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A bstract

W e Investigate the e ect of random colum nar disorder on the superconducting phase transition
of a typeII superconductor In zero applied m agnetic eld using num erical sin ulations of three
din ensional XY 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 of order the vortex core radius. W e consider both
equilbrium and dynam ic critical exponents. W e show that, as In the disorder free case, the
equilbrium transitions of the unscreened and strongly screened m odels lie In the sam e universality
class, however scaling isnow anisotropic. W e nd forthe correlation length exponent = 12 0i,
and for the anisotropy exponent = 133 0:@d. W e nd di erent dynam ic critical exponents for

the unscreened and strongly screened m odels.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he discovery of high tem perature superconductors, In which them al uctuations are
In portant and mean eld theory can no longer be applied, has led to a resurgence of inter-
est In phase transitions and critical phenom ena In type-Il superconductors?-: O fparticular
Interest has been understanding the e ects of random quenched disorder on the nature of
the ordered phases and the universality of the phase transitions. For the high tem perature
superconductors, this quenched disorder can take m any fom s: random point defects due
to oxygen vacancies, planar tw In grain boundaries, and colum nar defects introduced by ion
irradiation.

M ost of the work in this area has focused on the case ofa nite applied m agnetic eld,

w here one seek s to understand how the random ness distorts or destroys the A brikosov lattice

of m agnetic eld Induced vortex lines that form s in a pure system . Colum nar defectAa8
have received considerabl attention, asthey are particularly e ective In pinning vortex lines
and reducing ux ow resistance. In contrast, in this paper we w ill focus on the e ect of

colum nar defects on the superconducting phase transition In zero applied m agnetic eld. W e

expect this case to be interesting for the Hllow ing reason. A generalized H arris criterion®e

argues that disorder w ill be a relevant perturbation, and change the universality class ofa
phase transition, whenever 2 d > 0, where d isthe number of dinm ensions In which the
system isdisordered, and  is the usual correlation length critical exponent. For a disorder
free superconductor, the transition in zero applied m agnetic eld is In the universality class
of the three dimensional 3D ) XY m odel,lé forwhich & 2=3. For random point disorder,
d =3,02 d < 0,and thegeneralized H arris criterion argues that the universality ofthe
transition rem ains unchanged. For colum nar disorder, however, d = 2,and s0c2 d > 0.
C olum nar defects should therefore cross the zero eld transition over to a new universality
class. StabJJJI:y:5j of this new disordered =xed point with respect to the generalized H arris
criterion in plies that it should have a new value > 1. In our equilbrium sinulationswe
Indeed nd behavior consistent w ith this, and we ocbtain a value for the correlation length
exponent = 12 0:1.M oreover, we nd scaling isnow anistropic and we nd the value of
the anisotropy exponent tobe = 1:33 0:. Experim entalm easurem ent of these exponents
would therefore provide a precision test of the theoretical m odel.

The model we study also has application to the T = 0 superconductor to insulator



quantum phase transition In two din ensionalthin In sw ith random substrate djsorder,-':é":lé
and to the M ott transition for bosons In 2D optical lattices w ith the addition of random
scattered laser Jntensztyél' In these cases, the two dim ensional quantum problm can be
m apped onto a corresponding three din ensional classical problem w ith the sam e sym m etries
as the one we study here 95

To study the e ect of colum nar disorder on the zero eld transition of a type-II super-
conductor, we w ill consider two di erent lin its. The rst is the lin it of an \unscreened"
superoonductorlé 13 In which m agnetic eld uctuations are frozen out, corresponding to the
approxin ation of an in nite bare m agnetic penetration length, ! 1 . Here, vortex line
segm ents have long ranged C oulom bic-lke Interactions. For the extram e type-IT high tem —
perature superconductors, for which 0= 100, where , isthe bare coherence length
that also sets the radius of a vortex line core, the unscreened m odel should give a good
description excspt In an extrem ely narrow tam perature w ndow about the transition .-?4

T he seocond lin it is that of a strongly screened superconductor,"?:'éé corresoonding to the
case o 0. In this case, vortex line segm ents have short range interactions. This de-
scription should also becom e valid extram ely close to the transition when the diverging
correlation length becom es com parable to the renom alized m agnetic penetration length

;, . ,andmagnetic eld uctuations on such large length scales must be incluided in
determm ining the true critical behavior. This region near T. m ay, however, be too an all to
cbserve In pIaCtjCE.:y-!

As in the disorder free case, a duality transfomm atjonlé'@é':}i establishes that these two
Iim its lie in the sam e universality class as regards equilbrium crticalbehavior. T hey m ay be
di erent, however, for dynam ic c:drjcalbehavjorﬁgf In thiswork we carry out detailed M onte
Carlo (M C) sinulations of the XY m odel for the unscreened superconductor to detem ine
the equilbbrium critical exponents, and we dem onstrate the presence of anisotropic scaling;
by duality, these exponents also apply to the strongly screened case. T hen, using sim ple local
M onte C arlo dynam ics, we com pute the dynam ic critical exponent for both the unscreened
XY model, and for the strongly screened vortex loop model. W e nd that the dynam ic
exponent is di erent for these two lim its.

T he ram ainder of this paper is organzied as follows. In Section IT we descrbe the XY
m odeland the loop m odel for the unscreened and strongly screened 1im its, respectively. T he

duality transform ation between the two is given in Appendix A . In Section ITI we discuss



the equilbrium crticalbehavior ofthe XY m odel, presenting our nite size scaling analysis,
de ning the ocbservables we m easure, and giving the num erical resuls of our sin ulations.
In Section IV we discuss the dynam ic critical behavior of the XY and loop m odels, w thin
a sin plke localM onte Carlo dynam ics. W e de ne the observables we m easure and give our

num erical resuls. In Section V we give our discussion and conclisions.

II. MODELS
A. XY M odel

Tom odelthee ectsofthem al uctuations in a type-II superconductor, we start w ith the
commonly used 3D XY m odel:'}a- Thism odels the phase uctuations of the superconducting
order param eter in the \unscreened" lm it where m agnetic eld uctuations are frozen out,
corresponding to the approxin ation ofan in nitebarem agneticpenetration length, ! 1 .

For zero applied m agnetic eld we have,

X
Hxy [i]= J; cos( i i) ol @)

4
Here ; represents the phase angle ofthe com plex superconducting order param eter on node
iofa periodic cubicgrid of N = L. L L, sites, with periodic boundary conditions in all
directions. The sum is over all nearest neighbor bonds (i; ) ofthe grid, wih " = %;¥¢;2,
and the ocosine tem represents the kinetic energy of uctuating supercurrents. The short
length cuto ofthe discrete grid m odels the bare vortex core size 4.

