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In thispaper we perform a renorm alization group analysis on the 1+ 1 dim ensionalversion ofa

previously proposed e�ective �eld theory [5]describing (quantum )uctuating stripe and supercon-

ductororders. W e �nd fourpossible phases corresponding to stripe order/disorder com bined with

superconducting order/disorder.

PACS num bers:PACS num bers:74.25.-q,64.60.A k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In La2�x SrxC uO 4 (LSCO ) com pounds, there are

threewell-established orderingtendencies:antiferrom ag-

netism , superconductivity and charge/spin stripes.[1].

Som eexperim entsindicatethatstripesand superconduc-

tivity can even coexistin these com pounds[2]. Further-

m ore,neutron scattering experim ents by Lake et al.[3]

show that a m oderate m agnetic �eld can have large ef-

fectson theincom m ensuratem agneticuctuations.This

is widely taken as evidence suggesting the stabilization

ofstripesby the m agnetic�eld.

In m ean �eld theory,when two order param etersare

in closecom petition itispossibleforthem to coexistin a

certain region ofthephasediagram [4].In such a coexis-

tence region quantum uctuationsofboth orderparam -

etersdom inatethelow-energy physics.In a recentpaper

Lee[5]exam ined such a situation. Thatpaperdescribed

how theG oldstonem odesofstripeand superconducting

ordersand theirrespectivetopologicaldefectsinteract.

W estressthatthetheory presented in Ref.[5]di�ersin

im portant ways from the conventionalself-dualcharge-

density wave/superconductivity action in onedim ension.

Indeed,in one dim ension the displacem ent �eld ofthe

chargedensity waveisconjugate to the phase ofthe su-

perconductingorder.Asaresultthechargedensity wave

and the superconducting orders are m utually exclusive

(i.e. whenever superconducting susceptibility strongly

divergesthe charge density wave susceptibility doesnot

and viceversa).In contrast,in thetheory ofRef.[5]there

existsa generic region in phase diagram where both or-

dersexist.

In this paper we exam ine in detaila one-dim ensional

analogofthem odelstudied in Ref.[5].Them otivation for

this is that well-developed calculationalm ethods (such

astherenorm alization group)can beused to analyzethe

phasestructureofthem odel.Thiscan be used to check

the correctnessofthe asserted phasestructurein Ref.[5]

Now wedescribethetheory proposed by Lee[5].Since

thestripeorderisaonedim ensionalchargedensity wave,

its G oldstone m ode (i.e. stripe displacem ent)is a U (1)

scalar[5].Thesuperconductingorder,ofcourse,alsopos-

sessesa U (1)G oldstone m ode. The im portantquestion

is:how dothesetwoU (1)m odescoupletogether? A hint

ofhow thiscoupling workscom esfrom theexperim ental

factthatthe period ofincom m ensurate spin correlation

decreasesasthe doping density increases.M otivated by

thisLee[5]constructed the following Lagrangian density

L =
1

2K ��

J
2

� +
1

2K ��

q
2

� + J� ��0@��0 + qx(��0@x�0 � ig1Jt)

+ qt(��0@t�0 � ig2Jx): (1)

In the above �0 = ei�s is the U(1) phase factor of

the superconducting order param eter, and �0 = ei�p

is the phase factor ofthe stripe order. That is,�p =

(2�=�)̂x� u(x;t),with � thestripeperiod and u(x;t)the

displacem ent�eld ofthestripeorder.J� and q� areaux-

iliary �elds coupling to the superconducting and stripe

phases,respectively.Theseauxiliary�eldshavethephys-

ical interpretation of energy-m om entum currents. (In

this paper greek indices run over x;t and repeated in-

dicesaresum m ed.)

W ithout the coupling (g1;2 = 0),integrating out J�
and q� produces the �eld theory for two independent

U(1)G oldstonem odesand theirrespectivevortices.The

e�ectofthe coupling isto favorstripe displacem ent(u)

in the presenceoflocalchargeim balance(Jt).

