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In this paper we perform a renomm anzat'ijon group analysis on the 1+ 1 dim ensional version of a
previously proposed e ective eld theory E] describbing (quantum ) uctuating stripe and supercon—
ductor orders. W e nd four possible phases corresponding to stripe order/disorder com bined w ith

superconducting order/disorder.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In Lay x SrxCuO,4 (LSCO) compounds, there are
three wellestablished ordering tendencies: antiferrom ag-
netism , superconductivity and charge/spin stripes.il].
Som e experin ents indicate that stripes and superconduc—
tivity can even coexist in these com poundslg']. Further-
m ore, neutron scattering experin ents by Lake et aL[_I%]
show that a m oderate m agnetic eld can have large ef-
fects on the lncom m ensuratem agnetic uctuations. This
is w idely taken as evidence suggesting the stabilization
of stripes by the m agnetic eld.

In mean eld theory, when two order param eters are
In close com petition it ispossible forthem to coexist in a
certain region of the phase diagram g]. In such a coexis—
tence region quantum uctuations ofboth order param —
eters dom nate the low -energy physics. In a recent paper
Lee[_E':] exam ined such a situation. T hat paper describbed
how the G oldstone m odes of stripe and superconducting
orders and their respective topological defects interact.

W e stress that the theory presented in Ref.i_'i] diersin
In portant ways from the conventional selfdual charge—
density wave/superconductivity action in one din ension.
Indeed, in one din ension the displacem ent eld of the
charge density wave is conjugate to the phase of the su—
perconducting order. A s a resul the charge density wave
and the superconducting orders are m utually exclisive
(ie. whenever superconducting susceptibility strongly
diverges the charge density wave susceptibility does not
and vice versa) . In contrast, in the theory ofR ef.E_i] there
exists a generic region in phase diagram where both or-
ders exist.

In this paper we exam ine in detail a one-dim ensional
analog ofthem odelstudied in Ref.iﬁ]. T hem otivation for
this is that welldeveloped calculational m ethods (such
as the renomm alization group) can be used to analyze the
phase structure of them odel. This can be used to check
the correctness of the asserted phase structure in Ref.i_S]

N ow we describe the theory proposed by Lee Ej]. Since
the stripe order isa one dim ensional charge density w ave,
its G oldstone m ode (ie. stripe displacement) isa U (1)
sca]arE]. T he superconducting order, of course, also pos—
sesses a U (1) G odstone m ode. The in portant question
is: how dothesetwo U (1) m odes couple together? A hint

ofhow this coupling works com es from the experim ental
fact that the period of Incom m ensurate spin correlation
decreases as the doping density Increases. M otivated by
this Leet_E;] constructed the ollow Ing Lagrangian density

L = ! J? + ! g+ J L@ + g (@ iq J¢)
oK oK 0 0T &K (0lx o 19 Je
+a (0@ o igJx): @)

In the above o = e's is the U (1) phase factor of

the superconducting order param eter, and , = el
is the phase factor of the stripe order. That is, , =
2 =)% u&;b),wih the stripeperiod and u x;t) the
displacem ent eld ofthe stripe order. J and g are aux—
iliary elds coupling to the superconducting and stripe
phases, respectively. T hese auxiliary eldshavethe phys—
ical interpretation of energy-m om entum currents. (In
this paper greek indices run over x;t and repeated in-
dices are summ ed.)

W ithout the coupling (gi;; = 0), Integrating out J
and g produces the eld theory for two independent
U (1) G odstonem odes and their respective vortices. T he
e ect of the coupling is to favor stripe digplacem ent (u)
In the presence of local charge in balance (J:).

To analyze Eq. ('_]:), Lee used a duality transform ation
plus an educated guess about the four possible quantum
phases corresponding to com binations of stripe and su-
perconducting order/disorder. In this paper we study
a one-dim ensional version ofEq. @:), applying the well-
developed techniques of duality transform ation and the
renom alization group to detem ine the possble phases
In a more unbiased fashion. W e nd that all four com —
binations of stripe order/disorder and superconducting
order/disorder are stable phases. T his supports the con—
otured phase structure in Ref. 5]

In the ollow ing we use a realspace renom alization
procedure sin ilar to that used by K osterlitz and T hou—
less to treat the phase transition of the 2-dim ensional
coulom b gasij, -'_é]. In section two we derive the vortex
action (the vortex of the stripe order param eter is the
dislocation) . In section three we ocbtain the renom aliza—
tion group recursion relations for the coupling constants
In that theory. A s In the K osterlitz-T houless theory we
m ake the an all vortex figaciy approxin ation. W e ana-
Iyze the im plications of these ow s for phase stability in
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section four.

