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Abstract

W e investigate the e�ectofrandom colum nardisorderon thesuperconducting phasetransition

ofa type-II superconductor in zero applied m agnetic �eld using num ericalsim ulations ofthree

dim ensionalXY and vortex loop m odels. W e consider both an unscreened m odel,in which the

bare m agnetic penetration length is approxim ated as in�nite, and a strongly screened m odel,

in which the m agnetic penetration length is oforder the vortex core radius. W e consider both

equilibrium and dynam ic critical exponents. W e show that, as in the disorder free case, the

equilibrium transitionsoftheunscreened and strongly screened m odelsliein thesam euniversality

class,howeverscaling isnow anisotropic.W e�nd forthecorrelation length exponent� = 1:2� 0:1,

and for the anisotropy exponent � = 1:3� 0:1. W e �nd di�erent dynam ic criticalexponents for

the unscreened and strongly screened m odels.

PACS num bers:
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The discovery ofhigh tem perature superconductors,in which therm aluctuations are

im portantand m ean �eld theory can no longerbeapplied,hasled to a resurgenceofinter-

estin phase transitionsand criticalphenom ena in type-IIsuperconductors.1 Ofparticular

interesthasbeen understanding the e�ectsofrandom quenched disorderon the nature of

theordered phasesand the universality ofthephase transitions.Forthe high tem perature

superconductors,this quenched disorder can take m any form s: random point defects due

to oxygen vacancies,planartwin grain boundaries,and colum nardefectsintroduced by ion

irradiation.

M ostofthe work in thisarea hasfocused on the case ofa �nite applied m agnetic �eld,

whereoneseekstounderstand how therandom nessdistortsordestroystheAbrikosov lattice

ofm agnetic �eld induced vortex lines that form s in a pure system . Colum nar defects2,3,4

havereceived considerableattention,asthey areparticularly e�ectivein pinningvortex lines

and reducing ux ow resistance. In contrast,in thispaperwe willfocuson the e�ectof

colum nardefectson thesuperconductingphasetransition in zeroapplied m agnetic�eld.W e

expectthiscaseto beinteresting forthefollowing reason.A generalized Harriscriterion5,6,7

arguesthatdisorderwillbe a relevantperturbation,and change the universality classofa

phasetransition,whenever2� d�� > 0,whered� isthenum berofdim ensionsin which the

system isdisordered,and � istheusualcorrelation length criticalexponent.Fora disorder

freesuperconductor,thetransition in zero applied m agnetic�eld isin theuniversality class

ofthe three dim ensional(3D)XY m odel,8 forwhich � & 2=3. Forrandom pointdisorder,

d� = 3,so2� d�� < 0,and thegeneralized Harriscriterion arguesthattheuniversality ofthe

transition rem ainsunchanged.Forcolum nardisorder,however,d� = 2,and so 2� d�� > 0.

Colum nardefectsshould therefore crossthe zero �eld transition overto a new universality

class. Stability6 ofthis new disordered �xed point with respect to the generalized Harris

criterion im pliesthatitshould have a new value � > 1.In ourequilibrium sim ulationswe

indeed �nd behaviorconsistentwith this,and we obtain a value forthe correlation length

exponent� = 1:2� 0:1.M oreover,we�nd scaling isnow anistropicand we�nd thevalueof

theanisotropy exponentto be� = 1:3� 0:1.Experim entalm easurem entoftheseexponents

would thereforeprovidea precision testofthetheoreticalm odel.

The m odelwe study also has application to the T = 0 superconductor to insulator
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quantum phasetransition in twodim ensionalthin �lm swith random substratedisorder,5,9,10

and to the M ott transition for bosons in 2D opticallattices with the addition ofrandom

scattered laser intensity.11 In these cases,the two dim ensionalquantum problem can be

m apped ontoacorrespondingthreedim ensionalclassicalproblem with thesam esym m etries

astheonewestudy here.12

To study the e�ectofcolum nardisorderon the zero �eld transition ofa type-IIsuper-

conductor,we willconsider two di�erent lim its. The �rstis the lim it ofan \unscreened"

superconductor4,13 in which m agnetic�eld uctuationsarefrozen out,corresponding to the

approxim ation ofan in�nite bare m agnetic penetration length,�0 ! 1 . Here,vortex line

segm entshave long ranged Coulom bic-like interactions. Forthe extrem e type-IIhigh tem -

peraturesuperconductors,forwhich � � �0=�0 � 100,where�0 isthebarecoherencelength

that also sets the radius ofa vortex line core,the unscreened m odelshould give a good

description exceptin an extrem ely narrow tem peraturewindow aboutthetransition.14

The second lim itisthatofa strongly screened superconductor,3,15 corresponding to the

case �0 � �0. In this case,vortex line segm ents have short range interactions. This de-

scription should also becom e valid extrem ely close to the transition when the diverging

correlation length � becom escom parable to the renorm alized m agnetic penetration length

�,� . �,and m agnetic �eld uctuations on such large length scales m ust be included in

determ ining the true criticalbehavior. Thisregion nearTc m ay,however,be too sm allto

observein practice.14

As in the disorder free case,a duality transform ation8,16,17 establishes that these two

lim itsliein thesam euniversality classasregardsequilibrium criticalbehavior.Theym aybe

di�erent,however,fordynam iccriticalbehavior.15 In thiswork wecarry outdetailed M onte

Carlo (M C)sim ulationsofthe XY m odelforthe unscreened superconductorto determ ine

theequilibrium criticalexponents,and we dem onstrate thepresence ofanisotropic scaling;

byduality,theseexponentsalsoapplytothestronglyscreened case.Then,usingsim plelocal

M onteCarlo dynam ics,wecom putethedynam iccriticalexponentforboth theunscreened

XY m odel,and for the strongly screened vortex loop m odel. W e �nd that the dynam ic

exponentisdi�erentforthesetwo lim its.

The rem ainder ofthis paperisorganzied asfollows. In Section IIwe describe the XY

m odeland theloop m odelfortheunscreened and strongly screened lim its,respectively.The

duality transform ation between the two isgiven in Appendix A.In Section IIIwe discuss
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theequilibrium criticalbehavioroftheXY m odel,presenting our�nitesizescaling analysis,

de�ning the observables we m easure,and giving the num ericalresults ofour sim ulations.

In Section IV we discussthe dynam ic criticalbehaviorofthe XY and loop m odels,within

a sim ple localM onte Carlo dynam ics. W e de�ne the observableswe m easure and give our

num ericalresults.In Section V wegiveourdiscussion and conclusions.

II. M O D ELS

A . X Y M odel

Tom odelthee�ectsoftherm aluctuationsin atype-IIsuperconductor,westartwith the

com m only used 3D XY m odel.13 Thism odelsthephaseuctuationsofthesuperconducting

orderparam eterin the\unscreened" lim itwherem agnetic�eld uctuationsarefrozen out,

correspondingtotheapproxim ationofanin�nitebarem agneticpenetrationlength,�0 ! 1 .