To analyzeEq.(1),Lee used a duality transform ation

plusan educated guessaboutthefourpossiblequantum

phases corresponding to com binations ofstripe and su-

perconducting order/disorder. In this paper we study

a one-dim ensionalversion ofEq.(1),applying the well-

developed techniques ofduality transform ation and the

renorm alization group to determ ine the possible phases

in a m ore unbiased fashion. W e �nd thatallfour com -

binations ofstripe order/disorder and superconducting

order/disorderarestablephases.Thissupportsthecon-

jectured phasestructurein Ref.[5].

In the following we use a real-space renorm alization

procedure sim ilarto thatused by K osterlitz and Thou-

less to treat the phase transition of the 2-dim ensional

coulom b gas[7,8]. In section two we derive the vortex

action (the vortex ofthe stripe order param eter is the

dislocation).In section threeweobtain therenorm aliza-

tion group recursion relationsforthe coupling constants

in thattheory. Asin the K osterlitz-Thoulesstheory we

m akethe sm allvortex fugacity approxim ation.W e ana-

lyzethe im plicationsofthese owsforphasestability in

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0210419v1
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section four.

II. D U A LIT Y T R A N SFO R M A T IO N T O

2-SP EC IES C O U LO M B G A S

Following the work ofJose etal[8]we �rstperform a

duality transform ation and write the theory in term sof

vortex degreesoffreedom .

Starting with Eq.(1),we�rstseparatethephaseof�0
and �0 intoatopologicallytrivialpartand atopologically

non-trivialpart:

�0 = e
i�0�

�0 = e
i�0� (2)

In the above �0 and �0 are single valued,while � and

� contain con�gurations with non-zero windings. After

integrating over the topologically trivialphases (�0;�0)

weobtain two conservation laws:

@�J� = 0

@�q� = 0: (3)

Toexplicitly ful�lltheseconservation lawswewriteJ� =

���@��and q� = ���@��,where� and �arescalar�elds.

Substitution leadsto

L =
1

2K ���

(@��)
2 +

1

2K ���

(@��)
2 + ���@�� ��@��

+ ���@����@�� + ig1@t�@x�+ ig2@x�@t�: (4)

Upon integratingbypartsand identifyingthevortexden-

sitiesN = i���@�(��@��)and M = i���@�(��@��)the La-

grangian density becom es

L =
1

2K ���

(@��)
2 +

1

2K ���

(@��)
2 + i�M + i�N

� i(g1 + g2)�@t@x�: (5)

The above equation can be written in m om entum space

as

L =
1

2

�
�(k)�(k)

��

0

@

k
2

�

K � ��
iG kxkt

iG kxkt
k
2

�

K � ��

1

A

�
�(k)

�(k)

�

+ i
�
�(k)�(k)

��
�
N (k)

M (k)

�

(6)

where G = g1 + g2. Integrating out the � and � �elds

then produces

L =
1

2

�
N M

�� 1

det

0

@

k
2

�

K � ��
� iG kxkt

� iG kxkt
k
2

�

K � ��

1

A

�
N

M

�

(7)

det =

 
k2�

K ���

! �
k2�

K ���

�

+ G
2
k
2

xk
2

t: (8)

Eq. (8) is the starting point of our renorm alization

group analysis. Itdescribesa system oftwo interacting

(anisotropic)coulom b gases{ the vorticesofthe super-

conducting orderparam eter and the dislocations ofthe

stripe orderparam eter.Inspired by the work ofK oster-

litzand Thoulessweperform arealspacerenorm alization

group analysisofEq.(8)in the following.

III. R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N G R O U P A N A LY SIS

Eq. (8) is m ore com plicated than the one species

Coulom b gasproblem in two respects: 1)there are two

species ofvorticesand 2) the interactionsare not rota-

tionally invariant(i.e. the interaction dependsnotonly

on thedistancebetween vorticesbutalsoon theirrelative

orientation). In order to com plete the renorm alization

group program we have to characterize the interaction

in term s of a discrete set of coupling constants. O ne

way ofachieving thisisto Fouriertransform theangular

dependence ofthe vortex-vortex interaction.In m om en-

tum space each elem ent ofthe interaction m atrix is of

the form G (k)= G (k;�)=
g(�)

k2
(� isthe angle m ade by

k and the kx axis). Therefore we expand each ofthese

term sin a fourierseries,e.g. g(�)=
P

n
ane

(in�).W hen

transform ed back to realspace,ouraction then becom es

S =
1

2

Z

d
2
R 1 d

2
R 2 N (R 1)G N (R 1 � R2)N (R 2)

+ M (R 1)G M (R 1 � R2)M (R 2)

