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W e analyze here the consequence oflocalrotational-sym m etry breaking in the quantum spin (or

phase)glass state ofthe quantum random rotor m odel. By coupling the spin glass orderparam e-

ter directly to a vector potential,we are able to com pute whether the system is resilient (that is,

possesses a phase sti�ness) to a uniform rotation in the presence ofrandom anisotropy. W e show

explicitly thatthe O (2)vectorspin glasshasno electrom agnetic response indicative ofa supercon-

ductoratm ean-�eld and beyond,suggesting theabsenceofphasesti�ness.Thisresultcon�rm sour

earlier�nding(PRL,89,27001 (2002))thatthephaseglassism etallic,duetothem ain contribution

to the conductivity arising from 
uctuationsofthe superconducting orderparam eter. In addition,

our�nding thatthespin sti�nessvanishesin thequantum rotorglassisconsistentwith theabsence

ofa transverse sti�ness in the Heisenberg spin glass found by Feigelm an and Tsvelik (Sov. Phys.

JETP,50,1222 (1979).

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

Spin glassesare characterized by the freezing oflocalspins along random non-collineardirections. Because each
spin points in a preferred direction,locally spin rotationalsym m etry is broken. Nonetheless,globally rotational
sym m etry is preserved because spin glasseshave no net m agnetization. W e consider here the O (2) quantum rotor
m odelwheretheexchangeinteractionsarerandom .Asthism odelisisotropicin rotorspace,a globalrotation ofallof
therotorsisan exactsym m etry,even in theglassphase.Nonetheless,in theglassstate,a globalrotation ofallofthe
spinsaround any axisgeneratesa new statewhich isdistinguishablefrom theoriginalunrotated state.Becausesuch
uniform rotationsaregenerated by thegroup SO (2),thespin glassstatebreaksSO (2)sym m etry.Allsuch statesare
energetically degenerateasa resultoftheinherentisotropy in rotorspace.Asa resultofthebroken SO (2)sym m etry,
itisreasonableto expectthata m asslessbosonicm ode should exist.
In the strictsense,a physicalsystem possessesa non-zero phase rigidity ifupon a uniform rotation ofthe phase,

the freeenergy increaseisofthe form ,

�F =
�s

2

Z

d
2
rjr �j2; (1)

where�s isthespin orsuper
uid sti�nessand �isthecollectivephasevariable.Consequently a spin-wavem odewith
a dispersion ! = � ck would bean experim entalsignatureofa spin sti�nessconsistentwith Eq.(1).Experim entally,

however,nosuch m odehaseverbeen found in eitherneutron scatteringortherm alm easurem ents1,2,3,4 on spin glasses.
Thisfailurem ightbeattributed to thatfactthatover-dam ped m odesand/orlow energy excitationsconspireto m ake

�s undetectable.Theoretically,in the phenom enologicalhydrodynam icaccount,Halperin and Saslow
5 assum ed that

�s 6= 0. They did caution the readerthatthe existence ofa sti�nessin a spin glassis subtle and,in alllikelihood,
doubtfulasa resultofthe preponderanceofexperim entalevidence fora largedensity oflow-energy excitationsthat
could over-dam p the spin-wave m ode. This conclusion is supported by extensive num ericalsim ulations by W alker
and W alstedt6 who found no evidence forthe characteristic!2 vanishing ofthe low-energy m odes.Two m icroscopic
calculationsofthespin sti�nessexist.Feigel’m an and Tsvelik7 developed a real-tim ediagram m atictechniqueforthe
Heisenberg spin glassand showed explicitly thatthespin sti�nessvanishes.Thisresultisparticularly robustbecause
itfollowsfrom a sim pleperm utation sym m etry ofthespin correlators7.W ithin thereplica form alism ofa Heisenberg
spin glassK otliar,Som polinsky,and Zippelius8,9 form ulated a m ean-�eld description ofthe single-valley sti�ness
constant.Thislim itisrelevantatsu�ciently shorttim esthatthespin glassrem ainstrapped in a singlecon�guration.
In thislim it,thesti�nessconstantisnon-zero8,9.However,in thefullstatisticalm echanicaltreatm entoftheproblem
in which hopping am ong the m yriads ofvalleys in the energy landscape ofa spin glass are allowed,the sti�ness
vanishes8,9,10. Thisresultim plies thatthe spin sti�ness isa transiente�ectapproaching zero in the equilibrium or
long-tim elim it.In thislim it,a new m asslessm odedispersing ask4 em ergeswhich leadsto thevanishing ofthe spin
sti�ness,asin the real-tim e form alism 7. Hence,there isa consilience between the replica and real-tim e form alism s
thatthe sti�nessconstantvanishesin the Heisenberg spin glass.
For quantum spin glasses,no calculation ofthe sti�ness exists. Nontheless,we expect the sam e physics to be

