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U sing the fiinctional renom alization group (FRG) we study the them al uctuations of elastic
ob gcts (displacem ent eld u, intemaldim ension d) pinned by a random potentialat low tem perature
T , as prototypes for glasses. A challenge ishow the eld theory can describe both typical m inin um
energy T = 0) con gurations, as well as them al averages which, at any non—zero T as in the
phenom enological droplet picture, are dom inated by rare degeneracies between low lying m inin a.
W e show that this occurs through an essentially non-perturbative therm al boundary layer (TBL)
In the (running) e ective action f[u]at T > 0 for which we nd a consistent scaling ansatz to
all orders. The TBL descrlbes how tem perature sm oothes the singularities of the T = 0 theory
and contains the physics of rare them al excitations (droplets). T he fom al structure of this TBL,
which involves all cum ulants of the coarse grained disorder, is st explored around d = 4 using
a one loop W ilson RG .Next, a m ore system atic Exact RG (ERG ) method is em ployed, and rst
tested on d = 0 m odels where where it can be pushed quite far. There we obtain precise relations
between TBL quantities and droplet probabilities (those are constrained by exact identities which
are then checked against recent exact resuls). O ur analysis is then extended to higherd, where we
ilustrate how the TBL scaling rem ains consistent to allorders In the ERG and how droplet picture
results can be retrieved. Since correlations are determ ined deep in the TBL (by derivatives of [u]
atu = 0), it rem ains to be understood (in any d) how they can be retrieved (asu = 0" lin its in the
non-analytic T = 0 e ective action), ie. how to recovera T = 0 critical theory. This form idable
\m atching problem " is solved in detail ford= 0,N = 1 by studying the (partial) TBL structure of
higher cum ulants w hen points are brought together. W e thereby obtain the -function atT = 0,all
am biguities rem oved, displayed here up to four loops. A discussion of the d > 4 case and an exact

eld theory of rare events and droplets

solution at large d are also provided.

I. NTRODUCTION

Complex and disordered m aterials are offten dom i
nated, in their static properties, by rare but large uctu-
ations, and in their dynam ics by ultra-slow relaxations.
Such behavior occurs n a variety of system s Involving
m any interacting degrees of freedom , from supercooled
liquids to spin glassest. Understanding the nature of
the low lying excitations in these highly com plex sys—
tem s and even m ore so, obtaining an analytic theory of
the low tem perature behaviour in realistic din ensions, is
a form idabletask. A classofproblem swhich sharessom e
ofthe basic physics and seem sm ore am enable to analytic
approaches are elasticm anifolds pinned by quenched dis-
order. They are of interest for num erous experin ental
system s, such as interfaces in m agnets?<, contact lines of

uidswetting a rough substrate?, charge density w aves?®
CDW ), Coulomb glasses! and W igner crystals®® in het—
erojinctions and on the surface of helum1?, or vortex
lattices In superconductorstid243 | Tt seem s lkely that
a broader class of problem s, ncluding random eld sys—
tem s, can be understood by sin ilarm ethods.

In thispaperwew ill thus focus on the low tem perature
equilbriim behaviour of elastic m anifolds pinned by a
random potential. Such system s are usually describbed
by adisplacem ent eld u (r) which m easuresdeform ations
aw ay from a reference ordered state In the absence ofany
them al, disorder induced, or quantum uctuations. In

their classical version they are typically descrbed by a
m odel H am ilonian
Z

d 1
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where the random potential W (u;r) can be chosen,
for concreteness, G aussian w ith zero-m ean and variance
W oW ) =Ra ) 9 P).Weindiatehere
and in the Pllow ing a disorder (ensem ble) average by an
overline. At equilbrium and low tem perature the elastic
m anifold is usually pinned by disorder into non trivial
rough con gurations. In these so called glass phases, de—
form ationsscalew ith size L asu L wih roughnessex—
ponent , and are dom inated by the com petition between
elastic and disorder energies. D i erent physical cases are
descrbed by varying longiudinal (ie. intemal) din en-—
sionality (d), transverse (ie. embedding) din ensionality
N = the num ber of vector com ponents ofu { we focus
on N = 1 for sim plicity here), and R (u). For instance
R (u) is a perdodic fiinction in the case of CDW or lat—
tices, while In the case of interfaces In a ferrom agnet it
is short range for random bond disorder, and long range
R @) J1) Porrandom eld disorder.

A s In other energy dom inated glass phases in related
system s, In the pinned elasticm edium tem perature is for-
m ally irrelevant in the RG sense as the ratio of typical
tem perature to energy scales ow s to zero as Ty, L
Here, theexponent =d 2+ 2 ¢ 0) asa consequence
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ofthe so called statisticaltilt sym m etry?443 (ST S), which
expresses that the probability distribbution of the disor-
der is transhtionally invariant. H ow ever, because of the
m ultiplicity of low energy con gurations, thermm ale ects
are rather subtle and do in fact dom inate the behaviour
of som e observables at sm allbut non zero tem perature.
T he basic m echanisn is that even if local quasidegen-—
eracies of ground statesm ay occur only rarely, they can
Induce large deform ations.

A m inin al physical description of such them al ex—
citations in disordered glasses is provided by the phe-
nom enological droplet picturet®2? . I its sin plest om ,
i supposes the existence, at each length scale L, of a
an all number of excitations of size u L above a
ground state, drawn from an energy distrbution ofw idth

E L wih constant weight near E = 0. Thismeans
that w ith probability  T=L thisexcitation can be ther-
mally active with E T . The consequence is that
static thermm al uctuations at a given scale are dom inated
by such rare sam ples/regionsw ith tw o nearly degenerate
m inin a. For nstance, the 2n)® moment ofu uctua—
tions is expected to behave as

u?i M) g @=L L* : @)

as a straightforward consequence (@ngular brackets de—
note the them al average w ith respect to the canoni-
cal distrbution). This sin ple picture seem s to describe
models such as Eq. ) relatively well, at least in low

din ensions 84228 | The statistics of Jow energy excita—
tionshasbeen m uch studied num erically recently in other
system s such as low dinensional spin glasse?. The
droplet picture hasbeen re ned in m any ways to account
form ore com plex system s, and it is still controversial if
this scenario fully describes system s such as soin glasses.
Issues such as the fractal dim ension df of these droplet
excitations (\fat" droplets) and the possibl globalm ul-
tiplicity of true ground states are still debated. In any
case, it is clearthat the basicm echanism of stochastic lo—
cal ground state quasidegeneraciesm ust be part of any
realistic analytical theory of such system s.

Sin ilar physics occurs in the dynam ics of these sys—
tem s. A though we w ill not address it in details here, it
is usefiil to study, In parallel to the statics, equilbriim
dynam ics?2 The Langevin equation ofm otion is

QUre= r 2Upc+ F @pein) + (@Y @)

wih  friction , them al noise (r;t) with
< o EOi=2T9% O € B, and ran-
dom forceF (u;r) = QV (u;r)=@u (nhoting u (r;t) W)

with correlator denoted @) = R P@). Equilbrium

dynam ics at non—zero temperature T > 0 provides
an equivalent way, through the uctuation dissipation
relations, to study the statics. E xtension of the droplet
picture to the dynam ics supposes that equilbrium

dynam ics In the glass phase is dom inated by themm al
activation between the them ally active low lying
quasidegenerate m Inin a, w ith typical barriers scaling as

Uy L . Little isknown about the distribution ofthese
barriers, but there is som e evidenoe?3 that

D espite the w ide applicability and extensive theoreti-
cal studies of the elasticm odel, Egs. Hl), there are fow
analytical results for the ground state properties, and
even lss for them al excitations. There are exact so—
lutions n the mean—eld N ! 1 ) lim 24232627 gng
r filly connected m odels?®22 (1e. thed ! 1 Iimi).
These 1im its are interesting and probably capture part
of the physics but they also have peculiarities which are
still not fully understood. In both, them al activation
over divergent barriers Uy, L ) is not included, and
the In nite N lin &t (or Cayly tree392l) Jeads to global
state degeneracies wWih E T) { replica symm etry
breaking RSB)32 { which m ay, orm ay not, be lifted at

niteN . For nieN ord exact resultsexist only in two
cases. There are som e exact results for the roughness
and the free energy distributions ofthe 1+ 1 din ensional
directed polym erproblem (d= 1N = 1 case)33:34:33:368:37
and the related Burgers turbulence, and KP Z grow th or
exclusion problem 283248 The d = 0 lim it of a particke
In a random potential is sin pler but also Interesting as
In som e cases the full structure of the zero tem perature

xed point can be solved exactly and m any results ob—
tained. This is the case forthe N = 1 Sihaior so called
toym odel (ie. RF) case ( = 2=3): there the droplkt pic-
ture is \exact" and the droplt probabilities are exactly
known?t42 | O ther interesting resultshave been obtained
forany N in them arghalcase ( = 0) ofa log correlated
R (u), where RSB seem s to occurt.

A potentially prom ising m ethod is the eld-theoretic
Functional R enom alization Group EFRG). It was orig—
nally developed at T = 0 to lowest order In an ex—
pansion n = 4 d 1 (one bop) for the statict
and later r depihning?® (around the upper critical di-
mension dye = 4). It is called \functional" since one
must ollow theRG ow ofthe fullcorrelatorR (u) which
becom es marginal in d = 4, as u becom es din ension—
less. It is shown that R (u) becom es non-analytic be—
yond the Larkin length as the random force correlator

@) = R ®Pm) develops a cusp singularity at u = 0.
P hysically this cusp is associated to the existence ofm any
m etastable states and its m eaning has been discussed
274446 At the depining transition it yields a non—zero
threshold force as £, 3 %(0% )3. M ost in portantly, the
non-analyticity of the e ective action seem s to allow to
evade the so called dimn ensional reduction phenom enon
which renders perturbation theory in an analytic R (u)
trivial and yields the incorrect resut = =2. Instead,
In the space ofnon analytic functions, wellbehaved xed
points do exist, yielding reasonable values for the expo—
nents ( = =3 orrandom eld disorder, = 0283 for
random bonds*? and a logarithm ic grow th of displace—
ment Hr CDW and Bragg glasst?).

An outstanding but crucial question is the inher-
ent consistency of this FRG method given this non-—
analyticity, a highly anom alous occurence In conven-—
tional eld theory. In particular, the occurence of non—



analyticity in the e ective action at nite scale usually
does not occur, because uctuations average out any sin—
gularities associated w ith multiple localm inin a. Here,
the zero tem perature eld theory contains only disorder
(sam ple to sam ple) and not them al uctuations, and
these considerations do not apply. Instead it is tem pting
to com pare the integration over fast m odesto som e (iter—
ative) m inin ization procedure, which can then produce
non-analytic energy landscape for fast m odes ("shocks").
T his picture can be m ade precise n sin ple single m ode
d= 0 "toy RG "m odels’®. T he em ergence of such shocks
iswellknown in the equivalent BurgersKPZ system in
d = 1. In any case, the usual justi cation of pertur-
bative renom alization group calculations (ie. expan-—
sions) m ust be reexam ined. W e w illcom m ent further on
the physics associated w ith this structure below .
A sign ofthe di culties inherent in justifying the ap-

proach occurs already in attem pts to extend this FRG
m ethod beyond the one loop approxin ation, and also at
non-zero tem perature. Fom idable di culties appear al-
ready at two loop order for the beta function at T = 0

(@and even in the one-loop corrections to the two point
correlation function). Because the e ective action is
non-analytic, the renom alized perturbation theory is
am biguous?? . An exact solution of the FRG at large N
to any num ber of loops show s that special care has to
be given to how any speci ¢ correlation is precisely de-

ned, ie. how the system is prepared?’!. For N = 1
quasistatic depinning the am biguity can be fully lifted,
as at any steady state velocity v > 0, the elastic m ani-
fold alwaysm oves rward. The resulting eld theory is
und renom alizable to two loop?, and the predictions
fully supported by num erical sin ulations. A solution of
the am biguity for the statics, based on a requested (@nd
hoped for) renom alizability property, w as proposed n? .
An altemative route, technically m ore com plex but m ore
transparent physically, which we will ollow here, is to
study the system at non-zero tem perature T > 0 where
the action rem ains analytic and no such am biguities ap—
pear.

E xtensions of the FRG to non-zero tem perature have
been studied previously to one loop?2293152 | gince the
renom alized tem perature Ty, L tends to zero, one
expects that the asym ptotic xed point isstillthe T = 0
one. This convergence was found to be highly non-
unifom . From theFRG ow equation truncated to follow
the second cum ulant alone ignoring feedback from higher
cum ulnts, i was found that @)= R P@) indeed re—
m ains analytic and di ers from the T = 0 xed point
function only in a them alloundary layer u T, where
the cusp sihqularity is rounded. A highly desirable con—
sequence of this early one loop analysis??594L yas that
the correct scaling for creep barriersU, L was recov—
ered as a consequence of the boundary layer, from the
divergence of R™ ()  1=T,, the quantity which en-
ters the friction (i the tim e scale) renom alization. T his
very sam e divergence however, is also very troublesom e
In considering any extension to higher num ber of loops

@@s was dund 1n>2) since one easily realizes that adding
one loop extracts one power of 1=T;, thus adding one
new divergence. Until now the status of the boundary
layer beyond one loop thus seem ed rather unhealthy.

T he occurrence of these technical issues is not surpris—
Ing when one re ects upon the non-trivial physics that
the eld theory must descrbbe. On the one hand, typi
calsam ples and their ground states { which controlstatic
correlationsat T = 0 { are criticalin a fairly conventional
sense. For Instance, they are described by scaling expo-—
nents ( ; ;:::) and am plitudes, w hich apparently (hope—
fully!) can be com puted system atically in an expansion.
O n the other hand, them al uctuations of the m anifold
are dom Inated by rare low-lying m etastable con gura—
tions, which play no role in the T = 0 theory. T he distri-
bution (over disorder) of the them ally uctuating part
of the correlations (eg. h(u  hiifi) is thus extrem ely
broad, and m ust be encoded som ehow also in the eld
theory at T > 0. Both types of quantities are form ally
de ned extram ely sin ilarly as derivatives ofthe e ective
action (eg of the renom alized R (1)) at u = 0. Never-
theless, they scale very di erently and represent rather
di erent physics. T he coexistence of these two features
strongly argues for an unconventional structure of the

eld theory.

In this paper we solve these issues in d = 0 and pro—
pose a consistent form for the e ective action ofthe eld
theory In any din ension to any num ber of loops. W e es—
tablish the clear connection between the form althem al
boundary layer and the physicaldroplt picture n any d
(s> for an early calculation). Thus we obtain a \ eld
theory of droplkts", ie. we show that the present ex—
tension ofthe eld theoretic FRG captures correctly the
basic feature of glasses, rare events due to quasiground-
state degeneracies. The m echanisn is quite non-trivial.
A short account of these results has been given i3, to—
gether w ith a discussion of the them alboundary layer
structure which also arises in the dynam ics and yields
there to uctuations of barriers, as discussed in detail

n?2,

First, n Section [, within a W ilson formulation, we
derive and carefully analyze the fullone loop FRG equa—
tions. W e discover that the them alboundary layer ex—
tends to all cum ulants of the disorder. T hus the trunca—
tion to the second cum ulant perform ed in previous stud-
des is not strictly consistent at T > 0. It does however
give the correct overall scaling, sihce we nd that a con—
sistent ansatz can be found forallcum ulants. T hisresuls
In a hierarchy of FRG equations for the scaling form s of
each cum ulant or the random potential, w ith good prop—
erties. Unfortunately, there is no longer a an allparam e~
ter ( hasdisappeared as a an allparam eter!) which pre—
vents a perturbative solution. W em ust thus assum e that
there exists a globalsolition, which we callthe Therm al
Boundary Layer Ansatz (TBLA).