+ 2M (R 1)i�(R 1 � R2)N (R 2); (9)

where

G N (R ) =

Z
d2k

(2�)2

 
1X

n= �1

ane
in�

!

eik�R

k2
(10)

G M (R ) =

Z
d2k

(2�)2

 
1X

n= �1

�ne
in�

!

eik�R

k2
(11)

�(R ) =

Z
d2k

(2�)2

 
1X

n= �1

cne
in�

!

eik�R

k2
(12)

In the above

an = (� 1)na��n

�n = (� 1)n���n

cn = (� 1)nc��n (13)

to ensure the interaction functions are real. W e stress

thatbecause ofthe angulardependence ofEqs. 10,11,

and 12, G N ;G M and � depend not only on the dis-

tance jR 1 � R2j but also on the relative orientation

(R 1 � R2)=jR 1 � R2j.In generalan and �n arenonzero

only foreven n.The physicalreason forthisisindistin-

guishability oftwo chargesofthe sam e type (fordetails
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see the appendix). cn can be nonzero forboth odd and

even n.

Thelim itwhereallthean,�n,and cn arezero except

a0 and �0 describes two decoupled isotropic 2-D X-Y

m odelsin theircoulom b gasrepresentations{theK oster-

litzand Thoulessproblem .Beforeweattack Eq.(8),asa

warm up,letusbriey review theK osterlitz-Thoulessre-

sultsfortheonecom ponentsystem .In therenorm aliza-

tion group approach oneintegratesoutonepairoftightly

bound dipole(i.e.adipolewith rc+ drc < size< rc)ata

tim e.Therenorm alization group proceedsiteratively by

treating rc asa running length scale. The two coupling

constants in that case are the vortex-vortex interaction

strength a0 and vortex fugacity y = e�� where � isthe

coreenergy ofvortices.In thelim itofy < < 1,therenor-

m alization group equationsfora0 and y aregiven by

dy

dl
= y

�

2�
a0

4�

�

(14)

da0

dl
= � �y

2
a
2

0: (15)

The above equationshave the entire y = 0 axisas�xed

points. However depending on whether a0 � 8� is pos-

itive/negative the �xed point is stable/unstable. The

pointy = 0;a0 = 8� isa criticalpoint.Nearit,the ow

trajectoriesaregiven by

a
2

0 � (4�)4y2 = C (16)

HereC isa constantlabelling each trajectory.Thisow

isshown in �gure1.NotethattheC = 0 separatrix y =
1

(4�)4
(a0 � 8�)separatesthe basinsofattraction forthe

ordered and disordered phases.In theordered phasethe

density ofvorticesrenorm alizesto zero (y ! 0)atlarge

length scales,signifying the presence ofa bound dipole

phase. In the disordered phase the density ofvortices

increases (y increases) at large length scales,signifying

theexistenceofavortex plasm a(unbound dipole)phase.

The two-com ponent vortex gas problem we are fac-

ing is not so di�erent. However,we have to painstak-

ingly keep track ofalltheFouriercoe�cientsin Eq.(10),

Eq.(11)and Eq.(12)and exam inehow they renorm alize.

Interestingly,even in thepresenceoftheseanisotropicin-

teractionstheK osterlitz-Thoulessrenorm alization group

program closes.

All the technical details are given in the appendix.

Here we just note the following point. Because the

\Coulom b charge" ofthesuperconducting vorticesisnot

related to the \Coulom b charge" ofthe stripe vortices,

only intra-speciesdipolesarepossible.Thisim pliesthat

thepositionsofvorticesbelonging to di�erentspeciesdo

not have to obey the constraintthat the m inim um dis-

tance isrc.To lowestorderin y the resulting renorm al-

o 

y 

8 a π 

FIG . 1: Renorm alization group ow for the K osterlitz-

Thouless transition. The �xed points are the y= 0 axis. In

ourm odelthiscorrespondsto only y,a0 nonzero.