Forzero applied m agnetic�eld wehave,

H X Y [�i]= �
X

i;�

Ji� cos(�i� �i+ �̂) : (1)

Here�irepresentsthephaseangleofthecom plex superconducting orderparam eteron node

iofa periodiccubicgrid ofN = L � L � Lz sites,with periodicboundary conditionsin all

directions. The sum isoverallnearestneighborbonds(i;�)ofthe grid,with �̂ = x̂;̂y;̂z,

and the cosine term represents the kinetic energy ofuctuating supercurrents. The short

length cuto� ofthediscretegrid m odelsthebarevortex coresize�0.

In a pure system ,the couplings Ji� are allequal,except for a possible variation with

bond direction �. Here,we take the Ji� random ly distributed in orderto m odelquenched

random colum nar defects. Forthe work reported on here,with colum nar defects aligned

parallelto the ẑ axis,wehavechosen thefollowing distribution:in the ẑ direction,wetake

allJiz = 1;in the xy plane,we take Ji�,� = x;y,distributed equally likely with the two

values0:1 and 1:9,keeping theJi� translationally invariantalong the ẑ axisso asto m odel

colum nardisorder. Note thatthe random Ji� introduce no frustration into the system ;in

the ground state allthe �i are equal. The variationsin the Ji� resultin spatially random

pinningenergiesforvortex loop excitationsofthephaseangles�i.W ehavechosen theabove

bim odaldistribution forJi� to givestrong pinning energies(for�xed averageJi�),so asto

beableto approach theasym ptoticscaling lim itwith reasonablesizesystem s.
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Although wewillsim ulatetheHam iltonian ofEq.(1)using periodicboundary conditions

on thephaseangles�i,itisusefultoconsideram oregeneral� xed twistboundary condition,

�i+ L� �̂ = �i+ � � ; (2)

where� � isa�xed (non-uctuating)totaltwistin thephaseangleapplied acrossthesystem

in direction �̂.Periodicboundary conditionscorrespond to thetwist� � = 0.Transform ing

to new variables,

�
0
i= �i� (� �=L�)ri� �̂ ; (3)

theHam iltonian ofEq.(1)becom es,

H X Y [�
0
i;� �]= �

X

i;�

Ji� cos(�
0
i� �

0
i+ �̂ � � �=L�) ; (4)

wherethe�0i obey periodicboundary conditions,�
0
i+ L� �̂

= �0i.Using thefactthatthecosine

is periodic in 2�,the partition function integrals over �0i can be taken over the interval

�0i2 [0;2�),asweretheintegralsovertheoriginalphaseangles�i.Considering how thefree

energy varies with the twist � � willbe usefullater for discussing phase coherence in the

m odel.

B . Loop M odel

Although we carry out our equilibrium sim ulations directly in term s ofthe XY m odel

ofEq.(1),we also consider a di�erent form ulation ofthe m odel. Ifinstead ofthe cosine

interaction ofEq.(1),oneusestheperiodicGaussian interaction ofVillain,18 then astandard

duality transform ation8,16,17 (see Appendix A)m apsthe XY m odel,H X Y =T,onto a m odel

ofsterically interacting loops,H loop=
~T,where,

H loop =
1

2

X

i;�

gi�n
2
i� : (5)

The ni� are integer valued variables on the bonds (i;�) and satisfy a divergenceless con-

straint,
X

i;�

[ni� � ni��̂;� ]= 0 : (6)

The ni� thus form connected paths through the system that m ust eventually close upon

them selves.Thecouplingsgi� ofEq.(5)arerelated to thecouplingsoftheXY m odelby,

gi�=~T = T=Ji� ; (7)
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wherethetem peraturescaleoftheloopm odel,~T,isinverted with respecttothetem perature

scaleoftheXY m odel,T.

W hiletheloop m odelofEq.(5)isexactly dualto theXY m odelofan unscreened super-

conductor,taking iton itsown with ~T asthe physicaltem perature,we can give H loop the

following di�erentphysicalinterpretation.3,15 W ecan regard thedivergencelessvariablesni�

asthe vortex loopsofa strongly screened superconductorwith �0 � �0. The shortranged

vortex line interaction ofthiscase isthen m odeled by the sim ple onsite repulsion ofH loop.

Furtherdetailsofthisanalogy m ay befound in Ref.15.Ifweregard each siteofournum er-

icalgrid asrepresenting a colum narpin,therandom gi� in thexy planecan bethoughtof

asm odeling the random distances between such pins,and hence giving the random ener-

giesassociated with a vortex loop segm enthopping from one pin to another. Thisduality

between H loop and H X Y thusim pliesthattheunscreened and thescreened superconductor

m odelsfallin thesam eequilibrium universality class,justasisthecaseforthedisorderfree

m odel.8

III. EQ U ILIB R IU M C R IT IC A L B EH AV IO R

In thissection we reporton ourequilibrium XY m odelsim ulations. To extractcritical

exponents,weusethem ethod of�nitesizescaling.W e�rst,therefore,discussthism ethod.

A . Finite Size Scaling

Becausethecolum nardisordersinglesoutthespecialdirection ẑ,wem ustallow forthe

possibility that scaling willbe anisotropic. If� denotes the correlation length in the xy

plane,then anisotropic scaling assum es that,as T ! Tc and � diverges,the correlation

length along the ẑ axisdivergesas,

�z � �
�
; (8)

where� istheanisotropy exponent.

Considernow an observableO whosescaling dim ension iszero.Asa function ofreduced

tem peraturet� (T � Tc)=Tc and system sizeL � L � Lz,weexpectthescaling relationship,

O (T;L;Lz)= ~O (tb1=�;L=b;Lz=b
�) ; (9)
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wherebisan arbitrary length rescaling factor, ~O isthescaling function,and � istheusual

correlation length exponent,

� � t
��

: (10)

Taking b= L in Eq,(9)then gives,

O (T;L;Lz)= ~O (tL1=�
;1;Lz=L

�) : (11)

Forthecaseofisotropicscaling,with� = 1,choosingaconstantaspectratioLz = L reduces

therighthand sideofEq.(11)toafunction ofthesinglescalingvariabletL1=�.M easuringO

vs.T forsystem swith varyingL but�xed Lz=L isthen su�cienttodeterm inetheexponent

�.Howeverwhen � 6= 1,and itsvalueisunknown,itbecom esnecessary to considersystem s

with varying aspectratio Lz=L,greatly increasing thecom plexity ofthecom putation.

To dealwith thiscasewetakethefollowing approach,originally used to study thephase

transition in thequantum Ising spin glass.19 Assum e thattheobservable O (T;L;Lz)when

viewed asa function ofLz,for�xed T and L,hasa m axim um ata particularvalueLzm ax.

