arXiv:cond-mat/0305373v2 [cond-mat.supr-con] 1 Jun 2003

A bsence of Phase Sti ness in the Q uantum R otor P hase G lass

Philip Phillips
Loom is Lakoratory of P hysics, University of Illinois at U roana-C ham paign, 1100 W .G reen St., U xana, IL., 61801-3080

D enis D alidovich
N ational H igh Field M agnetic Laboratory,F lorida State University, Tallhhassee, F orida 32310

W e analyze here the consequence of local rotationalsym m etry breaking in the quantum spin (or
phase) glass state of the quantum random rotor m odel. By coupling the spin glass order param 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 of random anisotropy. W e show
explicitly that the O (2) vector spin glass has no electrom agnetic response indicative of a supercon—
ductor at m ean— eld and beyond, suggesting the absence of phase sti ness. This result con m sour
earlier nding PRL,89,27001 (2002)) that the phase glass ism etallic, due to them ain contribution
to the conductivity arising from uctuations of the superconducting order param eter. In addition,
our nding that the spin sti ness vanishes in the quantum rotor glass is consistent w ith the absence
of a transverse sti ness in the H eisenberg spin glass found by Feigeln an and T svelk (Sov. Phys.
JETP, 50,1222 (1979).

I. NTRODUCTION

Spin glasses are characterized by the freezing of local spins along random non-collinear directions. Because each
soin points in a preferred direction, locally spin rotational symm etry is broken. N onetheless, globally rotational
symm etry is preserved because spin glasses have no net m agnetization. W e consider here the O (2) quantum rotor
m odelw here the exchange interactions are random . A sthism odel is isotropic in rotor space, a globalrotation ofallof
the rotors is an exact sym m etry, even In the glassphase. N onetheless, In the glass state, a global rotation ofall ofthe
soins around any axis generates a new state which is distinguishable from the originalunrotated state. B ecause such
uniform rotations are generated by the group SO (2), the spin glass state breaks SO (2) symm etry. A ll such states are
energetically degenerate as a result of the nherent isotropy In rotor space. A s a resul ofthe broken SO (2) sym m etry,
1t is reasonable to expect that a m assless bosonic m ode should exist.

In the strict sense, a physical system possesses a non-zero phase rigidiy if upon a uniform rotation of the phase,
the free energy increase is of the fom ,
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where ¢ isthe spin orsuper uid sti nessand isthe collective phase variable. C onsequently a spin-wavem ode w ith
a dispersion ! = ck would be an experin ental signature ofa spin sti ness consistent w ith Eq,.iil).,.E xperin entally,
how ever, no such m ode has everbeen fund in either neutron scattering or therm alm easurem ents! 224 on spin glasses.
T his failire m ight be attributed to that fact that over-dam ped m odes and/or Iow energy excitations conspire to m ake

s undetectable. T heoretically, in the phenom enological hydrodynam ic account, H alperin and Saslow? assum ed that

s ® 0. They did caution the reader that the existence of a sti ness n a spin glass is subtle and, in all lkelhood,
doubtfiil as a resul of the preponderance of experim ental evidence oor a lJarge densiy of low -energy excitations that
could overdam p the spin-wave m ode. This conclusion is supported by extensive num erical sin ulations by W aker
and W alstedt® who fund no evidence or the characteristic ! # vanishing of the low -energy m odes. T wo m icroscopic
calculations of the spin sti ness exist. Feigel'm an and T svehk:.] developed a reattim e diagram m atic technigque for the
H eisenberg soin glass and show ed explicitly that the spin sti ness van,]shes T his resul is particularly robust because
it ©llow s from a sin ple perm utation symm etry of the spin correlators?. W ithin the replica form alisn ofa H eisenbery
spin glass K otliar, Som polinsky, and prehuﬁ form ulated a m ean— eld description of the single—valley sti ness
constant. This Iim i is relevant at su ciently shprt tin es that the spin glass rem ains trapped in a single con guration.
In this Iin it, the sti ness constant is non—zero€% . H owever, i the fiill statisticalm echanical treatm ent ofthe problem
n whidh, ping am ong the m yriads of valleys in the energy landscape of a soin glass are allowed, the sti ness
vanishe?42% . This result in plies that the spin sti ness is a transient e ect approaching zero in the equilbrium or
long-tin e lin it. T this 1in i, a new m asslessm ode dispersing as k? em erges which leads to the vanishing of the spin
sti ness, as in the realtin e form alisn ¥. Hence, there is a consilience between the replica and realtin e form align s
that the sti ness constant vanishes In the H eisenberg spin glass.