ization group equationsaregiven by

dyN

dl
= yN

�

2�
a0

4�

�

dyM

dl
= yM

�

2�
�0

4�

�

dan

dl
= � �

X

k;m

�n;k+ m
�
y
2

N akam + y
2

M (� 1)m + 1
ckcm

�

d�n

dl
= � �

X

k;m

�n;k+ m
�
y
2

M �k�m + y
2

N (� 1)m + 1
ckcm

�

dcn

dl
= � �

X

k;m

�n;k+ m
�
y
2

N ak + y
2

M �k
�
cm : (17)

Note that the renorm alization ofyN ;M only depends

on the isotropic part ofthe coupling (a0 and �0). The

renorm alization of an anisotropy coe�cient, (e.g. a n)

includesm any term s.Each term isa quadratic function

ofak,�k,orck. Ifwe setallcoupling constantsexcept

a0 and �0 tozerowerecovertheK osterlitz-Thoulessow

equations(fortwo separate species). Itiseasily veri�ed

thatthe condition forG N ;G M ,and � to be real(an =

(� 1)na��n ,etc.) ispreserved by these ow equations.It

isalso clearfrom the form ofthese equationsthatthese

coe�cientsform a closed setunderrenorm alization.

IV . P H A SES O F T H E T W O -SP EC IES

C O U LO M B G A S

Eq.(17) predicts �xed points for yM = yN = 0 and

an, �n, cn = anything. As in the norm alK osterlitz-

Thoulesscase,we interprety = 0 asthe absence ofun-

bound dipoles. From �rst line ofEq.(17),yN = 0 is

linearly stable ifa0 > 8�. Fora0 > 8� the renorm aliza-

tion group bringsyN tolargervalues.Sim ilarstatem ents

hold for�0 and yM . Thissuggeststhe presence offour
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phases depending on whether the vortices of N or M

speciesform dipolesorunbind.

However,this is not quite enough for our purposes.

W hatwe really need to know iswhetherallfourphases

can bereached by varyingthe�veparam etersin Eq.(7).

Putanotherway,the physicalsystem ofEq.(7)livesin

a �ve dim ensionalsubspace ofthe in�nite dim ensional

space form ed by the an,�n,and cn. W e need to check

which phasescan be reached by trajectoriesoriginating

in the physicalsubspace,notjustwhich phasesexistfor

the in�nite dim ensionalspace.

In orderto obtain a tractable problem ,in the follow-

ing we concentrate on the case in which K �� = K �,

K �� = K � and G K �;� < < 1. W hen G K �;� are sm all

itiseasy to evaluatethe fouriercoe�cientsin equations

Eqs.10,11,and 12in powersofG K �;�.IfG K �;� = O (�)

we �nd that the leading contribution to an, �n, cn is

O (�jnj=2). Forthe speci�c form ofinteraction in Eq.(7)

it is sim ple to see that besides Equations 13 there are

additionalconstraintson an,�n and cn :

an = �n = 0 unlessn = 4m

cn = 0 unlessn = 4m + 2: (18)

Allofthese conditions are preserved by the ow equa-

tions.In term softheoriginalparam etersin Eq.(7),the

non-vanishing coe�cientsup to order� are:

a0 = K �(1� K�K �G
2
=8)

�0 = K �(1� K�K �G
2
=8)

c2 = c
�
�2 = iG K �K �=4 (19)

In thefollowingwetruncatethespaceconsidered to only

these coe�cients,which is correct to lowest order in �.

Furtherm ore,thisrestrictsusto a �ve-dim ensionalspace

ofparam eters,which we can take to be independently

determ ined by the �veparam etersin Eq.(7).