To further explore this novel theory we tum to the
Exact RG method ERG), explained in Section [ll. The
ERG follows the full (hon local) e ective action func—



tional under coarse graining. To better understand the
physics, we start in Section [l w ith a detailed analysis
of the d = 0 case, where the e ective action becom es
a (replica) function rather than a functional, and can
be studied w ithout any truncation. There, the droplet
picture is exact, and a variety of exact results are avaik-
able for com parison wih the m ethods developed here.
From the TBLA and the ERG, we derive exact relations
for droplet probabilities. These are tested on the exact
solution of the toy m odel, and are found to pass this
non-trivial check. In Section I, we introduce and dis-
cuss the problem ofm atching the zero tem perature and
boundary layer regim es. In particular, there are a variety
of correlation functions describing the critical (typical)
correlations of the ground state, and as such should be
determ ined physically by the T = 0 non-analytic eld
theory. Fom ally, however, they are obtained as indi-
cated above from derivatives of the e ective action at
u = 0, deep wihin the TBL. Thus, som e Inform ation
should be tranam itted through the TBL.W e show how
these correlations are indeed determ ined from particu—
lar Iim its of the (non-analytic) zero tem perature \outer"
solution. This is accom plished through a carefiil consid—
eration of the Partial Boundary Layer (PBL) structure
that obtainswhen any two relative replica digplacem ents
(Ua 4,) becom e of order T;, . Thus we w ill describe
the 1ll solution of the am biguity problkem (ford= 0 and
N = 1) in the zero tem perature beta function. A s an
exam ple of the power of this prescription, we calculate
the beta function and various correlations as a series in
R up to Pour loop order.

W ith this physical understanding of the FRG equa-
tions in the them alboundary layer regin e n hand, we
then tum to d > 0 in Section . W e show that a
fully consistent boundary layer ansatz can be found for
the whole non-locale ective action, and is selfconsistent
w hen applied to the ERG equations. T his result provides
a non-trivial "solution" to the abovem entioned disease
of proliferation of 1=T; divergences by resum m ing them
order by order Into a nie result. W e show explicitly
that the results from the droplkt picture are recovered.
Perturbative control (ie the expansion) is nawvely ex—
pected in the outer non-analytic solution. T he necessary
extension ofthe m atching understood in d= 0 to obtain
physicalquantities (even zero tem perature ones) rem ains
a challenge. W e discuss this issue and som e perspectives
on future work at the end of this section. W hether the
m ethod could acoount for other scenarios, m ore com plex
than the Iniial droplet picture, is also addressed.

A panoply of appendices give various technical details
and a description ofrelated m odels. Tn particularthe case
d > 4 is exam ined in details: it is shown, through anal-
ysis of the one loop FRG , exact solution at large d and
qualitative argum ents, that a phase wih non-analytic
e ective action existsat T = 0 and strong enough disor-
der, but that the TBL ram ainsof nitew idth, at variance
wih d< 4.

II. BOUNDARY LAYER W ITHIN THE W ILSON
FRG

In this Section we establish the W ilson one loop FRG
equations, which are a convenient starting point for our
Investigation of the them alboundary layer. W e include
from the start allcum ulantsofthe random potentialsince
wedo nd, a posteriori, that they m ust allbe considered.

A . m odel, properties and notations

From now on we consider the equilbbrium statics at
T > 0, de ned through the equilbrium Ham iltonian in
B . Fom ally, all static quantities of interest can be ob—
tained from the replicated generating (partition) fiinction

y 2 z
H fu,]
D u, exp = + ha@ua@® : @)

r

Z hal=

a=1

T he num ber of replicas n can be taken to zero, or kept
arbitrary as a bookesping device. Since som e of our cal-
culations are ndependent ofn, we w illexplicitly indicate
when the lim it n = 0 is considered.

The connected cumulants of the random potential
W @;r) h Eq.Waredenoted k  2):

W (U)W Ugrn)

= ( fFs® @y;

x) fulr ;

with s® @;u% R @ 9. The cumulants higher than
second are generated by coarse graining, and are thus
Included here from the start. W e ignore for the m om ent
correlations between di erent points In intemal space:
this choice and its extensions are discussed below . The
probability distribution ofthe random potentialis chosen
translationally invariant, so the cum ulants satisfy

k) ;r ©O)

sWm+ i whuw)=s%@; Osu 6

They are alo even so that S® ( u; ) =
S &) (uy; v),sithe S% being by construction fillly
sym m etric finctions of their argum ents.

P erform ing the disorder average one obtains:

Z R

Z Kl= Due °M" 7%, )
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where we denote vectors In replica space as u =

q; n)sa8nd we de ne the characteristic function of
the pinning disorder
x (k)
V l]= m S ™ g, i a Jfu ©)
|
=2 T k! ai x a

which isa fully sym m etric, translationally-invariant finc—
tion of the replica vector u. The property W) resuls



In STS, eg. In Fourder space nhZ i = hl= hZ R =
0] Tnh@h( Q=& resukig i in nie sets of rela-
tions between correlation functions and other im portant
consequencest?43 |, to which we will retum later. One
consequence is that the \one replica" part of the action
in ) is not corrected by disorder under coarse graining
(which is also why one can set the elastic coe cient to
unity).

Let us give som e usefil notations and properties. For
notational sim plicity we w ill often w rite:

$% izna)  S® @i w0

for any function, and for a function of one argum ent
R (ui2) R ). Since any function antisym m etric
in any two replicas gives zero contribution to the action
w hen sum m ed over replicas, such functionsm ay be added
freely to any cum ulant w ithout physical consequences.
This freedom willbe used to sin plify som e expressions.
U sually the cumulants S %) will be taken filly symm et—
ric in their argum ents. It is then useful to de ne the
sym m etrization w ith respect to a given set of argum ents:

1 X

X!
2Py

Sym ; ux) = W ) (1)

Py being the set of permm utations ofk ob fcts. Next we
note two useful properties of the above decom position
of the action In cumulants, ie. in number of replica
sum s ). Translational invariance W) im plies relations
betw een derivatives, eg.:

Xk
(@) s™fy; x 17u0: a2
a=1
T his In plies properties such as:
sm Sy 1% 0
(k) _ k)
sym Syl I &k l)SYmgl“Oful Ik (@13)

where here sym = sym,; , and we denote everyw here
partial derivatives Srf]:)nz :n, Orn; derivatives in the i-th
argum ent.
Finally, there is a \gauge invariance" property: the
change
s®h 1k s

1% sym, {un x) €4)

yields an extra term in M) proportional to an explicit
n. Thus, if one considers n = 0, one can add freely to
each k replica tem any function ofp < k replicas. Phys—
ically, this gauge freedom ocorresponds to the fact that
the random potentialm ay be shifted by a u-independent
random function ofx, changing only the free energy in a
trivialway but leaving all displacem ent correlation fiinc-
tions unchanged. E xplicitly, this shift is of the fom

W u;x)! W x)+w X); 5)

wherew (x) can have arbitrary crosscorrelationswith W ,
ie.

W (u1;%1) W X)W (Kt 1) oW X
= w0 L= K )it 16)
with arbitrary ©%),

B . conventional scaling and one loop FRG
equations

Let us rst summ arize the conventional view on the
behaviour of the above action ) under coarse graining
and RG as it has em erged from previous worksg??42:51:52
In the usual zero-tem perature power counting, nam ely
T ! bT,x ! Ibx,andu ! bu, all the cumulants
S® fork > 2 are irrelevant, and the second cum ulant
R W) ismargihally relevant just below d= 4. Sin
larly, tem s descrlbbing correlations between di erent in—
temal space points are strongly irrelevant, which justi es
to restrict to ) with k = 2 (in the eld theory language
the only needed countertem s are for the localpart ofthe
second cum ulant of the disorder) .

M oreprecisely, w ithin theW ilson approach w ith a run—
ning UV momentum cuto 1= e l, one m akes the
above action dim ensionless S u]= A4S'fu ,]as:

Z

S'ul=

X 1
d¥e( Ej:ruaf vV m); )
1

wih = r ;. W e have Introduced the ratio of them al
energy T to pinning energy L. which de nesthe running
tem perature:

Ti= A4T 5 18)
=d 24+ 2 > 0: (19)

T he rescaled tem perature T7  ow s to zero, Indicating the
dom Inance of energy over entropy as appropriate for a
pihned glass phase. For later convenience we also in—

troduced Agq = Sq=@ )¥ = 1=¢ ! &2 (@=2)). The
rescaled generating fiinction reads:
Vil=2Aq (VR 5 20)
® 1 X
— k) . -
V kl= —— S a5 a Ju (1)
k=2 17 "a; r a

and corresponds to the rescaled dim ensionless local cu-—
mulants:

4 d 4
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These equations embody the oconventional scaling.
W ithin the W ilson formulation one nds that for =
4 d 1 there are well de ned xed point functions



R () 1 associated to also of O ( ). One also
expects that fork > 2 the xed point value of the func-
tionsS* @) R @) @morespeci cally $® k

for k > 2). This snallhess has been argued to justify
the truncation S &’ 0 ork > 2 at onedoop, to lead—
Ingorderin atT = 0. P ror investigations of them al
e ects have presum ed this truncation rem ains valid at
T > 043152 310 to obtain the kading order n . W e
now check this assum ption.

To capture this leading-order behavior, we therefore
employ a one loop FRG analysis. A general one loop
FRG schem e contains in fact much m ore than them ni-
m alphysics needed { In principle { fora consistent O ( )
analysis by the usual power-counting. However, we w i1l
pursue it in the general form in order to have a single
calculation which encom passes both this sinple regin e
and the them alboundary layer. W e em phasizes that at
this stage  hasm ainly a heuristic value, since, aswe nd
later, the restriction to one loop is not necessarily jasti-

ed w ithin the boundary layer. Sin ilarly, the considera—
tion of non-localterm s in intemal space for the disorder
cum ulants w ill also, In the end, becom e necessary. W e
ignore for now all of these further com plications, which
w il be captured by the m ore rigorous (put heavier) ex—
act RG schem e studied below . T he presentm uch sin pler

@R @) = ( 4 +
QS® )= @ 2

+3sym R%@i2) (51(% (113) Sl(ié (123)) +

3
+ —

5 Sym Sl(igo (1123)

where here sym = sym (5,5, and = 1. Since R P (0) does
not feed into higher cum ulants (forn = 0) we de ne:

R @u) RP0)u?*=2 @7)
N ote that since additive (u— independent) constants in
) are pure gauge (forn = 0 in the sense discussed
above) we w ill iIn general ignore them below . Equations,
w ith sim ilar structure exist for higher cum ulants (see Ap—
pendix [l ©r details).

C . analysisw ithin conventional scaling

One rstnotesthat 8, M) does not close, sihce there
is a feedback of cumulant k + 1 in cum ulant k, though
only n a single tem . At zero tem perature, n the con-
ventional scaling discussed above this should not be a

WoR @) + TIRP @) + 83, 0;0;u) + 5Fcoo(u)2

6 + i8,)5 i3) + sym

one loop W ilson RG willgiveusa st good idea ofwhat
is happening in this theory.

Expanding the action M) to quadratic order in the
\fast" m odes w ith Fourder com ponent non—zero only in
the shell ;< g< 141 and perform ing the resulting
G aussian fiunctional integral one obtains the di erential

ow equation for the function V () as:

1 d ab T
@V @) = EAd 1Trin — @GV @) @3)
1
p
=24 | Tr(v%P) (24)

I—'l\)|'_]

w here the T r denotes a trace In replica space only. For
convenience we have introduced the param eters g, =
1=(2p) since an alm ost identical equation w illbe derived
below forthe exactRG nd= 0 Wih g, = 1).

W e can now use the expansion in ) and collect tem s
wih a given number of replica sum s on either side of
). The general orm of this equation is derived in
Appendixll. W e give here only the result Hr the proc-
tion ofthe FRG equation W) onto two and three replica
com ponents:

1
RPOR®w) @5)
!
3T 3T
718;33 (a123) + 71R%13>R“’(u23)
R® 12)RP (uy3)? EROO(Ulz)ROO(UB)Rm(Uﬂ) ;
26)

problem . Let us rst discuss that case and form ally set
T:= 0in W) . W ewillcallthe solutions of the resul—
ing equation the \outer" solution. This tem nology is
m otivated by the them alboundary layer analysis which
is perform ed below .

1. zero tem perature

For T = 0 the solution R; () of M) (neglecting the
third cumulant tem S ©)) converges to a zero tem per—
ature xed point finction?? R @), with a sm all set of
universality classest?42. For, eg. W (Uu;x) periodic on
the nterval 0 < u < 1, one nds = 0 and the force-
foree correlator ~ () = R %u) = Mingzz gl n
1=2)2  1=12]. &s non-analytic behavior at sm allu,
i+ 0 f);

T =" 0 @8)



is, how ever, superuniversal, ie. the sam e for all disor-
dered elastic m odels. W e denote 700" )3= ~,
where ~ is a O (1) constant whose num erical valie de—
pends on the m odel. The physical signi cance of this
cusp has been discussed by several authors?’#448 | It is
related to the existence of multiple m etastable m Inin a
In the e ective potential, since these are In plied by the
divergence of the m ean squared curvature of the pinning
potential, ~¥_ (0) = @2V @)’ =+1.Wewilsee
further consequencesbelow . N ote that the second deriva—
tive of W) at u = 0 yields the xed point constraint
R %)=~ 0= ?<( 2): 9

Note that this w ill be the precise de niion of the pa-
ram eter In the rem ainder of this paper. T he relation
between and the rstdervative given above then holds
only wihin the oneJdoop W ilson approxin ation, and is
corrected at higher order.

The neglect of $©® then appears consistent. G iven
that the second cumulant ows to a xed point R
then W) show sthat the third cumulant also ow s to the

xed point:

S® w3 = = sym R Pu)R Hugs)?

2

1
3R PR Pgz)R Pusi)): 30)

(3)

T hus, at least om ally, S;_ 3. The other tem s, In—

cluding the fourth cumulant 8,2, * (and higherwhich
have xed ponts®? sim ilarto W) ) can be neglected self
consistently in that picture, aswell S i the equation
forR (u), as they yield only higher-order corrections in

A Ythough this picture is consistent at T = 0 to the
Iowest order in , closer exam ination show s possible am —
biguities in the feding tem S)5) (0;0;u) in Eq. W) if
one uses ) which m ake the next order in  m ore prob—
lem atic. In particular, di erentiating @W) and taking
v= 1 3 anallyields:

S’l(ié (v;0;u)

R Pw)?)

SR PR P)? R %R PR Pw): 31)

R u) R “w)?

It tums out that in this expression has wellde ned and
coinciding limitsasv ! O However, n the form al
FRG equation W) Sl(iz) (7;0;u) is evaluated exactly at
v = 0 and generally the replacem ent of that expression
by either Imit v ! 0" orv ! 0 may not be vald
In particular renom alisation schem e. M ore general am —
biguiies arise at higher orders and cannot be so easily
resolved regardless of the schem e. Even in the present
W ilsonian form ulation, treatm ent of this term alone is
not consistent since other tw o-loop contributions arise at
order 3 , thus it is not clear that the an oothness of this
Im it issu cient to guarantee a wellbehaved -expansion
even to thisorder. Studiesbeyond W ilson®? are discussed
elsew here,! o0 we will not address them here. Instead,

we follow a di erent route and focuson T > 0, where no
am biguity appears, and rst summ arize the naive T > 0
analysis still to lowest order in . A system atic study
of the resolution of these am biguities by connecting zero
and non-zero tem perature quantities w ill be perform ed
for the case ofd= 0 in Section M.

2. non-zero tem perature

Reinstating the T} tem s in [llM), the naive T > 0
analysis still assum es that §© R and converts W)
Into a decoupled ow equation for Rj). Shcoe T =
e ! ows rapidly to zero, R; @) does converge to the
T = 0 xed point. However, shce at T > 0 the function
rem ainsanalyticaround u = 0 the convergence to the non
analyticT = 0 xedpoint function ishighly non-uniform .
One nds®?30 that oru < T;= the cusp sihgularity is
rounded In a them alboundary-layer (TBL). Itsdetailed
solution yields two regin es at large 1 (precisely T;  2):

Ri@)! R @ or u 0@) Ti=; (32
1
Ri() = SR Toya® + T2 ( ~) r(e);
~Uu
for a= — o @); (33)
T

w here we introduced the TBL scaling variablew and scal-
Ing function r (¢) . T hem atching ofthe them alboundary
layer @) to the zero tem perature behaviour outside B¥)
requires that:

@) B3 Prij L (34)
Substituting the TBL form ¥ in @) one nds that
(up to additive constants) the kading tem s are O (T7)
yielding the constraint that

R ®0)u® 1

( 2 977* 5 L0))? + L)

% )
(35)

is a constant, which must thus equals r¥®(0). Note that
the @R tem is O (I= ?) and the rescaling tem (apart
from the one acting on the purely quadratic part ofR’) is
even am aller as O (I“13= ) so both can be safely neglected
at large lsuch that Ty %82, Using ), B9) yields*

P@)  L0) = S 1; (36)
w hich isam ooth for 3¥jofO (1) and hasthe desired m atch—
ing property ®®). Note that the ow of R?(0) is not
fully speci ed by the solution. H owever the existence of
the above single T BL togetherw ith them atching in plies
that the value to which it convergesm ust be equalto the
T = 0 =xed point value, as can be seen from ¥ @
di erent asym ptotic value would require a m ore com plex
TBL scenario, not supported here).