For quantum spoin glasses, no calculation of the sti ness exists. Nontheless, we expect the sam e physics to be
valid. N am ely, as long as the system can relax and hop am ong allofthe con gurations of the soin glass, the sti ness
should vanish. For exam ple, In quantum spoin glasses, quantum tunneling am ong the various localm inin a in the
spin glass landscape is perm Jtted,.t'-hereby leading to a vanishing of the sti ness. Thisproblem is particularly current
because wehave recently proposecf;”- that thebosonicexcitationsarising from uctuationsofthe superconducting order
param eter In the glassy phase, lead to am etallic conductivity at zero tem perature. In the G aussian approxin ation, this
conductivity pos divergesasl=m ¢ upon approaching the superconducting phase m isthe nverse correlation length of
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the superconducting uctuations). A free energy density ofthe form ofEq. (:1;'), how ever, leads to a superconducting
regoonse. Hence, should the phase glass iself have a wellde ned sti ness, then the bosonic conductivity, though
Intriguing, would be irrelevant as it would be dw arfed by the In nite conductivity arising from the excitations related
to the glassy order param eter. W e show here explicitly that this is not the case, at least at the m ean— eld lkevel.
R ather than attem pting to calculate the phase sti ness from the free energy, we consider the linear response regin e
and couple the spin glass order param eter to the appropriate vector potential. Second, we com pute the role of replica
symm etry breaking RSB) on the bosonic contribution to the conductivity. W e show that weak RSB dogsnot a ect
the m etallic character of the conductivity as T ! 0. Consequently, the B ose m etallic phase found ear]jerH is robust
and constitutes the only known exam ple of a m etallic phase In 2D in the presence of disorder.

II. PHASE STIFFNESS

T he starting point for our analysis is the O (2) quantum rotorm odel,
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where A5 = (e =h) .le dl (= 2e). The Jossgphson couplings are assum ed to be random and govemed by a
distribbution
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w ith non—zerom ean, Jg and J the variance. W hen the distrbution has a non-zero m ean, three phases are possible: 1)
disordered param agnet, 2) quantum phase glass, and 3) superconductor. B ecause the existence of the spin sti ness in
the soin glass can be answered w ith the sin plerm odelw ith zero m ean (Jp = 0), we utilize this m odel at the outset.
For a random system , the technique for treating disorder is now standard: 1) replicate the partition function, 2)
perform the average over disorder and 3) Introduce the apprppriate elds to decouple the interacting tem s that arise.
A s the corresponding action has been detailed prevjousJyEZ-'Ejn , we w il provide additional steps that are necessary to
determm ine how the electrom agnetic gauge couples to the spin glass order param eter. W e w rite the replicated partition
function as
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w here the superscript a represents the replica index. For Jy = 0, the integration over J;; in Eq. ('_4) results in the
e ective action,
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wih = +1; 1. Asa result ofthe sum over , we see that the vector potential enters both sym m etrically and