Becauseofthescaling law Eq.(11),thisvalueLzm ax m ustoccurwhen

Lzm ax=L
� = ~(tL1=�) ; (12)

where ~ isa scaling function ofthesinglevariabletL1=�.W ethen de�ne,

O m ax(T;L)� O (T;L;Lzm ax)= ~O (tL1=�
;1;~(tL1=�))� ~O m ax(tL

1=�) : (13)

Plotting O m ax(T;L)vs.T fordi�erentvaluesofL,thecurveswillintersectatthecom m on

pointT = Tc (i.e.t= 0).TheslopesofthesecurvesatTc then determ inetheexponent�.In

practice,wewilldeterm inethevaluesofTc and theexponent� by thefollowing approach.20

Close to Tc (i.e forsm allt)we can expand the scaling function ~O m ax asa polynom ialfor

sm allvaluesofitsargum enttL1=�,

~O m ax(tL
1=�)’ a0 + a1[(T � Tc)=Tc]L

1=� + a2
�

[(T � Tc)=Tc]L
1=�
�2
+ ::: (14)

W ethen �tthedataforO m ax(T;L)totheaboveform usingTc,�,a0,a1,a2:::asfree�tting

param eters.Varyingthesystem sizesL and tem peraturewindow jT � Tcjofthedataused in

the�t,aswellasvarying theorderoftheabovepolynom ialexpansion,willgivecon�dence

on thesigni�cance ofthe�t.
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Having obtained the value ofTc,plotting Lzm ax(Tc) vs. L determ ines the anisotropy

exponent� by Eq.(12),

Lzm ax(Tc)� L
�
: (15)

Knowing Tc,� and �,plotting Om ax(T;L) vs. tL1=� and O (Tc;L;Lz) vs. Lz=L
� should

collapsetherespective data to a singlescaling curve.

B . O bservables

To carry outthescaling analysisoutlined in theprevioussection,wenow haveto deter-

m ineappropriateobservablesto m easure.

Forthe 3D XY m odelofEq.(1),we expect below Tc a non-vanishing orderparam eter,

 = (1=N )
P

i
ei�i.W ede�netherealpartof as,

M =
1

N

X

i

cos�i ; (16)

and constructitsBinderratio21

g(T;L;Lz)� 1�

�
hM 4i

3hM 2i2

�

= ~g(tL1=�
;Lz=L

�) : (17)

Because the scaling dim ension ofM cancels in taking the ratio above,the Binder ratio g

has scaling dim ension zero,and so has the scaling form ofEq.(11). In the above,h:::i

denotestheusualtherm alaverage,while[:::]denotestheaverageoverdi�erentrealizations

ofthe colum nar disorder. In the denom inator ofEq.(17),the square ofthe expectation

value isevaluated using two replicaswith identicaldisorder,indexed by a and b,hM 2i2 �

h(M a)2ih(M b)2i,in orderto avoid bias.22

Anotherobservable we have m easured isobtained by considering the dependence ofthe

totalfree energy on the totalapplied twist across the system .23 Sensitivity to boundary

conditions,in this case speci�ed by the twist� � in Eq.(2),isone ofthe signatures ofan

ordered phase. The XY m odelis therefore phase coherent when the totalfree energy F

varieswith twist � �. F iscom puted from a partition function sum over the �0i using the

Ham iltonian H X Y [� �]ofEq.(4). A convenient m easure ofthe dependence ofF on � � is

obtained by looking atthe curvature ofF (� �)atitsm inim um . In Appendix A we show

thatthism inim um alwaysoccursat� � = 0.W ethereforeconsider,

@2F

@� 2
�

�
�
�
�
� �= 0

=

�
@2H X Y

@� 2
�

�

�
1

T

* �
@H X Y

@� �

� 2
+

; (18)

8



where H X Y is that ofEq.(4),and the averages on the right hand side are taken in the

ensem ble with � � = 0.

Since thetotalfreeenergy F and the totaltwist� � areboth scale invariantquantities,

then @2F =@� 2
� hasscaling dim ension zero. These derivativesare usually de�ned in term s

ofthehelicity m odulus13 � �,which isthederivative ofthefreeenergy density with respect

to thetwistperlength.W ehavein threedim ensions,

@2F

@� 2
z

�
�
�
�
� � = 0

=
L2

Lz

� z ; (19)

@2F

@� 2
x

�
�
�
�
� � = 0

= Lz� x : (20)

Averaging overthe disorder,we �nd that,for�xed T and L,(L 2=Lz)[� z]decreasesm ono-

tonically asLz increases,while Lz[� x]increasesm onotonically asLz increases.In orderto

have an observable which has a m axim um as a function ofLz,we therefore consider the

product,

L
2[� x� z]= ~u(tL1=�

;Lz=L
�) ; (21)

which hasthesam escaling form asEq.(11).

C . M onte C arlo M ethods and Error Estim ation

In orderto achieve accurateresults,averaging overm any disorderrealizationsform any

di�erent aspect ratios,L z=L,itis essentialto have an e�cient sim ulation algorithm . For

equilibrium sim ulation ofthe 3D XY m odel,the lack offrustration allows us to use the

W ol�24 clusteralgorithm to avoid criticalslowing down.W etypically use100 W ol� sweeps

toapproach equilibrium ,followed by 200W ol�sweepstocom puteaverages;oneW ol�sweep

isde�ned asbuilding clustersuntileach phase angle �i hasbeen updated once on average.

Between 3000 and 5000 di�erentrealizationsoftherandom disorderareaveraged overnear

the criticalpoint,with fewerrealizationsused away from the criticalpoint. A testofthe

equilibration ofoursim ulationsisshown in Fig.1,where we see thatthe abovesim ulation

lengthsaresu�cient.

To estim atethestatisticalerrorin ourresultsweusethefollowing m ethod.Forourraw

data,ouraverageisjusttheaverageovertheindividualvaluesobtained in N d independent

realizationsofthe random disorder. Ourestim ated errorisdeterm ined from the standard

9



FIG .1:Binderratio m axim um forthe 3D XY m odel,gm ax atT = 2:05 ’ Tc,com puted with N eq

equilibration sweepsfollowed by N eq sweepsto com puteaverages.N eq = 100 issu�cientforgood

equilibration forallsizesL.

deviation � oftheseN d independentvalues,error= �=
p
N d.Toestim atethestatisticalerror

in the �tting param etersofour�nite size scaling analysis,we take thefollowing approach.

From ouroriginaldata setweconstructm any (typically 1000)� ctitiousdata setsby adding

to each data point a random Gaussian variable with zero m ean,and standard deviation

equalto the estim ated statisticalerrorofthe data point.W e then �teach ofthe �ctitious

datasets.Thestandard deviation ofthevaluesoftheresulting�ttingparam etersthen gives

ourestim ateofthestatisticalerrorin the�tting param eter.