In a pure system , the couplings J; are all equal, excspt for a possible varation w ih
bond direction . Here, we take the J; random ly distributed In order to m odel quenched
random oolum nar defects. For the work reported on here, w ith colum nar defects aligned
parallel to the 2 axis, we have chosen the follow ing distrdboution: in the 2 direction, we take
alld;,, = 1; In the xy plane, we take J; , = x;y, distrbuted equally lkely with the two
values 01 and 19, kesping the J; translationally mvariant along the 2 axis so as tom odel
colum nar disorder. Note that the random J; Introduce no frustration into the system ; in
the ground state all the ; are equal. The variations n the J; result in spatially random
pihnihg energies for vortex loop excitations ofthe phase angles ;. W e have chosen the above
bin odaldistrbution for J; to give strong pinning energies (for xed average J; ), so as to
be ablk to approach the asym ptotic scaling lim it w ith reasonable size system s.



A Though we w ill sin ulate the H am ilttonian ofEq. ) using periodic boundary conditions

on the phase angles ;, it isusefilto consider am ore general xed twistboundary condition,
w1 ~= 3t ; @)

w here isa xed (non— uctuating) totaltw ist in the phase anglk applied across the system
in direction *. Perdodic boundary conditions correspond to the tw ist = 0. Transfom ing
to new variables,

9= . ( =L )y ~; 3)

i 1

the H am ilttonian oqu.@') becom es,

X
Huy [5 1= gy cos({ 4. <L) @)
i;
where the ! obey periodic boundary conditions, 2, ~= {.Ushg the fact that the cosine

is perdodic in 2 , the partition function integrals over f can be taken over the interval

92 ;2 ), aswere the integrals over the origihalphase angles ;. Considering how the free
energy varies w ith the twist w ill be usefiil Jater for discussing phase coherence in the
m odel.

B. Loop M odel

A Ythough we carry out our equillbbriim sin ulations directly In term s of the XY model
oqu.@:), we alo consider a di erent form ulation of the m odel. If instead of the cosine

interaction ofEq. (1), one uses the periodic G aussian interaction ofV illain 2% then a standard

duality transom ation?222? (e Appendix A) m aps the XY model, H xy =T , onto a m odel
of sterically interacting loops, H =T, where,
1X )
Hypop = > gi ny ©)
i;
The n; are Integer valued varables on the bonds (i; ) and satisfy a divergenceless con-
straint,
X
h; nj» ]=0: (6)
i
The n; thus form oonnected paths through the systam that must eventually close upon

them selves. The couplings g; of Eq.{) are related to the couplings of the XY m odelby,

g =T'= T=J; ; ()



w here the tem perature scale ofthe loop m odel, T, is Inverted w ith respect to the tem perature
scalk ofthe XY model, T .

W hile the Joop m odelofEq.(3) is exactly dualto the XY m odel of an unscreened super—
conductor, taking it on its own with T" as the physical tem perature, we can give H i, the
follow ing di erent physical interpretation 5"'1*;% W e can regard the divergenceless variables n;
as the vortex loops of a strongly screened superconductor with 0. The short ranged
vortex Iine interaction of this case is then m odeled by the sin ple onsite repulsion of H 1o -
Further details of this analogy m ay be found in Refil5. Iffwe regard each site of our num er—
ical grid as representing a colum nar pin, the random g; in the xy plane can be thought of
as m odeling the random distances between such pins, and hence giving the random ener-
gies associated w ith a vortex loop segm ent hopping from one pin to another. This duality
between H 1o, and H xy thus in plies that the unscreened and the screened superconductor

m odels 21l in the sam e equillbbrium universality class, jist as is the case for the disorder free
m odel?

ITT. EQUILIBRIUM CRITICAL BEHAVIOR

In this section we report on our equilbbrium XY m odel sin ulations. To extract crtical

exponents, we use the m ethod of nite size scaling. W e rst, therefore, discuss thism ethod.

A . Finite Size Scaling

Because the colum nar disorder singles out the special direction 2, we must allow for the
possbility that scaling will be anisotropic. If denotes the correlation length in the xy
plane, then anisotropic scaling assumes that, as T ! T, and diverges, the correlation
Iength along the 2 axis diverges as,

z ; @)

where is the anisotropy exponent.
Consider now an observabl O whose scaling dinm ension is zero. A s a function of reduced

tamperaturet (T T.)=T.and system sizel. L L,,we expect the scaling relationship,

O (T;L;L,) =0 ;LI5L,=b) ; )



where b is an arbitrary length rescaling factor, O is the scaling function, and  is the usual
correlation length exponent,
t 10)

Takingb= L in Eq, () then gives,
O (T;L;L,)= O (L ;1;L,=L ) : 11)

Forthe case of isotropic scaling, with = 1, choosing a constantaspectratiol, = L reduces
the right hand side ofEq.{l1) to a function of the single scaling variable tL'~ . M easuring O
vs. T for system sw ith varying L but xed L,=L isthen su cient to detem ine the exponent
.Howeverwhen 6 1, and itsvalue isunknown, it beocom es necessary to consider system s
w ith varying aspect ratio L ,=L, greatly Increasing the com plexity of the com putation.
To dealw ith this case we take the follow ing approach, originally used to study the phase
transition in the quantum Ising spin g]ass:'l-? A ssum e that the cbservable O (T;L;L,) when
viewed as a function ofL,, for xed T and L, hasa maxinum at a particular value L, ax -

Because of the scaling law Eq.(_l-jl), thisvalue L, ox M UsSt occur when
Limax=L = ~ (L") ; (12)
where ~ is a scaling fiinction of the single variable tL'= . W e then de ne,
Omax (TiL) O (T;LiLomax) = O (L' ;j1i~ (L7 )  Onax (L7 ) : (13)

Plotting O ax (T;L) vs. T fordi erent values of L, the curves w ill intersect at the comm on
pont T = T, (ie.t= 0). The slopesofthese curves at T then determ ne the exponent . In
practice, we w ill determ ine the values of T, and the exponent by the follow ing approadqéCE
Close to T, (ie Por anallt) we can expand the scaling function O, .x as a polynom ial for

an all values of its argum ent tL1= ,

= = - 2
Omax (L7 ) 7 ag+ & [T T)=TJL' +a [T T)=TIL'™ "+ ::: (14)
W ethen tthedata forO .« (T;L) to the above form using T., ,&,a1,a, :::asfree tting
param eters. Varying the system sizesL and tem peraturew indow JT T.jofthedataused in
the t, aswellasvarying the order of the above polynom ial expansion, w ill give con dence

on the signi cance ofthe t.