T hus the problem of m atching is successfully solved
w ithin this approach. T he convergence to W) was stud-
ied in®!, where i was Pund that an expansion in higher
powers of 7 could be solved order by order. ®2 it was
ound that the ©m W) was particular to W ilson, as
other one loop schemes Wih the same truncation to
second cum ulant) give other analytical form s. A Ithough
r(u) was und non universal, its large u ) and sm all
u behaviourm ust be. For instance, the divergence of the
m ean curvature is constrained to be

TR0 ! % 37)
(ie. ™ Q) = 1). This sin ple consequence of the TBL
w as found to yield for susceptibility uctuationsthe sam e
scaling as predicted by droplets??. A Iso, since a sin ilar
analysis (@nd truncation) in the dynam ics®! yields that
the friction grows as @;In ; = R{(0) the TBL nicely
recovers the scaling of barriers Uy L expected In the
creep motion. Thus there must be som e truth in this
TBL scaling, although this sinple analysis is far from
being su cient, aswe now show .

Before doing so, we note that above four din ensions,
the situation is rather di erent, and discussed in Ap-—
pendix [, where this case is analyzed by FRG and large
d m ethods. For a weak random potential w ith sm ooth
correlations, no cusp arises even at T = 0, and there is
therefore no TBL. For stronger disorder or a su ciently
non-an ooth potential, the zero tem perature cusp does
arise. In this case, however, the TBL has a width T
instead of T3, and so does not scale to zero w ith the infra—
red cuto . The physics of this di erence { which we be-
lieve is associated to the short-scale nature ofm etastable
states ford > 4 { is discussed 1 Appendix M.

D . thermm alboundary layer: the system atic analysis

W e need now to estin ate the m agniude of the tem

s® i the second cum ulant equation W), in the TBL
region u T= , which has not been done before. For
that we must carefully reexam ine the equation for the

QSs® = og® 4 gkt DO, a0y

where O denotes the rescaling linear operator, the two
next temn s are tadpoles, and each of the last two tem s
isa loop with m 2 disorder vertices. The counting
of T factors results from there being m propagators per
Joop, hence a factor T™ , and a factor T ki associated
to each k;—replica vertex %), O ne easily sees that only

third cumulant W®). F irst one sees that $® @,3) will
also have a TBL om foru; L= sihce the O [RY)?]
term s in W) feed their boundary-layer scaling ©m s into
s® . Naively balancing these tem s w ith the rescaling
part ( ) suggestsS®  T7. Thisis, however, in-
consistent, since the rem aining tem s linear n $© would
then be O (I7). Instead, the only consistent TBL ansatz
for the third cum ulant is:

S® uuzius) = ( ~) *T1s® e 5w3) (38)
The second derivative tem feeding into Eq. @) then
reads:

s& 0;0;u) = T2s5) (0;0;u) r w=0@1) (39)
and is thus of the sam e order O (I'¥) than the other sur-
viving tem s in the boundary layer for R (u). Thus the
above described result for r () appears as an (uncon-—
trolled) approxin ation, sihce we now have two coupled
equations fr the TBL scaling finctions r and s® . The
equation ) now leadsto:

2

o
= — fD 2
0 > + 0))

()

NI

20+ s} 0;0;w);

+ %) (40)
while s® (81 ;6,;¢3) satis esa TBL equation sin ply ob—
tained from W) by setting S 1 s®),R !
T7 ! 1, suppressing the linear rescaling term and setting
the lh s. to zero.

O foourse wem ust now worry about the fourth cum u—
Bntterm S.7), I the equation ©rs ®', so in fact there is
an In nite set of coupled equations and the scaling form s
in W8W¥) must be extended to all cumulants. W e will
now establish the consistent form of all cum ulants and
derive the TBL equation forallofthem . There are a few
subtleties in that construction.

Let us st write the one loop FRG equation for the
k-th cum ulant in a very schem atic form :

r,u; ! ow,

these termm s can appear. T hisproperty and their detailed
structure is worked out in Appendix lll, but is irrelevant
forthe present discussion. Am ong them there isa feeding
term ofO [RP)* 1.

A look at M) suggests that the naturalgeneralization



of W), nam ely

s A ) 2T s o) @)
should produce a consistent TBL equation w ith allterm s
in ®®) oforderO (TF), except the rescaling and kft hand
side which are O (T} '= ?) and thus disappear from the
TBL equation as T 2. This is essentially correct,
apart from one sin ple, but in portant, m odi cation. In
the TBL equation for r B8, M¥) one tem survives in
the rescaling part, com ing from the quadratic part of
R (u), and this is because this temm scales naturally as
R Q0)u? T? @hik allothereven m onom ials scale as
larger, hence subdom inant, powers of T7). O ne can then
ask w hetherone should consider sin ilarterm sin the TBL
equation for s*), which is O (If). The construction of
the k-replica tem s is detailed 1 A ppendix . O ne easily
sees that ork = 2p even, the m onom ial of owest degree
one can construct which is a genuine k-replica term is
indeed of order u* and thus scales as TY . It reads:

ChpU7Up tgp i 43)
where g = 135 07
as i must be, and translationally invariant (see Ap-

pendix ). A k-replica m onom jalm ust contain at Jeast

one of each replica, ie. the product W), otherw ise it is
a pure gauge. No such tem exist fork = 2p+ 1 odd, and
one show s that the term of an allest order In that case is
of order u¥* 3. For instance for the third cum ulant, one
checks that the tem of order u?, nam ely

SYym 123UTUL U3 @a)

is forbidden by translhtional invariance (see Ap-
pendix ). Thus the third cumulant starts at higher
order s © . The conclusion is thus that the TBL
orm W) is correct for odd cum ulants but for even cu-
mulants it should be replaced by the correct TBL fomm :

SR x) =UGppU1 Uz iUz 45)

2p+ 1
+(~ ) PT TP ey

1 2p)

H aving determ ined the scaling orallcum ulantsw ithin
the TBL, we brie y retum to the third cumulant TBL
equation. Using M), we can express the feeding temm s
from the fourth cum ulant in their appropriate TBL fomm .
Rem arkably, as for the second cumulant, a form al an—
alytic solution or s® is possble (and this appears to

;0), and is fully sym m etric, evemeneralize to all cum ulants). U sing the gauge freedom

and ST S relations #®) one directly rearranges the third
cum ulant equation into the form

n h
sh (@123) 51(3) (e113) = . G (g123) + a(e13) + afees) + sym }rm(ﬁm)rm(ﬁm)
110 10 1+ D) . 123 5
o 2 ® ® ® 1 @ o
+ P o2)r ) 3E (@2)r7 (23)2  (a3) + S Spig0 (uza) 46)

where G (g123) = G % (23) + G @ (w23), where
G M ;G @ aretranslationally nvariant fiinctions sym m et—
ricih 1 $ 2 and respectively antisymmetric n 1 $ 3,
2 $ 3, and a(y) is an even function. These are con-—
strained by the requirem ent that s©®, or equivalently
51(31)1 is a sym m etric function, and in the latter case, fully
gauge Invariant. A tfhough this has been written as a
om alsolution or s®, it clearly nvolves the fourth cu—
mulant quantity sl(i)oo (t1123). Thus \solutions" of this
form do not close, and om a coupled hierarchy. Tndeed,
it is equally valid to view W) as expressing the fourth
cum ulant feeding term In term s of lower cum ulants. This
and other sin ilar relations are used later in the paper to
sim plify som e expressions.

Let uswrite the TBL scaling form in a m ore com pact
way In tem s of the rescald characteristic finction de-

ned in @), It takes the fom :

@7)

w here we have de ned the boundary-layer replica vector,
and scaling fiinction:

= ~uE 48)
® g )

Ve = sk adw (49
k=2 ‘a1 g a

Note that all degpendence in T3, which has been m ade
apparent in M), factors n front of all cum ulants and
that the TBL characteristic finction v &) approaches a
xed point form at large 1. Below we will discuss the
physicalm eaning of the set of (I-dependent) constants,

20 = S22 (0; HOEOI! (50)
wih £, = R®PQ0)=(~ } (remember that u,up
1 U, v)® up to gauge tem s).

Thserting the 1 dependent orm W) into W), taking
Into account all 1 dependent rescaling factors, and dis—
carding term s sn allas T} 2, one gets the TBL-FRG



equations which must be satis ed by the constants fj,
and the function v at their xed point. The Tr tem
in W) takes the form :
h i
Trlh *® Mu, QGVE) ;
X X
Map= Q@[ f2p Ha,

p 1 aipjiiazp

1)

wp I 62)

with = ( ~F=Ty, and @, = @=Ru, here.

H ow everw e see that because them onom ials associated
to each f;,, issuch that one replica appears only once, the
m atrix M ., is independent of replica a and b. Thus In
the expansion of ) to any order in M , any power of
M or any product of the fom :

X X
M ap@pQev @) = M 4
b b

@lcv@®) =0 (53)

vanishesw hen traced, because of translational invariance
). ThusM can be set to zero (rn = 0) in M) and

0= k jeven Xk fre

for any k 2, where, as in ) all coe cients and de-
tailed structure has been suppressed (they are identical
to the one in M) and given 1 A ppendix ) . N ote that
the coe cients f y appearonly in the rsttem and have
no feedback in the others. Sim ilarly, the naively st
non-gauge term in s®P) proportional to w; 2p (8ub-
dom inant to f,,) drops out of the equation com pletely.
Thus this term can be taken as zero, and s®® thus is
chosen to start as w?P* 2.

E . physical consequences, correlations, droplets

Let usnow pause and analyze what hasbeen achieved.
W e have derived, w thin the one loop W ilson FRG , cou—
pld ow equations for all cum ulants of the disorder.
W e have found a scaling form for is solution at large
1 (ie. an allT}) which exhibits a them alboundary layer,
consistent for all cum ulants. It is expressed in term s of
an in nite set of unknown param eters f,, and functions
s®) | These encode for the probability distrbution of the
coarse grained disorder, and obey the reduced xed point
equations EH )

The rst observation is that there is no rem aining
small param eter in Eqgs. [l . It isclear in the Trh
temm . For the other tems it also holds if conven-—
tional (zero tem perature) scaling holds. Indeed although

ki=k+m

10

we nally obtain the non-trivial one loop W ilson xed
point TBL equation in a very com pact fom :

X X 1 h i

Xopfap a bETr]n B qe,v@) = 0;

1 azp

p 1 ajjinazp

(54)
where all 1 dependence has disappeared, the trace be-
ing over replica indices. The st tem is, as discussed
above, the only one surviving from the rescaling part and
contains the scaling eigenvalues:

2 =0();
)=0(@1)

55)

Xop=d  2p( p> 1: (56)

) is a highly com pact orm which, expanded in the
num ber of replica sum s, yields coupled boundary layer
equations or r and s, and all higher cumulants. It
is useful for later purmpose to also give the schem atic

structure ofthese TBL equation for the coupled function
(k) . .
S (ul ’ k ) su

k1)@, ootk YO 4 g k1) 0, g kn D (57)

m=2  kj=k 1l+m

£, 1= , the product xf, = 1, and in the conventional
zero T scaling S1o0) 0; 08P, thus xpp T2y O (1).
T he problem has thusbecom e fiilly non-perturbative and
one is thus In the uncom fortable situation where a fi1ll
solution ofthis xed point equation @M M) is required
sin ultaneously for all cum ulants of the disorder distri-
bution, an In nite number of functions. A Ihough some
form alalgebraic relations between cum ulants can be ob—
tained in the TBL, asdiscussed above ©rs®, no general
solution of the 1l hierarchy appears possble. Thus at
this stage we have no choice but to assum e the existence
ofa global, wellbehaved solution to the TBL-FRG equa—
tion and explore som e ofthe consequences ofthis therm al
loundary lyer ansatz (TBLA).A swe show below, it in —
plies that a am ooth zero tem perature lim it exists or dis—
placam ent correlationsdeterm ined by the £ coe cients,

ie. a wellde ned lim it exists as the bare tem perature
T ! 0"%% The abovede nition ofthe fy, further in plies
that oorclventjonal scaling holds forallT = 0 correlations,

2k

ie.u%*_ _, % fork> 1,aswenow show.

1. zero tem perature lim it: evading dim ensional reduction

Let us explore this further, one of the ain being to
obtain zero tem perature correlation functions (aswellas
T > 0 ones). The coe cients £ ,, [l have an interest—



ing physicalm eaning, linked to the so called \din ensional
reduction” DR) property. They are the rescaled cum u-
lants of the so called random force, precisely:

F 0;jr):F 0;n) = S22 (©;

L@ KGR
Them odel M), as other disordered system s such as ran—
dom eld spin m odels, has the am azing DR exact prop—
erty that if one com putes any observabk (€g. correla-—
tion functions) at T = 0 in perturbation theory In ana-
¥tic disorder cum ulants, the resul is equalto all orders
in perturdmation theory to the result in the sin ple m odel
w ith only a random foroce, Introduced by Larkin tom odel
physics at short scales:
Z

a L.
Hepeful= dr 53“‘32 u@ F O;ry (59)
w hich is sim ply, of course (in Fourier)
u@=F 0;9= (60)

we w ill see that the f,, do indeed determm ine the corre-
lations at T = 0 (connected w ith respect to disorder),
sin ply as expected from @)
e e (e 1Ca d d X
uld)u(ep) ¥-0= @ ) “( &)Cr-0 @7 2p)i9

2p)

CT=O(ql; 2p)r’qq12:512p2511::1;1(0; ;O);

excoept that from the TBLA these cumulants are 1 de—
pendent and ow underRG, yielding a non trivialresul,
di erent from the \'naive DR estin ate" which assum es
them constant and is incorrect. T hus the structure E)
has nice properties: it does obey correctly the DR prop—
erty, sihce setting naively T = 0 by sin ply rem oving the
term proportionalto T; in W) does indeed leave us only
w ith a random force. At the sam e tin g, though, the TBL
provides a novel and non-trivialm echanisn to evade the
\naive DR estim ate" since it givesa non-trivialrenom al-
ization of the random foroe cum ulants. It is particularly
Interesting since only two other m echanisn s have been
proposed previously to evadeD R, nam ely (i) replica sym —
m etry breaking, only convincingly dem onstrated in m ean
eld m odels (i) the cusp and non analyticity of the dis—
order cum ulants in the FRG , dem onstrated in the statics
only to one loop (@lthough up to two loopsat depinning).
H ere we have constructed another one, as apparent from
the structure W),
Speci cally the zero tem perature correlations can be
com puted by restoring the 1dependence, using from W)

2p) . Av_2R d 2p +2p & (2p) .
that S,77,,, 07 i0)= A7 Si1a5 07

and the TBLA property W®) that S5/ 0;
verges to its xed point valuie “P~?Pf,,. W e can then
sin ply estim ate the correlation when eg. allm om enta
have sin far m agnitude ¢  ¢. Settihg 1= g o),
one nds from @)

Cr-ol@; by g PO

(62)

2p)jﬁ o?
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with b, = AL “°~% . Taking into account the Fourier
transform , this is the form expected from the scaling
u L, ie. real space correlations Uy, wly, E 122
(L the comm on scalk). T he prefactors of the correlations
however, and thus the f1ll probability distridbution, are
determm ined by the constants f . It is thus Ikely (out at
this stage not established) that they should be universal
(for long range and periodic disorder, and up to a com —
m on non universalscale for short range disorder) . Sin ilar
correlations were com puted recently for dephning®>. Tt
isworth noting that, aswasthe case forR ©0), the term s
nvolving the higher cum ulants of the random force £,
do not feed back into the renom alization of the nonlin—
ear part of pinning force (@nd thus do not appear In the
trn), as was the case ©r R®(0). This is also to be ex—
pected on physical grounds, since they only result in the
chift @®) and can thus be elin inated by a translation.

