties can be deduced
from the the density-ofstates. It is certainly possible for
sihgleparticle operators to be criticaleven In a theory in
w hich only collective m odes are retained; this is the idea
behind bosonization. It is conceivable, how ever, that our
NL M isincom plte, as regards singleboson properties.
This could occur if the critical exponent controlling the
correlation function h Y (x;0) (x;0)i were unrelated to
that controllingh ¥ (0; ) (0;0)1.

Sihce Z diverges only logarithm ically, the dynam ical
exponent, z = 2, as In a non-interacting system . How —
ever, in the case of dynam ically-screened C oulom b inter-
actions, there are actually two di erent diverging tin e
scales. One, wih exponent z, is the scale associated
wih Z; i controls the scaling of the speci ¢ heat and
energy di usion. There is a second exponent, z, asso—
ciated with Z , which controls charge di ,usion. _E:y
the sam e argum ent as in a form jonic system®, eq. 20
Inplies at am all g that Z g, from which we con-
clide that 2 !, ie. zo = 1. This resuk was
obtained for the superconductor-insulator transition by
a closely-—related argum ent in ref. :_S’i Combining thisw ih
our density-ofstates calculation, we have = 2=3 for
Coulomb interactions. Notice that = 2=3 < 0 sat-
is es the ower bound < 2 dofRef.:_:9 ford = 2.
T he density-of states and the dynam ical exponent, z.,
are the only quantities which distinguish short-ranged
and dynam ically-screened Coulomb interactions in the
nfrared lim it.

A s we discussed in section IV, the lading perturba-
tion ofour modelisa tr™M Q) temm, whereM is a
constant m atrix say In replica space, which breaks the
replica symm etry of the di usive saddle-point m anifold
possbly in the direction of the Boseglassphase. This is

21k din ension 2 operator at tree level. (Ifthem atrix M is

proportionalto the identity In replica space, this operator
is instead just a constant at the di usive saddlepoint.)
Since the coupling constant g ows to zero, we expect
a critical exponent = 1=2, up to logarithm ic correc—
tions. This valne of { the mean- eld value { viclates
the bound 2=d of J:ef.:_1_:7 . However, such violation
has been seen In other system s as well, and i has been
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argu<_ec‘i‘£Ei that the exponent bounded by the theorem of
ref. :_1] is, In fact, a nite-size scaling exponent which can
be di erent from

V II. DISCUSSION

Di uslon in two din ensions ism arginal, and sm allcor—
rections (in the lim i of lJarge conductivity) such as that
due to quantum interference or interactions can tip the
balance one way or the other. C ontrary to conventional
wisdom , it is hardly a foregone conclusion which e ect
willw in. A fterall, weak localization isweak. Interactions
can easily overpow er it, leading to m etallic behavior. A c—
cording to our analysis, this is precisely what occurs at
the superconductor-insulator transition. Thee ectofin—
teractions is so dom inant that the universalvalue of the
conductivity at the transition isin nity. Such a diverging
conductivity has been found in m odels w th interaction
and dissipation, but w ithout disordertd.

T he possbility of a m etallic phass-w-ithin the Bose
glass phase has been studied recent’2923. W e ocus on
the di usive properties at the critical point, and do not
Investigate whether saddlepoint solutions whihin the
Bose glass could lead to non-zero conductivities. How—
ever, 1 isnotew orthy thatan in nite critical conductivity
is consistent w ith a Bgse m etalw ith a diverging conduc—
tivity at the transition2d.

W e derive these results in aNL M approach, n which
w e discard those criticalm odes ofthe clean system which
are extraneous and retain only the particle di usion
m odes of the disordered system . The resulting NL M
Jeads to a num ber of non-trivialpredictions: (1) the crit-
ical conductivity is In nite; (2) there are two diverging
tin es scales if the interaction is Coulom bic, one associ-
ated w ith chargedi usion, which hasexponentz = 1, the
other associated w ith energy di usion, which has expo-
nent z = 2; (3) the shgleboson density of states diverges
as! 273, which inplies a criticalexponent = 2=3 i
the case of Coulom b interactions; for short-range inter—
actions, i diverges logarthm ically; (4) the correlation—
length exponent takes them ean—- eld value = 1=2.