Having cbtained the value of T, plotting L, ax (Tc) vs. L detem nes the anisotropy
exponent by Eq.{2),

Limax@Teo) L 15)

Knowing T., and , pltting Opax (T;L) vs. tLY™ and O (T.;L;L,) vs. L,=L should

collapse the respective data to a singke scaling curve.

B . Observables

To carry out the scaling analysis outlined in the previous section, we now have to deter—
m ine appropriate observables to m easure.
For the 3D XY model of Eq.(l,), we expect below T. a non-vanishing order param eter,

P ,
= (1=N) ieli.W e de ne the realpart of as,

1 X
M = N_ coSs 4 (16)
and construct its B inder ratic®}
m 4i _
gm;LiLz) 1 oo =g’ L.l ) a7

Because the scaling dim ension of M cancels in taking the ratio above, the B inder ratio g
has scaling din ension zero, and so has the scaling form of Eq.f11). In the above, h::d
denotes the usual them al average, while [:::] denotes the average over di erent realizations
of the colum nar disorder. In the denom inator of Eq.f17), the square of the expectation
value is evaluated using two replicas w ith identical disorder, indexed by a and b, M 2i?
hM *)?ihM )?i, In order to avoid bjas.'ga-

A nother observable we have m easured is obtained by considering the dependence of the
total free energy on the total applied tw ist across the system é3 Sensitivity to boundary
conditions, In this case speci ed by the twist in Eq.{2), is one of the signatures of an
ordered phase. The XY m odel is therefore phase ocoherent when the total firee energy F

varies w ith tw ist . F is computed from a partition function sum over the ?using the
Ham iltonian Hxy [ ] oqu.{'fl). A oonvenient m easure of the dependence of ¥ on is
obtained by looking at the curvature of ¥ ( ) at Ism nimum . In Appendix A we show
that thism Ininum always occurs at =0.We ﬂqireﬁ)re consider,

Q%F @%H xy 1 @Hyy 2"

ez ez T @ ; 18



where Hyy is that of Eq.4), and the averages on the right hand side are taken In the
enssmble wih = 0.

Since the total free energy F and the total tw ist are both scale invariant quantities,
then @?F =@ 2 has scaling din ension zero. These derivatives are usually de ned in tem s
of the helicity m odu]uéa- , which is the derivative of the free energy density w ith respect

to the tw ist per ngth. W e have In three din ensions,

Q%F L2
= — ;3 19)
e 2 _, L,
@°F
" =1, , : 0)

=0
Averaging over the disorder, we nd that, or xed T and L, (L%=L,)[ ,] decreases m ono—
tonically as L, increases, whike L, [ ] Increases m onotonically as L, Increases. In order to
have an observable which has a maxinum as a function of L,, we therefore consider the

product,
L[ 4 ,]l= 1wl ;L,=L ) ; @1)

which has the sam e scaling form asEq.{1).

C. M onte Carlo M ethods and E rror E stim ation

In order to achieve accurate resuls, averaging over m any disorder realizations form any
di erent aspect ratios, L ,=L, i is essential to have an e cient sim ulation algorithm . For
equillbbriim simulation of the 3D XY m odel, the lack of frustration allow s us to use the
W ol o4 cluster algorithm to avoid critical slow Ing down. W e typically use 100 W ol swesps
to approach equilbrium , followed by 200 W ol swesps to com pute averages; oneW ol swesp
is de ned as building clusters until each phase angle ; hasbeen updated once on average.
Between 3000 and 5000 di erent realizations of the random disorder are averaged over near
the critical point, w ith fewer realizations used away from the critical point. A test of the
equilbration of our sin ulations is shown in Fig.'l, where we see that the above sin ulation
lengths are su cient.

T o estin ate the statistical ervor in our results we use the follow ing m ethod. For our raw
data, our average is just the average over the individual values obtained In N4 Independent

realizations of the random disorder. O ur estin ated error is determm ned from the standard



i T =205

10 100 1000
Equilibration sweeps N,

FIG.1l: Binder ratio maximum forthe 3D XY model, gyax at T = 205’ T, computed wih N g
equilbration sweeps followed by N o sweeps to com pute averages. N o5 = 100 is su cient for good

equilbration for all sizes L.

deviation oftheseN4 independent values, error= =p N 4. To estin ate the statisticalerror
in the tting param eters of our nite size scaling analysis, we take the follow Ing approadc.
From our origihhaldata set we construct m any (typically 1000) ctitious data sets by adding
to each data point a random G aussian variabl w ith zero m ean, and standard deviation
equal to the estin ated statistical error of the data point. W e then t each ofthe ctitious
data sets. T he standard deviation ofthe values ofthe resulting tting param eters then gives
our estin ate of the statistical error in the tting param eter.

Harder to estim ate are the possibl system atic errors in our results. Here we r=ly on
varying param eters of our analysis, such as the order ofa polynom ial t, or the system sizes
L used In the t, In order to get a feeling for the lkely accuracy of our results.

D . Results

W e now present our resuls from simulations of the XY modelofEq.{). In Fiy.12 we
plot our results for the Binder ratio ofEq.(}), g (T;L;L,) vs. L,, orsizesL = 8;12;20, at

the xed temperature T = 2:05. W e see that foreach L, g(T;L;L,) has a clear m axin um

10



0.40

020 10 100

FIG.2: Binder ratio, g(T;L;L,) vs. L, or sesveralvalues L. at the xed T = 2:05. Solid curves

are cubicpolynom ial tsin InL,.

at a particular L, ax - N ote that them axim um values of these curves appear to be equal for
the di erent values of L. From Eq.(l3) we therefore nfer that the tem perature T = 205
is approxin ately the critical tem perature T.. To determ ine the precise values of L, , ox and
the maxmum valies gyax T;L) = gT;L;L,nax), we t the data foreach L to a cubic
polynom ialin InL, (these are the solid curves in Fig.2). The L, .« cbtained thisway are
not, In general, integer values. W e have also done such ts using a quadratic polynom ial
In nL,; the di erence In values cbtained from the cubic vs. the quadratic t provides
our estin ate of the system atic error of this procedure. W e nd that for g, . (T;L) this
system atic error is always an aller than the estim ated statistical error of the cubic ts; for
L, ax the system atic error is bigger. This re ects the sinple fact that g(T;L;L,), being a
maxinum wih zero slope, varies only quadratically with deviations from the true L,y axy
and hence m ay be determm ined m ore accurately. Henceforth, the ervor bars we use Or gy ax
are the above estin ated statistical errors, while the errorbarswe use for L, , 2« are the above
de ned system atic errors.