2. non-zero T, droplkts

In addition to the temm s containing f,, which describe
the zero tem perature 1im i, @) also containsa tem pro—
portionalto T7 which describes the rst correction pro-—
portionalto T in the correlation functions. R em arkably,
its content is precisely the one ofthe droplet picture. Let

(61us Indicate here how it works, rem aining very schem atic

fornow . A m ore precise and detailed form ulation w illbe
given 1 Section M.

Let us consider an arbitrary correlation am ongst repli-
cas (connected with respect to disorder). Since same
replicas correspond to sam e them al average, i corre-
sponds to som e disorder average of som e product of ther—
m alaverages (itself connected®?), and we w rite schem at—

ically:

X
mymiri= @ 00 @l 63)
i
= ha:uizhoui: (64)
Low est order perturbation theory gives
- T® oo
qf;'{féi = v “P10); (65)

@ gy

where here V @P) (0) denotes a 2p—th derivative at u =
0, the exact replica index structure of which we ignore
here. Substituting the rescaled form forthe characteristic

fanction yieds V,*? 0) = A4 "% v,%" (0). Tserting

iOhow the TRLA M) gives
;0) con—

ai @z _ 2p iH wow T 2p)
e e A A
(66)
Thuswe ndthatatT ! 0, asexpected:
hamuithuiui! ul@):ua @) -0 ©7)



obtained above WHJ) (shce at T = 0 the correlations
becom e iIndependent ofthe replica index { In the absence
0fR SB ). T he contribution ofthem alexcitations, to low —
est order takes the fom

C  C-o= Tq)?® *q @ 1 Py (0);(68)

with 1 = Al ?°~% 2 This is exactly the scaling ex-—
pected from the droplet picture at low tem perature. In
real space:
C Cr-op TL L% 69)
with C = I, s, i . The complicated set of TBL
xed point coe cients thus encode for the distribution of
Iow energy excitation. This equivalence will be further
explored below .

Another question is what xes the coe cients f 5, ?
Let us exam ne the FRG equation [ll) ©r the Hurth
cum ulant (see A ppendixll) . W e need to take ourderiva—
tives at zero. Since R® (u) startsatu®, S.5) asu?, .5 as
u®, only one term in addition to the rescaling term con-—
tribbutes. T he analysis is ddentical for any 2p-th cum ulant
and one nds

@S5, 0;:0) = @ NED (0; :0)

+PTIS,5h L (05 30);

2p(
(70)

a sin ple generalization of the relation W) for the sec—
ond cumulant. Thus the f;, are detemm ined from the
hierarchy, and from the function v itself.

A further hypothesis is that these f;, m atch the be-
havior of the outer solution, in particular,
)30

. . 2 2
Im - lm s‘]fl%:)l W@1; 2p)iu S1(1}:):)1 "

£, =
P 01 0
(71)

H ere we have introduced the notation 0" forthe am allar-
gum ent lim it ofthe outer solution. G iven the existence of
the TBL, this isnot a trivial statem ent. &t isa particular
case of a m ore general question ofhow (and which) zero
tem perature quantitiesmatch to T ! 0 obcts within
the TBL. The appealing result of the above postulate is
that the f,, coe cients are truly properties of the sys-
tem at zero tem perature, despite being de ned from W)
deep inside the TBL region @ = 0 ratherthan u= 0").
This is, however, only an hypothesis. T he structure and
consistency ofm atching is explored and veri ed in som e
detailin d = 0 in Section M.

If one attem pts to generalize the TBLA tom atch fur-
ther and further (honanalytic) derivatives of the outer
solution, it seem s natural to expect that:

n #2

T T
+
7 T T

Vi) = v "% @)+
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Another consequence of the TBL ansatz is that the
scaling of moments of the pihning force derivatives

(2k)

(Sh, 2kn(o;
the naive results of Refs. . Thus, iIn particular, the
Interpretation ofthe boundary layer as representing ther—
m al activation, and m oreover the equality of the bar-
rier exponent w th  ram ains unchanged. It is som ew hat
Jess clkear, but we think likely, that the general form of
the velocity—foroe characteristic?®3l (n the low velocity
lim it) should be unm odi ed, as this relies only on the
scaling assum ption. W e leave this question open to fu—
ture analysis (see also the parallelw ork on the dynam ics
n22:53)

However, although the scaling of moments is pre—
served, the prefactors are certainly m odi ed by inclu-
sion of higher cum ulants. Indeed, we have shown that
the $©® (0;0;u) term in M modies R® (0) (@nd all
higher derivatives) if the fi1ll hierarchy is solved self-
consistently. T hisvalue appears explicitly in calculations
of susceptibility uctuations®? and in the velocity-oree
characteristic®, so these results m ay be m odi ed by the
non-6 aussian distrbution encoded in the higher-replica
term s. Note however that s in #®) starts asu® and thus
it cannot change the result ™) = 1, thus @) rem ains
true. It would obviously be desirable to solve the hier-
archy encoded in ) to obtain these and other physical
quantities. This is an in portant open problem .

ITII. EXACT RG AND GENERAL IDENTITIES
IN ANY DIM ENSION

The W ilson one loop approach was helpfiil n explor-
Ing the new physics ofthe thermm alboundary layer. Since
the non perturbative nature of the problem hasbeen un—
veilkd, the validiy of the approxin ations in plicit in the
one loop W ilson schem e, which isknown to work in per—
turbative situations, are here di cult to assess. In par—
ticular the assum ption of uncorrelated space points does
not rem ain correct, and a m ore controlled and general
technique is required to perform a detailed analysis. W e
therefore tum now to am ore powerfilExactRG ERG)
m ethod. W ihin the ERG ,we w ill stillnot obtain a com —
plete solution of the TBL hierarchy, but we will obtain
som e concrete results. For instance, n d = 0, up to a
change In som e coe cients (c, de ned above) the one
loop FRG equations are exact. This is very interesting
both as a new way to study d = 0 but even m ore so as
a way to con m the structure found here in an exactly
solvable case, since In som e cases exact solutions exist in
d = 0. This paves the way for future ERG studies in
d> 0, asdiscussed in Section M.

In this section we review the ERG m ethod, and cbtain
usefil exact identities valid n any dimension. W e will
tum to its speci ¢ application in d = 0 in the follow ng
section. A s a generalm ethod, the ERG was Introduced
long ago*®22 and much studied since, but not so often
forperturbative calculations, and rarely in the context of

;0) ork = 1;2;:::) isnotmodi ed from



disordered system s. In recent studies however a system —
atic m ultilbcal expansion schem e was developed®2:28 and
applied to perturbative study ofpinned system s and the
FRG .W ewill nd usefulthe version developed directly
on the e ective action fiinctional®®, and w illborrow from
it. In paralkel, we w ill also derive sin pler, but pow erfi1l,
exact relations, directly for correlation functions using
from scale invariance and ST S. T hese w illteach usmuch
about the physics associated w ith the them alboundary
layer.

A . e ective action

W e are Interested In calculating correlation functions
In the replica theory, typically:

a b .
hjusi

v mjupugufi ;e (73)

as we recall correlations w ith an odd num ber ofu elds
vanish. A usefilob fct In doing so is the e ective action
functional fu]. W e recall its de niion as a Legendre
transform :

Z
bl= hiul W h] (74)
@n:W hl= ul (75)
W h]l= nZ h] (76)

where Z h] was de ned in ). Tt thus has a physical
Interpretation in tem s of a free energy with in posed
expectation values for the elds (eg. probability distri-
bution of the order param eter).

Let us consider the perturbation theory of the repli-
cated problem de nedby Z D]in ), the free propagator
being:

T

b
hiu® 4= ———
d F+m2®

q (77)
and the interaction vertices com e from the disorder cu—
mulants. W e have added a sm allm asswhich con nesthe
m anifold n a nie region in u, and provides an nfrared
cuto . Other IR cuto , such as nite size L, orm om en—
tum IR cuto can also be considered (the UV
cuto is stilldenoted ).

W e recallthat W h] is the generating fiinction of con—
nected correlations, noted h::d., which are sum s of con—
nected graphs. [u] is the generating function of one
particke irreducible (1P I) graphs Which cannot be dis-
connected by cutting one propagator) and thus contain
loops. The interest of the e ective action functional is
that since it resum s the loops, correlations are sinply
obtained from it as sum s of tree diagram s.

T here are tw o usefulexpansions of the functional fu],
the polynom ial expansion, schem atically:
1x 2 1
S P @

ab rr

u]= DI+

uuuu +
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(2p)ay :azp

where the \proper vertices" ¢ 7:q, are the 2p-th
functional derivative of ] in u = 0 and are the sum s
ofall 1P Tgraphsw ith 2p extemal legs (note here 2p does
not refer to the num ber of replicas, but to the num ber
of extemal legs). A di erent expansion is the m uldibcal
expansion :

Z
l= o+ = @+m?uin*, VLl (78

z Z

Vul= V @) + v @ ;0,0 ]9)+ tee
r r;r0
(79)
R

with o= nL¢ q]1'1(qz+mz),wherewehavedeoom—

posed the interaction part, noted V u], into a localpart
de ned by the function V (@) of a replica vector, a bilo—
calpart V @ @, ;u0;r P) de ned as a fiilnction oftwo
repliga vectors and one space argum ent, w ith by de ni-
tion _V ® @;v;r) = 0, tribcaletc.. Each ofthese tem s
can then also be expanded in sum s over di erent num —
bers of replicas, as was done in B). Because of STS,
Vv,V @, . .contah only sums over k 2 replicas (the
single replica part is not corrected) and thus represent
the \renom alized disorder" (Vv encodes all cum ulants of
the \renom alized random potential" at the sam e space
points, V @) at two di erent space points, etc.).

From thisSection on, wew illm ake a convenient change
of notation. W e w ill denote the original action (ie. the
bare m odel) studied here as:

Z Z

@ +m%uiu®,  Vob) (80)
q

r

S[Ll]_i
C 2T

where the index 0 denotes the bare m odel. The func-
tion V () thus de nes the \renom alized disorder" and
is expanded as n M) in tem s of the \renom alized cu-—
mulants" R ,S &) while Vy 1) represent the bare disorder,
and bare cum ulantsR (,S O(k) . A sin ilar expansion for the
bilbcaltem s, and higher, w ill be considered below .

B. exactRG

The ain is to compute [u], eg. the renom alized
cum ulants, as a finction ofthe IR cuto since som e kind
of xed point behaviour w ith universality and scaling is
expected in that lim it. Rem arkably, the e ective action
satis es the exact functional equation :

Z
m@ Vil=m? Gyama ( FH+m2)0)
X a
2
\%
Gxaypb = ( ri+m2) ab xy T b] (81)

S

where the inversion is both in replica and In intemal
space. This equation is supplem ented by an iniial con—
dition, nam ely in the absence of any uctuation (W ih



all Joops suppressed) the action and e ective action are
equal. For instance, ifone takesm = 1 ,or °= , i
that case:

ul= sl ;

Viul= Vol J; 82)

r
ie. the renom alized disorder is equal to the bare one
vV = Vo, V® = 0, .). Thus solving the Exact RG
equation M) from the initial condition @) allows, in
principle to compute [u] in the snallm lim it.

C . correlations from the e ective action

O nce the e ective action functional fu]isknown, any
connected correlation fiinction can be com puted, sihce
it is the sum of all connected tree diagram s m ade w ith
the proper vertices. T hism eans that it can be com puted
from expanding

1’]1.111,12 ::lepic = 1’1,111.12 Uzpe [u]igree (83)

(indices here m ean both gpace and replicas) and using
W ick’s theorem , but (as indicated by the \tree" super—
script) keeping only the connected tree diagram s. The
two point function is thus:

miu® i= hlu® io= @@, 84)

“Toime @t “@; @)

@+ m?)?
where ©) (g) is the o -diagonal disorder at nite m o-
mentum . At zero mom entum i is exactly given by the
Iocalpart V ofthe renom alized disorder

@ @=0)=

as one easily sees that only two legs entering the S ®)
vertex leaves k 2 free replica sum s, ie. a factor it 2.
However @ (= 0) @ (0)at nitem omentum isgiven
by the tw o replica part ofthebilbcalpartV @) and higher.
T hese can be com puted order by order in the localpart
(useful if this one is of order ). In perturbation theory
it contains all 1P I graphsw ith a ow ing m om entum . Tt
is thus In general sin pler to com pute only correlations
at g= 0 In presence of a m ass since then one needs only
the e ective action at g = 0, ie the local part of the
renom alized disorder.

T he higher correlations can be com puted in a sin ilar
way. For instance, schem atically one has for a four point
function :

R® () (86)

huJZuzu3u4i (h.lh_quhl3U4i+ 2 rem )

= hiijujoiliyuqeihiizugoilaguqgod
10;20;30;40

{?1320;30;40: 87)

M ore generally :n expanding [l there isthusa ( @) !

on each line of these tree diagram s and the the vertices

canbeonly “; ©;:

14

Analyzing (@nd even m ore so, soking) the ERG equa-
tion is not a trivial task since one has to dealwih a
functional. One way to analyze + in d > 0 isthemul-
tilocal expansion schem e #), which we will explore in
Section . W e 1rst study i in d = 0 since there it re-
ducestoa ow equation fora function. Interestingly this

ow equation isvery sin ilarto theW ilson FRG egquation
studied in the previous Section. W e em phasize though,
that the relation between the cumulantsR, S & (ie. the
Jcalpart ofthe e ective action) and the correlation func—
tions at zero m om entum are identical in any dim ension.
Tt isthusparticularly interesting to study them odelw ith
amass, ie. a con ning well or the interface, and study
the correlations of its center ofm ass Uy, Since m any of
thed = 0 om ulaethen apply. Theseexhbit scalingw ith
m and am plitudes w hich have good lm itsasd ! 0 (this
isparticularly interesting for the random eld interface).

D . identities from exact RG and ST S

Beforewe do so we rst establish directly on the corre—
lItion functions two sets of sin ple and general identities.

The rst isan exact RG identity. The exact RG can
Indeed also be form ulated directly on correlation func—
tions. Usually it leads to com plicated hierarchies whose
m eaning is unclear. Here it yields interesting constraints
on the structure of the low energy exciations. Let us
consider the average of any observable O u] which does
not contain them assm explicitly:

R
_,Du%0 ule 5
. oy 1
0 bli= —R&L ETEPERy 88)

n

a=1

where S 1]de ned in [l has a sin ple explictm depen-
dence. Taking a derivative yields:

z
, m ? X £ f.
m@ o uli= S 0 Lo, u, i
X f
10 fujinf uf i) (89)
m? 2 x
= — 0 puiuii (90)
T X X

X £

w here the last equality holds forn = 0. T his identity can
be used, eg. to generate relations between correlation
wih 2p and 2p+ 2u elds.

T he second is the consequence of ST S. Let us consider
again @®) and in the num erator ket us shift integration
by u? ! ul+ v, this yields:

LR ) ) P
o [L1]i=Rm u+ vle T =

vx @ r) u
2.2

x
e %n . (r vX)2+m Vi
To linear order this gives:

X X
Th @0 hli=m?0 k] uii

c f
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92)

W hen applied to odd powers of u it generates identities
betw een even ones.

T he consequences of these identities w ill be explored
In the ©llow ing sections.

Iv. ZERO DIM ENSION :ERG,
CORRELATIONS,DROPLET PROBABILITIES
AND THERMALBOUNDARY LAYER

In this section, we consider the special case of zero (in—
temal) dim ension ofthem anifold (d= 0).Forthissimpl
Im i, m any exact results are known by other m ethods,
providing usefiil tests of our very general TBL Ansatz.
M oreover, since the phenom enological droplet theory is
known to be correct In d = 0, this Iim it providesa m eans
of further understanding how droplet physics em erges
from the TBLA . In particular, we w ill consider the con—
nection between the TBLA and droplets in detail for low
m om ent correlators, ncliding tests of universal am pli-
tude ratiosw ith exactly solvable 1im its. B eyond the phys—
icaloconnection ofthe TBLA to droplts, wew illalso use
the d = 0 m odel to understand the m atching problem ,
m ore soeci cally to study the em ergence ofa wellde ned
but non-analytic zero tem peratureRG  —function beyond
one loop. The form ofthisT = 0 -function was postu-
lated inRefllll,but canbecon med from rstprinciples
only by a m atching calculation such as considered here
ford= 0.