valid.Nam ely,aslong asthesystem can relax and hop am ong allofthecon�gurationsofthespin glass,thesti�ness
should vanish. For exam ple,in quantum spin glasses,quantum tunneling am ong the various localm inim a in the
spin glasslandscapeisperm itted,thereby leading to a vanishing ofthesti�ness.Thisproblem isparticularly current
becausewehaverecentlyproposed11 thatthebosonicexcitationsarisingfrom 
uctuationsofthesuperconductingorder
param eterin theglassyphase,lead toam etallicconductivityatzerotem perature.In theG aussianapproxim ation,this
conductivity �bos divergesas1=m

4 upon approachingthesuperconductingphase(m istheinversecorrelation length of
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the superconducting 
uctuations).A freeenergy density ofthe form ofEq.(1),however,leadsto a superconducting
response. Hence,should the phase glass itselfhave a well-de�ned sti�ness,then the bosonic conductivity,though
intriguing,would beirrelevantasitwould bedwarfed by thein�niteconductivity arising from theexcitationsrelated
to the glassy order param eter. W e show here explicitly that this is not the case,at least at the m ean-�eld level.
Ratherthan attem pting to calculate the phase sti�nessfrom the free energy,we considerthe linearresponse regim e
and couplethespin glassorderparam eterto theappropriatevectorpotential.Second,wecom putetheroleofreplica
sym m etry breaking (RSB)on the bosoniccontribution to the conductivity.W e show thatweak RSB doesnota�ect

the m etallic characterofthe conductivity asT ! 0.Consequently,the Bose m etallic phase found earlier11 isrobust
and constitutesthe only known exam pleofa m etallic phasein 2D in the presenceofdisorder.

II. P H A SE ST IFFN ESS

The starting pointforouranalysisisthe O (2)quantum rotorm odel,

H = � EC

X

i

�
@

@�i

� 2

�
X

hi;ji

Jij cos(�i� �j � Aij); (2)

where A ij = (e�=�h)
Rj
i
A � dl(e� = 2e). The Josephson couplings are assum ed to be random and governed by a

distribution

P (Jij)=
1

p
2�J 2

exp

�

�
(Jij � J0)

2

2J2

�

(3)

with non-zerom ean,J0 and J thevariance.W hen thedistribution hasa non-zerom ean,threephasesarepossible:1)
disordered param agnet,2)quantum phaseglass,and 3)superconductor.Becausetheexistenceofthespin sti�nessin
the spin glasscan be answered with the sim plerm odelwith zero m ean (J0 = 0),we utilize thism odelatthe outset.
For a random system ,the technique for treating disorder is now standard: 1) replicate the partition function,2)
perform theaverageoverdisorderand 3)introducetheappropriate�eldsto decoupletheinteracting term sthatarise.