If boson-vortex duality were to hold exactly, then one
would expectg = 1 (in units of (2e)?=h). O ur resul ap—

APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF THE

Here we derive the e ective action for the interacting disordered bosons in termm s oftwo

pears to in ply that duality is violated logarithm ically:
bosons are m ore m obile than vortices in the infrared
Im it. However, it is hard to see how the physics of vor-
ticesentersat allinto ourcalculation, so it ispossible that
we have m issed In portant non-perturbative e ects. Our
resuls do not agree w ith the num erical study ofW allin,
etal%. How ever,the ow toour xed point is logarith—
m ic, and thism ay be too slow for a num erical study on
a nitesized system . A tematively, they m ay sin ply be
accessing a di erent xed point which attracts system s
with an all bare conductivities. And nally, since their
starting point studies phase but no am plitude uctua—
tions, the two m odelsm ay sin ply be In di erent univer—
sality classes. Our resuls also di er quantitatively from
those pf H erbut, which are based on an expansion about
d= 12

The measured critical exponents for the zero— eld
superconductor-nsulator transition, which is accessed by
varying the thickness ofa thin 12424, are those of clas—
sical percolation. This does not agree w ith our theory,
but i also suggests that the experim ents are not quite
In the asym ptotic quantum critical regin e, but rather in
som e higher+tem perature classical regin e. T here is dis-
agream ent about the values of the critical exponents at
the m agnetic— eld-tuned, superconductor-insulator tran—
sition. One exper:im.entgq nds percolation-lke expo—
nents, whilk another! nds = 07 02,which inclaudes
our theoretical prediction at the edge of is error bar.
(A lofthess gxperin ents nd z 1, as expected on gen—
eral ground€£22, and in our theory. T he applicability of
our strategy to a m agnetic— eld-tuned superconductor-
nsulator transition is a question for fiture study.
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M ODEL

eds andQ .W ework,

In sequence, on the free part, the disorder part, and nally the interaction part ofEq. -’(B) .

1. The free action

W e start by introducing a bosonic am plitude
expectation value when bosons condense.

to decouple the chem ical potential ( ) temm .

acquiresa nie



T he free part of the action
Z

X 1
Steel 1= dzxj- naa ®) 1.+ 2_r2+ nm maa X) Al)
nm m
can is generated upon Integration ofa decoupling eld 5= na1+ 1 naz In
X g 2 1 2
Steel 7 1 = dx i pan ®) i+ 2_r nm  maa X)
n;m m )
+ d’x = na nat &x 2 naa © fgsn ) naa A2)
n n

2. D isorder tem

Let us next decouple the four bosons In the disorder term In Eqg. 6'_3) :

Z
X V
Srand = dZXEO naa %) nno nt%aa ®) mps ®) mmo moe X) A 3)

n;n%m jm 0

where o= sgn@m) pnneo. The sam e disorder term  is generated upon integration of the Hubbard-Stratonovich
matrix eld O 5
Z

R
eSrand[]z DO eﬁ ddxtrQ2eSHs[Q;]

@A 4)

w here

X
SusR; 1= 1 X nan K) O0ap &) mmo moss (X) @5)

n;m ;m °

Them atrix Q has indices in three separate spaces, ie., i isassembled as a direct product in energy n;m , replica a;b,
and real-im agiary A ;B spaces. T he trace of Q ? corresponds to

terz Qgg;AB anl?BA 7 @ o)
w here repeated index summ ation is carried out In all three spaces. W hen we w rite for short Q , 0 wem ean a m atrix

whose elam ents are m atrices in replica, and real-in agihary spaces.

3. Interaction term

Let us consider the case of short range Interactions, in the density-density (s) and pairing (c) channel. O nce again,
we willom it sum s over indices for replica and real-im aginary parts, and w rite explicitly the M atsubara sum s.

Sint = Ss+ S¢ A7)
w here
X g d i )
Ss = s d'xe 1 Sheli [nlaA (X) JAAO n;;ahA (X)][n3aB (X) JBB0 ngaB (X)] n; nz;+ns ng (A8)
Ny jiiing
X z B P o R
Sc = c d'xe ™2 3 sy nialA x) SAAO nzaAO(X) nsaB x) SBBO n4aB°(X) ni+n, ns ng A 9)
nijing
with the m atrices Jas = #= (as Z.)and S,, = A5 iz, (the *®DbeingPaulim atrices). Notice that the

di erent tem sw ithin square brackets above correspond, In tem s of the originalbosons , to , , and



W e now introduce two Hubbard-Stratonovich

10

@10)

@11)