A m anifold w ith zero Intemaldin ensions corresoonds
to studying a point particle In N extemal dim ensions.
Speci cally, specializing here to the case N = 1, we con—
sider the partition function ofa particle in one (extemal)
din ension:

Z +1
due

Gmfui+ W @T

(93)
1

T he particle is con ned by a quadratic well and feels a

random potential W (u), offen chosen gaussian. For a

glass phase to exist (@sm ! 0), the correlations should

be long range:
W @) W @)?>=K W) (94)
=2Ro(0) Ro) KU ;

wih > 0.Thiscan be seen asthed= 0 lm it ofan in—

terfacem odelw ith long range disorderand a sin ilarm ass
term . The follow ing scaling relations are then obtained

by replacihgL ! 1=m :
u m ;W m m ; (95)
=2 =@ ); (96)
= 2= )i (97)
using the STS relation = 2( 1).For > 0 ( > 0)

one expects a single ground state to dom inate and the
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droplt picture to be exact. In the marginalcase = 0
there can be a transition and a glass phase w th a G bbs
m easure dom nated by a few sitesu , the physics of the
D errida’s random energy m odeland R SB .T hiswas found
forgaussian disorderw ith logarithm ic correlations = 0,
K @) Inu, but also holds for uncorrelated disorder,
provided the distrbution has exponential tails.

The case where W (u) is a Brownian process, the so
called \toym odel"wih = 1=2,hasbeen much studied.
Tt correspondsto thed = 0 lim it ofan interface in random

eld disorder, w ith:

(98)

In this case, powerfl real space RG m ethods, or path

Integral techniques, allow one to obtain the fi1ll solution

for the zero tem perature glass xed point and com pute

virtually any universalobservable in statics (ground state

and low tem perature behaviour) and dynam ics (Sihai

m odel)ilA2:57 We will use these exact results for
= 1=2 to test ourm ethods.

A . exactFRG ind=0

In d = 0 since there is no space, ] is purely local,
V u]= V @) and thus the ERG equation becom es

T
m&V @=n Trla -—5@,0,V®]":
m
(99)

Tt sin ply describes the ow of a function of the replica
vector, the characteristic fuinction V (@) of the renom al-
ized disorder given by ) in temm s of its cum ulants (the
trace and inversion refer to replica indices). O ne notes
that i is aln ost identical to the W ilson FRG equation
B ), up to the coe cients ¢, = 1 here. Here, however,
In d= 0, i is exact. T here is thus no need for new cal-
culations to obtain the FRG equations for all cum ulants,
which are the sam e as cbtatned 1 Appendix . Here we
de ne the rescaled tem perature and cum ulants as:

T=2Tm ; (100)
1
R ()= 7l 2R um ); 101)
Wi wmgm fsPam ;s
102)
Now V @) = V wm ) nstead of M®) whilke V @) is still

given by [l in tem s of the rescaled cumulants. T hen
we ndthattheERG ow equationsihnd= 0 orR;5®
are exactly the same as [l , ™) setting = 3=4 and
@ ! m @ (and fr the Purth cumulant $“ given in
Appendjx-wji:h, in addition °= 1=2). T he schem atic
form of the FRG equations for all cum ulants E®), and
the TBL form M) are also valid here. The detailed co—
e cients can be retrieved from Appendix M.



Follow ing the analysis of Section ll, we also consider
the TBL form forthe rescaled solution ofthe ERG equa—
tion:

X X ™ 5
Vi) = fop Ba,  ay B VE)+ O (T7)
p 1 aijiyazp
¥ = t1=T1 (103)

w ith the sam e de nition #W) forthe £, and Hrthe TBL
cum ulants. The only di erence is that here we de ne
( ¥= 72 2 R %0).Weexpecta xed point
valie orRP(0) but here, n d= 0, = 4 isnota small
param eter any m ore and there is no longer an obvious
relation between R ®0) and the R ™(0" ) ;n the T = 0
non analytic theory. Th fact in ) we expect the tem
proportionalto $ @ to be in portant everywhere (whilke
it could be neglected O (3) outside ofthe TBL). The
exact TBL equations in d= 0 read:

X X 1 1
Xop fop Ha, at BT ab E@a@bv (&) = 0;
p 1 aijiazp
(104)
with xpf, = 1, Xpp = 2p ( ) Prp> 1.
So we now explore the consequences ofthe ERG equa-—

tion on the correlation finctionsin d= 0

B . com parison w ith droplet predictions

In oxder to com pare w ith the droplet theory we rst
discuss brie y how to calculate physical quantities n a
low tem perature expansion. O ne assum es that the be-
haviourup to order T can be obtained by considering no
m ore than two quasidegenerate m inin a in the rescaled
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W e rst mtroduce, In tem s of the rescaled variables, the

probability distribution P (x;) of the position x; of the

absolute m inim um , nom alized as dx;P x1) = 1. The

probability density (conditional on the globalm inim um

being x;) that the secondary m Ininum is located at po—

sition x, wih rescaled energy above the ground state
= Em ,isdenoted P (X;;X2; ). Thusonehas

z z
dx, d P (x;x2; )=P (x): (105)
0
W e de ne the \droplet probability density™"
D x1;x2)= P ®R1;x2; = 0): (L06)
Note the symmetry D (X;;%X,) = D (Xz;%X;). This is the

probability density that the absolite m nimum is @k
m ost) degenerate, and does not obey a nom alization
condition. In the droplkt picture it is nite and non-
zero®® Let us illustrate the way to construct the low
tem perature expansion (see eg2 for system atics in the
toy model). Let us consider a generic disorder average
of product of themm al averages of any cbservables of the
rescaled position. O ne startsw ith restricting to two wells
(m ore generally N ):

y — Za Z
0; ®)i= dE  dx:dx,P (X1;X2; )
; 0
'y
PO:i(x1)+ 1 pP)Q&X2)) 107)
1
p= —————— (108)

l+e ™ =1

pand 1 p being the G bbs) them aloccupation prob—
abilities of the two wells. Then one adds and substracts

landscape separated by a distance x = um O @). theT = 0part, and introducesw = m =T:
|
Y Z Y
0; x)i= dx;P (x1) 0; 1) (109)
Ze1r 2 Y Y
+Tm dw  dxidxoP (x17%2;Tm w)( (@EOiGi)+ (I p)Qxe)) Oi1))+ 0 @’m?); (110)
0 i i
= ! (111)
P l+e ¥

W e have assum ed that the restriction to two wells isvalid,
that the them alw idth ofthe packet In each wellisan all
com pared to the distance between the wells. This w idth

IO &®)i=  dxP k1) Oixi)

resuls in subleading corrections®.

Foran allm one gets the lowest order droplt result:

112)
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+Tm dw  dx;dx;D (X1;X2) (

provided the integral converges, but i usually does since
the one well part has been substracted. G eneralization
to N wells is studied in?2.

A rst Interesting constraint on these droplet functions
is obtained from ST S. T he identity from Section [l spe—
cialized to d= 0 gives in replicas

X X
Th @u-0 uli= m?m0 ] ufi
c £

(114)

where O (u) is any odd function. For the particular case
where O (u;) isa function ofa single replica, one directly
obtains (orn = 0)

ThR,0 li= m2 @0 i 1O Wlitui): (115)
To O (T), the expectation valie on the left hand side can
be evaluated directly at T = 0, while the right hand side
is determ ined from averaging w ith respect to D (X1;X2).
T his gives In rescaled variables
Z
dx;0%(x1)P (1) =
Z

2p1  p) dxidx, &1

(11e)

%)D X1;%2)0 X1);

m@P Xi;X2; )= 2 + +

or > 0% Integrating this relation over and %, and
assum lngm @, P (x;) = 0 gives
Z

® )+ x:P 1)) =

dx, &2 %)D (X1;%2):

(120)

This relation [lll) obtained within the droplt picture
from the above RG equation, can also be obtained by
a sin ilar m ethod to that used above for ST S, from the
more generalERG relation (not itselfassum ing droplets)

2 X

m
me o pli= - o prufufi; (121)

£

a particular case of the ERG equations, w ritten directly
on the correlation fiinctions given i Section . It also
generates another in nite set of identities between zero
tem perature observables and nite tem perature ones,
also discussed in the A ppendix.

W e now com pare the droplet predictions for the corre-
lation functionsto that ofthe ERG .W ebegin w ith those

©EOix1)+ (1

Wy, + @
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P)Q (x2)) 0;&;1))+ 0 (T?m?) 113)

forany odd O (x;). Thusone ndsthe In plication ofST S
w ithin the droplt picture:

Z

PO&xy) = dxp g

%)D x1;%2):  (117)

A sdiscussed in the A ppendix, this isthem ost generalre-
Jation betw een droplet probabilities that one can extract
from STS. Upon muliplication by odd functions (eg.
powers) of x; and integration i generates an in nie se-
ries of identities between zero tem perature observables
and nite tem peratures ones.

Onemay also obtain an RG equation for the droplet
probabilities. O ne considers the energy di erence

2

m
E = —(ug

> ¢)+ V ug)

V@) 118)
between thetwom inin a. Upon an in nitesim alvariation
ofm , the totalderivative com esonly from the explicit de—
pedence on m , since the contrbution from the in plicit
variation ofu;;u, wih m vanishes using the m Inin iza—
tion condiion. Thus, assum ing no creation or annihi-
lation of additionalm Inin a, one ocbtains taking into ac—
count rescaling

66 %)@ P ®y;xz; ): 119)

of the droplet m odel.

1. oorrelation functions from the droplet theory

At zero tem perature we are concemed w ith the sam —
plk to sample uctuations of the location of the global
m nimum . The sin plest such quantity is the varance:

Uroo=m i ; (122)
w here we de ned the average
Z
0 1)l = dx1 P (x1)0 (x1): (123)

T he non-G aussian nature of the distrbbution P (x;) is
probed by the fourpoint correlator

W O3 o=m 4 i 3néi):

O ther correlation functions probe the them al uctu-
ations of the particle. In particular one can de ne the

124)



sam ple dependent susceptbilty = mi?i  hif and is
m om ents. A though i is negligble in a typical disorder
con guration, it becom es large w hen there are two quast
degenerateminimawith ¢=m ?p@l p& ).
Tts disorder average is the second cum ulant of therm al
uctuations

Z

hi?i dxidx, (X1

T
? ’ Em m 2 %)°D x1;%2)

= T=m? (125)
Weused M) andp@ p)= % (see Appendix ). The
symbol’ (here and throughout this section) indicates
that the st term on the right hand side of the rst
line is Intended to give correctly the am plitude ofthe T -
linear temm . In fact, as is well known, this correlator is
fully constrained by ST S to give exactly the free propa—
gator result. W ithin the droplet calculation this can be
obtained from [ll) upon multiplication by x; and inte—
gration. For the present m odel (con ned by a hamm onic
well) it isexactatany T (ie. allhigher order corrections
cancel) .

At quartic order onem ay de ne severalthem alcorre—
lation fiinctions. O ne of them is the second m om ent of

Z
T 4

(.hl.lzi l'uf )2 ’ Em XmdX2 (X1
(see A ppendix [l ©or details). There is one other combi-
nation

Z

. v T 4 4

h@ tuifir’ Vi dxi1dx; ®1 %) D Ki1ix2)
from the droplet calculation. These two com binations
are how ever, related by ST S which in plies that:

h@ mifi= 3?1 Hh#)? (126)
which again is an exact relation valid forallT (see Ap-—
pendix Il and?2). A lthough it cannot be derived from
), the droplet theory is clearly com patiblewith it. Tt
in fact entails a property®® of the variousm om ents ofp.

Ream arkably the RG , combined with ST S, allow s to re—
late these quartic T > 0 observables to quadratic ones at
T = 0. Herewecan see it from the droplet theory. Indeed
multiplying [l by 8x;, M by 6x7 and subtracting
we obtain:

Z

1
—  dxidxz X1

12 @z7)

4 2 2.
%)°D (X1;X2) = ?hxllp
A xed point has been assum ed. Sin ilar relations exist
at the xed pointbetween 2n and 2n 2 observables for
any n 2.

F inally, it is Interesting to look fora com bination which
should have contrbutions only from three wells. W ithin
the droplet theory the coe cient of T should vanish and

%)'D &1;%2)
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thus this correlation can be used to test droplet theory.
T he sin plest one occurs at sixth order and reads:

_ } 2 2 2
Dj3= 6h(ua B) U w) e w)i (128)

h?i?

= 2lidiw?ii h2i3 + mfitu?i )
this is the lowest order necessary to see 3 well physics,
since the combiation hu, W)U W)@ w)iis
zero by symm etrization (here a;b;c denote any triplet
of distinct replicas). T hus the prediction of the droplt
theory is that:

D3’ O@m? T? (129)

C . correlation functions from the ERG

In this section we give the relation between a set of
correlation finctions of u and the m -dependent cum u-—
lants R,S ®), using the properties of the e ective action
sum m arized above in Section M. D etails can be und in
the A ppendix B. W e stress, as discussed above, that the
relations given here between the R,S *) and the correla-
tions are exact, not only in d= 0, but in any dim ension
(if one considers zero mom entum u ! ug- o, ie. center
ofm ass). The rescaling and, of course, the xed point
values, does however depend on d (see Sections [l and
) . N ext, we nsert the expected asym ptotic ow ofthe
cumulant form ! 0 usihg the TBL ansatz and discuss
consequences. The resulting relations are then also ex-—
pected to be "exact" but w ith the follow Ing disclain ers
(i) they are sub fcted to the TBL assum ptions and (i)
there are accurate up to sublading correctionsinm . For
them wew illuse the symbol’ and w ill, here, reserve the
symbol= for relations which are exact by construction

1. two point function

W e start w ith the two point finction:

1 1
l'uaubi= Tm— ab mRm(O)

- 130)

which contains a zero tem perature part, and a them al
connected part which form is dictated by ST S. H igher
correlations w ill have sim ilar properties and we w ill ex—
plicitly write them up to six-th order. To classify them
it is convenient, from now on in this Section, to use the
convention that di erent replica indices m ean non equal
replicas. Then one has

—Rr%0) (131)

iR“’(O)

hupi= iz =
m 4

132)
T he disorder cancels between the two lines and the sec—
ond cumulant of them al uctuations is thus exactly
given by [l above.



The TBLA gives, using Eq. [,

— 1
2’ Zm 2R ®0):

1
2 (133)

T his gives the second m om ent of the position of the ab—
solute m Inim um .

2. four point fiunction

T he calculation ofthe fourpoint function requiresonly
one “ vertex. Since S © startsasu® ony R and s @
can give a contribution. T he calculation is perform ed in
Appendix . There are ve possible replica m onom ials.
T heir connected expectation values read:

2

miic= —SR®W O+ — (134)

3 Z W Fq

ndupic = R (0) - 135)
m m
2

nfulic = —R W (©0)+ — (136)
Fq

hajupucic = — (137)

. Fq
hizupucugic = m® (138)

w e denote the fourth cum ulant of the random force ¥y =
s (0;0;0;0). To cbtain their full expectation valies
i= hi. + M0 igisc one must add their disconnected
parts, given in [l i tem s of the two points averages
), and which contain only T and R%(0).