In thiscase,the ow equations17 becom e

dyN

dl
= yN

�

2�
a0

4�

�

(20)

dyM

dl
= yM

�

2�
�0

4�

�

(21)

da0

dl
= � �

�
y
2

N a
2

0 � y
2

M jc2j
2
�

(22)

d�0

dl
= � �

�
y
2

M �
2

0 � y
2

N jc2j
2
�

(23)

dc2

dl
= � �

�
y
2

N a0c2 + y
2

M �0c2
�

(24)

First,by m ultiplying Eq.(24)by c�2 and then adding

the resultto itscom plex conjugate,weobtain

djc2j
2

dl
= � 2�

�
y
2

N a0 + y
2

M �0
�
jc2j

2 (25)

Using thisin Eq.(22)and Eq.(23)then givesus

da0

dl
= � �y

2

N

�
a
2

0 + jc2j
2
�
�

1

16�

djc2j
2

dl
(26)

d�0

dl
= � �y

2

M

�
�
2

0 � jc2j
2
�
�

1

16�

djc2j
2

dl
(27)

(28)

Atthispoint,weexam ineclosely theregion ofparam e-

terspacearound thecriticalpointby m aking thechange

ofvariables

a = a0 � 8�

� = �0 � 8�

c = c2 � �c

In theabove�cisthe�xed pointofc2.Aftersom ealgebra,

and keepingterm stolowestorderin a,�,c,yN ,and yM ,

the ow equationsfora and � are,aftersom ealgebra,

dy2N

dl
=

1

2�
y
2

N a (29)

dy2M

dl
=

1

2�
y
2

M � (30)

da2

dl
= � 2�y2N a

�
(8�)2 + j�cj2

�
�

a

16�

djc2j
2

dl
(31)

d�2

dl
= � 2�y2M �

�
(8�)2 � j�cj2

�
�

�

16�

djc2j
2

dl
(32)

(33)

Finally,we can com binethese equationsto yield

d
�
a2 � X y2N

�

dl
=
dCN

dl
= �

a

8�

djc2j
2

dl
(34)

d
�
�2 � X y2M

�

dl
=
dCM

dl
= �

�

8�

djc2j
2

dl
(35)

Here X = (4�)4(1 + j�cj2=(8�)2). To understand these

equations,note that the quantity in parentheseson the

LHS ofeach equation isprecisely oftheform ofthecon-

tournum bersfortrajectoriesin the K osterlitz-Thouless

case(cf.Eq.(16)),with theslopeoftheseparatrixrenor-

m alized from 1

(4�)4
to 1=X . In the absence ofinterac-

tions (c = 0) these contour num bers CN and CM are

conserved,butin the presence ofinteractionsthe renor-

m alization group pushestheow from onecontourtothe

next. Furtherm ore,by Eq.(34)and Eq.(25),fora > 0

(i.e. a0 > 8�) the contournum ber CN increases,while

fora < 0 (i.e.a0 < 8�)CN decreases.Sim ilarly forCM

and �.Theresulting ow isdiagram m ed in �gure2.

It is clear from this that for a trajectory originat-

ing below the separatrices (yN < (a0 � 8�)=X and

yM < (�0 � 8�)=X ), the ow leads to both yN and

yM zero. In other words,there is a stable phase with

both typesofvorticesbound asdipoles,correspondingto

a stripe ordered/superconducting ordered phase. Ifthe

trajectorystartswith (a0� 8�)< 0and (�0� 8�)< 0,the
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FIG .2: Renorm alization group ow for weakly coupled su-

perconducting(stripe)vortex gases,with contournum bersC

labelled. The �xed points are the y= 0 axis. W ith nonzero

coupling,the ow m ovesfrom one contourto the nextasin-

dicated by thearrows.Itisclearthateven in thepresenceof

coupling foreach gastherearestilltwo phasescorresponding

to y ! 0 and y increasing.

ow leads to both yN and yM increasing and unbound

dipoles of both species. Thus there is a stripe disor-

dered/superconducting disordered phase.Finally,in the

m ixed case,e.g. yN < (a0 � 8�)=X and (�0 � 8�)< 0,

yN owsto zerobutyM increases.Thustherearephases

with stripedisorder/superconductingorderand stripeor-

der/superconducting disorder.

W e have seen that, with weak (g1 + g2) all four

phases corresponding to stripe order/superconducting

order, stripe disorder/superconducting order, stripe

order/superconducting disorder, and stripe disor-

der/superconducting disorder are stable and can be re-

alized in the system described by Lee’stheory in (1+ 1)

dim ensions (Eq.(1)). W e em phasize thatwe have ana-

lyzed only the case with isotropic couplings K �� = K �

and K �� = K � and weak coupling. In this case,the

phasediagram in the K �=K � planeisshown in Fig.3.