Asthe corresponding action hasbeen detailed previously12,13,we willprovideadditionalstepsthatarenecessary to
determ inehow theelectrom agneticgaugecouplesto thespin glassorderparam eter.W ewritethereplicated partition
function as

Z n =

Z

D �iD Jije
� S (4)

wherethe Euclidean action isgiven by

S =

Z �

0

d�

8
<

:

X

i;a

1

4E C

�
@�ai(�)

@�

� 2

�
X

a

X

hiji

Jijcos
�
�
a
i(�)� �

a
j(�)� Aij(�)

�

9
=

;
; (5)

where the superscripta representsthe replica index. ForJ0 = 0,the integration overJij in Eq. (4)results in the
e�ective action,

Se� =

Z �

0

d�
X

i;a

1

4E C

�
@�ai

@�

� 2

+
J2

2

X

a;b

X

hiji

Z �

0

Z �

0

d�d�
0
1

4

X

�= + 1;� 1

exp
�
i
�
�
a
i(�)� ��

b
i(�

0)�
�
�
a
j(�)� ��

b
j(�

0)
�
� (Aij(�)� �A ij(�

0))
�	

+ c:c: (6)

with � = + 1;� 1. As a result ofthe sum over �,we see that the vector potentialenters both sym m etrically and
anti-sym m etrically.To sim plify the notation,weintroducethe two-com ponentvector

S
a(�)= (cos�a(�);sin�a(�)) (7)

and the corresponding auxiliary �eld,

Q
ab
�� (�;�

0)= hSa�(�)S
b
�(�

0)i (8)
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which willbe used in decoupling the action and ultim ately determ ines the Edwards-Anderson order param eter for
the quantum spin glasstransition. The rem aining stepsinvolve perform ing the cum ulantexpansion and taking the
continuum lim it.The �nalaction can be separated into the localand gradientparts:

Se� = Sloc + Sgr (9)

wherethe localpart

Sloc =

Z

d
d
x

(

1

�

Z

d�
X

a

�

r+
@

@�1

@

@�2

�

Q
aa
�� (x;�1;�2)j�1= �2= �

�
�

3

Z

d�1d�2d�3

X

a;b;c

Q
ab
�� (x;�1;�2)Q

bc
��(x;�2;�3)Q

ca
��(x;�3;�1)

+
1

2

Z

d�
X

a

�
uQ

aa
�� (x;�;�)Q

aa
�� (x;�;�)+ vQ

aa
�� (x;�;�)Q

aa
��(x;�;�)

�
)

�
y1

6t

Z

d
d
x

Z

d�1d�2

X

a;b

�
Q
ab
�� (x;�1;�2)

�4
: (10)

isidenticalto thatderived previously by Read,Sachdev and Ye13 and the gradientpart

Sgr =

Z

d
d
x

Z �

0

d�1d�2

X

a;b

�
�
�
�

�

r �
ie�

�h
A (x;�1)+

ie�

�h
A (x;�2)

�

Q
ab
�
(x;�1;�2)

�
�
�
�

2

+

Z

d
d
x

Z �

0

d�1d�2

X

a;b

�
�
�
�

�

r �
ie�

�h
A (x;�1)�

ie�

�h
A (x;�2)

�

Q
ab
+ (x;�1;�2)

�
�
�
�

2

(11)

in which the vectorpotentialcouplesboth sym m etrically and asym m etrically to com binationsofthe Q � m atricesof

thesam eparity.UsingthefactthatQ ab
�
(�1;�2)� hexp

�
i(�ai(�)� �bi(�

0))
�
i,theparitycom binationsoftheQ � m atrices

arede�ned asfollows:

Q
ab
�
(x;�1;�2)=

1

2

�
Q
ab
11(x;�1;�2)� Q

ab
22(x;�1;�2)

�
+

i

2

�
Q
ab
12(x;�1;�2)� Q

ab
21(x;�1;�2)

�
: (12)

Itisevidentthatthe vectorpotentialentersin a non-tim e translationally invariantm anner. Thisisa directconse-
quenceofthefactthattheQ � m atricesthem selvesarea function oftwo independenttim es,notsim ply thedi�erence
of�1 � �2.
To calculate the conductivity,we need to focusentirely on the gradientpartofthe action asthisisthe only part

thatcouplesto the vectorpotential. The standard K ubo form ula forthe spin-glasscontribution to the longitudinal
conductivity takesthe form ,

�(i! n)= �
�h

!n
lim
n! 0

1

n

Z

d
d(x � x

0)