O ne sees that these ve connected correlations depend
only on two independent quantities F4 and and R @ (0).
The rst onem easures the fourth order cum ulant of the
digplacem ent at zero tem perature. Since in that lim it all
replica averages in [lll) (and in M) concide

- 332, s L@ oA,
u 3 'r-om Rgllll (0;0;0;0) (139)
In tem s of the rescaled quantities, assum ing a xed
point. Com paring w ith [lll) and generalizing, one nds
that the full distrlbbution P (x) of the position of the ab—

solute m nimum , is retrieved from the ERG xed polnt
from its cum ulants:
1
2pic _ (2p) . .
hx“Pig > S ©; 70)

AtT > 0 from [ there is only one independent ad—
ditional observable (as discussed in the Appendix Ml this
can be equivalently seen from the ST S-ERG relations).
One nds:

— 1
P i M= Chwa wiee w’i
= huiuﬁ 2Lﬁubuc + Uaupucugi (141)
T? T?
= —+ —R®()

(140)
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T he fourth cum ulant F4 cancels in this com bination and
RP(0) also cancels in the disconnected part (see Ap-—
pendix[ll) . Th tem s of the rescaled disorder the variance
of the susceptibility uctuations becom es:

— T? T? 1
2 = srRY 0= —-rRY0): 42
m*® 4

At this stage assum ing a xed point for R® (0) would
In ply conventional themm al scaling for the uctuations

<=0 (T). The TBLA allowsto evade that, asR “ (0)
blowsupasm ! OwithR® Q) ’ 2r™0Q0)=T with T =

2Tm ,which leads instead to much larger uctuations:
— — 2, 1 00 4
s s s @ J(R (0))Tm )m ;(143)
ushg the exact result r¥™ (0) = 1. The scaling colncide

w ith the resul above, and the am plitude too, given the
relation [ll) which exists at the xed point

(144)

_ 2 -

2 % TY—hi?im ?
2

Tt should be stressed that this relation originates from

the exact ERG identity:

m @mRP©0) = @ R20) + TiR™©) (@145)
assum ing that R®() reaches a lin . Both droplkts
and the TBLA are consistent w ith this exact relation.
N ote that sin ilar identities for the 2p-th cum ulant w here
shown from the ERG W) and result in relations sin ilar
to M) ©rhigher order cbservables (see Appendix ) .
To check further consistency between the TBL and
droplts, we now com pute the three well quantiy D 3
de ned in (M) above. The calculation of the six point
fiinctions is perom ed in the Appendix ll. W e nd:

1
Di=—m °T°6R™ ©0)+ 2TR® (0)

32

(3)

+ 8,5, (0;0;0) + 3R (0)%) 146)

In rescaled variables. W e note that from the TBLA
TR ©® (0) 1=? as are all last three tem s, so naively
D T . However this is not so, as we nd that these
three tem s actually cancel to leading order when using
the ERG equation. Indeed using the fourth derivative in
zero of the FRG equation W) ©rR, it sinpli es to:

Dj= 3—12m ET3eR® 0 m@RY () w47
’ i 2 @, 6 2
= (4 )( R 7(0))m T (148)

which is indeed O (T'?). Tt is likely that cbtaining the
correct prefactor here requires considering the next order
correction to the TBL.But clearly the TBL solution of
the ERG know sthatD 3 isa three wellquantity. F inally,
the third cum ulant of the susceptibility is also consid—
ered in the Appendix and shown to relate to the third

cum ulant TBL function 32(32)2 0;0;0).



D . com parison w ith the solution of the toy m odel

Tt is Interesting that one case ofthem odelstudied here,
the so—called toy m odel, hasbeen exactly solved. In that
case:

u m T ¢ (149)
V@ u? ouT (150)
= 4=3 ; = 2=3 (151)

C orrelations and probability distribbutions are known, or
accessible, and one can infer from them som e character—
istics of the =xed point, eg. the @universal) num erical
valie of R ¥0) (see below ) etc..

W e can in particular verify that the solution ofthe toy
m odel cbtained in Ref! cbeys the exact relations from
ST S and ERG obtained here. Let usstart w ith the sin ple
relation between fourth and second m om ents. W ith the

choiceK @)= 2 f1jatlargeu in M), wih = 1, one
hasatT = 0inthelmim ! O:
S ROQ© _
m2i= mfl ) _ om &3 152)
Z
"t auai@u)?
S = j e ——— (153)
. 2 Aidwm)*
g3 et g i
= — — ———— = 105423856519 (154)
3 . 2 Ai@u)?
This in plies:
R Q0) = 4c (155)
O n the other hand one hastt:
U hif = 3¢u?i  ha#)? (156)
T _
- L n o as7)
Z 44 10 2
_ el 1 A
smo B L A Wha 5
L2 Ai(w)? Aidw)

The above relation [M) between this quantity and
R “ (0) in plies that one m ust have:
1

4
RO 0 =< 4=
T

1
3 159)

where T = 2Tm This is clearly consistent with the
TBL ansatz. Thus for the above prefactor to be correct
one needs the non trivial relation:

4= 4 (160)

w hich we have con m ed num erically.
One can go further, since the full distrdboution P (x;)
and the droplet distribbution D (x;;%x2) were obtained

for the toy model. First one notes that if P (x1) and
B (x1;x2) are solition of [l and M) then:
P (x1)=

D X1;x2) =

P (x) 161)

T (x; %) (162)
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are also solutions (they correspond to di erent choices
for and the rescaling factor ofu). O ne m em ber of this

fam ity (corresponding to the choice = 1) is:
P x1)= g&i1)g( %) (163)
D (1;%2) =D ®&1;%2) (& %) (164)
+0 &o5x1) G %) (165)
B &%+ y)= 29( x)dF)gk +y) (166)
w ith the speci ¢ fom s:
7
®) = " doix_1 a67)
gw= 3 ALl )
Z i1 0 /s »
d .,  Ai@d) L
= Aty - BsY 1
dy) 2 e ALd) e (168)

1 s=1

In tem softhe zeroesag ofthe A iry function. C om paring
w ith?! one fiirther sees that the choice considered above
correspondsto = 2 273,

W e check in Appendix [l that these finctions indeed
satisfy the relations [ll) and ). An outstanding
question is whether these relations could allow som e an—
alytical progress in the other cases.

To conclude this Section we have established a precise
m apping in d = 0 between droplet probabilities and som e
them alboundary layer quantities. Q uestions which de—
serve further investigation are: (i) how much constraints
the FRG ST S equations give on the set of all them al
boundary layer finctions (associated to all disorder cu—
mulants) (i) whetherD (x;;x,) m ay contain allthe infor-
m ation encoded in this set (iii) what part of these func-
tions is universal. Answers to these questions In d = 0
would certainly be very helpfilto understand the general
case. Before discussing d > 0, we tum to the question
ofhow the T = 0 inform ation, namely P (x1), can be
retrieved from the TBL study. T his necessitates consid-
ering the socalled m atching problam .

V. MATCHING

In this section, we use the ERG method ford= 0 de—
veloped In the previous section to consider the m atching
problem in som e detail. A sdiscussed in the previous sec—
tion, m ost physicalquantities are form ally determ ined by
derivatives of coupling functions in the e ective action
evaluated at zero argum ent. A s such, they are de ned
deep w ithin the TBL.P hysically, how ever, one can divide
these quantities into those descrbing zero tem perature

(sam pleaveraged ground state) properties and altema-—
tively them al (T > 0) wuctuations. W hile it is natural
that the latter are determm ined by the TBL, which, aswe
have discussed, is an encapsulation of droplet physics, it
is surprising for the form er zero tem perature quantities
to require a TBL analysis. Thus one is led to expect
som e sort of m atching of certain derivatives of coupling



flinctions at strictly zero argument @nd T ! 0') to cor-
responding lin tsasus, ! 0% of T = 0 functions. The
subtlety in the latter de nition is the order n which the
lim i of coinciding points should be taken. It will natu-—
rally em erge from a careful study of the m atching.

Unlke for R @), all higher cum ulants are described
by functions of m ore than two separate points. A s the
outer solution for such cum ulants is non-analytic when—
ever any two points are brought nearby, each such non—
analyticity must be resolved by som e boundary layer
structure. Therefore for each cumulant we will Intro—
duce a set of Partial Boundary Layers (PBLs), one for
each distinct way ofbringing subset (s) ofpoints together.
W e w ill adopt a transparent notation to specify the dis-
tinct PBLs. Each PBL consists of a set of g groups, all
n; points within group i having been brought together.
Thus fora given k-th cgm ulant there isonePBL foreach
Integer partition ofk, § ,n;= k. W e label the corre-
soonding PBL fiinctions by the integersn; in decreasing
order. For instance s©® isthe allTBL introduced previ-
ously and s®!) isthe only PBL associated w ith the third
cum ulant, and we w ill denote sim ply the outer solution
A1 = 5@

W e w ill illustrate thisprocedure explicitly for the third
and fourth cumulants, m aking a 11l consistency check
for the third and a partial check on the fourth. In the
end this construction enables and justi es a expansion in
powers of R ofthe xed point equation for the function
R @), ie. thebeta fuinction ofthem odel. For com parison
with the expansion,wewillkesp = 4 d= 4 factors
unsin pli ed.

A . analysis of third cum ulant

T he necessity of understanding m atching In som e de—
tail is evident from inspection of the equation M) for
R ). W e have already noted the feedback of the third
cum ulant in this equation, but have not em phasized that
even foru of O (1), this feedback term S5 (0;0;u) is re-
quired for two argum ents coincident w ith one another.
Since the outer solution is non-analytic whenever pairs
of argum ents coincide, we should expect som e kind of
boundary layer softening of this singularity to render
S”l(iz) (0;0;u) wellde ned. Becauss, however, u rem ains of
O (1), this requires a new PartialBoundary Layer (PBL)
treatm ent. T he tantalizing question is how such a PBL
analysis can recover a sensble zero tem perature lim i,
n which naively S\5) (0;0;u) above is replaced by som e
quantity de ned entirely outside allBLs.

W e nvestigate the PB L forthe third cum ulant through
its ERG equation ). The PBL will be taken to cor-
respond to vy, = "’UJ_Z=T]_ = 0 @), u;z3 = O (1), and
T 2 asusual. W ewould like to constrain the PBL be—
haviorby assum ing that S, (0;0;u) is0 (T°) @nd 0 (3)
hopefully in the expansion), and m oreover is quadratic
In u at anall argum ent. It clearly should be, so as to
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correct the xed point value of R?(0) com pared to a low —
est order truncation. A naive scaling ansatz would then
beS® @)  T? s“Y (@ip;u13). However, it is readily
seen that this is inconsistent in the above equation, be-
cause then the them altem would be much larger than
all others (ie. O (I7) as compared to O (I7)). Instead,
the only way to consistently obtain the proper behavior
of Sﬁé (0;0;u) is to postulate a purely quadratic In w2
tem with the aforem entioned T? scaling, a fully com —
plx PBL tem appearing only at O (I ), ie.

2 .2 3.1
T? o, (us)+ T7s®Y tiziuis)

wz=0(1) ; uwsz=0@Q): (169)

3
S (g 7u25us)

+0 (I});

where and $ are order O (1) and even fiunctions. T he
function so de ned isparticularly signi cant because it
gives the feedback ofthe third cum ulant into the second:

(3)

S0 0;0;u)= 27 @): 170)

Note that while does not depend on the choice of pa-
ram eterizing using w1, ;U113 ratherthan wi,;us;, the fuinc-
tion s@1) (x5 ;u13) dependson this choice @swellas  (u)
de ned below ).

In term ofthe function (u) the outer equation for the
second cum ulant thus reads:

QR @)= 0= ( 4 + uylR W) 171)
+él¥m(u)2 RP0OR®w) 2° @):
Expanded to O @?) i yields the exact relation:
RPE*)2= 2@1+2 D0 ): 172)

Here and below we willom it the to denote xed point

If one considers the large wi, lim i, one m ay expect
to m atch to the outer solution. In particular, taking the
an all u;, lim it of the outer solution, we expect by a
choice of gauge, see A ppendix ) :

S (u123)

up=0@Q) ;

31,7 (3) + 0 @ly)
173)

*uf, (is) +
Uiz = (0] (1):

M atching the two form s is an extrem ely strong con-
straint, and com plktely determ ines () from the outer
solution (outside allBLs) { for this reason we have used
the same finction @) in Eqgs. [llM). This fact
explains the conceptual dilemm a m entioned above: al-
though (u) is a quantity de ned inside the PBL, it
is wholly determm ined by the zero tem perature solution.
Thus the zero temperature lm it of Eq. W®) is well
de ned. As a check on this m atching requirem ent, we
w il verify that the equation for (u) obtained by anal-
ysis entirely with the PBL is equivalent to the equation
for (@) obtained from the sm allu;, lim it of the outer
solution.



N ote that alltem s in the serdes in Eq. [l are pow —
ers of J112 J since any odd power ofu;, can be converted
to a higher even power by symm etrization. Thinking
further about this, there should be a hierarchy of such
temm s, sihce the tem can only capture the O (u%z) co—
e cient of the sm allu 1, lim it of the outer solution, the
s®Y temm only the O (i1, F) etc. Tn general the coe -
clent ofO (Ju12J') In the outer solution ism atched by the
largew;, (4, ) ofa generalization of$ at order T" in
the PBL expansion [l . Th particular one m ust have:

s(21) (

(12 7U13) MoF  Wis); o ! 1 174)

In both regim es (innerPBL and outeram allu;, lim is),

0= 0:5% (3) = T7ei, @

R®@y3) RPuys) °

+ TR P uy3) P (an) +

en . .
S, (@127u13)

&,

+T7 2

2 2 31)0
+T7 B0, 5)

2

To obtain thisequation we have perform ed a expansion
In anallu;, discarding som e "gauge tem s" as detailed
In the Appendix. N ote that the dangerous tem , the con—
trbution from  to T)S. 2(32) vanishes being a pure gauge.
For com plteness w e have Included the feedback from the
PBL31 and the PBL22 ofthe ourth cum ulant (last line)
which will be discussed In the next Section, but is not
crucial or the ©llow ing discussion. In the third line of
Eq.lll, we have grouped a contrbution arising from
the T:R®%, R®S119, and RPF terms n Eq. ). This
is sin pli ed by elin inating sl(i)o (1 ;01 ;02) using the full
BL equation for the second cum ulant:

2

1 (22 31) 3
—Spp0 (@12707u13) + 57 f112;u13) + O (T7):

22

the higher and higher temm s are progressively sm aller,
so we m ay hope to truncate this successfiilly. Unlke at
0 W,) Pr @), at 0 @j,), matching to the outer solu—
tion (ie. (u13)) only determ ines the large w;, lin iting
behavior of s (&1, ;u13), which has the f1llPBL com —
plexity otherw ise.

W e st consider the PBL constraints implied by
the $© equation. One nds, applying the ansatz of
Eq. ), that allterm sare O (I"?) oram aller (we do not,
as appropriate to d= 0, assum e 1 for the m om ent).
Keeping only these temm s, and for sim plicity dropping
the feeding tem from the fourth cum ulant, one has

4) fo)+ us %wis)

+ P3)R%wis) + 3 Yus)RPwys)

@ (@12)) + 83, (0;0;012)

(21) [00) (21)
So Oj;uiz) r (i) + s, (a127u13)

@75)

T he resulting equation can be studied at large w12, us—
ing the m atching constraints Eq. [ll) and r°¢x2)
r®53;,jand the corresponding lim i of the ourth cum u-
lant quantities (discussed below ):

2¢,g% w@i3) @77)
(178)

31) . ,
SYym 128170 (®1127U13)

(22) . 2 _@2)
Sym 128y, (1270;u13) 7 287,97 (U13)

Collecting all O (¢3,) term s (the dom inant ones in this

1 1
SO (e o juy) = Eufz E.-coo(ulz)2 P,) (176) lim i), one nds
|
!
RO 1 1 R® @)
e 2 4) W+ fw+ 29 S0 ey @)
+ PR + 3 “@)RP@)+ 6 ¥ ) 179)
(%) + 29 @+ g®P ) = 0

T his equation allow s to com pute

Conceptually, one should regard () and () asde-

(u) In an expansion In powers of R aswe w ill explicitly show below .

term ined by the underlying zero tem perature xed point,



since although they ocbtain in the PBL, they are entirely
constrained by m atching. Thus

0= (2 2

+ R%@;2)R®wy3)?

w here the Jast tetrm arises from the PBL211 ofthe fourth
cumulant. Eq. ) should m atch the smallu;, lim i of
the outer equation. hserting the expansion ofEq. [Hl),

) 2 4) @+ da)+

+ (%)

(u) should be obtain—

6 + i@,)5% izs) + 3sym RPuiz)( 2°

§R°°<u12>Rm<u23>Rm<u13)

R®@u) R@Q") ?
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able by considering the outer equation for $ ¢ :

@s) S i2s)) (180)

(

4 211
3 "sym ) @iz5u13)

together w th fourth cum ulant m atching condiions (see
below ) and keeping term sto O @?,). One nds

!
R® () °

PONR®@) + 3 “@R®w)+ RP0O") @)

(181)

%) + 29%Y @) + 9P ) = 0

N ote that these equations are sim ilar but not identical,
and in the derivation of Eq. [l we used neither the
them altem s in Eq. ) northe BL equation orras,).
N evertheless, they are equivalent as can be seen by us-
ing M) n Eq. M) and the m atching requirem ent
R®0")= 1%, onedirectly cbtainsEq. [l). W e have
also used [, ) relating the tilde quantities to un-

_ 1)
0= sy,

tilde ones in the fourth cum ulant m atching. Note that
@) starts as u? (see below). The corresponding tem
wpu?, is allowed in the PBL, while in the ullBL i is
not (the third cum ulant starts as u®).
The rst true PBL quantity which is not fully deter—
m ined by m atching is s®! (¢1,;u13). Usihg Eq. [l to
sin plify Eq. [, one nds

(e127u13) %%1) Ojurz) X))+ 52%1) (@125u13) 650¢, @y3) (182)
RP(u;3) 1
— 0 e @)
1
55822%) (@12;05u13) + &,g%? @ys) + 5{31%))0 (@1125u13) + 267,91 (ur3)
supplem ented by the boundary condition (llll). W e note for 52(201) (@;u). One nds
that this equation can be form ally but explicitly solved
|
1 1 R%)
@1) @1)
S0 @iw) 5o Ojw) = T at) + bE) ¥ e’ @) () @@t @) 183)
1
+ 55322%) (x;0;1) tﬁzg(zz) () 51(31%))0 0;0; w;u) 21§g(31) ) (184)

w here a and bare arbitrary gauge functions. T his solubilk- ity is sin ilar to the algebraic solution for rP @) possble



In the ullBL for the second cum ulant.