antisym m etrically. To sim plify the notation, we introduce the tw o-com ponent vector
S% ()= (cos *();sn ?()) )
and the corresponding auxiliary eld,
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which will be used In decoupling the action and ulim ately determ ines the E dwardsA nderson order param eter for
the quantum spin glass transition. T he rem aining steps involve perform ing the cum ulant expansion and taking the
continuum lim it. The nalaction can be separated into the local and gradient parts:
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is identical to that derived previously by Read, Sachdev and v and the gradient part
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In which the vector potential couples both sym m etrically and asym m etrically to com binations ofthe Q m atrices of
the sam eparity. Using the fact that Q® (1; ») hexp i($() 5(9) i, theparity combiationsoftheQ m atrices
are de ned as follow s:
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Tt is evident that the vector potential enters n a non-tin e translationally invariant m anner. T his is a direct conse—
quence ofthe fact that the Q m atrices them selves are a function oftw o Independent tin es, not sin ply the di erence
of 1 2.
To calculate the conductiviy, we need to focus entirely on the gradient part of the action as this is the only part
that couples to the vector potential. T he standard K ubo form ula for the spin-glass contribution to the longiudinal
conductivity takes the fom ,
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w here we have chosen to ordent the vector potential along the x-axis. A bit lengthy variational procedure leads to the
follow ing result:
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w here the current J; (x; ) isde ned as
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In deriving this expression for the current, we considered the relations Q% (x; »; 1) = Q% x; 1; 2) and

0% (; 25 1) = Q2 &; 1; 2)) , that Dllow from the de nition, Eq. C_l-z_’:) To evaluate the correlation functions



n Eq. C_l-é_il), we need to use the Fourier com ponents of the Q — elds:
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and take into account the relations between Q2 and Q*® given by Eq. {_Lj) . The general ansatz for the Fourier
transfom ed Q -m atrices,
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consists of the spatially uniform m ean— eld part and the uctuating spatial com ponent, Q3°. T Eq. {_ij),
D)= 335 18)
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In which s = 2y1Ga T= ,and ge a is the E dwardsA nderson order param eter @®=Ea).

W e substitute then this ansatz Into Eq. €14) and obtain that (1! ,) consists of three parts,
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is the broken ergodiciy param eter, that vanishes linearly w ith tem perature. Note, had we assum ed that the vector
potential entered in a tin etranslationally nvariant m anner, the factorof 1 in Eq. .(21) would not be present. A's
a result, the conductivity would diverge at ', = 0 as in a superconductor. ln @) (i!,) we collect the tem s that
contain D (!,):
|
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The rem ahhing tem , © @d!,) arises from the spatially-dependent part Q3 (k;!'1;!,) ofthe Q m atrices. W ritihg
the expression for the current, Eq. @Q), n two parts,
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w e observe that the contribution from J; (x; ) vanishesasa result of integration over ddx ¥).The rem aining part
Jeads to the result that
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In Eq.
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is the exact propagator for the uctuations ofthe 0'— elds. The 1rst temm is the diam agnetic contrbution, whilke the
second is param agnetic and can be form ally represented by the standard bubble diagram 4 and P (k;!1;'2;!,) is
the corresponding vertex function.

W e discuss rst the contribution @ (!,). The explictt frequency dependence of this part is given sin ply by the
prefactor (@{! ,)=!, . Should a phase sti ness exist, this prefactor would be sin ply proportionalto 1=!,, which when
analytically continued would yield the standard electrom agnetic response for the conductivity of a superconductor.
However, this is not the case here. The integral n Eq. C21- issmply (@ 1, ;0) e ectively rem oving thus the
divergence at zero frequency, unlike what would be the case had we assum ed that the vector potential entered the
action in a tin etranslationally invariant m anner. N ote that such an expression although not analyticat !, = 0 does
not violate causality because it is, nonetheless, analytic in either the upper or lower half planes. Hence, the O (2)
quantum phase glass has a vanishing sti ness in the Iim it !, = 0, which of course is the physically relevant regin e
for the dc conductivity. It is in this 1im it that explorations of all available m inin a are possble.

To see this result m ore system atically, we analytically continue (i! ») using a H ibert transform ation. T he denom —
nator ofEqg. CZO can be analytically continued trivially, i', ! ! + 1 ,where isa positive in niesimal. W e w rite
the num erator as
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Alhough ; () isnotan analytic finction, we can construct its analytical continuation using the confom almvar:anoe

condition, ()= ( + ). Perfom ing the integration over the rst tetn in Eqg. 27), we obtain that (') =
Because ()= 1 isan analytic fuinction, we adopt the spectral representation
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valid for Bose system s, wl}_ere 2() = 02( )+ 1 020( ). This representation is m ost convenient for constructing