V . SU M M A R Y

The m ain results of this paper are the interact-

ing coulom b gas representation ofthe com peting stripe

and superconducting orders, Eq. (8); and the renor-

m alization group ow Eq. (17). Analysis of these

ow equations shows that the 1+ 1 dim ensional ver-

sion ofthe theory proposed in ref. [5]supports stable

phases corresponding to stripe order/superconducting

order, stripe disorder/superconducting order, stripe

order/superconducting disorder, and stripe disor-

der/superconducting disorder.
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A P P EN D IX A :D ETA ILS O F

R EN O R M A LIZA T IO N G R O U P C A LC U LA T IO N

Here we present the details for the renorm alization

of the system described by Eq. (7) and Eq. (8), and

param etrized in fouriercoe�cientsvia equations10,11,

and 12.Thedetailsclosely follow theprocedureused by

Jose et. al.[8]. The basic idea is to introduce a sm all

length scale cuto� rc,and then integrate outcon�gura-

tions with pairs ofthe sam e type ofcharge which are

rc + drc apartto �nd a new system with a longerm ini-

m um length scale.

In our action Eq.(9),the �elds N and M consist of

point charges,e.g. N (r) =
P

�
N ��(r� r�). W e will

expresstheterm sEq.(9)involving G N and G M assum s

overpairsofthese charges.Thisresultsin the cancella-

tion ofallodd fourier com ponents ofG N and G M ,i.e.

an and �n are zero forodd n. To see this,note thatin

re-expressing the sum as a sum over pairs,we com bine

term slike N �N �G N (R � � R�)+ N �N �G N (R � � R�).

The two G N ’sabovedi�erby reversing the relativevec-

tor(i.e. � ! � + �). Since odd fouriercom ponentspick

up a relative m inussign underthisreversal,they cancel

each other,and only the even fourier com ponents sur-

vive.O n theotherhand,sincetheterm swith � describe

theinteraction between distinguishablevortices,wecan-

notconvertthem into sum soverpairs,and thereforethe

fourier coe�cients c n can be nonzero for both odd and

even n.

As in the K osterlitz-Thouless case,G N and G M di-

verge logarithm ically at short length scales. In Eq.(7)
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this translates to divergences when R 1 = R 2. To re-

m ove thisdivergence,we m ustenforce chargeneutrality

(
P

�
N � =

P

�
M � = 0)and im poseasm alldistancecut-

o� rc[9]. To accountforthe m icroscopic physicslostin

thisprocedure,we introduce core energies� N and � M

forthevortices(charges).Afterthisouraction iswritten

as

S =
X

(�;�)

N �N �G N (R � � R�)+
X

(�;�)

M �M �G M (R � � R�)+
X

�;�

M �N �i�N (R � � R�)+
X

�

N
2

�� N +
X

�

M
2

�� M

(A1)

where (�;�) denotes a sum overpairs and �;� denotes an unrestricted sum over both � and �. At this point we

m ake the sim plifying assum ption that� N and � M arevery large,so we m ay restrictto N �;M � = � 1.Introducing

the fugacities yN = e�� N and yM = e�� M ,we can write the partition function as a sum over j N-dipoles and k

M -dipoles:

Z =

1X

j= 0

1X

k= 0

y
2j

N
y
2k
M

1

j!2

1

k!2

Z
d2x1

r2c
� � �

d2x2j

r2c

Z
d2z1

r2c
� � �

d2z2k

r2c
e
� ~S (A2)

~S =
X

(�;�)

N �N �G N (x� � x�)+
X

(�;�)

M �M �G M (z� � z�)+
X

�;�

M �N �i�N (z� � x�) (A3)

The �rst step in the real-space renorm alization procedure is to integrate over dipoles ofsize rc + drc. Because

yN ;yM � 1 we need only considercon�gurationswith one dipole ofeither type. Furtherm ore,m ixed M -N dipoles

arenotintegrated outbecausedoing so would violateoverallchargeneutrality foreach species.Thism eansthatthe

M and N chargesare con�gured freely with respectto each other.W riting outthese single dipole contributions,the

partition function gainsan extra factor:

e
�~s

! e
�~s

�

(

1+

Z
d2R N

r2c

Z rc+ drc

rc

d2rN

r2c
y
2

N e
�S

0

N +

Z
d2R M

r2c

Z rc+ drc

rc

d2rM

r2c
y
2

M e
�S

0

M + O (y4)