W e have thus solved the m atching problem up to the
third cum ulant. It is Interesting to organise the resulting
In plicit solution or (@) asan expansion in powersofR.
To lowest order 0 R3), Eq. [Hl) becom es:

4 ) @+ da)

[o0] A+ y 2 aw 2"
R ROD R @ 0. ase

@ 2 (185)

@R @)= 0= ( 4 + ul(?PT(U)R
_2 1
R,°

RYPOR@) +

1
+ =RPu)?
2 1

Both formula m atch up to a constant when = 0. Set-
thg =4, =3=4, =2 3 =1 theabove
result gives the exact beta function in d = 0 to oxder
0 ®3). H igherpow ers can be obtained by studying [l
or [ to next order in the expansion in power of R,
and considering the feedback from the fourth cum ulant
which is of the sam e order. N ote that at this order, ob—
tained here rigorously, this result coincide w ith the naive
zero tem perature procedure. T his procedure consists In
rst solving the S equation W) for arbitrary by drop-—
pihg tem s containing tem perature and neglecting the
RS, and fourth cum ulant tem , then evaluating the feed-
back tetm from S in the R equation BW) which at this
order has an unam biguous lin it (see discussion near Eq.
W) . It is unlkely at this stage that the absence of am —
biguity will exist at higher order. N ote furthem ore that
nhthelmit ! 0 and !R 0 the convolution operator

in M) becomes beal, eg. , %x £x) ! £(1)= ,and
we recover the result of Ref??, Eq. 343) with X = 2
ThustheW ilson valuie = 1 seem sto reproduce,up to a
factor of 2, the result X = 1 obtained in the -expansion
to two loop in Refd?. This isnot so bad, since thisd = 0
calculation does not Involve any spatial integration. It
raises the hope that a lot of the structure of the pu-
tative —function in a true -expansion may already be
contained in thisd= 0 m odel.

To close the study of the third cum ulant we exam ine
the m atching of the f1llBL to the partial one. This is
com plicated by the fact that in the ill BL regin e the
rescaling term is negligble, whilke in fact it is not In the
partial BL and the outer region. T hus as one leaves the
full BL region, presum ably the rescaling term becom ing
In portant tends to suppresss. W e nd thattom atch we
m ust have, com ing from the ullBL:

®) 2 .2
s (@123) w5t 1 G ®IRWI,

Ly ®Owx)

=0 Ex RPux)
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Solving this linear equation and inserting feedback [Hl)
from § In the R equation we obtain the "beta-function"
to the sam e order, ie. the condition for the xed point
In the asym ptotic Iim it T; ! O:

(187)
R?0) RPwux)*> RPO")*)+0R?) >0
R?0) R®wux)> RP@©")%)+ 0 ®R?) <0
(188)
+ w3 2)t+ Inmz2)+ O (1)
w23 = 0 (1): (189)

w hile the smn all argum ent behaviour from the partialBL
side should be:

$® (a155u13) (a2) + 31137 @2) + O (U13)
U13)  wi,t 0 Cuiz+ O @is)

w,=0(@Q) ;

u;3! 0 U13

uiz = 0 (1);
(190)

B . analysis of fourth cum ulant

W e now tum to the structure of m atching for the
fourth cum ulant. T his is of interest for a variety ofphys-
ical quantities. First, the fourth cumulant of u at zero
tem perature, M) can be rew ritten as:

- 1
uw 3@)?= —m *

4
£
16 ¢

191)
and is the lowest order quantity expressing the devia—
tion of the distribution of u from a G aussian. Second,
the beta fiinction to next order R*) requires the furth
cum ulant feedback into the third. M ore generally, the
fourth cum ulant is illustrative of the nested structure of
higher cum ulant PBLs. Unlke for Iow er cum ulants there
ism ore than one path of successivem atchings connecting
the outer solution to the Il TBL.

Using the notations de ned at the begihning
of this Section, we need to discuss the PBLs
s ;5B ;52,5210 . g1 = o) fyr the filll, various
partialBL, and nally, the outer solution. Each ofthese



has its zero T piece and their nie T parts. Let us
enum erate the various boundary layers. One hasto st

2
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non-trivial order In tem perature, In each case:

) 1234) £ T emuseg + TP s% (g1234); wio3q = O (1) (fullBL)
S® Wi234) T symizs (@i263;) ©Y se) + TYs®Y (@izsiusa); wiz3;uzg = O (1) PBL 31)
S Wi234) TPs® iz50357u13);  wizijwssiuiz = O (1) PBL 22)
SW ip3e) = TF %u?, “Y (uisiura) + TP sV (gi27ur3;u14); ®i27U137U14uss = O (1) EBL 211)
(192)
where @11 gD BD gnd s®Y are order0 (1) fiinc— 1
tions. The rsttem sin the fullBL,PBL31 and PBL211 l
are zero tem perature com ponents and are anom alously 211

large (have a lower power of tem perature) com pared to
their associated s functions. These tem s are necessary
for a zero tem perature lin it to exist. T heir form is con—
strained by the requirem ents of pem utation sym m etry
In each group of boundary layer variables. They have
the additional crucial property that each contrdbutes to
tsPBL equation at the sam e order In tem perature asthe
corresponding s term , despite the low er pow er of tem per-
ature in its de nition. This is because when two deriva—
tives act on w BL variables in these term s it produces
only gauge. The ©1) finction is a sin ple generalisa—
tion ofthe function Introduced in PBL21 for the third
cum ulant. In the PBL31 we have om ited the quadratic
tem (@?,+ 6iy+ v3;) CY (u3s) sihcethe lattertwo tem s
In parenthesis are pure gauge and the rst can be rew rit—
ten up to gauge in the form above using that uis il
(see Appendix ) . Finally, in PBL22 symm etry in both
1$ 2and 3$ 4 Porbids zero tem perature quadratic and
cubic tem s, while the naive quartic one has been sub-—
sum ed Into s@? . A dditionalm ore detailed properties of
these flinctions are summ arized in the A ppendix [ll

31/ 22
N,/

FIG .1: N ested partialboundary layer structure for the fourth
cum ulant. The Iim it of two points in a given PBL coinciding
takes one along the direction ofthe an arrow in the diagram .

Particular pairs (inner and outer) of these PBLs are
connected by taking a single argum ent (pair of points)
In the outer PBL small (points close) and reciprocally
In the Inner PBL large (points far). This is illustrated
in Fig.ll. The conditions for such asym ptotic m atching
sequentially going nwards from the outer solution are
considered in detail n A ppendix M. T his detem ies the
form of various an all and large argum ent lin its of the
PBL functions de ned above:
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4 _ 4.2 (11 ) 4. 3 ~@l11 )

S 1234) = uf, @ @iziu) + Y927 T uisiuag) u;z ! 0
211 . . Y 3 ~(211 .

s@) (@iziursiuig) = Fri2F T4 @isiunag) w2 ! 1
@11) . _ @1 ) 4 odg. .4 GD . )

s (a127u137u14) uis (a127u14) + Ja13 37 (@127u14) uz !
211 o4 a2 .

s®) (@iziursiuie) = s % rziui3) usg ! 0
@D y3;u14) @ Ojuss)  ws O @aa) + uisgC sg) + uiyson @i3)ECY (sa) uiz ! 0
@D 113;u14) = u3, 6% wis) usg ! 0

s%?) (@129 5u13) w5,07,9%? (13) + F3a %2 (@1z25u13) wig ! 1 jmp xed
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G (us,) = usz PP00)+ Fui,san(usg) CYPON) uzgs ! 0
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s (a1237u34) wi,ut, g (Uas) + wiyson (@i3)ui,h B se) + wized, ~BY @aa) + s, ~CY se)  wiz ! 1
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sB (@i237u34) = ~@(a3)uss + ~ (@123) 1347 uzg ! Ojuizz xed
4 1 .2 2 @BLO N 4 . .4

s 1234) = 5 wison@sa)ul; CUVP07) + v ~@ (ea3) + e @@i23) w3g ! 1 juips xed

s @1234) = w3~ u2iu34) + P13 (2iwsg) wiz ! 1 jeiusg xed

T he m atching analysis results in som e additional condi-
tions not already im plicit above. T hese are

(211)

~O ) + 01

GH ) O;u);
211)

02

(194)

B (195)

1
g® (usa) g 34) 2 0;uzq);
T he various zero tem perature term s can be determ ined
sequentially by m atching from the outer solution. In par-
ticular, the sm allargum ent behaviorofs ¢’ yieds ©1),
which n tum yields ©Y;g®Y and ¢®?, which nally
detem ine f,; . ThisLarkin term thusm atchesallthe way
through to give
211

2 Gho0) = Y 0;0);

s22) (0;0;0) = 492 (0) =

fq = (196)

0;0)197)

(
2 1
211)
1

£, 2!
A s discussed in Appendix [, these derivatives are un-—
am biguous, and determm ined by a de nie procedure dis—
cussed therein.

@ 3 +2) @+ u = ' (Q0

)

where @)= é3l)o(u) + 2g(§31) ) + géZZ) (u) represents

the feeding from the fourth cum ulant.

To detem Ine ( () we use the expansion of the outer
equation or S ® to cubic non-analtic order (see Ap-

©
0

(193)

Unlike these zero tem perature quantities, the PBL s
functions them selves are not determ ined by m atching
alone. Instead, they obey PBL equations derived from
thebasicERG furth cum ulant equation (given in [HI)
and the PBL orm sin ). The PBL211,PBL22, and
PBL31 equations are given and analyzed in A ppendix M.

C . expansion in powers of R

The PBL analysis of the fourth cum ulant enables the
calculation of the beta function to 0 R*). To do so,
we require () which feeds in ). To obtain i, we
must solve M) perturbatively in R (equivalently ).
W e write:

() o)+ L)+ z:: (198)

T he zeroth order solution @) cbeys M), the solution
ofwhich is mplict n [ . T he next order satis es

@R 35 @WR™wm)  6RP0T) owm) + o@); 199)

pendix ) and keep only the feeding © R3)) tem :

3 +h3
3 éR(m(o+ Y R® @) + RO@)RP 0 )RW (0 )

@ Jo+ u ) (200)

1



N ote that the rh s startsas jajat smallu. T he function
o (1) is detemm Ined from the appropriate expansions of

da 4 +h4 o @)+ udw)

7

_ 0 4 5(Rooo(u)z

Tt is straightbrward to solve the lihear equations
BN ©or ,; o,and substitute them into [l which
In tum iseasily solved. Forarbitrary the resultingbeta
function to this order now involves double convolutions,
generalizing the single one obtained in ([lllM). Thus, or

R®0")*)? + 12RPu) RP@)’R™ @)
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the @) equation asdetailed in Appendix . It satis es

i
RP0")¥2R™ 0" )+ RPW)?R™@wu)? :201)

sin plicity of presentation we give the result explicitly for
the particular case = 0. This choice is of form al in—
terest for com parison w ith -expansion calculations. O ne
obtains then

R @u)= 0= ( 4 + y@R @) (202)
+%R“’(u)2 RPORwW+ 2 s ®®@) R20)R®w? RO )%
+ S RP@RORPWIR™ @) RPOT)PR™O )+ 2R ) R @)? BP0
+6 cRO‘I’(u}z2 R?0")%)? + 4R @) R™w)? + RP@)R® @) .
+ %% o 7TRPw? R™0M)H)*+ 24R%) RPWR™ @) RPOT RO )+ 2RP@)? R )2
[
wherehere g = 1=2 2 )andg = 1=@4 3 ) (respec— °0*)=0 (204)

tively 3;0 and 4; In the notations introduced below ).

This result is also of Interest if one perfom s the
R -expansion in another consistent way, closer to the

expansion, by expanding sim ultaneously in taking

= OR). In that case, and to this order, there
is only one additional 0 R>) temm appearing in [,
23 o)+ u Jw) with o given by ) setting

= 0.

A rem arkable property ofthe above -function isthat,
apart from an inm aterial constant, its Taylor expansion
in j1jdoesnot contain a O (19 but startsasu?+ 5+ .
Tt thus satis es the physical requirem ent of the absence
of "supercusp" (as discussed in??48 in the dynam icalver—
sion this can be traced to a requirem ent about potential-
ity of the model). It im plies som e non trivial identities
betw een the zero tem perature functions ntroduced here.
E xam nations ofthe various tem son the right hand side
of [l show s that a su cient condition for the coe —
cient of 1 jto vanish is:

Poty+2 %0 )=0 ©03)

0= (

+12 3,0(@2 34+ 4 3;5) + 13 4, ORP(©O")*R

2 BRO)+ RP0" )2+ 8 5,,RP0O )R™O )+ 48 5,4 (35 + a2 ORP(0) R (0)
CCCO(O+ )2 +0 (RS)

O ne easily checks that these identities are indeed veri ed
to lowest order in R, ie. by the functions o, o and
o (note that ( is a linear combination of functions
which do start as J1jso cancellations occur) . A quite non
trivial property is that there hold actually to all orders.
From the exact equation [ll), it is again a su cient
condition forthe absence of supercusp. A though wehold
no generalproof we have checked that it holds on som e
higher order tetm s. It seem s to work tem by tem in
the FRG equation w ith cancellations rem iniscent ofthose
occurring in properties such as din ensional reduction.

W e give here the correction to the second derivative,
theu? tem in the -finction, orany . O nenotesindeed
that one can obtain relations between derivatives valid
for arbitrary . Wedene p;n = 1=%, ;» where the
Xpm=d m +n = (2m 4 m 1) + @m n)
are the naive bare eigenvalues (rescaling factor) ofa n-th
derivative of a m -th cum ulant at zero. T hese generalize
the one de ned above n M), % m = Xn . Com puting

@) w ith the above m ethod, one nds:

(205)
(206)



this can be equivalently obtained by taking tw o derivative
at zero of the beta function for arbitrary , not shown
here.

W e now com pute the Larkin tem to leading order in
R . It can be expressed by taking the derivative at zero of
the equation ©r ©!) which, to lowest order reads (see
Appendix [l :

@ 4 +3)3

=30

b+ u é3l)o(u)

ROWRP )3 (207)

Using Eq. Il vields, orarbitrary one nds:

6
f,=—— % RP0")*+ 0 R®) (08
1% T 1 132 ©") R”) (208)
that gives:
ut 6( 29,
4= — 3=— "% 0 R) (209
w@?2)?
given that the exact value in d= 0 orthe case = 4=3,
= 2=3i = 0:16173: it clearly appears that the

R expansion should also be perform ed as an expansion
In small and . For the (rlevant) random eld case
= =3 one nds:

1
i= 5 P+0 ()

12 (210)

thus values of order the exact result in d = 0 are already
reached for 1.

To obtain a reasonable estimate directly n d = 0
Wwihinh a xed din ension expansion) one should clearly
pursue the expansion to large order, ie com pute the
fs R) "function" up to values of R (ie. its anom alous
derivatives) where it changes sign. R is presum ably not
an all in that regin e. In fact we now the exact value of
RP0)= 4C, 42 atthe xed point.

Letusnow re ect on what hasbeen acocom plished. W e
have show n explicitly on the third cum ulant, and to som e
degree of detail on the fourth one that in d = 0 m atch-
ing through the variousPBL waspossible from the outer
solution all the way down to the fuill BL where the true
derivatives are de ned. Since there is little doubt that
this extends to any cumulant n d = 0 a consequence
is that one should be able to com pute directly, eg. the
beta function, from the outerequation, perform ing a non—
analytic expansion ofR (u) and taking the proper deriva—
tives at the lin i of coinciding points, In a m anner free
of am biguiies.