P roceeding in this way at other tem peratures, we plot in Fig. 3 the values of g, ox (T ;L)
vs. T orL = 8,10, 12, 16 and 20. The di erent curves all intersect at a comm on point,

determm ining T, ’ 2:05. To detem ine the correlation length exponent , and get a m ore

11
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T

FIG . 3: Binder ratio m axInum gy ax (I ;L) vs. T for various system sizes L. The comm on Inter-

section determ ines T,/ 2:05. Solid lines are linear tsto the data.

precise estin ate of T., wenow tthe data ofF ig. 5 to a polynom ialexpansion as in Eq.(l4).
In Tabkefwe show the results from both quadratic and cubic polynom il ts, using di erent
system sizes L; we systam atically drop the sm allest sizes since scaling holds only in the
asym ptotic Jarge L lin it. O ur results give a consistent value of T 7 2:05. The values of
that we cbtain are consistent w ithin the estin ated statistical errors, however we see a am all
system atic Increase In the value of when we restrict the data to larger system sizes. W e
thereforeestinate = 12 0:d1.Notethatourvalie > 1, satis esthe Chayes lowerbound
oonditjon,:é as genera]ized"f: for correlated disorder, > 2=d,whered = 2 isthe number of
dim ensions in which the system is disordered. Tn Fig.4 we replot the data of Fig.3 1n a
scaled om , Gy ax T;L) vs. (T T)=T )L .W eusethevalie of T, and from Tab]eLI for
the cubic ttosizesL = 12 20. The so0lid line isthe tted cubic polynom ial. A s is seen,
the data collapse is excellent.

Having found the value of T, we next detemm ine the anisotropy exponent . m Fig.bwe
show a log-log plot ofourdata for L, ax vS. L, at the tamperature T = 205’ T.. Fitinhg
to Eq.@5), Lynax L , we get the resuls summ arized in Table iIJ for di erent ranges of
system sizes L. T he results are consistent w ithin the estin ated statistical ervror and we nd

= 13 0:. To check the consistency ofour value or , in Figii6 we plot g (L;L;L,) vs.

12



L order T,
8 20 quadratic 2:052 0001 107 0:03
cubic 2:052 0001 104 0:06
10 20 quadratic 2:052 02001 110 0:04
cubic 2:052 0001 110 0:06
12 20 quadratic 2051 0001 118 0:04
cubic 2051 02001 118 0:05

TABLE I: Fiting parameters T, and from quadratic and cubic polynom ial scaling ts to the

data of F ig. :_3 Resuls for di erent ranges of systam sizes L. are shown.

&
X
A
|
O

0320 v=12+0.1

(0.3() M N N S I W W WA
-0.2 -0.15 -0.1 -005 O 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
tLl/V

FIG .4: Scaling collapse of Gy ax (T ;L) vs. (I To)=T.)L'" .ThevaliesofT.= 2:05land = 1:18

from the last row of Tabl :_i are used. The solid curve isthe tted cubic polynom ial

L,=L ,ushgourdataat T = 2:05 and the above determ Ined value of = 13. A sexpected
from Eq.@1), the data for the di erent values of . and L, show a very good collapse to a
single scaling curve.

W e have also tried a sin ilar scaling analysis for the helicity m oduli product, L% » .1
of Eq.¢1). However here we have found less satisfactory results. W e nd that or a given

system size L, the L, 2 where L?[ , ,]has fsmaxinum occurs at a sm aller value of L,

13



10.0 -
7 8 9 10 L 20

FIG.5: Logdog plot ofL,nax vs. L,at T = 205’ T.. The solid straight line is the best power

lw tushgthedata orL = 10 20 and yieldsthe value = 1:329 0:08 (see Tablk!Ii).

Lmjn‘ 8 ‘ 10 ‘ 12

‘ 129 0:05‘ 133 0:08‘ 137 012

TABLE IT:Anisotropy exponent from powerlaw ts,L,max L tosystem sizesL = Ly, 20.

than was the case for the Binder ratio g, .. Such sn aller system sizes presum ably have
larger corrections to scaling. W e have also found the statistical ervor In L°[ . ,]tobe
larger than we found for g, .x, possibly because the B inder ratio g involves a ratio between
uctuating quantities and so has an aller sam ple to sam ple uctuatjons.;faa A s a consequence
of these two e ects, we could not arrive at a convincing detemm ination of T, and  from
the L?[ , ,]data alne. However, to illustrate our results we can m ake use of the values
of T. ¥ 205 and ’ 13 found I our analysis of g ... In Fig." we thereore show a
scaling collapse sim ilar to that of Fig.§, plotting L?[ , .]vs. L,=L , using our data at
T = 205’ T. and the above value of
W e see clearly In F ig.7} the above e ects: errorbars are considerably largerthan in Fig. 6,
and the peak is at a an aller value of L,=L . The scaling collapse is not bad for the bigger

system s sizes, corresponding to larger values of L,=L . However it is rather scattered near

14
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FIG . 6: Scaling collapse of g (T.;L;L,) vs. L,=L ,PordataatT = 205’ T.,usihg = 13. The

solid Iine is a guide to the eye only.

the peak and below i. W e conclude that it would be necessary to average over m any m ore
disorder realizations to reduce the errors, and perhaps also go to Jarger system sizes, In order
to get a convincing scaling analysis from the helicity product L[ , ,]on itsown.

Iv. DYNAMIC CRITICALBEHAVIOR

A s one approadhes the critical tem perature T, we expect relaxation tin es to diverge as
z,de ning the dynam ic crticalexponent z. To com pute equilbbrium criticalexponents,
it is su cient that the simulation dynam ics satis es detailed balance; the details of the
dynam ics are otherw ise irrelevant. T hus the exact duality between H xy and H i, Inplies
that the unscreened and the strongly screened superconductors have the sam e equilibrium
critical behavior. For the dynam ic critical behavior, however, the value of z w ill in general

depend on the details of the dynam ics/?® and som e works suggest that it may even vary

212¢ There is

for di erent types of relaxational dynam ics or di erent boundary conditions.
thus no reason, a priori, to expect the sam e dynam ic critical behavior for the XY m odel,
expressed In tem s of a dynam ical rule for the phase variables ;, as com pared to the loop

m odel, expressed In tem s of a dynam ical rule for the vortex line variabls n; . In this
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FIG . 7: Attem pted scaling collapse of L°[ 4 ,]Vvs. L,=L . Data is for T = 205’ T., usihg

= 13.

section, therefore, we w ill present resuls from explicit sin ulations ofthe loop m odelaswell
asthe XY m odel

Because the true dynam ics of a superconductor is local, it is not physically m eaningfiil
to com pute the dynam ic critical exponent w ithin acoelerated global algorithm s such as the
W ol algorithm , which we used to com pute equillbbriim properties. W e therefore willuse a
JocalM onte Carlo dynam ics forboth H xy and H 1o, - Even w ithin such localalgorithm s, it is
not obvious how universal the dynam ical criticalbehaviorsm ay be. Thus it is unclear that
our resultsw ill correspond to what is seen in experin ents. N evertheless it w illbe Interesting
to see ifthe two m odels give sim ilar or di erent values of z.