)

(A4)

S
0
N = � GN (rN )+

2kX

�

N �

�

G N (R N +
rN

2
� x�)� GN (R N �

rN

2
� x�)

�

+

2jX

�

M �

�

i�(R N +
rN

2
� z�)� i�(R N �

rN

2
� z�)

�

(A5)

S
0
M = � GM (rM )+

2jX

�

M �

�

G M (R M +
rM

2
� z�)� GM (R M �

rM

2
� z�)

�

+

2kX

�

N �

�

i�(R M +
rM

2
� x�)� i�(R N �

rN

2
� x�)

�

(A6)

where R signi�esthe centerand r the separation ofthe dipole being integrated out. To obtain the above,we have

used the factthatthe com binatorialfactorforj+ 1 pairsofcharges,one ofwhich isa dipole (i.e.
j+ 1)

2

(j+ 1)!2
),isequal

to the com binatorialfactorofjpairsofcharges(i.e. 1

j!2
).

To proceed, rewrite equations A5 and A6 using identities like
�
G N (R N + rN

2
� x�)� GN (R N �

rN

2
� x�)

�
=

rN � rR N
G N (R N � x�).In Eq.(A4),these expressionsenterinto exponentials,which we expand.The linearterm s

in thisexpansion producenothing interesting.To seethis,notethattherearetwo typesoftheseterm s:thosewith a

gradient,and thosewithout.Thelinearterm sinvolvingthegradientdonotcontributesincetheirintegralwith respect

to r iszero.Thelinearterm sinvolving no gradient(� GN (rN )and � GM (rM ))integrateto constantsindependentof

j,k,and the N �,M �,so they m erely producean overallconstantm ultiplying the partition function.

Since the linear term s in the expansion ofthe exponentials ofEq.(A4) are uninteresting,we look at the second

order term s. There are three types ofterm s here: those involving no gradients (e.g. G N G N );those involving one

gradient(e.g.G N r� r GN );and thoseinvolving two gradients(e.g.r� r GN r� r GN ).The�rsttypeofterm ,with no

gradients,integratesto a constantindependentofj,k,and the N �,M �,so weignoreit.
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The second type of term , with only one gradient, integrates to zero. For exam ple, one such expression is
P

�
N �G (rN )rN � rR N

G N (R N � x�). However,in each term ofthe sum we can change integration variables to

R 0
N = R N � x�,producing

R P

�
N �G (rN )rN � rR 0

N
G N (R

0
N ).Chargeneutrality then m akesthe sum overN � zero.

Thethird typeofterm ,with twogradients,doescontributeto renorm alization.A typicalterm ofthistypeis(using

the fourierexpansion of�)

1

2!

Z
d2R N

r2c

Z rc+ drc

rc

d2rN

r2c
y
2

N

X

�;�

M �M �rN � rR N

�

i

Z
d2k

(2�)2

1

k2

�X
cne

in�
�

e
ik�(z� �R N )

�

�

rN � rR N

�

i

Z
d2k

(2�)2

1

k2

�X
cm e

im �
�

e
ik�(z� �R N )

�

Using rN � rc(cos�;sin�)we can integrateoverrN to obtain

�
1

2!

2�

2

r3cdrc

r2c
y
2

N

Z
d2R N

r2c

X

�;�

M �M �

Z
d2k0

(2�)2

d2k

(2�)2
(� ik)� (� ik

0)
1

k2k02

X

n;m

cncm e
in�+ im �

0

e
ik�z� + ik

0
�z� e

�i(k+ k
0
)�RN

= �
�

2!

drc

rc
y
2

N

X

�;�

M �M �

Z
d2k

(2�)2

1

k2
e
ik�(z� �z � )

X

n;m

cncm e
i(n+ m )�

e
im �

=
�

2

drc

rc
y
2

N

X

�;�

M �M �

Z
d2k

(2�)2

1

k2
e
ik�(z� �z � )