II. DUALITY TRANSFORMATION TO
2SPECIES COULOMB GAS

Follow ing the work of Jose et alig] we rst perform a
duality transform ation and w rite the theory In temm s of
vortex degrees of freedom .

Starting w ith Eq. @),we rst sgparate the phase of ¢
and ¢ into a topologically trivialpart and a topologically
non-trivialpart:

0 e o
eto @)

0

In the above (¢ and ( are single valued, while and

contain con gurations w ith non-zero w indings. A fter

Integrating over the topologically trivial phases ( o; o)
we obtain two conservation law s:
@QJ =0

@ g = O: 3)

To explicitly ful llthese conservation lawswewriteJ =

@ andg = @ ,where and arescalar eds.
Substitution leads to
1 2 1 2
= + +
K @ ) K @ ) @ @
+ @ @ + i@ @ + ig,Q@y @ : 4)

U pon Integrating by partsand identifying the vortex den—
stiesN =1 @ (@ )andM =i @ (@ ) theLa-
grangian density becom es

= L(@ Y+ — @ )%+ iM +iN
2K 2K
i@+ g) @Ry = )

T he above equation can be w ritten in m om entum space
as

0 . 1
1 — iGkyk
L= k& € F S
G ke ke
. N
I S S R ©)
where G = g; + gp. Integrating out the and elds
then produces
0 " 1
1 1G k ki
L=_nNM —@ X o tAS 7)
' et G kke =
K2 g2
det = — + G2K2kZ: ®)

Eqg. (:gi) is the starting point of our renom alization
group analysis. It descrbbes a system of two interacting
(anisotropic) coulomb gases { the vortices of the super-
conducting order param eter and the dislocations of the
stripe order param eter. Inspired by the work of K oster—
litz and T houlesswe perform a realspace renom alization
group analysis ofEq. é'g) in the ©llow ing.

ITII. RENORMALIZATION GROUP ANALY SIS

Eqg. (B) is more com plicated than the one species
Coulomb gas problem in two respects: 1) there are two
species of vortices and 2) the Interactions are not rota—
tionally invariant (ie. the Interaction depends not only
on the distance betw een vorticesbut also on their relative
orientation). In order to com plete the renom alization
group program we have to characterize the interaction
In tem s of a discrete set of coupling constants. One
way of achieving this is to Fourier transform the angular
dependence of the vortex-vortex interaction. In m om en—
tum space each elem ent of the Interaction m atrix is of

the om G k) = G k; )= ( isthe anglemadeby
k and the ky; axis). Therefore we @%Dand each of these
tem s ;n a furier series, eg. g( )= _a,e™ . W hen

transform ed back to real space, our action then becom es

Z
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In the above
an = ( lj’lan
n= 1’] n
&= ( 1fc, 13)

to ensure the interaction functions are real. W e _stress
that because of the angular dependence of Egs. :_lC_i, :;Ll:,
and :_i:_i, Gy ;Gy and depend not only on the dis-
tance R, R, jbut also on the relative ordentation
R 1 Ry)=R: R, J. In generala, and , are nonzero
only for even n. T he physical reason for this is indistin-
guishability of two charges of the sam e type (for details



see the appendix). ¢, can be nonzero for both odd and
even n.

The lim t where allthe a,, n,and g, are zero exospt
ap and ( describes two decoupled isotropic 2-D XY
m odels In their coulom b gas representations { the K oster-
litz and Thoulessproblem . Beforewe attack Eq. {g), asa
wam up, ktusbrie y review the K osterlitz-T houless re—
sults for the one com ponent system . In the renom aliza—
tion group approach one integrates out one pair oftightly
bound dipok (ie. adpolwih r.+ dr. < size< r.) ata
tin e. The renom alization group proceeds iteratively by
treating r. as a running length scale. T he two coupling
constants in that case are the vortex-vortex interaction
strength ap and vortex figacity y = e where isthe
core energy of vortices. In the lim it ofy < < 1, the renor—
m alization group equations for apy and y are given by

dy ap
= = 2 = 14
a1 y 2 14)
dao
—_— = vai: 15)

dl

T he above equations have the entire y = 0 axisas xed
points. However depending on w hether ag 8 ispos-
itive/negative the =xed point is stable/unstable. The
pointy= 0;3p = 8 isa criticalpoint. Near it, the ow
tra fctories are given by

ag @ fy’=c (16)