the analytical continuationti. Once we know 020 (), we can obtain both the realand the in aghary parts for real
frequencies using the H ibert transform ation,
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O btained in this fashion, the realand in agihary partsof , (! ) fom ally satisfy the K ram ersK ronig relations. H ow —
ever, both are not regular functions. Hence, it is m ore convenient to treat the realand In aghary partsof , (!) as
lim its of two analytic functions. For exam ple, from the regular function,
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whose real and im agihary parts satisfy the K ram ersK ronig relations, we obtain the correct Iim it or , (! = 0) =

simply from g(! = 0) = 1, and or ! € 0 the lim iting procedure, Im , gg(!)= L (! & 0) = 0. Asa resul, the
Imis,! =0; ! 0Oand = 0;! ! 0donotcommute, a fact which m ust be considered when we constructthe ! = 0
conductivity. The correct orderoflim itsis ! 0;! = 0. Nonetheless, the advantage ofw riting , (! ) In this fashion
is that for any non—zero , the realand im agihary parts of this g(! ) cbey the K ram ersK ronig relations. C om bining



this representation with ((!)= land i!, ! ! + i, we obtain the analytically continued form for the frequency
dependence of the conductivity
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Recall, the correct ! = 0 Ilim it is recovered by setting ! = 0 and then takingthe lim i, ! 0.W e nd then that the
contribution of @ (1) to the conductivity ispurely in aginary. T he absence of the realpart and, as a result, a om al
violation of the K ram ersK ronig relations here is tied to the presence of the non-analytic finction () n Eqg. {2].
Such non-analyticity at ! = 0 is pem issble because the requirem ent of causality is analyticity in either the upper or
lower half planes.

To evaluate the ! ! 0 limi,of. @ (!) we must analytically continue the di erence of the rst two tem s in Eq.
£2). Ushg Eq. {i8) we obtaintdt? that
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and is som e reqular fiinction of the nfrared cuto  , and tem perature. W e see that the contrdoution © (! = 0) is

non-critical and m etallic.
P roceeding to the third tetm , @ (1), we st notice that the exact calculation of the propagator G2° (k;!1;!3),

based on the action Eq. (_l-g) isnot possible. However, at the quantum critical point in the G aussian approxin ation,
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and hence is indepedent of replica and spatial indices. Substitution of this sin ple replica-sym m etric propagator into
Eqg. ¢25) leads to the zeroth-order resut or ©) (1) asa J:esull: ofthe replica sum m ation. B ecause the renom ahzatJon
group equations for the coe cients in the action, Eqg. (],O), lead to runaway to strong coupling ord < d. = 8, i
is not possible to analyze the behavior of (1 = 0) fr the relevant dim ensionalities. However, the structure of
Eqg. {_25) allow s us to m ake the conclusion that the superconducting contrbution ofthe type s (!) is not expected.
T his can be proven form ally by integrating by parts the diam agnetic tetm and em ploying the W ard identity. A fter
the analytical continuation !, ! il , we expand the ensuing expression over ! . W e obtain that the zero-frequency
conductivity obeys the scaling form
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abeit the precise form of the function F (k) and, hence, the corregoonding tem perature dependence can not be
determ ined.

W e have obtained an in portant result that there isno real contribution to the conductivity proportionalto 5 (!).
T he vanishing of the sti ness is tied to the nature of the vector potential coupling to the glassy order param eter. T he
vector potential couples in a non-tim e translationally nvariant m anner to the spin glass order param eter. If, how ever,
the systam explores only one ofthe m yriad of con gurations in the glassy landscape,a sti ness appears in agreem ent
w ith the work of K otliar et. all. However, certainly wihin a single con guration, the origin of tim e is irrelevant.
But this is not the m ost general case. Q uantiyy, m echanically tunneling to allm inin a is pem ited. In this case, the
sti ness vanishes in agreem ent w ith the J:esu]il’_ on the H eisenberg spin glass that the spin sti ness is a transient and
hence should vanish once tunneling between allm inin a is present. T his resul is robust and expected to hold beyond
the m ean— eld theory.