@12)

elds X and X.;X . to decoupl the four interactions:
Z
ess[]_ DXeSyB]eSHs:xDi;]
P x ° d i—sgn (n) i—-sgn (m )
Spsx K1= 1 2 ¢ A% paa ®)e I X N L &) e TN (%)
nm
and
Z
esc[]_ DXCDXCeSzD(c]e Shs-xoKcil
p__x % . h oL
Susx.Kcl= 1 2 ¢ A% qaa &) e TTERE) 5 Xeapas &)+ Xclopap &) e ) e ®) @13)
n;m
w here
XQQ;AB =X2 " apJdas XCZII;;AB = Xcgﬂn ab S;B

N otice that the matrices X [, and X capap depend, respectively, only on the energy di erence n

n+ m . The action forthem atrices X and X . is

1
Sk 1= - dx x2 x_ "

a

1
chkc] = E

4. Integrating out the elds
W e can sum m arize all term szabove:
LRddxtrQQ Sy . Sy Kol
Xe= D D DQDXDX.DX. e 20 e °F e "re®e
esfree[;]eSHS[;Q]eSHS:X[;X]eSHS:XC[;XC]

where we can express the Sgee;SusiSys—x r and Sy s—x . In a m ore concise m atrix) notation as ollow s:
Z p Z

Seeel i 1= Fxi ") i 4-2—r2 ®)+ 2 dEx Telr
m
Z
Sus[i01= dx TKDE &)
Z
-p d T i i
Spsx K1 = 1 2 d'x x)e 7 X x)e T (x)
z h i
p tel T ir 1 i
Susx.Kel= 1 2. d'x Tke™ o Xck)+ XJS® e ®)
wherethematrix ,n = 51 nm -
Integrating out the boson elds , we obtain
Z R
Xo= D D DQDXDXcDXce 7o Tx0% g sallg Sulol o S0l XX c]
w ih
Z Z h
d T d . . 1 2 .
SoR; X ;X 1= d'x G + d'x trlog i i +2—r + 10 x)
m
P _ . p _ —
+i 25’ X ®R e 41 2. - Xc®+XI) e 'E
Z Z h
= dx T + dxtrbg 1 +—r? +0Q&)
p ig + 1 p ig 1 + iz *
i24e’ X x) e i2.e 7 EXC(XH'XCY(X) e"'7  + const:

m and sum

@14)

@15)

@1le)

@17)

®18)

@19)

& 20)

@21)

A 22)

A 23)
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T he propagator G dependson Q ;X ,and X ;X . .

5. Shifting Q

Let usnow shift Q :

Po—_ i +ig P—~ 1 i
Q! Q=0 i2.e X T i2ce’T S XX &7
and
0’ = trg?
P " S — 1 .
+i2 2.t 0e T X € 42 2. Qe T SKo+X) T @24)
X Z X Z .
452k d’x X2 X" 4.2k d'x X a Xea® (A 25)
n n

TheM atsubara cut-o k com es from the extra frequency sum in the trace, and there are factors of2 from the traces
over the realdm aginary com ponents, trJ = 2 and trS*sS = 4.

T he next step is to integrate out the X ;X . elds. T his generates quadratic

In Q tem s wWe now drop the tildes for notational sin plicity). It isusefiilto de ne

~ s;C 1

sic vg l 8 S;Ck

Vo

X Z h ‘ i h ‘ i
S nk = Tsic d'x eftEemm Qgé?pone rasanne :,ACO;BBO " e QZ;I;]BqBOe TEIM al ng naeny
Nijiing
& 26)
where the tensors a0 50 depend on the channel:
sAO;BBO = Jaaodppo @A27)
AROBBO = SanoSppo ®.28)
Summ arizing it all, we have an e ective action
7 z h i Z
1 d 2 d . 1 d, T
Sere B; 1= — d'xtrQ°+ d"x trlog i +—r + Q x) + d'x G A 29)
2V0 2m
X Z h ‘ i h ‘ i
+7s d'x e iTEnm Qgé?pone TSR R aompo ghrasan QZ;I;]BqBOe TR0 nsens ns
nipjinng
Z h ‘ i h ‘ i
+ 7 dlx et m Qgela?AQAoe e (A:AO;BBO SR QZQ?BAB"e e ni+nz ns ng
nij;iyng
APPENDIX B:SEPARATION OF E xpansion to quadratic order n Q leadsto a tem
LONGITUDINAL AND TRANSVERSE 1
O IFFUSIVE) M ODES 5Mnan @ Qianc( @ T @ B1)
where
In this appendix we show that the transverse uctu- 1 Z &p
ations of the Q eld correspond to boson di usion or M "172 (@) = - RE G (;n1) G e+ g;ng) : B2)
0