Here C is a constant labelling each tra fctory. This ow

is shown in gu]:e:l;'. Note that the C = 0 separatrix y =

(4—1)4 (@0 8 ) separates the basins of attraction for the
ordered and disordered phases. In the ordered phase the
density of vortices renomm alizesto zero (y ! 0) at large
length scales, signifying the presence of a bound dipolk
phase. In the disordered phase the density of vortices
Increases (y Increases) at large length scales, signifying
the existence of a vortex plasm a (unbound dipole) phase.

T he two-com ponent vortex gas problem we are fac—
Ing is not so di erent. However, we have to painstak-
ingly keep track ofallthe Fourier coe cientsin Eq. (0},
Eg. C_ll:) and Eq. {_lé) and exam inehow they renom alize.
Interestingly, even in the presence ofthese anisotropic in—
teractions the K osterlitz-T houless renom alization group
program closes.

A 1l the technical details are given in the appendix.
Here we jist note the Pollow ng point. Because the
\C oulom b charge" ofthe superconducting vortices is not
related to the \Coulomb charge" of the stripe vortices,
only Intra-species dipoles are possible. T his in plies that
the positions of vortices belonging to di erent species do
not have to obey the constraint that the m inimum dis—
tance is .. To lowest order In y the resulting renom al-
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FIG. 1: Renom alization group ow for the K osterlitz—
Thouless transition. The xed points are the y=0 axis. In
ourm odel this corresponds to only y, ap nonzero.

ization group equations are given by

dyn _ > ﬂ
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N ote that the renom alization of yy v only depends
on the isotropic part of the coupling @y and o). The
renom alization of an anisotropy coe cient, €g9. an,)
nclidesm any termm s. Each tem is a quadratic function
ofax, x,orca. Ifwe set all coupling constants except
ag and ¢ to zero we recover the K osterlitz-T houless ow
equations (for two separate species). It is easily veri ed
that the condition or Gy ;Gy , and to be real @, =
( 1Fa , ,etc.) ispreserved by these ow equations. It
is also clear from the form of these equations that these
coe cients orm a closed set under renom alization.

IVv. PHASESOF THE TW O SPECIES
COULOMB GAS

Eqg. C_l-]') predicts xed points oryy = yy = 0 and
ans ns G = anything. As in the nom al K osterlitz—
Thouless case, we interpret y = 0 as the absence of un-
bound dipolks. From rst line of Eq. (I7), yy = 0 is
linearly stabl ifay > 8 . Foray > 8 the renom aliza-
tion group bringsyy to largervalies. Sim ilar statem ents
hold for ¢ and yy . This suggests the presence of our



phases depending on whether the vortices of N or M
species form dipoles or unbind.

However, this is not quite enough for our purposes.
W hat we really need to know is whether all four phases
can be reached by varying the ve param etersin Eq. ﬂ)
P ut another way, the physical system ofEqg. d) lives in
a ve din ensional subgpace of the in nie din ensional
space form ed by the a,, n, and ¢,. W e need to check
w hich phases can be reached by tra fctories origihating
In the physical subspace, not jist which phases exist for
the In nite din ensional space.

In order to obtain a tractable problem , in the ©llow —
Ing we concentrate on the case In which K = K ,
K = K and GK << 1. W hen GK are small
it is easy to evaluate the fourder coe cients in equations
Egs. :_l-g,:_f]_J,and:_l-Z_ijnpowersofGK ; cIGK ;, =0 ()
we nd that the lading contrbution to a,, n, &G IS
0 ( 7¥?). For the speci ¢ om of interaction 1 Eq. (:7|
it is sinple to see that besides E quations tL3 there are
additional constraintson a,, 5 and ¢, :

an = = 0 unlssn = 4m
G = 0 unlessn = 4m + 2: 18)

A1l of these conditions are preserved by the ow_equa-
tions. In tem s of the origihalparam eters n Eqg. [f.), the
non-vanishing coe cientsup to order are:

ap=K (L K K G2=8)
v=K (1 KK G2=8)
@=c, = 1GK K =4 19)

In the follow Ing we truncate the space considered to only
these coe clients, which is correct to lowest order in
Furthem ore, this restrictsusto a ve-dim ensional space
of param eters, which we can take to be independently
detem ned by the ve param eters in Eq. (7).