Z �

0

d(�� �
0)

�2Z n

�A x(x;�)�A x(x
0;�0)

e
i!n (�� �

0
) (13)

wherewehavechosen to orientthevectorpotentialalong thex-axis.A bitlengthy variationalprocedureleadsto the
following result:

�(i! n) =
(e�)2

�h!n

1

n

X

a;b

Z �

0

d(� � �
0)ei!n (�� �

0
)

(

4

Z �

0

d�2
�
hjQ ab

�
(x;�;�2)j

2i+ hjQ ab
+ (x;�;�2)j

2i
�
�(�� �

0)

+ 4
�
hjQ ab

+ (x;�;�
0)j2i� hjQab

�
(x;�;�0)j2i

�
�

Z

d
d(x � x

0)hJx(x;�)Jx(x
0
;�

0)i

�

; (14)

wherethe currentJx(x;�)isde�ned as

J(x;�) =
ie�

�h

X

ab

X

�= + ;�

Z �

0

d�1

h

Q
ab
� (x;�;�1)r

�
Q
ab
� (x;�;�1)

��
� c:c

i

: (15)

In deriving this expression for the current, we considered the relations Q ab
+ (x;�2;�1) = Q ab

+ (x;�1;�2) and

Q ab
�
(x;�2;�1) = (Q ab

�
(x;�1;�2))

�,that follow from the de�nition,Eq. (12). To evaluate the correlation functions
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in Eq.(14),we need to usethe Fouriercom ponentsofthe Q -�elds:

Q
ab
�� (x;�1;�2) =

Z
ddk

(2�)d

1

�2

X

!1;!2

Q
ab
�� (k;!1;!2)e

� i(k� x� !1�1� !2�2); (16)

and take into account the relations between Q ab
�

and Q ab
�� given by Eq. (12). The generalansatz for the Fourier

transform ed Q -m atrices,

Q
ab
�� (k;!1;!2)= �(2�)d�d(k)��� [�q

ab
�!1;0�!2;0 + �

ab
�!1+ !2;0D (!1)]+

~Q ab
�� (k;!1;!2) (17)

consistsofthe spatially uniform m ean-�eld partand the 
uctuating spatialcom ponent, ~Q ab.In Eq.(17),

D (!)= � j!j=�; (18)

while the o�-diagonalelem entsofqab constitutethe ultram etricParisim atrix13

q(s)=

�
(s=s1)qE A 0 < s< s1;

qE A s1 < s< 1;

in which s1 = 2y1qE A T=�,and qE A isthe Edwards-Anderson orderparam eter(qaa = qE A ).
W e substitute then thisansatzinto Eq.(14)and obtain that�(i! n)consistsofthree parts,

�(i! n)= �
(1)(i!n)+ �

(2)(i!n)+ �
(3)(i!n): (19)

�(1)(i!n)isgiven by

�
(1)(i!n)=

16e2

�h!n

4qE A � q

3
�(i! n) (20)

where

�(i! n)=

Z �

0

d�e
i!n � [��(�)� 1]; (21)

In thederivation above,weused theresult,(1=n)
P

a;b
qabqab = (4=3)qE A � q,where� q = qE A �

R1
0
q(s)ds= qE A s1=2

isthe broken ergodicity param eter,thatvanisheslinearly with tem perature. Note,had we assum ed thatthe vector
potentialentered in a tim e-translationally invariantm anner,the factorof� 1 in Eq. (21)would notbe present. As

a result,the conductivity would diverge at !n = 0 as in a superconductor. In �(2)(i!n) we collect the term s that
contain D (!n):

�
(2)(i!n)=

16e2

�h!n

 

T
X

!m

D
2(!m )� T

X

!m

D (!m )D (!m + !n)� 2qE A D (!n)

!