Harder to estim ate are the possible system atic errors in our results. Here we rely on

varying param etersofouranalysis,such astheorderofa polynom ial�t,orthesystem sizes

L used in the�t,in orderto geta feeling forthelikely accuracy ofourresults.

D . R esults

W e now present ourresults from sim ulations ofthe XY m odelofEq.(1). In Fig.2 we

plotourresultsfortheBinderratio ofEq.(17),g(T;L;Lz)vs.Lz,forsizesL = 8;12;20,at

the �xed tem perature T = 2:05. W e see thatforeach L,g(T;L;Lz)hasa clearm axim um

10



FIG .2: Binderratio,g(T;L;Lz)vs. Lz forseveralvalues L atthe �xed T = 2:05. Solid curves

are cubicpolynom ial�tsin lnL z.

ata particularLzm ax.Notethatthem axim um valuesofthesecurvesappearto beequalfor

the di�erent valuesofL. From Eq.(13)we therefore inferthatthe tem perature T = 2:05

isapproxim ately thecriticaltem peratureTc.To determ inetheprecise valuesofLzm ax and

the m axim um values gm ax(T;L) = g(T;L;Lzm ax),we �t the data for each L to a cubic

polynom ialin lnLz (thesearethesolid curvesin Fig.2).TheLzm ax obtained thisway are

not,in general,integer values. W e have also done such �tsusing a quadratic polynom ial

in lnLz; the di�erence in values obtained from the cubic vs. the quadratic �t provides

our estim ate ofthe system atic error ofthis procedure. W e �nd that for gm ax(T;L) this

system atic errorisalwayssm allerthan the estim ated statisticalerrorofthe cubic �ts;for

Lzm ax the system atic errorisbigger.Thisreectsthe sim ple factthatg(T;L;Lz),being a

m axim um with zero slope,varies only quadratically with deviations from the true Lzm ax,

and hence m ay be determ ined m ore accurately. Henceforth,the errorbarswe use forgm ax

aretheaboveestim ated statisticalerrors,whiletheerrorbarsweuseforLzm ax aretheabove

de�ned system atic errors.

Proceeding in thisway atothertem peratures,weplotin Fig.3 the valuesofgm ax(T;L)

vs. T forL = 8,10,12,16 and 20. The di�erentcurvesallintersectata com m on point,

determ ining Tc ’ 2:05. To determ ine the correlation length exponent �,and get a m ore
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FIG .3: Binderratio m axim um gm ax(T;L)vs. T forvarious system sizes L. The com m on inter-

section determ inesTc ’ 2:05.Solid linesare linear�tsto thedata.

preciseestim ateofTc,wenow �tthedataofFig.3toapolynom ialexpansion asin Eq.(14).

In TableIweshow theresultsfrom both quadraticand cubicpolynom ial�ts,usingdi�erent

system sizes L;we system atically drop the sm allest sizes since scaling holds only in the

asym ptotic largeL lim it.Ourresultsgive a consistentvalue ofTc ’ 2:05.The valuesof�

thatweobtain areconsistentwithin theestim ated statisticalerrors,howeverweseea sm all

system atic increase in the value of� when we restrictthe data to largersystem sizes. W e

thereforeestim ate� = 1:2� 0:1.Notethatourvalue� > 1,satis�estheChayeslowerbound

condition,6 asgeneralized5 forcorrelated disorder,� > 2=d�,whered� = 2 isthenum berof

dim ensions in which the system is disordered. In Fig.4 we replotthe data ofFig.3 in a

scaled form ,gm ax(T;L)vs.((T � Tc)=Tc)L
1=�.W eusethevalueofTc and � from TableIfor

thecubic �tto sizesL = 12� 20.The solid lineisthe�tted cubic polynom ial.Asisseen,

thedata collapseisexcellent.

Having found thevalueofTc,wenextdeterm inetheanisotropy exponent�.In Fig.5 we

show a log-log plotofourdata forLzm ax vs.L,atthetem peratureT = 2:05’ Tc.Fitting

to Eq.(15),Lzm ax � L�,we getthe results sum m arized in Table IIfordi�erent rangesof

system sizesL.Theresultsareconsistentwithin theestim ated statisticalerrorand we�nd

� = 1:3� 0:1.To check theconsistency ofourvaluefor�,in Fig.6 weplotg(Tc;L;Lz)vs.
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L order Tc �

8� 20 quadratic 2:052� 0:001 1:07� 0:03

cubic 2:052� 0:001 1:04� 0:06

10� 20 quadratic 2:052� 0:001 1:10� 0:04

cubic 2:052� 0:001 1:10� 0:06

12� 20 quadratic 2:051� 0:001 1:18� 0:04

cubic 2:051� 0:001 1:18� 0:05

TABLE I:Fitting param eters Tc and � from quadratic and cubic polynom ialscaling �ts to the

data ofFig.3.Resultsfordi�erentrangesofsystem sizesL areshown.

FIG .4:Scalingcollapseofgm ax(T;L)vs.((T � Tc)=Tc)L
1=�.ThevaluesofTc = 2:051 and � = 1:18

from thelastrow ofTable Iare used.Thesolid curve isthe �tted cubicpolynom ial.

Lz=L
�,using ourdata atT = 2:05 and theabovedeterm ined valueof� = 1:3.Asexpected

from Eq.(11),the data forthe di�erentvaluesofL and L z show a very good collapse to a

singlescaling curve.

W e have also tried a sim ilarscaling analysisforthe helicity m oduliproduct,L2[� x� z],

ofEq.(21). Howeverhere we have found lesssatisfactory results. W e �nd thatfora given

system size L,theLzm ax where L
2[� x� z]hasitsm axim um occursata sm allervalueofLz
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FIG .5: Log-log plotofLzm ax vs. L,atT = 2:05 ’ Tc. The solid straightline isthe bestpower

law �tusing the data forL = 10� 20 and yieldsthevalue � = 1:329� 0:08 (see Table II).

Lm in 8 10 12

� 1:29� 0:05 1:33� 0:08 1:37� 0:12

TABLE II:Anisotropy exponent� from powerlaw �ts,Lzm ax � L� to system sizesL = Lm in � 20.

than was the case for the Binder ratio gm ax. Such sm aller system sizes presum ably have

larger corrections to scaling. W e have also found the statisticalerror in L2[� x� z]to be

largerthan we found forgm ax,possibly because theBinderratio g involvesa ratio between

uctuating quantitiesand so hassm allersam pleto sam pleuctuations.25 Asa consequence

ofthese two e�ects,we could not arrive at a convincing determ ination ofTc and � from

the L2[� x� z]data alone. However,to illustrate ourresultswe can m ake use ofthe values

ofTc ’ 2:05 and � ’ 1:3 found in our analysis ofgm ax. In Fig.7 we therefore show a

scaling collapse sim ilar to thatofFig.6,plotting L2[� x� z]vs. Lz=L
�,using ourdata at

T = 2:05’ Tc and theabovevalueof�.