In this case, the ow equations :_l-j becom e

dﬁ - w2 = 0)
d?i -w o2 1)
oo fd f R e2)
R R e3)
% = y§ age + szq 0 (24)

First, by multiplying Eq. C_Z-Z_I) by ¢, and then adding
the resul to its com plex conjugate, we obtain
din ¥
dl

= 2 Yiartyve o &7F (25)

U sing this in Eq. £4) and Eq. £3) then gives us

da ) 1 dinf

- - % oar®:i 26)

d 0 2 . 1 d:CZf

-2 = — 27

di ¥ oo B 16 dl @n
(28)

Atthispoint, we exam ine closely the region ofparam e-
ter space around the critical point by m aking the change
of variables

a = aqg 8
= o0
c= ¢ cC
In the above cisthe xed pointofc,. A fier som ealgebra,

and keeping temm sto owestorderin a, ,c, vy ,and vu ,
the ow equations fora and are, after som e algebra,

dy? 1

bl @)

dy? 1
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d1 % 6 £ 16 dl 82)
(33)

F inally, we can com bine these equations to yield

d a® X dc a dj
ﬁ = N = _ﬁ (34)
dl dl 8 dl
d 2 x dc dis ]
3& _ Mo ZCZf 35)
dl dl 8 dl

HereX = (@ Y@+ £f=@ )?). To understand these
equations, note that the quantity in parentheses on the
LH S ofeach equation is precisely of the form ofthe con—
tour num bers for tra fctories in the K osterlitz-T houless
case (cf. Eqg. d_lé)), w ith the slope ofthe separatrix renor-
m alized from ﬁ to 1=X . In the absence of interac—
tions (c = 0) these contour numbers Cy and Cy are
conserved, but in the presence of interactions the renor-
m alization group pushesthe ow from one contourto the
next. Furthem ore, by Eq. C_S-A_l') and Eq. {_2-5), fora> 0
(ie. ag > 8 ) the contour number Cy increases, while
fora< 0 (ie. ap < 8 ) Cy decreases. Sin ilarly ﬁ)rCM
and . Theresulting ow isdiagrammed in gure 2.

It is clkar from this that for a trafctory origihat-
Ing below the separatrices (yw < (@0 8 )=X and
w < (o 8 )=X), the ow Jads to both y and
ym zero. In other words, there is a stable phase w ih
both types ofvorticesbound as dipoles, corresponding to
a stripe ordered/superconducting ordered phase. If the
trapctory startswih @ 8 )< Oand (¢ 8 )< 0,the
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FIG . 2: Renom alization group ow for weakly coupled su—
perconducting (stripe) vortex gases, w ith contour num bers C
labelled. The xed points are the y=0 axis. W ih nonzero
coupling, the ow m oves from one contour to the next as in—
dicated by the arrow s. It is clear that even in the presence of
coupling for each gas there are still tw o phases corresponding
toy ! 0 andy increasing.

ow leads to both yy and yy Increasing and unbound
dipoles of both species. Thus there is a stripe disor-
dered/superconducting disordered phase. F inally, in the
mixed case, eg. v < (@0 8 )=X and (g 8 )< 0,
vy Oowsto zerobutyy increases. Thusthere are phases
w ith stripe disorder/superconducting order and stripe or—
der/superconducting disorder.

W e have seen that, with weak (g1 + gz) all fur
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 descrbed by Lee’s theory in (1+ 1)
din ensions Eq. @:)) . W e em phasize that we have ana-
Iyzed only the case with isotropic couplings K = K
and K = K and weak coupling. In this case, the
phase diagram In the K =K plane is shown In Fig. -'_3’

V. SUMMARY

The main results of this paper are the interact—
Ing coulom b gas representation of the com peting stripe
and superconducting orders, Eq. é'g); and the renor-
m alization group ow Eq. (:;Lz:) . Analysis of these

ow equations shows that the 1+1_din ensional ver—
sion of the theory proposed in ref. ﬁ] 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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APPENDIX A:DETAILS OF
RENORMALIZATION GROUP CALCULATION

Here we present the details for the renom alization
of the system described by Eqg. (:j) and Eq. (:gi'), and
param etrized In fourier coe cients via equations T,_E)_; 1_-1_;
and i14. T he details closely ©llow the procedure used by
Jose et. a]_g]. T he basic idea is to introduce a an all
length scale cuto r., and then integrate out con gura—
tions w ith pairs of the sam e type of charge which are
r. + dr. apart to nd a new system with a longerm ini-
mum length scale.