: (22)

The rem aining term ,�(3)(i!n)arisesfrom the spatially-dependentpart ~Q ab
�� (k;!1;!2)ofthe Q -m atrices.W riting

the expression forthe current,Eq.(15),in two parts,

J1(x;�)= �
2e�

�h

X

ab

Z
ddk

(2�)d

1

�2

X

!1;!2

k

 

�q
ab
�!2;0 +

1

�

X

!2

D (!2)

!
h
~Q ab
�
(k;!1;!2)e

i(k� x� !1�� !2�)+ c:c

i

; (23)

J2(x;�)= �
2e�

�h

X

ab

�
X

�= �

Z
ddk1

(2�)d

ddk2

(2�)d

1

�3

X

!1;!2;!3

(k1 + k2)~Q
ab
� (k1;!1;!3)

�
~Q ab
� (k2;!2;!3)

��
e
i(k2� k1)� xe

i(!1� !2)�;(24)

weobservethatthecontribution from J1(x;�)vanishesasa resultofintegration overd
d(x� x0).Therem aining part

leadsto the resultthat

�
(3)(i!n) =

4(e�)2

�h!n

�

n

X

a;b

X

�= + ;�

Z
ddk

(2�)d

1

�2

X

!1;!2

�
Gab� (k;!1;!2)

� 4k2x�
ab
� (k;!1;!2;!n)G

ab
� (k;!1;!2)G

ab
� (k;!1;!2 + !n)

�
: (25)
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In Eq.(25)

Gab
�
(k;!1;!2)= h~Q ab

�
(k;!1;!2)~Q

ab
�
(� k;� !1;� !2)i=

1

4

X

�;�= 1;2

Gab�� (k;!1;!2); (26)

isthe exactpropagatorforthe 
uctuationsofthe ~Q -�elds.The �rstterm isthe diam agneticcontribution,while the

second isparam agneticand can be form ally represented by the standard bubble diagram s14 and �ab� (k;!1;!2;!n)is
the corresponding vertex function.

W e discuss�rstthe contribution �(1)(!n). The explicitfrequency dependence ofthis partisgiven sim ply by the
prefactor�(i! n)=!n.Should a phasesti�nessexist,thisprefactorwould besim ply proportionalto 1=!n,which when
analytically continued would yield the standard electrom agnetic response for the conductivity ofa superconductor.
However,this is not the case here. The integralin Eq. (21) is sim ply �(1 � �!n ;0) e�ectively rem oving thus the
divergence atzero frequency,unlike what would be the case had we assum ed thatthe vectorpotentialentered the
action in a tim e-translationally invariantm anner.Notethatsuch an expression although notanalyticat!n = 0 does
not violate causality because it is,nonetheless,analytic in either the upper or lower halfplanes. Hence,the O (2)
quantum phase glasshasa vanishing sti�nessin the lim it!n = 0,which ofcourse isthe physically relevantregim e
forthe dc conductivity.Itisin thislim itthatexplorationsofallavailablem inim a arepossible.
To seethisresultm oresystem atically,weanalytically continue�(i! n)using a Hilberttransform ation.Thedenom -

inatorofEq.(20)can be analytically continued trivially,i!n ! ! + i�,where� isa positivein�nitesim al.W e write
the num eratoras

�(i! n)=

Z �

0

d�e
i!n ��(�); �(�)= ��(�)� 1� � 1(�)� �2(�) (27)

Although � 1(�)isnotan analyticfunction,wecan constructitsanalyticalcontinuation usingtheconform alinvariance
condition,�(�)= �(� + �). Perform ing the integration overthe �rstterm in Eq. (27),we obtain that� 1(!)= �.
Because� 2(�)= 1 isan analyticfunction,weadoptthe spectralrepresentation

� 2(�)=
1

�

Z
1

� 1

e� ���
00

2(�)d�

1� e� ��
(28)

valid for Bose system s, where � 2(�) = �
0

2(�)+ i�
00

2(�). This representation is m ost convenient for constructing

the analyticalcontinuation15. O nce we know �
00

2(�),we can obtain both the realand the im aginary parts for real
frequenciesusing the Hilberttransform ation,

� 2(!)=
1

�

Z
d��

00

2(�)

�� ! � i0+
: (29)