W eseeclearly in Fig.7theabovee�ects:errorbarsareconsiderably largerthan in Fig.6,

and the peak isata sm allervalue ofLz=L
�.The scaling collapse isnotbad forthe bigger

system ssizes,corresponding to largervaluesofLz=L
�.Howeveritisratherscattered near
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FIG .6:Scaling collapse ofg(Tc;L;Lz)vs. Lz=L
�,fordata atT = 2:05 ’ Tc,using � = 1:3. The

solid lineisa guideto the eye only.

thepeak and below it.W econcludethatitwould benecessary to averageoverm any m ore

disorderrealizationstoreducetheerrors,and perhapsalsogotolargersystem sizes,in order

to geta convincing scaling analysisfrom thehelicity productL2[� x� z]on itsown.

IV . D Y N A M IC C R IT IC A L B EH AV IO R

Asone approachesthe criticaltem perature Tc,we expectrelaxation tim esto diverge as

� � �z,de�ningthedynam iccriticalexponentz.Tocom puteequilibrium criticalexponents,

it is su�cient that the sim ulation dynam ics satis�es detailed balance; the details ofthe

dynam icsare otherwise irrelevant. Thusthe exactduality between H X Y and H loop im plies

thatthe unscreened and the strongly screened superconductorshave the sam e equilibrium

criticalbehavior.Forthedynam ic criticalbehavior,however,thevalueofz willin general

depend on the details ofthe dynam ics,26 and som e works suggest that it m ay even vary

fordi�erent types ofrelaxationaldynam ics ordi�erent boundary conditions.27,28 There is

thusno reason,a priori,to expectthe sam e dynam ic criticalbehaviorforthe XY m odel,

expressed in term sofa dynam icalrule forthe phase variables�i,ascom pared to the loop

m odel,expressed in term s ofa dynam icalrule for the vortex line variables ni�. In this
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FIG .7: Attem pted scaling collapse ofL2[� x� z]vs. Lz=L
�. Data is for T = 2:05 ’ Tc,using

� = 1:3.

section,therefore,wewillpresentresultsfrom explicitsim ulationsoftheloop m odelaswell

astheXY m odel.

Because the true dynam icsofa superconductorislocal,itisnotphysically m eaningful

to com pute thedynam ic criticalexponentwithin accelerated globalalgorithm ssuch asthe

W ol� algorithm ,which weused to com puteequilibrium properties.W ethereforewillusea

localM onteCarlodynam icsforboth H X Y and H loop.Even within such localalgorithm s,itis

notobvioushow universalthedynam icalcriticalbehaviorsm ay be.Thusitisunclearthat

ourresultswillcorrespond towhatisseen in experim ents.Neverthelessitwillbeinteresting

to seeifthetwo m odelsgivesim ilarordi�erentvaluesofz.

The relative loss ofe�ciency thatresults from using such localalgorithm sm eans that

wewillbeunableto do asextensivean exploration oftheparam eterspaceaswedid forour

equilibrium analysis. Butthisisnotnecessary. W e can m ake use ofouralready obtained

equilibrium results,and sim ulate only at the value ofT = Tc,using system aspect ratios

Lz = L�.Foroursim ulation ofH loop,wewillsim ulatetheloop m odelwhich isexactly dual

(see Appendix A,Eq.(41)) to the cosine XY m odelthatwe have used in ourequilibrium

sim ulations,so asto m akeuseoftheseknown valuesofTc and �.
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A . M onte C arlo M ethods and Scaling

Forthe XY m odelofan unscreened superconductorwe use a standard single spin heat

bath algorithm ,with �xed periodicboundaryconditionson the�i.In thisalgorithm ,aphase

angle �i isselected atrandom and replaced with a new random ly chosen �0i. Thisupdate

attem ptisthen accepted with probability 1=[1+ exp(�E =T)]where �E isthe change in

energy. One sweep,consisting ofN = L2Lz update attem pts,is taken as one tim e step,

�t= 1.W eaverageover300� 700 disorderrealizationsdepending on system sizeL.

For the loop m odelofa strongly screened superconductor,we again use a heat bath

algorithm inwhich theattem pted excitation consistsofanelem entaryvortexloopcirculating

abouta random ly chosen plaquette ofthe grid. Adding only such closed loop excitations

correspondsto the ensem ble in which the average internalm agnetic �eld isconstrained to

B = 0(seeAppendix A).Onesweep,consistingof3N such updateattem pts,istaken asone

tim estep,�t= 1.W eaverageover1000� 2000 disorderrealizationsdepending on system

sizeL.

In general,weexpecttherelaxation tim e� to obey thescaling equation,

�(T;L;Lz)= b
z~�(tb1=�;L=b;Lz=b

�) ; (22)

where b is an arbitrary length rescaling factor. For b = L,T = Tc,and Lz = L�,this

reducesto thesim ple,

� � L
z
: (23)

For both the XY m odeland the loop m odel, we sim ulate with values ofLz = L� as

determ ined by the�tshown in Fig.5.FortheXY m odel,toapproxim atenon-integervalues

ofLz weuselinearinterpolation ofsim ulation data forthetwo closestintegervaluesofLz.

Fortheloop m odelwesim ply useresultsfrom theclosestintegervalueofLz.

B . O bservables

1. XY M odel

FortheXY m odelwehavetried twoindependentm ethodsofdeterm iningz,analogousto

thetwo quantitiesg and L2[� x� z]used in ourequilibrium sim ulations.The�rstisto look
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atthe decay ofcorrelations in the order param eter M ofEq.(16),de�ning the relaxation

tim e� by,

� = 1+ 2

t0X

t= 1

�
hM (t)M (0)i

hM 2i

�

� L
z
; (24)

wheret0 ischosen largeenough sothat� isindependentoft0.Theratioin theaboveensures

thatthequantity being sum m ed overhasscaling dim ension zero,and hencethesum scales

as� � Lz.

Thesecond m ethod isto look atcorrelationsofthesupercurrentI�,de�ned by,

I� =
@H X Y

@� �

�
�
�
�
� �= 0

=
1

L�

X

i

Ji� sin(�i+ �̂ � �i) : (25)

In term sofI� onecan de�netheconductancein the �̂ direction by theKubo form ula,27

G � =
1

2T

t0X

t= �t0

�t[hI �(t)I�(0)i]� L
z
; (26)

where again t0 is chosen large enough that G � is independent of t0. Since I� =

(@H X Y =@� �)j� �= 0
,and H X Y and � � are scale invariant,then I�,and hence the corre-

lation sum m ed overin in the de�nition ofG �,hasscaling dim ension zero. Therefore,the

sum which de�nesG � scalesas� � Lz.

2. Loop M odel

Forthe loop m odelwe considerthe totalresistance,de�ned asfollows.3,5 LetQ �(t)be

thetotalprojected loop area with norm alin direction �̂ atsim ulation tim et.Each tim ean

oriented elem entary vortex loop with norm alin direction � �̂ isaccepted,Q � changesby �1.