= 0, sin ilarly to the ferm ionic case. W e show that
the di usion tem arises even in the absence ofa snall The st temm on the right-hand side comes from the
param eter 1=Ep . trQ? in the action, and the second termm has its origi



n the trlog( ). M''"? (@) is selected to be diagonal in
and independent of replica a;a’ and realsim aginary A ;A°
indices. The G reen’s function

1
in E@+5 s;m(s)

G piny) = B3)

Forsgnni sgnn; > 0, the realpart ofthe Integralvanishes
forqg! 0, sothat Re[M "1"2 ()] = %, and we are keft
w ith a m assive longitudinalm ode.

Let us tum to the interesting case sgnn; sgnn, < 0.
For sin plicity, we neglect the i ,,,, term s In the denom
nator (these tem s can be handled altematively by shift-
ing theQ eld). Expanding the integralin Eq.'B2) In
powers of g:

Z d

d'p
@ )
Z

G%pin) G+ gny) =

d

5 G PG B

d%p
@ )
4E )
4

G2 (@G @)

+ G PG © ®B4

whereG @)= [ E () 51 '. The integrals overmo-
menta can be transform ed into integrals over energy
using the density of states () = (st)d @m )&2 a=2 1,

De ne
7
oo = d ()BT BE () ®5)
0
SO
Z
dd
5 I;Go(p;nl)cso(m ging) =
Bo6)

Ip;gan+ =—— Ipoat+ —I1.3.
ot o ozl * s
(@ nie upper frequency cut-o is needed depending
on d;a;b;c). It is also convenient to rescale the energies,

de nhgy=2 ,sowecan wrie

1 Sa d=2 d=2 a+b+
Ton. = — 2 a c
a;b;c 2 (2 )d ( ) ( )
Z 5 yd=2 1+a
dy - -
0 (y+iP(y B
2 yd:Z 1+a
— Ad (2 ) at bt c dy ; (B7)

0 (y+iP(y D

withAg= 5% @m)*% @ ) 2.

One can check thatonce is xed by the saddlke point
Eq.(0), which can be cast as

®8)
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then it ollow s trivially that

1
Toan= — 7
Vo

B9)

so that the leadig order temm 1 M , (q) is of order ¢,
which allow susto de ne the di usion constant

1
D = —

4m &10

Topon + <hi;za
d

T he last step rem aining is to show thatD ispurely real
A fter sim ple m anijpulations, one can show that

1 Sa d=2 d=2+3
InD = — 2m 2
o e
Z _
’ dy § 1 y2 ﬂ: B11)
0 d v+ 1)3

Tt is trivial to show by integration by parts (splitting
the Integrands into £ (¢) = y=*> + 1)3 and gly) = v )
that the integralin Eq. ®11) scaksas (  § . Thus
the cuto can be safely taken to in nite ford < 8, and
ImD = 0.

Notice the di erence between the fem ionic and
bosonic cases. In the fermn ionic case one can also in—
terchange m om entum p Integrals for energy  integrals,
using the density of statesat theFem ilkvelEr . The in—
tegralsare cuto by thebottom oftheband, E away
from the zero energy states. In the bosonic case, one
starts from the bottom ofthe band, and needs to include
an energy dependent density of states ( ); the cuto
is Introduced only for convergence, and ' 1 ispossi-
bl ford < 8. In contrast to the ferm jonic case, whereE g
is nie, in the bosonic case for a perfect parabolic spec—
trum ! 1 . The an allparam eter for the Ferm icase is
Er ) ',whereas ortheBosecaseitis ( ) ! O.

APPENDIX C:PARAMETERIZATION OF THE
SADDLE AND RELATION TO THE FERM ION IC
M ODEL

As we previously mentioned, we can easily obtain
the RG equations for the conductance and interaction
couplings by detem Ining a correspondence with the
ferm jonicm odel. Here we show how this is achieved.

Letus rst ook at the F inkelsten type term s In the ef-
fective action rtheQ  elds. TheQ m atricesare param —
eterized as n 1n Eq.{_lj), repeated here r convenience.