Solving Eq.(28)with � 2(�)= 1 yields

�
00

2(�)= 2��(�)sinh
��

2
= ����(�): (30)

The realpartisdeterm ined by the principalvalue

�
0

2(!)= P

Z
1

� 1

���(�)d�

�� !
= �f(!)= �

�
1 ! = 0
0 ! 6= 0

O btained in thisfashion,therealand im aginary partsof� 2(!)form ally satisfy the K ram ers-K ronig relations.How-
ever,both are notregularfunctions. Hence,itism ore convenientto treatthe realand im aginary partsof� 2(!)as
lim itsoftwo analyticfunctions.Forexam ple,from the regularfunction,

g(!)= �

�
�2

�2 + !2
+ i

�!

�2 + !2

�

; (31)

whose realand im aginary partssatisfy the K ram ers-K ronig relations,we obtain the correctlim itfor� 2(! = 0)= 1
sim ply from g(! = 0)= 1,and for ! 6= 0 the lim iting procedure,lim �! 0 g(!)= � 2(! 6= 0)= 0. As a result,the
lim its,! = 0;�! 0 and �= 0;! ! 0 do notcom m ute,a factwhich m ustbeconsidered when weconstructthe! = 0
conductivity.Thecorrectorderoflim itsis�! 0;! = 0.Nonetheless,theadvantageofwriting � 2(!)in thisfashion
isthatforany non-zero �,the realand im aginary partsofthisg(!)obey the K ram ers-K ronig relations.Com bining
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this representation with � 1(!)= 1 and i!n ! ! + i�,we obtain the analytically continued form forthe frequency
dependence ofthe conductivity

�(i! n)

!n
! �

�
!2(�+ �)

(�2 + !2)(�2 + !2)
+ i

!3 � ��!

(�2 + !2)(�2 + !2)

�

=

�
0 ! = 0; lim �! 0;�! 0

i�=! ! 6= 0; lim �! 0;�! 0

Recall,the correct! = 0 lim itisrecovered by setting ! = 0 and then taking the lim it,�! 0.W e�nd then thatthe

contribution of�(1)(!)to theconductivity ispurely im aginary.Theabsenceoftherealpartand,asa result,a form al
violation ofthe K ram ers-K ronig relationshere istied to the presence ofthe non-analytic function �(�)in Eq. (21).
Such non-analyticity at! = 0 isperm issiblebecausetherequirem entofcausality isanalyticity in eithertheupperor
lowerhalfplanes.

To evaluate the ! ! 0 lim itof�(2)(!)we m ustanalytically continue the di�erence ofthe �rsttwo term sin Eq.

(22).Using Eq.(18)we obtain16,17 that

�
(2)(! = 0)=

16e2

�h

 

2qE A

�
+

2

��2

Z � !

0

zcoth
z

2T
dz

!

; (32)

and issom e regularfunction ofthe infrared cuto� � ! and tem perature.W e see thatthe contribution �(2)(! = 0)is
non-criticaland m etallic.
Proceeding to the third term ,�(3)(!),we �rstnotice thatthe exactcalculation ofthe propagatorGab

�� (k;!1;!2),

based on the action Eq.(10)isnotpossible.However,atthe quantum criticalpointin the G aussian approxim ation,

Gab�� (k;!1;!2)=
1

k2 + j!1j+ j!2j
� G0(k;!1;!2); (33)

and hence isindepedentofreplica and spatialindices.Substitution ofthissim ple replica-sym m etricpropagatorinto

Eq.(25)leadsto thezeroth-orderresultfor�(3)(!)asa resultofthereplica sum m ation.Becausetherenorm alization
group equations for the coe�cients in the action,Eq. (10),lead to runaway to strong coupling for d < d c = 8,it

is not possible to analyze the behavior of�(3)(! = 0) for the relevant dim ensionalities. However,the structure of
Eq.(25)allowsusto m akethe conclusion thatthe superconducting contribution ofthe type �s�(!)isnotexpected.
Thiscan be proven form ally by integrating by partsthe diam agnetic term and em ploying the W ard identity. After
the analyticalcontinuation !n ! � i!,we expand the ensuing expression over!.W e obtain thatthe zero-frequency
conductivity obeysthe scaling form

�
(3)(! = 0)=

e2

�h

�
T

�h

� d� 2

F

�
qE A

T

�

; (34)

albeit the precise form of the function F (x) and, hence, the corresponding tem perature dependence can not be
determ ined.
W ehaveobtained an im portantresultthatthereisno realcontribution to theconductivity proportionalto �s�(!).