Let�Q �(t)� Q �(t)� Q �(t� 1)be the totalchange in thisarea afterone sweep through

theentiresystem ;each sweep represents�t= 1.In onesuch sweep,thetotalaveragephase

anglechangeacrossthelengthofthesystem (inthedualscreened XY superconductorm odel)

in direction �̂ isjust2��Q �=L�L�,where �,�,� are a cyclic perm utation ofx,y,z. By

theJosephson relation,thetotalvoltagedrop acrossthesystem in direction �̂ willthen be

V�(t)=

�
~

2e

� �
2�

L�L�

� �
�Q �

�t

�

=

�
h

2e

� �
1

L�L�

� �
�Q �

�t

�

: (27)

18



Lm in 6 8 10 12

zX Y 2:72� 0:04 2:69� 0:05 2:63� 0:07 2:60� 0:03

TABLE III:Dynam ic exponentzX Y from powerlaw �ts,� � Lz,to system sizesL = Lm in � 20.

Henceforth we de�ne our units ofvoltage such that h=2e � 1. W e then de�ne the total

resistancein direction �̂ by theKubo form ula,29

R � =
1

2T

t0X

t= �t0

�t[hV �(t)V�(0)i]; (28)

where again t0 is chosen large enough so that R � is independent oft0. Since the total

voltage drop V� is the tim e rate ofchange ofthe totalphase angle di�erence across the

system ,and since thetotalphaseangledi�erence isa scaleinvariantquantity,we havethe

scaling V� � 1=�.Thustheresistance abovescalesas,

R � � 1=� � L
�z

: (29)

C . R esults

1. XY M odel

In Fig.8 weshow a log-log plotofourresultsfortheorderparam eterrelaxation tim e�

ofEq.(24)vs.system sizeL,forT = 2:05’ Tc and Lz � L�.Ourresultsareobtained using

5� 105 M C sweepsto equilibrate,followed by 106 sweepsto com pute averages. Fitting to

the powerlaw,� � Lz,we getthe resultssum m arized in Table III,fordi�erentrangesof

system ssizeL.Theresultsareconsistentwithin theestim ated statisticalerror,with asm all

system atictendency to lowervaluesaswerestrictthe�tted data to largersystem sizes.W e

�nd zX Y = 2:63� 0:07.

As another check on our above determ ination ofzX Y , we consider the following. In

principal,� isde�ned by taking t0 in Eq.(24)su�ciently large so that� isindependentof

t0;ourdata in Fig.8 satis�esthiscondition. How big t0 m ustbe forthisto happen isset

by the tim escale � itself.Therefore,we expectthatifwe com pute � forarbitrary t0,then

�(t0)should scaleas,

�(t0)� L
z~�(t0=�)� L

z~�(t0=L
z) : (30)
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FIG .8: Log-log plot of order param eter relaxation tim e � of Eq.(24) vs. system size L, for

T = 2:05 ’ Tc and Lz � L�. Solid line is the best power law �t for sizes L = 10 � 20,and

determ inesz = 2:63� 0:07 (see Table III).

In Fig.9 we show a log-log plot of�(t0)=L
z vs. t0=L

z for various sizes L (again using

T = 2:05’ Tc and Lz � L�).Choosing thevaluezX Y = 2:63 obtained from the�tin Fig.8

we �nd an excellent collapse ofallthe data. For large t0=L
z we see that the curve does

indeed saturate to a �nite constantasexpected,however the collapse holdsforthe entire

rangeoft0.

Finally,weplotinFig.10theconductancesofEq.(26),G x andG z vs.L,forT = 2:05’ Tc

and Lz � L�.Ourresultsarefor2� 105 M C sweepstoequilibrate,followed by4� 105 sweeps

to com pute averages. Fitting to the powerlaw,G � � Lz�,we getthe resultssum m arized

in Table IV,for di�erent ranges ofsystem s size L. For G x the results z ’ 2:66 � 0:04

are consistent,within errors,with thatobtained from ouranalysisofthe orderparam eter

relaxation tim e �. ForGz,we getvaluesforz thatare som ewhat larger. However ifone

com paresthe data pointsforG x and G z directly,one sees thatthe valuesare allroughly

equalwithin theestim ated error,exceptforthesm allestsize L = 4 (probably too sm allto

be in the scaling lim it)and forthe largestsize L = 20. Our�tforz from the G z data is

skewed by thisoneL = 20 data point.Ifwerestrictour�tto sizesL = 8� 16,wethen �nd

zz = 2:82� 0:03. Thisisstillsom ewhatlargerthan whatwe getfrom G x,butwithin two
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FIG .9:Log-log scaling plotoforderparam eterrelaxation tim e�(t0)=L
z vs.t0=L

z forT = 2:05 ’

Tc,Lz � L�,and variousvaluesofL. Using zX Y = 2:63 gives an excellentcollapse forthe entire

range oft0.

Lm in 6 8 10 12

zx 2:71� 0:02 2:75� 0:03 2:66� 0:04 2:69� 0:06

zz 2:77� 0:02 2:87� 0:03 2:91� 0:04 3:06� 0:07

TABLE IV:Dynam icexponentzX Y from powerlaw �ts,G � � Lz�,to system sizesL = Lm in � 20.

standard deviationsofzx forthesam erangeofsizesL = 8� 16.

2. Loop M odel

Forourloop sim ulationsweusetheinteraction ofEq.(41),exactly dualtoourXY m odel.

Thisinteraction iscom puted usingthesam edistribution ofJi� asweused fortheXY m odel,

and we sim ulateatthesam evalueofT = 2:05 asgivesthecriticalpointoftheXY m odel.

W ealso usethesam evaluesofLz = L� asweused fortheXY m odel,asdeterm ined from

Fig.5. In Fig.11 we give our results for the resistance ofthe loop m odel,Eq.(28),as a

log-log plot ofR x and R z vs. system size L. Our results are from 12� 104 M C sweeps
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FIG .10: Log-log plot ofconductances G x and G z vs. L,for T = 2:05 ’ Tc and Lz � L�. The

�tted straightlinesdeterm inezx = 2:66 and zz = 2:91.

to equilibrate,followed by 24� 104 sweepsto com pute averages. Fitting to the powerlaw

ofEq.(29),R x � L�z ,we get the results sum m arized in Table V,for di�erent ranges of

system ssizeL.Theresultsareconsistentwithin theestim ated statisticalerror,and we�nd

zloop = 3:4� 0:1.