In our action Eq. ('_55), thePe]ds N and M coonsist of
point charges, eg. N (r) = N r r). Wewill
express the tem sEq. ('_9) nvolvingGy and Gy assums
over pairs of these charges. T his results in the cancella—
tion of all odd fourier com ponents of Gy and Gy , ie.
a, and , are zero for odd n. To see this, note that in
reexpressing the sum as a sum over pairs, we com bine
terms lkeN N Gy R R)+N N Gy R R ).
The two Gy 's above di er by reversing the relative vec—
tor (ie. ! + ). Since odd fourier com ponents pick
up a relative m inus sign under this reversal, they cancel
each other, and only the even fourier com ponents sur-
vive. O n the other hand, since the temrm sw ith  describe
the interaction between distinguishable vortices, we can—
not convert them into sum s over pairs, and therefore the
fourier coe cients ¢, can be nonzero for both odd and
even n.

A s In the K osterlitz-T houless case, Gy and Gy di-
verge logarithm ically at short length scales. In Eq. )



this translates to divergences when R; = R,;. To re— this procedure, we introduce core energies xy and y
nove this ckjyergenoe, we m ust enforce charge neutrality for the vortices (charges) . A fter this our action isw ritten
( N = M = 0) and in pose a an alldistance cut— as

o Ir¢ E]. To acocount for the m icroscopic physics lost in

X X X X X
S = N N Gy R R )+ M M Gy R R )+ M N iy ® R )+ NZ g+ M2y
(i) (i) ;
@a1)
where ( ; ) denotes a sum over pairs and ; denotes an unrestricted sum over both and . At thisponntwe
m ake the sim plifying assum ption that y and y arevery large, sowemay restrictctoN ;M = 1. Introducihg

the fugacitiesyy = e ¥ andyw = e Y , we can write the partition function as a sum over j N-dipoles and k
M dipoles:

Z Z
. - ® % 2 L L Ex; Py Pz Pz o a2
ko | JFKE 2 rZ 2 rZ
X X X
s = N NGy x)+ M MGy (@ z)+ MNiy@E x) @ 3)

(i) (i) i

The st step In the realspace renom alization procedure is to Integrate over dipoles of size r. + dr.. Because
YN 7 YM 1 we need only consider con gurations w ith one dipol of either type. Furthem ore, m ixed M N dipoles
are not Integrated out because doing so would violate overall charge neutrality for each species. Thism eans that the
M and N charges are con gured freely with respect to each other. W riting out these single dipole contributions, the
partition function gains an extra factor:

( 7 7 )

Z Z
d2R N re+ dre d2 Ty o d2R M re+ dre d2 T o
e® | e? 1+ 2eSN+ ZeSM+O 4 4
Z . =" Z . =W voo ey
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Sy = Gy (my )+ N GNCRN+7 X) Gy Ry > x) +
¥ , n \ N
M 1iRy+— 2z) 1Ry — 2z) @®5)
2 2
23
0 v Ty
Sy = Gy (v )+ M Gm Ry +7 z) Gu Ry N z) +
®x . v . N
N iRy +7 x) 1 Ry Y X ) (A 6)

where R signi es the center and r the separation of the dipolk being integrated out. To obtain the above, we have

. 2
used the fact that the com binatorial factor for j+ 1 pairs of charges, one of which is a dipoke (ie. (3;—?),2 ), isequal

to the com binatorial factor of jpairs of charges(ie. j% ).

To prooceed, rew rite equatjons_é_:ﬂ and 'é_a using dentities ke Gy Ry + 5~ x) Gy Ry 5 x) =
o  K,Gy Ry x).InEqg. &4), these expressions enter into exponentials, which we expand. T he linear tem s
In this expansion produce nothing interesting. To see this, note that there are tw o types of these tem s: those w ith a
gradient, and those w ithout. T he linear term s nvolring the gradient do not contribute since their integralw ith respect
to r is zero. T he linear term s nvolving no gradient ( Gy (ry ) and Gy (1 )) Integrate to constants ndependent of
jrk,and theN ,M , so they merely produce an overall constant m ultiplying the partition function.