Thevanishing ofthesti�nessistied to thenatureofthevectorpotentialcoupling to theglassy orderparam eter.The
vectorpotentialcouplesin a non-tim etranslationally invariantm annerto thespin glassorderparam eter.If,however,
the system exploresonly oneofthe m yriad ofcon�gurationsin the glassy landscape,a sti�nessappearsin agreem ent
with the work ofK otliaret. al.9. However,certainly within a single con�guration,the origin oftim e is irrelevant.
Butthisisnotthe m ostgeneralcase.Q uantum m echanically tunneling to allm inim a isperm itted.In thiscase,the
sti�nessvanishesin agreem entwith theresult7,9 on theHeisenberg spin glassthatthespin sti�nessisa transientand
henceshould vanish oncetunneling between allm inim a ispresent.Thisresultisrobustand expected to hold beyond
the m ean-�eld theory.

III. B O SO N IC C O N D U C T IV IT Y :R EP LIC A SY M M ET R Y B R EA K IN G

Now we generalize our earlier result for the bosonic conductivity. Such a contribution arises only in the case of
non-zero m ean,J0 6= 0. In thiscase an ordered phase existswhich in the O (2)case isa superconductor. Hence,in
the presenceofnon-zero m ean,a new orderparam eter

	 a
�(k;�)= hSa�(k;�)i (35)

which is determ ined by the expectation value ofthe rotor spin. O n the spin glass side ofthe phase diagram ,the
bosonicexcitationsofthesuperconductordevelop a m ass,m which isequivalentto the inversecorrelation length for
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phasecoherence.In the presenceofbosonicexcitations,the freeenergy containsthe additionalterm s,

�F [	;Q ]=
X

a;�;k;! n

(k2 + !
2
n + m

2)j	 a
�(k;!n)j

2

�
1

�t

Z

d
d
x

Z

d�1d�2

X

a;b;�;�

	 a
�(x;�1)[	

b
�(x;�2)]

�
Q
ab
�� (x;�1;�2)

+
U

2

Z

d�
X

a;�

�
	 a
�(x;�)(	

a
�(x;�))

�
�4

(36)

At the G aussian level,with the m ean-�eld spin glass ansatz (Eq. (17)),the e�ective G aussian propagatorfor the
bosonicdegreesoffreedom hasthe form :

Fgauss =
X

a;k;!n

(k2 + !
2
n + �j!nj+ m

2)j a(k;!n)j
2

� �q
X

a;b;k;!n

�!n ;0 
a(k;!n)[ 

b(k;!n)]
�
: (37)

As we have pointed outpreviously,the term proportionalto qab in Fgauss cannotbe rewritten as an e�ective m ass
term becausethisterm explicitly couples �eldswith di�erentreplica indices.In thecaseofreplica sym m etry,that

is,qab = q0 foralla and b,we haveshown thatthe resultantconductivity isnon-zero and given by,

�bos(! = 0;T ! 0)=
4

3

e2�q0

hm 4
(38)

which sm oothly crossesoverto � = 1 in the superconducting state (m = 0). Thatthe bosonic contribution to the
conductivity should benon-zero isim m ediately obviousfrom thej!jterm in theaction.Thisterm arisesentirely due
to the glassdegreesoffreedom thatnaturally providefordissipation to generatea m etallicstate.
W e now generalizethisresultto include replica sym m etry breaking.Application ofthe K ubo form ula in thiscase

resultsin a conductivity

�(i! n) =
2(e�)2

n�h!n
T

X

a;b;!m

Z
d2k

(2�)2

h

G
(0)