ForthecaseofR z,parallelto thecolum nardefects,oursim ulationswerenotsu�ciently

long to observethenecessary saturation ofR z(t0)with increasing t0,exceptforthesm allest

system sizes L � 12. W e do not believe that any estim ate ofzloop based on such sm all

system sizes would be m eaningful. W e can,however, perform the following consistency

check. Sim ilar to our discussion concerning �(t0) (see Eq.(30)),we can com pute R � of

Eq.(28) for �nite tim es t0,and we expect R �(t0)L
z to scale with the variable t0=L

z. In

Fig.12 we m ake such a log-log scaling plot using the value ofz = 3:4 found for R x in

Fig.11. ForR x we see thatthe collapse isexcellentforalltim est0,and the scaling curve

saturatesto a constantatlarge t0=L
z asexpected. ForR z,we �nd a good collapse forall

but the largest tim es. W e see thatR z(t0) saturates only forthe sm allest system s,and it

isonly here thatthe collapse appearsto be breaking down. W e conclude thatthese sm all

system sizesarenotlargeenough to expectscaling forR z to hold.

W ecan also try to independently determ inethedynam icexponentz by �tting to a data
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Lm in 6 8 10 12

zloop 3:23� 0:05 3:33� 0:07 3:39� 0:11 3:38� 0:14

TABLE V:Dynam icexponentzloop from powerlaw �ts,R x � L�z ,to system sizesL = Lm in � 20.

collapseasin Fig.12 foralltim est0,ratherthan justtheasym ptoticlargetim elim it.The

insetto Fig.12 showstheresulting �2 ofsuch �tsasthe �tting param eterz isvaried.For

R x,the �
2 showsa sharp m inim um atz = 3:45,in good agreem entwith ourearliervalue

ofz = 3:4 from Fig.11. ForR z,the �
2 hasa m inim um atthe som ewhat highervalue of

z= 3:7,howeverthem inim um isvery shallow,indicating a relativeinsensitivity ofthedata

to variations in z. W e conclude that both the data for R x and R z are consistent with a

dynam icexponentzloop = 3:4� 0:1.

FIG .11:Log-log plotofresistance R x and R z ofthe loop m odelvs.L.The solid line isthe best

power law �t,R x � L�z ,for sizes L = 10� 20,and determ ines the value zloop = 3:4� 0:1 (see

Table V).
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FIG .12: Log-log scaling plot oftim e dependent resistance R x(t0)L
z and R z(t0)L

z ofthe loop

m odelvs. t0=L
z. The value z = 3:4 obtained from the �tin Fig.11 isused. The insetgives the

�2 errorofthe data collapse,astheexponentz isvaried.

V . D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavestudied theequilibrium and dynam iccriticalbehaviorofthezero m agnetic�eld

superconducting phasetransition fora type-IIsuperconductorwith quenched colum nardis-

order. W e have considered both the \unscreened" XY m odelin which �0 ! 1 ,and the

\strongly screened" loop m odelin which �0 � �0.A duality transform ation establishesthat

these two m odels are in the sam e equilibrium universality class. Using num ericalsim ula-

tionsofthe XY m odel,we �nd,in agreem entwith a generalized Harriscriterion,thatthe

universality classofthetransition isdi�erentfrom thepurem odel,and we�nd thatscaling

isanisotropic.W e�nd thevalueforthecorrelation length exponent,� = 1:2� 0:1,and for

theanisotropy exponent,� = 1:3� 0:1.

Using thevalue ofthe criticaltem perature and the anisotropic scaling determ ined from

the equilibrium analysis,we carry out sim ulations at the criticalpoint to determ ine the

dynam iccriticalexponentz ofboth theXY and loop m odelsforlocalM onteCarlodynam ic

rules. For the \unscreened" XY m odel,with a single spin heat bath dynam ics,we �nd

zX Y = 2:6� 0:1.Forthe\strongly screened" loop m odel,with aheatbath dynam icsapplied
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to elem entary loop excitations,we�nd zloop = 3:4� 0:1.

A sim ilarrandom 3D XY m odelhasbeen studied by Cha and Girvin9 in the contextof

thequantum phasetransition in thetwo dim ensionalboson Hubbard m odel.In theirm odel

disorderwasintroduced asuniform ly distributed random bondsin the ẑ (im aginary tim e)

direction,Jiz,so asto m odelbosonswith random charging energy.They found equilibrium

criticalexponents � = 1:0� 0:3 and � = 1:07� 0:03 (our anisotropy exponent � for the

classical3D m odelisequivalenttotheir\quantum dynam icexponent"zforthe2D quantum

problem ).Howevertheiranalysisforsuch asystem withanisotropicscaling,� > 1,wasbased

on am oread hocapproach of(i)tryingvariousvaluesof� and seeingwhich appeared togive

thebestdatacollapseforsystem sofdi�erentsizeL,and(ii)m easuringrealspacecorrelations

in a system ofa �xed size and �tting to assum ed powerlaw decays. Theirlargestsystem

size,162� 15 isalso sm allerthan oursand they do notusetheW ol�algorithm toaccelerate

theirequilibration. W hile itispossible thatintroducing the random nessdi�erently (along

ẑ ratherthan in thexy plane)m ighte�ecttheuniversality class,webelieveitism orelikely

thatthisisnotthecase,and thatourresultsarem oresystem aticand hencem oreaccurate

than thoseofCha and Girvin.

Prokof’ev and Svistunov10 havesim ulated theloop m odelofEq.(5)in thecontextofthe

sam etwodim ensionaldisordered boson problem asChaand Girvin.Fortheir\o�-diagonal"

disordercasethey putthedisorderintothebondsalongthe ẑ direction,m akingtheirm odel

dualto thatofCha and Girvin. They reportan anisotropy exponent� = 1:5� 0:2,which

agreeswith ourswithin theestim ated errors.They wereunabletodeterm inethecorrelation

length exponent�.W enotethatwhilethey usean accelerated \worm " algorithm and have

good statistics for quite large system sizes,they determ ine their exponents by �tting to

realspacecorrelation functionsfortheirbiggestsizesystem ,asdid Cha and Girvin,rather

than doing any system atic �nitesizescaling thattakesinto accounttheanisotropicscaling

presentin them odel.

Experim entalinvestigation ofthezero �eld transition with colum m nardisorderhasbeen

undertaken by K�otzlerand co-workers30 forYBaCuO thin �lm s. M easuring the frequency

dependentconductivity transverseto thecolum nardisorder,which isexpected to scaleas14

�? (!;T)= t(��z)� ~�(!t�z� )(where t= (T � Tc)=Tc),they �nd
31 thecom binations�� = 1:7

and z=� = 5:53.Thiscom pareswith ourvalues�� = 1:56,and z=� = 2 fortheunscreened

XY m odel,andz=� = 2:6forthestronglyscreened loopm odel.Ourvalueof�� isconceivably
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consistentwith the experim entalvalue,within possible errors.Howeverboth ofourvalues

ofz=� seem too sm all. It m ay be that our sim ple localM onte Carlo dynam ics does not

adequately capture the true dynam icsofa realsuperconductor. On the otherhand,ifwe

useourvalueof� = 1:3,then K�otzler’sresultsim ply a dynam icexponentofz= 7:2,which

seem sextraordinarily large.