Since the lnear tem s in the expansion of the exponentials of Eq. @_4) are uninteresting, we look at the second
order termm s. There are three types of tem s here: those Involving no gradients (eg. Gy Gy ); those involving one
gradient €g9.Gyr r §);and those mvolving two gradients €g.r rgr r§).The rsttypeoftem ,wih no
gradients, integrates to a constant independent of j, k, and theN ,M , so we ignore it.



p The second type of temm , wih only one gradient, Integrates to zero. For example, one such expression is

N G (o )y

£, Gy Ry
RY =Ry

x , producing N G ()

X ). However, In each tem of the sum we can change Integration variables to
o Gy (Rg ). Charge neutrality then m akes the sum overN

Zero.

T he third type ofterm , w ith tw o gradients, does contrbute to renom alization. A typicaltemm ofthistype is (using

the fourier expansion of )

Z
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2 2, 2w EEe ere 7
’ Z
Fx 1 X . .
me R 2P« et
U sihg 1y k (Cos ;sin ) we can Integrate over 1y to obtain
Z
12 rldr FRy X #k® Pk 1 X o O . .
+ 4 Ie ch N ( (% GG, e +:m°e:k z+:k°zel(k+k°> Ry
212 2 r2 R 2@ ) k2k®
. < c ; n;m
X Z 2 X
_ _drcyz d’k i ik (z z ) GG, eterm) gin
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. 0 1
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- _ - A in
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A fterm any calculations like this and somea]gebra,_vge _ e ' 7 &) @ 9)
obtain a new partition finction in the form ofEq. @_2) 2 z X "

again, exospt that the Interaction functions have been
rede ned to G ,GJ ,and °via the new coe cints

X

a, = an narm O akan + ve (17 " lacg )dl
k m

g = n nk+m (YSJ k m t y; ( 15n+1Q<Cm )dl
km

0 _ 2 2 .

Cn = G n;k+m (YN ax t Yum k)cm di: (A7)
km

Here dl= dr.=r..

At this point i is useful to exam ine m ore closely the
structure ofthe contributions to the Interaction finctions
and understand w hat sorts of Interactions w e are dealing
w ih. To this end we evaluate a typical tem ,

&’k o et r
(2 )2 k2
usingk r= kroos thisbecomes
Z 5 Z
1 d %ej.krcos( )ej.n @ 8)
(2 )2 0 L k

w here we have ntroduced the B essel function J, . Due to
the oscillatory nature of the Bessel finction the integral
isdom Inated by the infrared so we em ploy the asym ptotic
om J, &) 3 (%)" to obtain

n!

@ 10)

where the negative sign refers to n < 0. For the case
n 6 0, the nfrared part converges and we are eft with a
function ofthe spatialangle independent ofr. For the
casen = Oweobtain a logarithm icdivergence in r. U sing
the cuto r. the precise form forthen = 0 contribution
to the interaction fiinctions is

r

= ! In @Aa1ll)
2

I

Thus in the interaction tem s only the zero-m ode
fourier com ponent has any m ention of r.. To com plete
the renomm alization group program , we must w rite the
partition function in a form containing only the renor-
malized core size r = (1 + dl)r.. After we do this the
partition fiinction is (up to an overall constant)



z z
7 = £ X Py a+ ap*r s L L oy Lxpy da P
. . jBke rf r? ot
j=0k=0
8 9
<1, 1X 1, 1X i, 1X =
ep( §) ep —ah@+dl. NN o {hQ+dly MM —gha+ds N M
. s 6 6 !
@a12)

where $0 isthe sam e as in equatjon:_i_-ﬁ',butwjth e, Gn ,
Gu ,and reploedbyrl,GJ,GJ ,and ©, respectively.
T he second exponential is the correction from changing
r. to 1 in the zero m odes ofthe intemnctions.

Ncgv,by d'largeneutta]jtyP N = M =PO.There—
fore ;MN=O.A]soP€NN=(N)2
N? = 2jand siniarly , M M = 2k, s

that the last exponential in equation A 12 becomes (L +
0 0

dy 237 @ + dl) * 7. W ith these contrbutions the
renom alization ofyy and yy is

ao
w + w @ 4—)dl

Y ot ym @ )dl A13)

=
I

0
4

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

function isin the sam e form as in equation ZA:Z exoept that

r. hasbeen replaced by rg, and the uriercoe cientsand

fugacities have changed according to equations :_Aj and

l_A_l_;’. T his com pletes the renom alization group program

and gives us the the di erential renom alization group
ow equations :_l-j stated In the text.
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