T he relative loss of e ciency that results from using such local algorithm s m eans that
we w illbe unable to do as extensive an exploration ofthe param eter space aswe did for our
equilbbriim analysis. But this is not necessary. W e can m ake use of our already obtained
equilbriim results, and sinulate only at the value of T = T, usihg system aspect ratios
L,= L .Foroursinulation ofH 1.,, we w ill sin ulate the Joop m odelw hich is exactly dual
(sse Appendix A, Eq.f41)) to the cosine XY m odel that we have used In our equilbbrium

sim ulations, so as to m ake use of these known values of T, and
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A . M onte Carlo M ethods and Scaling

For the XY m odel of an unscreened superconductor we use a standard singlke soin heat
bath algorithm , w ith xed periodicboundary conditionson the ;. In thisalgorithm , a phase
angle ; is selected at random and replaced with a new random ly chosen S T his update
attem pt is then acospted with probability 1=[l + exp( E=T )] where E isthe change in
energy. One sweep, consisting of N = L°L, update attem pts, is taken as one tin e step,

t= 1.W e average over 300 700 disorder realizations depending on system size L.

For the Joop model of a strongly screened superconductor, we again use a heat bath
algorithm in which the attem pted excitation consists ofan elem entary vortex loop circulating
about a random 7 chosen plaquette of the grid. Adding only such closed loop excitations
corresoonds to the ensamble in which the average intemalm agnetic eld is constrained to
B = 0 (seeAppendix A).One swesp, consisting of 3N such update attem pts, is taken asone
tine step, t= 1.W e average over 1000 2000 disorder realizations depending on system
size L.

In general, we expect the relaxation tine  to obey the scaling equation,

(T;L;L,) = B~ (@ ;L=bL,=b) ; (22)
where b is an arbitrary length rescaling factor. Forb= L, T = T, and L, = L , this
reduces to the sin ple,

17 @3)
For both the XY model and the loop model, we simulate with values of L, = L as

determ ined by the tshown in Fig.§. Forthe XY m odel, to approxin ate non-integer values
of L, we use lnear interpolation of sin ulation data for the two closest Integer values of L, .

For the loop m odelwe sin ply use resuls from the closest integer value of L, .

B . Observables
1. XY M odel

Forthe XY m odelwe have tried two independent m ethods of determ Ining z, analogous to

the two quantities g and L?[ , ,]used in our equilbrium sinulations. The rst isto Jook
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at the decay of correlations In the order param eter M of Eq.(6), de ning the relaxation

tine Dby,
X @M 0)i .
=l+v2  — o LT @4)
1

=1
where ty is chosen lJarge enough so that  is independent ofty. T he ratio in the above ensures
that the quantity being sum m ed over has scaling din ension zero, and hence the sum scales
as 7.
T he second m ethod is to look at correlations of the supercurrent I , de ned by,
@H xy 1 X
@ -, L

J; sin( g4 - i) (25)

In tem s of I one can de ne the conductance in the * direction by the K ubo form ula,?’

1 X . i
= o7 tht ©®I O)il L~° ; @6)
= to

where again ty is chosen large enough that G is independent of . Sihce I =
@Hxy=@ )J _,rand Hyxy and are scale invariant, then I , and hence the corre-
lation summ ed over in in the de nition of G , has scaling din ension zero. T herefore, the

sum which de nesG scals as IZ.

2. Loop M odel

For the loop m odel we consider the total resistance, de ned as follow SE’E Let Q () be
the total pro cted loop area w ith nom al in direction ” at sinulation tin e t. Each tin e an
ordented elem entary vortex loop w ith nom alin direction * isaccepted,Q dhangesby 1.
Let Q (©® QO ® Q (t 1) be the totalchange in this area after one swesp through
the entire system ; each sweep represents t= 1. In one such sweep, the total average phase
anglk change acrossthe length ofthe system (in the dualscreened XY superconductorm odel)
In direction " isqust2 Q =L L ,wherr , , area cyclic pemutation ofx, vy, z. By
the Josephson relation, the total voltage drop across the system in direction * willthen be

2 h 1
© = — © : 27)

Vt: ;
© 2e L L t 2e L L t
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Lmjn‘ 6 ‘ 8 ‘ 10 ‘ 12

2772 0:04‘ 2:69 0:05‘ 263 0:07‘ 2:60 003

TABLE IIT:D ynam ic exponent zyy from power law ts, L%, to system sizesL = L 20.

Henceforth we de ne our units of voltage such that h=2e 1. W e then de ne the total
resistance in direction * by the K ubo fom ula 2
1 X0
= or th  ©V 0)i] ; @8)

= to
where again ty is chosen large enough so that R is Independent of ty. Since the total
volage drop V is the tim e rate of change of the total phase angle di erence across the
system , and since the total phase anglk di erence is a scale invarant quantity, we have the

scaling V 1= . Thus the resistance above scalks as,

R 1= L% : 29)

C. Resuls
1. XY Model

In Fig.§ we show a logZog plot of our results for the order param eter relaxation tin e
ofEqQ.@4) vs. system sizeL, orT = 205’ T.andL, L .Ourresulsareobtained using
5 10° M C sweeps to equilbrate, Hllowed by 10° sveeps to com pute averages. F itting to
the power law, 1%, we get the results summ arized in Tabl I, for di erent ranges of
system s size L . T he results are consistent w ithin the estin ated statisticalerror, w ith a an all
system atic tendency to lower values aswe restrict the tted data to larger system sizes. W e

nd zgy = 263 007.

A s another check on our above determ ination of zxy, we consider the follow ing. In
principal, isde ned by taking t i Eq.@4) su ciently large so that  is independent of
ty; our data in Fig.§ satis es this condition. How big t, must be for this to happen is set
by the tine scale  iself. Therefore, we expect that ifwe compute  for arbitrary §, then

() should scale as,

) L°~@®=) L°~®=L") : 30)
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FIG. 8: Logdog plot of order param eter relaxation tim e of Eq.K2-_Zl) vsS. system size L, Por
T = 205"’ T, and L, L . Sold line is the best power law t for sizes L = 10 20, and

determ lnesz = 263 007 (seeTab]e']:fI).