ab
(k;!m )�ab

� 2k2xG
(0)

ab
(k;!m )G

(0)

ab
(k;!m + !n)

i

: (39)

thatdependsentirely on theG aussian propagatorforthe �elds.Toevaluatethisquantity,weneed toinvertEq.(37).
Thiscalculation isdi�cultto perform forthe generaltype ofRSB.However,itcan be readily done using the rules
developed by M ezard and Parisi18 forinverting an ultram etricm atrix having a 1-step RSB:

q(s)=

�
q0 s< sc
q1 sc < s< 1

Toapplytheinversionform uladetailed in theAppendixIIofRef.[12],itisexpedienttom akethefollowingde�nitions:

g =
1

k2 + �j!nj+ m 2
; ~g =

1

(k2 + �j!nj+ �m )(k
2 + �j!nj+ m 2)

; �m = m
2 + �� 1; �1 = sc(q1 � q0) (40)

Application ofthe inversion form ula18 resultsin the diagonal

~G = g+ ��!n ;0
�1~g

1� sc

sc
+ �q0�!n ;0

g
2 (41)

and the o�-diagonalelem ents

G (s)= �q0�!n ;0
+ ��!n ;0

�1~g
�(s� sc)

sc
(42)

ofthe propagator. In thisrepresentation ofthe Parisim atriceson the interval[0;1],the replica indices are absent.

Nonetheless,a well-de�ned form ula18

1

n
TrAB = ~a~b�

Z 1

0

dsa(s)b(s) (43)
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existsfortaking thetraceofa productoftwo ultram etricm atricesA and B ,where~a and ~barethediagonalelem ents
ofA and B respectively and a and b are the corresponding o�-diagonalelem ents in the continuous representation.
Let’sconsiderhereonly a sim plecaseoftheweak RSB,�� 1 � m 2,assum ing thatsc � T.Substitution ofEqs.(41)

and (42)into Eq.(39),and expanding over�� 1=m
2 resultsin thefollowing correction to thestaticconductivity due

to the replica sym m etry breaking

��
R SB =

2(e� )2

h
�� 1

1� sc

sc

Z
1

0

xdx

(x + m 2)4
=
4

3

e2

hm 4
�(q1 � q0)(1� sc) (44)

Com bining thiswith Eq.(38),weobtain

�
Tot
bosons =

4

3

e2�

hm 4
[q1 + (q0 � q1)sc] (45)

asourtotalcontribution forthebosonicconductivity.Ifsc = 1,werecoverourpreviousreplica sym m etricresult.For
the quantum O (2)spin glass,however,sc / T,and hence,the correction with sc vanishesatT = 0. Setting sc = 0
requiresthatq(s)= q1. Hence,replica sym m etry breaking addsa sim ple benign constantto the conductivity which
sm oothly crossesoverto the replica sym m etricresult.

IV . SU M M A R Y

W e have considered here two separate questions: 1) does the O (2) vector spin glass have a non-vanishing phase
sti�nessand 2)whatisthe role ofreplica sym m etry breaking in the bosonic contribution to the conductivity.Ifthe
answerto the �rstquestion were yes,then the answerto the second would be irrelevantasthe overallconductivity
would bein�nite.Aswehavedem onstrated clearly,thespin glassorderparam eterdoesnotprovideasuperconducting
contribution to the conductivity at m ean �eld and beyond. O ur calculation ofthe phase sti�ness seem s to be the
�rst based on a direct coupling ofthe vector potentialto the spin glass order param eter which does not assum e
tim etranslationalinvarianceatthebeginning.Thephysicalm echanism underlying thevanishing ofthespin sti�ness
appears to be the exploration ofallcon�guration m inim a as a result ofquantum tunneling. In addition,we have
found thatreplicasym m etry breakingprovidesasm allcorrection tobosonicconductivity.Hence,thebosonicm etallic
state we have found here isrobustand representsa clearexam ple ofa m etallic state in the presence ofdisorderin
two dim ensions.
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