III. BOSONIC CONDUCTIVITY :REPLICA SYMMETRY BREAKING

Now we generalize our earlier result for the bosonic conductivity. Such a contribution arises only in the case of
non—zeromean, Jy 6 0. In this case an ordered phase exists which in the O ) case is a superconductor. Hence, In
the presence of non-zero m ean, a new order param eter

ki )=h%k; )i 35)

which is detem Ined by the expectation value of the rotor spin. On the soin glass side of the phase diagram , the
bosonic excitations of the superconductor develop a m ass, m which is equivalent to the nverse correlation length for



phase coherence. In the presence of bosonic excitations, the free energy contains the addiional tem s,
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At the Gaussian lkvel, wih the m ean- eld soin glass ansatz Eqg. (:1-7_‘-)), the e ective G aussian propagator for the
bosonic degrees of freedom has the form :
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A's we have pointed out previously, the term proportionalto P in F jauss cannot be rew ritten as an e ective m ass
term because this tem explicitly couples elds w ith di erent replica indices. In the case of replica sym m etry, that
is, P = @ Pralla and b, we have shown that the resultant conductivity is non—zero and given by,

4 g
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which anoothly crossesoverto = 1 i the superconducting state (m = 0). That the bosonic contrbution to the

conductivity should be non—zero is in m ediately cbvious from the j jterm in the action. Thistem arisesentirely due
to the glass degrees of freedom that naturally provide for dissipation to generate a m etallic state.

W e now generalize this result to inclide replica sym m etry breaking. A pplication of the K ubo form ula in this case
results In a conductiviy
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that depends entirely on the G aussian propagator for the elds. To evaluate this quantity, we need to invert Eg. (57_:) .
T his calculation is di cult to parom for the generaltype of RSB . However, it can be readily done using the rules
developed by M ezard and Paristd for Inverting an ultram etric m atrix having a 1-step RSB :
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To apply the inversion form ula detailed in the Appendix ITofRef. [12], it isexpedient tom ake the follow Ing de nitions:
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A pplication of the inversion form ul® results in the diagonal
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of the propagator. In this representation of the Parisim atrices on the interval 0;1], the replica indices are absent.
N onetheless, a welkde ned form ulats
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exists for taking the trace of a product of tw o ultram etricm atrices A and B , where a and B are the diagonalelem ents
of A and B respectively and a and b are the corresponding o -diagonal elem ents in the continuous representation.
Let's consider here only a sin ple case of the weak RSB, 1 m 2, assum ing that s T . Substitution ofEgs. :£4_'1)
and {43) into Eq. {39), and expanding over  ;=m ? results in the fllow ing correction to the static conductivity due
to the replica sym m etry breaking
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as our total contrbution for the bosonic conductivity. If s, = 1, we recover our previous replica sym m etric result. For
the quantum O (2) spin glass, however, s. / T, and hence, the correction w ith s. vanishesat T = 0. Setting s, = 0
requires that g(s) = ¢ . Hence, replica symm etry breaking adds a sin ple benign constant to the conductivity which
an oothly crosses over to the replica symm etric resut.

Iv. SUMMARY

W e have considered here two separate questions: 1) does the O (2) vector spin glass have a non-vanishing phase
sti ness and 2) what is the role of replica sym m etry breaking in the bosonic contribution to the conductivity. If the
answer to the st question were yes, then the answer to the second would be irrelevant as the overall conductivity
would be In nite. A swehave dem onstrated clearly, the spin glass order param eter does not provide a superconducting
contrbution to the conductivity at mean eld and beyond. Our calculation of the phase sti ness seem s to be the

rst based on a direct coupling of the vector potential to the spin glass order param eter which does not assum e
tin e translational nvariance at the beginning. T he physicalm echanism underlying the vanishing ofthe spin sti ness
appears to be the exploration of all con guration m Inim a as a result of quantum tunneling. In addition, we have
found that replica sym m etry breaking provides a sm all correction to bosonic conductivity. H ence, the bosonicm etallic
state we have found here is robust and represents a clear exam ple of a m etallic state in the presence of disorder In
two dim ensions.
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