In Fig. 9 we show a logJog plot of (5)=L? vs. t,=L*? for various sizes L. (again using
T=205" Tc,and L, L ).Choosing the value zzxy = 2:63 cbtalned from the tin Fjg.ES
we nd an excellent collapse of all the data. For large t,=L* we see that the curve does
Indeed saturate to a nite constant as expected, however the collapse holds for the entire
range of ty.

F nally, weplot in F ig.i10 the conductances ofEq.£84),G , and G, vs. L, orT = 205’ T,
andL, L .Ourresultsarefr2 10°M C sweepsto equilbrate, Pllowedby 4 10° sweeps
to com pute averages. F itting to the power law, G L?* , we get the results sum m arized
in Tabk V!, for di erent ranges of system s size L. For G, the results z / 266 004
are consistent, w thin errors, w ith that obtained from our analysis of the order param eter
relaxation tine . For G,, we get values for z that are som ewhat larger. However if one
com pares the data points for G, and G, directly, one sees that the values are all roughly
equalw ithin the estin ated error, except forthe smallest size L = 4 (orobably too anall to
be In the scaling lin i) and for the largest size L = 20. Our t for z from the G, data is
skewed by thisone L = 20 data point. Ifwe restrict our ttosizesL = 8 16,wethen nd
z, = 2:82 0403. This is still som ewhat lJarger than what we get from G, but wihih two
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FIG . 9: Log-og scaling plot of order param eter relaxation tine (g)=L* vs. tg=L* or T = 2:05

T., L, L ,and variousvaliesofL . Using zxy = 263 gives an excellent collapse for the entire

range of t.

Lo 6 8 10 12
Zx 2771 002 2775 0:03 266 0:04 269 0:06
Z 27 002 287 0:03 291 0:04 306 007

TABLE 1V :D ynam ic exponent zyy from power law ts,G L? ,tosystem sizesL = Ly 20.

standard deviations of z, for the sam e range of sizesL. = 8 16.

2. Loop M odel

Forour loop sim ulations we use the interaction of Eq.{1), exactly dualto ourX Y m odel.
T his interaction is com puted using the sam e distrbbution ofJ; asweused forthe XY m odel,
and we sin ulate at the sam e value of T = 2:05 as gives the critical point of the XY m odel.
Wealousethe samevaliesofl, = L asweusad Porthe XY m odel, as determm ined from
Fig.§. In Fig. 11l we give our results for the resistance of the loop m odel, Eq.£8), as a
log-log plot of Ry and R, vs. system size L. Our results are from 12 10* M C sweeps
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tted straight lines determ Ine z, = 266 and z, = 291.

to equilbrate, ©llowed by 24 10? sweeps to com pute averages. F itting to the power law
of Eq.€9), R, L *,we get the results ssmm arized in Tabl V!, for di erent ranges of
system s size L . T he results are consistent w ithin the estin ated statistical error, and we nd
Zop = 34 0i.

Forthe case ofR ,, parallel to the colum nar defects, our sim ulations were not su ciently
Jong to observe the necessary saturation ofR, () w ith increasing ty, except for the an allest
system sizes L 12. W e do not believe that any estim ate of z,, based on such snall
system sizes would be m eaningful. W e can, however, perform the follow ing consistency
check. Similar to our discussion conceming () (see Eq.{30)), we can compute R of
Eq.@8) ©r nite tines ty, and we expect R (t)L? to scale with the variablk t=L*. Tn
Fig.12 we make such a log-log scaling plot using the valie of z = 34 found or R, in
Fig.1l. ForR, we see that the collapse is excellent for all tim es ty, and the scaling curve
saturates to a constant at large th=L* as expected. ForR,, we nd a good collapse for all
but the Jargest tines. W e s=e that R, () saturates only for the an allest system s, and it
is only here that the collapse appears to be breaking down. W e conclude that these an all
system sizes are not Jarge enough to expect scaling for R, to hold.

W e can also try to independently determm ine the dynam ic exponent z by tting to a data
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Lmjn‘ 6 ‘ 8 ‘ 10 ‘ 12

323 0:05‘ 333 0:07‘ 3:39 Ozll‘ 338 0:14

TABLE V :Dynam ic exponent zy,o, from powerlaw ts,Ry L *,tosystem sizesL = Ly 20.

collapse as in Fig.d4 forall tin es ty, rather than jist the asym ptotic large tin e lin i. The
inset to Fig.d2 shows the resulting 2 of such tsasthe tting param eter z is varied. For
Ry, the 2 chows a sharp mininum at z = 345, In good agreem ent w ith our earlier value
ofz= 34 from Fig.1]. ForR,, the * hasamininum at the som ewhat higher value of
z = 3{],however them ninum isvery shallow , indicating a relative insensitivity ofthe data
to variations in z. W e conclude that both the data for R, and R, are consistent wih a

dynam ic exponent zp., = 3:4 0:.

103 F E

) i T=T, ]

104 o i
z=34

~ 10-5 7 ]
A o
& 106 7 O RX o 7
é m ]

L O i

107 RZ 2 3
10-8 7 ‘ T S ‘ 7

4 5 6 7 8 910 20 30

L

FIG.1l: LogZdog plot of resistance Ry and R, ofthe Ioop m odelvs. L. The solid line is the best
power law t, R4 L ?,brsizesL = 10 20, and determm ines the value Zipop = 34 0 (see

Tablke V).
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m odelvs. tp=L%. The value z = 34 cbtained from the t i Fig.dl isused. The inset gives the

2 error of the data collapse, as the exponent z is varied.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION S

W e have studied the equillorium and dynam ic crticalbehavior of the zero m agnetic eld
superconducting phase transition for a type-IT superconductor w ith quenched colum nar dis—
order. W e have considered both the \unscreened" XY modelin which , ! 1 , and the
\strongly screened" loop m odelin which 0. A duality transfom ation establishes that
these two m odels are in the sam e equilbrium universality class. U sing num erical sim ula—
tions of the XY model, we nd, n agreem ent w ith a generalized H arxris criterion, that the
universality class of the transition is di erent from the purem odel, and we nd that scaling
is anisotropic. W e nd the value for the correlation length exponent, = 12 0d, and for
the anisotropy exponent, = 13 0.

U sing the value of the critical tem perature and the anisotropic scaling determ ined from
the equilbrium analysis, we carry out sinulations at the critical point to detem ine the
dynam ic critical exponent z ofboth the XY and loop m odels for JocalM onte C arlo dynam ic
rules. For the \unscreened" XY model, with a singke spin heat bath dynam ics, we nd
zgy = 26 0:.Forthe \strongly screened" loop m odel, w ith a heat bath dynam ics applied
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to elem entary loop excitations, we nd z,., = 34 0.