W em ay also com pareourdynam icexponentswith thoseobtained from thedisorderfree

m odel.Forthethestrongly screened lim itoftheloop m odel,Lidm aretal.15 �nd thevalue

zloop ’ 2:7;m oreoverthey �nd thisvalue to be insensitive to the presence ofuncorrelated

pointdisorder. Forrelaxationaldynam icsofthe phase angle variable in the XY m odel,a

valueofz� 2 isexpected,26 and thisiswhatwasfound in num ericalsim ulationsby Jensen

etal.27 usingam ethod sim ilartoourscalingofconductance,Eq.(26).Theresultzloop > zX Y

thusseem scom m on forboth thepureand colum nardisordered cases.

In ourwork wehaveconsidered only sim plerelaxationaldynam icsforthephaseanglesof

the unscreened XY m odel. Two otherpossible dynam icsm ightbe considered. One would

beto do a loop dynam ics,sim ilarto whatwehavedonehereforthestrongly screened loop

m odel,only now asapplied to the strongly interacting loopsofthe unscreened XY m odel.

Theotherwould beto useresistively shunted junction (RSJ)dynam icsforthephaseangles

ofthe XY m odel. Both such approaches have been previously used for the disorder free

case. For both loop dynam ics15,32 and RSJ dynam ics27,33 the dynam ic exponent z ’ 1:5

was found,sm aller than the value obtained by sim ple phase angle relaxationaldynam ics.

Investigatingtheseotherdynam icsforthecaseofcolum nardisorderrem ainsforfuturework.

W eonly noteherethatiftheabovetrend rem ainstrueforcolum nardisorder,and thatthese

otherdynam icsreduce z from thatofrelaxationaldynam ics,then itbecom eseven harder

to explain thelargevalueofz� observed experim entally in Ref.30.

Finally,we note that sim ilar equilibrium exponents to those found in this work were

also found forthe case ofan unscreened superconductor with colum nardefects in a � nite

applied m agnetic �eld. For that case the values4 � = 1:0� 0:1 and � = 1:25� 0:1 were

found. Although these are close to the values we �nd here forzero applied �eld,there is

no apparentreason thatthe zero and �nite �eld cases should be in the sam e universality

class. W e also note thatonce a �nite �eld isapplied,the duality between the unscreened

and strongly screened superconductorm odels,thatexistsforzero �eld,breaksdown.
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A ppendix A

In thissection wereview theduality transform ation8,16,17 from H X Y ofEq.(1)to H loop of

Eq.(5).Consider�rstageneral2� periodicinteraction Vi�(�)instead ofthe�(Ji�=T)cos(�)

ofEq.(1).Forthegeneralized �xed twistboundary condition and thecorresponding Ham il-

tonian ofEq.(4),wecan writethepartition function as,

Z =

 
Y

i

Z
2�

0

d�0i

2�

!

e
�
P

j�
Vj� (�

0

j
�� 0

j+ �̂
�� �=L� ) : (31)

wherethe�0i obey periodicboundary conditions.De�ning theFouriertransform
~Vj� by,

e�V j� (�) �

1X

nj�= �1

e�
~Vj� (nj� )einj� � ; (32)

and substituting into Eq.(31)gives,

Z =
X

fnj� g

 
Y

i

Z 2�

0

d�0i

2�

!

e
�
P

j�
~Vj� (nj� )+ i

P

j�
nj� (�

0

j
�� 0

j+ �̂
�� �=L� ) (33)

=
X

fnj� g

e
�
P

j�[~Vj� (nj� )+ inj� � �=L�]

 
Y

i

Z 2�

0

d�0i

2�

!

e
i
P

j�
nj� (�

0

j
�� 0

j+ �̂
)
: (34)

Oneisnow freeto do theintegralsoverthe�0j.Theresultisa productofKroneckerdeltas

constraining the variables nj� to be divergenceless, as in Eq.(6). De�ning the \winding

num bers" W � by,

W � �
1

L�

X

i

ni� ; (35)

weget,

Z =
X

fnj� g

0

e�
P

j�
~Vj� (nj� )�i

P

�
W �� � ; (36)
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wheretheprim eon thesum m ation denotesthedivergencelessconstraintofEq.(6).

A com m on choiceforVi�(�)istheVillain interaction,
18

e�V j� (�) �

1X

m = �1

e�
Jj�

2T
(��2�m )2

: (37)

In thiscaseonehasforitstransform ,

~Vi�(n)=
T

2Ji�
n
2
: (38)

Thepartition function ofEq,(36),with periodicboundary conditions� � = 0,then becom es,

Z =
X

fnj� g

0

e
�

1

2 ~T

P

j�
gj�n

2

j� ; (39)

with

gi�=~T = T=Ji� : (40)

Theaboveisjusta m odelofshortranged interacting loopswith onsiterepulsion � n2 and

inverted tem peraturescale ~T � 1=T.

Foroursim ulatons,with Vi�(�)= �(Ji�=T)cos(�),onehas
17

e�
~Vi� (n) = In(Ji�=T) ; (41)

where In(x)is the m odi�ed Besselfunction ofthe �rstkind. Since In(x)isan increasing

function ofjnjfor�xed x,the above sim ilarly givesa shortranged loop m odelwith onsite

repulsion. It is this interaction ofEq.(41) thatwe use in our dynam ic sim ulations ofthe

loop m odelin Section IV.

W e can now dem onstrate severalinteresting results concerning phase coherence in the

XY m odel,by considering the behavior as a function ofthe twist � �. The XY m odelis

phasecoherentwhen thetotalfreeenergy F varieswith � �.Using F (� �)= �T lnZ(� �),

and Eq.(36)above,we�nd,
1

T

@F

@� �

�
�
�
�
� �= 0

= ihW �i0 ; (42)

whereh:::i0 indicatesan averagein theensem blewith � � = 0.Now since@F =@� � m ustbe

a realquantity (asm ay beseen by considering itsevaluation in theoriginalXY m odelH X Y

ofEq.(4)),and since hW �i0 m ustsim ilarly be real(asm ay be seen by considering H loop),

theonly way forEq.(42)to hold isif@F =@� �j� � = 0
= hW �i0 = 0.Thisthen dem onstrates
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that� � = 0,i.e. periodic boundary conditionson the �i,isthe twist thatm inim izes the

freeenergy.

Finally,returning to Eq.(36),we note that in the  uctuating twistensem ble34 for the

XY m odel, in which � � is averaged over as a therm ally uctuating degree offreedom ,

the corresponding loop m odelobeysthe additionalconstraintofzero winding,W � = 0,in

each individualcon�guration. W hen viewing H loop asthe Ham iltonian ofvortex loopsin

a strongly screened superconductor,thiscorrespondsto the ensem ble in which theaverage

internalm agnetic�eld isconstrained to vanish,B � = 0,in each con�guration.
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