X

n

0

@
X

l;m

�n;l+ m clcm (� 1)m + 1

1

A e
in�

Afterm any calculationslikethisand som ealgebra,we

obtain a new partition function in the form ofEq.(A2)

again,except that the interaction functions have been

rede�ned to G 0
N ,G

0
M ,and �0 via the new coe�cients

a
0
n = an � �

X

k;m

�n;k+ m (y
2

N akam + y
2

M (� 1)m + 1
ckcm )dl

�
0
n = �n � �

X

k;m

�n;k+ m (y
2

M �k�m + y
2

N (� 1)m + 1
ckcm )dl

c
0
n = cn � �

X

k;m

�n;k+ m (y
2

N ak + y
2

M �k)cm dl: (A7)

Heredl= drc=rc.

Atthis pointitis usefulto exam ine m ore closely the

structureofthecontributionstotheinteraction functions

and understand whatsortsofinteractionswearedealing

with.To thisend we evaluatea typicalterm ,

Z
d2k

(2�)2
e
in�e

ik�r

k2

using k � r= krcos� thisbecom es

1

(2�)2

Z 2�

0

d�

Z 1

1

L

dk

k
e
ikrcos(���)

e
in� (A8)

=
inein�

2�

Z 1

r

l

dx

x
J�n (x) (A9)

wherewehaveintroduced theBesselfunction Jn.Dueto

the oscillatory nature ofthe Besselfunction the integral

isdom inated bytheinfrared soweem ploytheasym ptotic

form Jn(x)�
1

n!
(x
2
)n to obtain

(� i)n

2�n!
e
in�

(

const+

Z 1

r

L

dx
1

x

�
x

2

�jnj
)

(A10)

where the negative sign refers to n < 0. For the case

n 6= 0,theinfrared partconvergesand weareleftwith a

function ofthespatialangle� independentofr.Forthe

casen = 0weobtain alogarithm icdivergencein r.Using

thecut-o� rc thepreciseform forthen = 0 contribution

to the interaction functionsis

Z
d2k

(2�)2

eik�r

k2
= �

1

2�
ln

�
�
�
�

r

rc

�
�
�
� (A11)

Thus in the interaction term s only the zero-m ode

fourier com ponent has any m ention ofrc. To com plete

the renorm alization group program ,we m ust write the

partition function in a form containing only the renor-

m alized core size r0c = (1+ dl)rc. After we do this the

partition function is(up to an overallconstant)
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Z =

1X

j= 0

1X

k= 0

y
2j

N
y
2k
M (1+ dl)4k+ 4j

1

j!2

1

k!2

Z
d2x1

r02c
� � �

d2x2j

r02c

Z
d2z1

r02c
� � �

d2z2k

r02c
�

exp(� ~S0)� exp

8
<

:
�
1

2�
a
0
0 ln(1+ dl)

1

2

X

�6= �

N �N � �
1

2�
�
0
0 ln(1+ dl)

1

2

X

�6= �

M �M � �
i

�
c
0
0 ln(1+ dl)

1

2

X

�6= �

N �M �

9
=

;

(A12)

where ~S0isthesam easin equation A3,butwith rc,G N ,

G M ,and �replaced by r0c,G
0
N ,G

0
M ,and �0,respectively.

The second exponentialis the correction from changing

rc to r
0
c in the zero m odesofthe interactions.

Now,by chargeneutrality
P

N � =
P

M � = 0.There-

fore
P

�;�
M �N � = 0. Also

P

�6= �
N �N � = (

P
N �)

2
�

P
N 2
� = � 2j and sim ilarly

P

�6= �
M �M � = � 2k, so

thatthe lastexponentialin equation A12 becom es(1+

dl)�2j
a
0

0

4� (1 + dl)�2k
�
0

0

4� . W ith these contributions the

renorm alization ofyN and yM is

y
0
N = yN + yN (2�

a0

4�
)dl

y
0
M = yM + yM (2�

�0

4�
)dl (A13)

to lowest order in the y. At this point, the partition

function isin thesam eform asin equation A2exceptthat

rc hasbeen replacedbyr
0
c,andthefouriercoe�cientsand

fugacities have changed according to equations A7 and

A13.Thiscom pletestherenorm alization group program

and gives us the the di�erentialrenorm alization group

ow equations17 stated in the text.
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