A sim ilar random 3D XY m odelhasbeen studied by Cha and G :IIV:II‘lE In the context of
the quantum phase transition In the two dinm ensionalboson H ubbard m odel. In theirm odel
disorder was introduced as unifom ly distribbuted random bonds in the 2 (in aghary tin e)
direction, J;,, S0 as to m odelbosons w ith random charging energy. T hey found equilibrium
crtical exponents = 10 03 and = 107 0:03 (our anisotropy exponent  for the
classical 3D m odel is equivalent to their \quantum dynam ic exponent" z forthe 2D quantum
problam ). H owever theiranalysis for such a system w ith anisotropic scaling, > 1,wasbased
on am ore ad hoc approach of (i) trying variousvaliesof and seeing which appeared to give
thebest data collapse for system sofdi erent size L, and (ii) m easuring real space correlations
In a system ofa xed size and tting to assum ed power law decays. T heir Jargest system
size, 16° 15 isalso sm aller than ours and they do not use the W ol algorithm to accelerate
their equilbration. W hile it is possble that introducing the random ness di erently (along
2 rather than In the xy plane) m ight e ect the universality class, we believe it ism ore lkely
that this is not the case, and that our resuls are m ore system atic and hence m ore accurate
than those of Cha and G irvin.

P rokof'ev and Svjstunov:lEg have sin ulated the Joop m odelofEq.@) in the context of the
sam e tw o dim ensional disordered boson problem asCha and G irvin. Fortheir \o -diagonal"
disorder case they put the disorder into the bonds along the 2 direction, m aking theirm odel
dualto that of Cha and G irvin. They report an anisotropy exponent = 15 02, which
agreesw ith oursw ithin the estin ated errors. T hey were unable to determ ine the correlation
length exponent . W e note that whil they use an accelerated \wom " algorithm and have
good statistics for quite large system sizes, they detem ne their exponents by tting to
real space correlation fiinctions for their biggest size system , as did Cha and G irvin, rather
than doing any system atic nite size scaling that takes into account the anisotropic scaling
present in the m odel.

E xperim ental investigation ofthe zero eld transition w ith colum m nar disorder hasbeen
undertaken by K otzler and oo—workers;?a forYBaCuO thin Ims. M easuring the frequency
dependent conductivity transverse to the colum nar disorder, which is expected to scale as'--l‘E

o (1;T)=1t0 # ~(t? ) Wheret= (T T.)=T.), they nds! the combinations = 137
and z= = 553. This com pares w ith our values = 156, and z= = 2 for the unscreened
XY model,and z= = 26 forthe strongly screened loop m odel. O urvalue of isconcevably
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consistent w ith the experim ental value, w ithin possbl errors. H owever both of our values
of z= seem too anall. &t may be that our sinple localM onte Carl dynam ics does not
adequately capture the true dynam ics of a real superconductor. On the other hand, ifwe
use ourvalue of = 13, then Kotzler's results in ply a dynam ic exponent ofz = 72, which
seam s extraordinarily large.

W em ay also com pare our dynam ic exponents w ith those obtained from the disorder free
m odel. For the the strongly screened lim it of the Joop m odel, Lidm ar et al.:ﬁ? nd the value
Zwop | 2%71; moreover they nd this value to be nsensitive to the presence of uncorrelated
point disorder. For relaxational dynam ics of the phase anglk variable in the XY model, a
valuieofz 2 is expected,a-6 and this iswhat was found In num erical sin ulations by Jensen
et a1} using am ethod sin ilar to our scaling of conductance, Eq.£26) . The result ziop > 2zxy
thus seem s comm on for both the pure and colum nar disordered cases.

In ourwork we have considered only sin ple relaxationaldynam ics for the phase angles of
the unscreened XY m odel. Two other possibl dynam ics m ight be considered. O ne would
be to do a Joop dynam ics, sin ilar to what we have done here for the strongly screened loop
m odel, only now as applied to the strongly interacting loops of the unscreened XY m odel.
T he other would be to use resistively shunted jinction R SJ) dynam ics for the phase angls
of the XY model. Both such approaches have been previously used for the disorder fiee
case. For both loop dynam lcsllg’:25 and RSJ dynam Jcéﬁéé the dynam ic exponent z / 15
was found, an aller than the value obtained by sin ple phase angle relaxational dynam ics.
Investigating these other dynam ics for the case of colum nar disorder ram ains for inture work.
W e only note here that ifthe above trend ram ains true for colum nar disorder, and that these
other dynam ics reduce z from that of relaxational dynam ics, then it becom es even harder
to explain the large value of z  observed experin entally in Refi3(.

Finall, we note that sim ilbr equilbbrium exponents to those found in this work were
also found for the case of an unscreened superconductor w ith colum nar defects In a nite
applied m agnetic eld. Forthatcasethevahes"-; =10 Odand = 125 01 were
found. A lthough these are close to the values we nd here for zero applied eld, there is
no apparent reason that the zero and nite eld cases should be In the sam e universality
class. W e also note that once a nie eld is applied, the duality between the unscreened

and strongly screened superconductor m odels, that exists for zero eld, breaks down.
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A ppendix A

In this section we review the duality transfom ationf 2417 from Hyy ofEq.) to H o OFf
Eqg.@). Consider rstageneral2 periodic interactionV; ( ) instead ofthe (J; =T ) cos( )
of Eq.(). For the generalized xed tw ist boundary condition and the corresponding H am it
tonian of Eq.@), we can w rite the partition finction as,

7 I

2 0
d- P . (0 0 =
i e s Vit 5 =L )
o 2

Y
@31

i

w here the S obey periodic boundary conditions. D e ning the Fourder transform V3 by,

evj () e Vi (5 )einj ; (32)
ny = 1
and substituting into Eq.(31) gives,
|
X Y Z 5 d o P P o o
7 = 2 i e 3 Vy @y )+ i 5 03 (j 3+ =L ) (33)
fny g i 0
7 !
X P Y 2 0 P
= e fry @5 )+iny =1 ] d; gt 5 13 (S ) . (34)
.o 2
fny g i

One isnow free to do the integrals over the ;’ The resul is a product of K ronecker deltas

constraining the variables ny to be divergenceless, as in EJ.(§). De ning the \winding
numbers" W by,
1 X
I ny ; (35)
we get,

2= e smeoi oW 36)

27



where the prim e on the sum m ation denotes the divergenceless constraint of Eq.(6) .

A comm on choice forV; () isthe V illain interaction 8

eVj() e%( 2m)? . (37)
m= 1
In this case one has for its transfom ,
v, )= ——n? 38)
i = n .
2J;
T he partition fiinction ofEq, 38), w ith periodicboundary conditions = 0, then becom es,
X 0 1 P 2
7 = ezr 39N 39)
fny g
w ith
g =T'=T=J; : (40)

T he above is just a m odel of short ranged interacting loops w ith onsite repulsion  n? and
Inverted tem perature scake T© 1=T.