!
N !
il+ g ° q
L
2 aq il+gdqg?

m vy

Q= c1

T he quantities that appear in the F inkelstein type tem s



for the bosonic problem are

+ 1 iz

et Qe 7 = |

mvo il+ g ? ig ) c2)
2 id) i1+ dq? '
mvo, 1 af 4) q )
2 ( d) 1 ( &)q*

D irect com parison w ith the ferm jonic saddle point
. !

o ° a

2 q 1 dq-

show s that the tem s in the F inkelstein type action for
bosons, upon param eterization in tem s of g;q° , are the
sam e as the ones for ferm ionsupon the identi cation g !

gand ¢ ! &.Theexttaﬁctorofijné:fq’,onoe
squared (because the F inkelstein term s are quadratic In

m vy 1

Qr = C4)
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Q ), m akes the sign ofthe Interaction term forbosonsand
ferm ions the sam e. R

For discussing the di usive temn D dextr(r Q )?, no-
tice that by rew riting

1

3 .
mvw . 1 al @ e e

2 i 4) 1 ( &§a’

we again identify it with the ferm ionic saddle point Qr ,
butnow theo -diagonalelem entshaveextra factorsi; i.
These factors will cancel each other in the expansion
of the quadratic in Q di usive term , and hence can be
dropped, and once again the ferm ionic saddle expansion
can be used. The overall factor of i has the e ect of
changing D ! D.

In summ ary, all the RG equations for the dirty inter—
acting boson problem can obtained from those ofthe (in-—
teracting) ferm ionic orthogonalensem ble upon replacing
g! g (orD ! D).

Ly, D obrosavlgvic, E. Abrahams, E. M iranda, and S.

Chakravarty, Phys.Rev.Lett. 79, 455 (1997).
E.Abrahams, P.W . Anderson, D . C. Licciardello, and

C.Castellani, C.DiCastro, P.A .Lee,and M .M a, Phys.
Rev.B 30, 527 (1984).

D .Belitz and T .R .K irkpatrick, Rev.M od.Phys. 66, 261
(1994).

C.Chamon,A .W .W .Ludwig, and C .Nayak, Phys.Rev.
B 60, 2239 (1999)

C.Chamon and E .M ucciolo, Phys. Rev. Lett. 26, 5607
(2000) .

® T.R.K irkpatrick and D . Belitz, Phys. Rev.B 53, 14364
(1996) .

M .P.A .Fisher, P.W eichm ann, G . G rinstein, and D . S.

0 gM . Valles, Jr.,, R C.Dynes, and JP.Gamo, Phys.Rev.

Lett.69, 3567 (1992); S~ .Hsu,JA .Chervenak,and JM .
Vales, Jr.,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 75, 132 (1995).

A .Kapiulnik,N .M ason, S.K ivelson, and S.C hakravarty,
Phys.Rev.B 63, 125322/1 (2001); N .M ason and A .K a-
pitulnik, Phys.Rev.B 64, 060504 R) (2001).

12 J.Kiskerand H .R jger, Phys.Rev.B 55, R11981 (1997).
13 J.Cardy, JoumalofPhysics C 11, 1321 (1978).

S. Chakravarty, B. I. Halperin, and D . R . Nelson, Phys.

11

Rev.B 39,2344 (1989).

S. Sachdev, Quantum Phase Transitions (Cambridge Uni-
versity P ress, C am bridge, 1999). I
Sinons, M . R. Zimbauer, :t_Jo_n_d_f

15

J. T.Chayes, L.Chayes, D. S. Fisher, and T . Spencer,
Phys.Rev. Lett. 57, 2999 (1986); Commun.M ath.Phys.
129, 664 (1989).

F .Pazm andi, R .Scalkttar,and G .T . Zin anyi, Phys.Rev.
Lett.79, 5130 (1997).

¥ D . Dalidovich and P. Phillips, Phys. Rev. B 63,224503
(2001).

D .Dasand S.Doniach, Phys.Rev.B 60, 1261 (1999).

21 D, Daldovich and P. Phillips, Phys. Rev. B 64,
22307__(2001);_ Philip Phillips and Denis D alidovich,

cond-m at/0109269; D . Dalidovich, P. Phillps, iond+

18

20

M .Wallin,E.S.S rensen, S.M .G irvin, and A .P.Young,
Phys.Rev.B 49, 12115 (1994).

** I.F .Herbut, Phys.Rev.B 61, 17723 (2000).

22 p .B.Haviland, Y .Liu, and A .M . Goldm an, Phys. Rev.
Lett 62, 2180 (1989).

25 N .M arkovic, et al, Phys.Rev.B 60, 4320 (1999).

26 A .F.Hebard and M . A . Paalanen, Phys. Rev. Lett 65,
927 (1990).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0006362
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0006362
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0109269
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0112151
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0112151