Forour smulatons, with V; ( )= (J; =T ) cos( ), one had!
e W =1, =T); @1)

where I, x) is the m odi ed Bessel function of the rst kind. Since I, (x) is an Increasing
function of hjfor xed x, the above sin ilarly gives a short ranged loop m odel w ith onsite
repulsion. T is this interaction of Eq.{1) that we use In our dynam ic sin ulations of the
Jloop m odel in Section IV .

W e can now dem onstrate several interesting results conceming phase coherence In the

XY model, by considering the behavior as a function of the tw ist . The XY model is
phase ocoherent when the total free energy F vardes w ith .UshgF ( )= Thz( ),
and Eq.({36) above, we nd,
. = W i ; 42)
T @ —0
where h: : iy indicates an average In the ensamble w ith = 0.Now shce @F =@ mustbe

a realquantity @sm ay be seen by considering its evaluation in the originalXyY modelH yy
ofEq.@)), and sihoe W i, must sin larly be real (asm ay be seen by considering H 1,4p),
the only way ©rEq.f@42) to hod is if QF =@  j _o= W iy = 0. This then dem onstrates
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that = 0, ie. perodic boundary conditions on the ;, is the twist that m inin izes the
free energy.

Fnally, retuming to Eq.@36), we note that in the uctuating twist ensmb®! br the
XY model, n which is averaged over as a them ally uctuating degree of freedom ,
the corresponding loop m odel obeys the additional constraint of zero winding, W = 0, in
each individual con guration. W hen view ing H o, as the Ham iltonian of vortex loops in
a strongly screened superconductor, this corresoonds to the ensemble In which the average
Intemalm agnetic eld is constrained to vanish, B = 0, In each con guration.

1 For review s e, G.Blatter, M . V. Feige'man, V.B. Geshkenbein, A. I. Larkin and V.M .
V inokur, Rev.M od.Phys. 66, 1125 (1994); E.H .Brandt, Rep.Prog. Phys. 58, 1465 (1995);
T .Nattem ann and S. Scheid], Adv.Phys. 49, 607 (2000).

2 D.R.Nelson and V.M .V inokur, Phys.Rev. Lett. 68, 2398 (1992); Phys.Rev.B 48, 13060
(1993); id 61, 5917 (2000).

3 J.Lidmarand M .W allin, Europhys. Lett. 47, 494 (1999).

4 A .Vestergren, J.Lidmarand M .W allin, Phys.Rev.B 67, 92501 (2003).

SM LW allin, E.S.S renson, S.M .G irvin and A .P.Young, Phys.Rev.B 49, 12115 (1994).

6 J.T. Chayes, L. Chayes, D. S. Fisher and T . Spencer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 2999 (1986);
Commun.M ath.Phys.120 501 (1989).

7 A .B.Harrs, J.Phys.C 7, 1671 (1974).

8 C.Dasgupta and B . I.Halperin, Phys.Rev.Lett. 47, 1556 (1981).

°M « .Chaand S.M .G irvin, Phys.Rev.B 49, 9749 (1994).

10 N .Prokoflev and B . Svistunov, Phys.Rev. Lett. 92, 15703 (2004).

' p . Jaksch, C .Bruder, J. I.Cirac, C . W . Gardier and P. Zoller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 3108
(1998); B .D am ki, J.Zakrzew ki, L. Santos, P.Zollerand M . Lewenstein, Phys.Rev. Lett. 91,
080403 (2003).

12 S.Sachdev, Quantum Phase Transitions, (Cam bridge, 1999).

13 Yy H.Liand S.Teitel, Phys.Rev. Lett. 66, 3301 (1991); Phys.Rev.B 47,359 (1993); T .Chen
and S.Teitel, Phys.Rev.B 55, 15197 (1997).

4 D.S.Fisher,M .P.A .Fisherand D .A .Huse, Phys.Rev.B 43, 130 (1991).

29



15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

J.Lidmar,M .W allin, C .W engel, S.M .G irvin and A .P.Young, Phys.Rev.B 58,2827 (1998).
H .K lemnert, G auge Fields in Condensed M atter, W orld Scienti c, Singapore, 1989), Vol 1; T .
Banks, R.J.M yerson and J.Kogut, NucLPhys.B 129, 493 (1977).

R.Savi, Phys.Rev.B 17,1340 (1978).

J.Villain, J.Phys.Paris 36, 581 (1975).

H.Riegerand A .P.Young, Phys.Rev. Lett. 72, 4141 (1994); M .Guo,R.N .Bhattand D .A.
Huse, Phys.Rev. Lett. 72, 4137 (1994).

M .P.Nightingal and H.W .Blote, Phys.Rev. Lett. 60, 1562 (1988).

K .Binder, Phys.Rev.Lett. 47, 693 (1981).

T.Olson and A .P.Young, Phys.Rev.B 61, 12467 (2000).

J.D .Reger, T .A .Tokuyasu,A .P.Youngand M .P.A .Fisher, Phys.Rev.B 44, 7147 (1991).
U.Wol,Phys.Rev.Lett. 62, 361 (1989).

D .A .Huse, private com m unication.

P.C .Hohenberg and B.I.Halerin, Rev.M od.Phys. 49, 435 (1977).

L.M .Jensen,B.J.Kin and P.M innhagen,Phys.Rev.B 61,15412 (2000) and Europhys. Lett.
49, 644 (2000).

P.M Innhagen,B.J.Kin and H .W eber, Phys.Rev. Lett. 87, 37002 (2001).

A .P.Young, In Random M agnetiam , H igh-Tem peratuire Superconductivity”, eds.W .P.Beyer-
man,N.L.HuangLi1 and D .E .M acLaughlin W orld Scienti c, Singapore, 1994).

G . Nakielski, A . Rikertsen, T . Steinbom, J. W jesner, G.W irth, A.G .M . Jansen and J.
Kotzkr, Phys.Rev.Lett. 76, 2567 (1996); J.K otzler, In Advances in Solid State P hysics 39, ed.

B.Kramer, F.Viweg & Sohn VerlagsGmbH , Braunschweig/W iedoaden, 1999), p. 371 (also

D ue to di erences of notation, the exponents and z in Ref. :_?;Q correspond to our  , and z=
H.W eberand H.J.Jensen, Phys.Rev. Lett. 78, 2620 (1997).
K.H.Leeand D . Stroud, Phys.Rev.B 46, 5699 (1992).

P.O Isson, Phys.Rev. Lett. 73, 3339 (1994) and Phys.Rev.B 52, 4511 (1995).

30


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9904279