This is what we have perform ed, using m athem atica,
up to four loops (orderR 5). The three loop result (order
R*?) reproduces exactly [l above and the four loop
result is detailed in the A ppendix Il

Let us summ arize the procedure here. We use
schem atic notations, parenthesis m eans a sym m etrized
expression, square bracket m eans taking the lim it oftwo
coinciding points and sym m etrizing the resul. W e In—
dicate schem atically the derivatives. H ere subscripts do

28

not indicate derivatives but the order in the expansion.
T he iteration readsas follow s. The lowest (two loop, R 3)
order reads as:

sP= 5 RR™®RY (@11)
o= By @12)
the three loop order reads:
s= 5 "RBRPRERY) (213)
517 = s (R7Sg")+ By ) @14)
= B @15)

W e have explicitly checked that the evaluation ofthe lin —
its at coinciding argum ents [::] never contain sign am bi-
guities. This is the case also for the direct evaluation
of

Jin (@S iz = 60 RO
e

(216)

Upon taking the four derivatives, a choice of ordering
of the argum ents can be m ade. The lim it can then be
taken, and, since the expression is perm utation invariant
n1;2;3;4,is found to be Independent ofthe choice. T hus
the function can be de ned by continuity at zero. That
this is also equal to the true derivative at zero, which
requires som e know ledge of the fullTBL is of course the
non trivial property. W e have dem onstrated in som e de—
tailhere how it arises.



VI. DISCUSSION AND PROSPECTS

W e have shown that the naive them alboundary layer
structure found in previous one loop studies ofthe FRG
is really only the tip of the ioceberg. In fact the TBL
is, as we have shown, a truly non-perturbative feature
of the eld theory which extends to all cum ulants. For
the specialcased = 0 and N = 1 we have explored the
structure in som e detail and unveiled the connection of
the TBL to droplkt physics. A Iso for this case, we have
also been able to describe In detailthem atching betw een
the TBL and the zero tem perature outer solution. This
m atching solves the am biguiy problem and explanshow
correlation functions calculated In the eld theory have
their expected zero tem perature lim its. It enables a sys—
tem atic evaluation ofthe T = 0 beta function in powers
of the renom alized disorder R (u), given explicitly here
up to four loops.

T he detailed understanding of the them al boundary
layer described here in d = 0 is clearly a necessary rst
step tow ardsprogress In higherdim ensions. T he ultin ate
goalof such a program isa st principles derivation of

X
(3)
Vlj (a1 XM ) 5 fiop®1 )5
p 1
with®%= ~uwTiandT=m T.The fjp, &1 ) arethe

multilbcal extension of the random force tem s and are
proportional to the j point, k-th cum ulant of the ran-
dom force wih fi,, = RP0)=(~ F). The TBLA is
applied by st separating the ERG equations into cou—
pld sets by a cumulant expansion (ie. by number of
replicas), and then applying the ansatz. Each ¢ cu-
m ulant equation is satis ed by the ansatz to the leading
O(I’lq) order for & O @1). Asin d= 0 and in the one
loop W ilson calculation, in thisbalance the random force
term s contribute only through rescaling term s while the
v finctions survive in the rem aining tem s, the ow

( m@ ) temm being subdom inant. Thus one obtains a
set of coupled xed point equations for a set of appropri-
ately de ned j-bcalk™ cumulant boundary layer finc—
tions s9%) . T hese equations are reqular, thereby solving
the 1=T7 divergence problem m entionned in the Introduc—
tion.

The apparently selfconsistency of this generalized
TBLA is encouraging. Furthem ore, i embodies the
lowest-order droplkt scaling as we now descrbe. In—
deed, since the ERG givesthe exact e ective action ful,
the above scaling form is a very strong statem ent w ith
In plications for all correlations. As in d = 0, these
are obtained exactly by their tree level calculation from

fu]. For instance, for the center of m ass uctuations

X
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the -expansion, of m atching, and a test of the droplet
picture (or its extensions) n d > 0. The ERG described
in Section M appears as a prom ising technique to ap—
proach the problem . W e now indicate som e st steps in
this program .

W eem ply them ulilocalexpansion ofthe fulle ective
action filnctional discussed already in W) :

2 Z
Viul=

=1

(3)
Vl (ur1
r 4 r

ry i 3) @47)

In tem s of translationally-nvariant functions (\jlocal
term s") of j u; and r; variables, wih Vl(l) m) = V @)
In previous notations (@nd here 1 = In(l=m)). The
ERG equation W) can itselfbe expanded in locality22:28
yielding a set 0of FRG ow equations for the functions
Vl(j) and m ore conveniently for the rescaled fiinctions
(M1 7 ) 5= m jdVl(j) (a1m S §X1::9)
wih x = mr. By sin ilar considerations as In Section
we obtain a generalization ofthe TBLA

ayjiazy

T .
el + v @ wxa )i @18)
=1L ¢ L Ur),
fuii hpP#)" 219)
Tm 2n X anvon, ) v
mLyden D & e

Ny

where the sum is over the number n, of vertices,

@2 * [ ® (e)Pr __ indicates schem atically a combi-
nation of derivatives of the local replica TBL function

v® @), with 2 (n+ n;)™ totalderivatives spread overn®

factors. The num ber n; is the num ber of Intemal lines,

and for tree diagram sn; = n, 1. Rem arkably thispre-
cisely reproduces the droplt behavior of them al uctu-—
ations, ), with an am plitude determ ined from the local
TBL functions. O fcourse, the 1llTBLA forthee ective

action determ inesallcorrelation functionsat low tem per-
ature, Including those at non-zero w avevector, w hich w i1l
have scaling dependent upon g in the m anner expected

from droplets.

W hile these successes are encouraging, the further
steps of matching and connecting to the outer solu—
tion hopefully describbable in an -expansion) rem ain
a form dable task ahead. Tn Appendix B, we sketch
som e of the problem s encountered In approaching these
goals. A nother intriguing question is the extension ofthe
present methodsto N > 1 in d = 0. There too, a pre—
lim nary study indicates that the N = 1 m echanisn for
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the resolution of zero tem perature am biguities is in som e A cknow ledgm ents
way modi ed. A better understanding of the m echanisn
ofthe (supercusp) cancellations, which appear to occur L B .was supported by NSF grant DM R 9985255, and
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glssproblem . W e look forward to successfiil application
and extension of the ideas elaborated herein.

APPENDIX A:GENERAL STRUCTURE OF THE FRG EQUATION

In this A ppendix we study the equation [ll), in term s of the rescaled fiinction V (¢) de ned in @), nam ely:

X
OV @)= 0V @+  GTPTr(wP) @1)

p 1

where O is the rescaling operator, for an arbitrary set of coe cients c,. W e expand the trace and pro fct onto k
replica term s. W e want to evaluate:

Trv OP @z2)
we decompose them atrix V®= A + B as:
VE= aVI+ @ VY @ 3)
W e can use the m atrix identity:
XP X
Tr@® +B)P = Tr@®)+ p Tr@™BA":BA™Z:BA™Y) @ 4)
v=1 mgmi;:m, O;v+m + m;=p
XP X
= Tr@P®)+ p my+ L)Tr@A"BA™2:BA™") @ 5)
v=1 mi;:m, Ojv+ m;i=p

as can be easily checked by m ultiplying w ith z° and summ ing over p. Thus we obtain the convenient representation :

X
Trv o= v2)r ®6)
a
XP X X
* P foy+ 1) Vo ay Ve WV, W 2w L w2,
v=1 mi;:m, O;v+ mi=p aijay

U sing the de nition of V In tem s of the cum ulants, we can now obtain the full form of the ow ofthe rescaled g
replica tem .
To express it we de ne the follow ing sets of constraints, C (@) as:
X
1 m g 1 70 B=1pm 7 Pi=9 1 m @)

i=1

the set C; () as:

1 v g ;f0 m g9 vgi;:w i1 p=v+t m; g A8)

and C; (g;v;m ;fm ig;p) as:

XV
fPi0iPi17 1 Pin s Ji=1;:v iP5 07 Pio+t Pt 2t Pnm,)=9 P A 9)

i=1
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The FRG equations for the rescaled cum ulants (in the W ilson approach) read:

@sfu )= d g + wWu)siw) @ 10)
X !
+Ti o oo™ Bladio Wi 8308 m )85 tan )
m ifPigi- 1;:m 2Co (Q)
X X ' Y 1
+ ! + 1
v;fm ;g;p2C1 (q) £Pio /P11 7:Pim ; 9i= 1;::v 2 C 2 (@ivifm 1g7p) i " )i= 1 Pio 'a+ pj_'l.)!::(l + Pim i )!
¥ !
sym 1% v imiu L) Sho0es (17U )
ki=1 \ \
¥ 2 L
Stions Guiuziu ) Szzgopjgz @zu ) 2511000 Gy 17uviu ) Szzgop:fokv @viu ) ]
ko=1 ky=1

where the rst sym is symm etrization w ith respect to the union of setsuy;:u, ;u ,;:u |, ,with cardu ;) =pi+ 1
and the second sym is symm etrization with respect to the union of sets u;;:uy;u ,,;:u Lia i , wih
card(u ) = pyp and card@ ,, )= px, + 1 orl k mj.
Let us now derive the ow equations for the second, third and fourth cum ulant. The de nitions of the rescaled
quantities are the W ilson ones, Eq. #), only at the end we give the equations for the ERG demitions [ll).
Forg= 2, the possbilitties for Cy, C1, C, are:

im vm

m=1p=0 @11)
v=1;m; = 0;p= Lipio=1
v=1m;=1;p= 2;pio=pP11= 0
v=2mi=my= 0;p= 2;p10= P20 =0
w hich yield the follow ing tem s, in the sam e order:
_ ® G yon. ® ® ®, 2
QR @) = ( 4 + YOAR @)+ 2T R @) + 2C13110 0;0;u) 4R (0)R™ () + 2R () @A12)

Forg= 3, one gets:

m=1Lp =1 A13)
m=2p=p=0

v=1m;= 0;p= 1l;pio= 2
v=1imi;= L;p= 2jpio= 1ijp11= 0
v=1m;=1;p= 2jpio= Ojp11 = 1
v=1m;= 2;p= 3jp1o = P11 = P12 =
v=2mi=mz= 0;p= 2;p1o+ P2o=1

(@]

P20 =0
v=2m;=0;m,= 1;p= 3;p1o=P20= P21 = 0

v=3im;=my=m3= 0;p= 3;p10= P20 = P30 =0

v=2;m;=1;m,= 0;p= 3;p10 = P11

These yields, in the order in which they appear (denoting ujj uoy):

@S ® wijuzus) = ( 2+ 2 6 + i8,)5® @iju;us)+ sym BC1T132((3)L Wr7uz;us) + 6 TIR P2 R P wis)
+308 50, @1 iU 5us) + 126,510 1 iur;u)R P ys)  6aRP(0)Ss0p @i juz;us)

18aR®ORPw12)RPwi3) 12055, (1 juz;us)RP 1z) + 66R® (2R (3R (wr2)
+126R P 21)R P 12)R P z3)  66R P (a1)R P 12)R P z3)] @14)

This is rearranged by rede ning R®wu) = R®wu) RP(0), using the gauge nvariance (tem s which depend on less
than g replicas can be erased n a grep tem ) as well as identities from translhtional invariance (STS) such as
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sym Sz(zz) (u;uz;us) = ZSymSl(iZ) (u1;uz;u3). Finally setting g, = 1=(2p) one obtains the one loop W ilson FRG
equations forg= 2;3.

The sam e is applied to g= 4. O ne checks that the change R®u) ! R®(0) + R® @) produces tem s proportional to
R®(0) which cancelor are only gauge tem s. Tt thus sin pli es into:

@GS® Wiza) =@ 4 + W,,)S? Wi234)+ sym [Zsl(igoo (11234) + 2T132(§Eo (L1234) @15
+3T1S50h (123)R® wrg) + 4 TR @12)RP (13)RP (ugg)
+6RP(u15) (S50, @a13a)  Stapo (W123a)) + 6(S1ah 112)Saah W13s) + Siob (123)S s W124))

1
+12 650 @112)R®W13)RP (yg) + S50 @123 RPa) ( 2R%(sz) + RP (ugg)) + 55;33) (123)R® (W14)%)

1
+6 "RP12)"RPW13) CR®@y4) + R%wz4)) 2R (31)RP14)RC (12)RCtuzs) + 5Rm<u41)R°°<ulz)R‘D<u23>Rm<u34>>1

with = %=1 forW ilson and = 3=4, °= 1=2 HrERG ind= 0.



33
APPENDIX B:STRUCTURE OF CUMULANTS

W e discuss the structure ©rn = 0. The djsordercumu]%nts ®) @1y ;) isa sum of (symm etrized) m onom ials of
even degree N , uf'ud’:ul* withl B @ 1 R and ]i(:lp-l=N . Symm etrization is in plicit below so we do
not always w rite the sym symbols. T he num ber of possble such term s of sam e degree N isA (N ;k). These however
must com e In a am aller num ber of ndependent linear com binations (of sam e N ) satisfying translational invariance.
W e denote £ B N ;k). Shiftingu; ! u;+ each monom ialyields:

X
uhtub? ::uEk Poudtud? ::uEk + &u}fl ub’ ::uik +0 (2% ®B1)

u
=1 "t

In posing that com binations give zero —up to term s which can be gauge w ith respect to k-th cum ulant, allowsto nd
them . Tt is su cient to in pose the condiion on the O ( ) tem , ie. Pcus on in niesim al transhtions. A lso each
replica m ust appear at least once (otherw ise it is a gauge tem ). Let us detem ne the lowest possble value ofN for
a given k and the structure of the lowest tem s. W e m ust distinguish k even or odd.
Fork even the lowest possbl tem is sin ple and unique and hasN = k (ie.A k;k)= B NN ;k)= 1):

g &) i;:uy) = Sl(li)::l 0; :0)uquy iy B2)
which is by itself symm etric and translationally mvariant since the translation [ll) produces only k l-rep temm s
(oure gauge). O ne can detem Ine easily the next tetn N = k+ 2. Let usdo i rst on the fourth cumulant. T here
are two choices, which give under translation (tem s proportionalto ):

3 2
ujuzuslg ! 3ujuzusug B3)

2.2 2
ujususuy ! 4ufuzusug B4)

using symm etrization, so the transhationally invariant combination is sym Bujususus  fufujusuyl. The resuk for
the k-th cum ulant is the obvious generalization:

1 1
g & y;:uy) = Eksﬁ)ﬂ (0;:0) sym (gufUZU3 sk Zufu§U3 Uy ) B5)

. There isthusa shgletetmm forN = k+ 2,ie. A k+ 2;k)= 2,B k+ 2;k) = 1. In particular one can param eterize
the fourth cumulant up to 0 @?®) as:
1

4 2 2 2 2
S @ (U1234) = quiuUsUL Z%U1U2U3U4 (uf + 2u5+ 2u3+ 2u; wuz WUz WUz BU3z WUz  BUg)

with g = S/}, (0;0;0;0) and gz = S5}, (0;0;0;0).

For odd k i ism ore subtle. The naive choice N = k + 1 yields again a single tem :
1«
g &) y;uk) = 552(1)::1 0; ::0) sym u%uz 360N Bo6)
but, i is In fact forbidden. Indeed, the translation produces ujuy iy, a variation which cannot be cancelled, since

there isonly one term . Onethen hastotry N = k+ 3. To nd the possbl combinations ket us discuss rst the three
replica term k = 3. There are three m onom ials at order u®:

u§u2u3 ! 4ufu2u3 B7)
wujus ! 3ufuius + 2ujuyus B8)
2.2 2 2.2

ujusu;y ! 6ujusus B9)

since there are two constraints, there isonly one possible com bination uju,us  2¢uZus+ u?uiu?. A gain, this extends
easily to any k odd, the owest N isthusN = k+ 3 wih a single tem :

1
g ® (ug;:uyx) = Z‘ksﬁ)"l (0;:0) sym (u‘lluZU3 2L§u§u3 + uiugug)uz; Uk B10)

It is interesting to note that forthe third cum ulant com plex analysis can be used. Indeed S ©) (u123) can be expressed
as a function of z = u; + ju, + J?us and its com plex conjugate z (j is the third root of unity satisfying 3° = 1).
T hat autom atically enforces translational invariance. Since the perm utation group isgenerated by z ! jzandz ! =z
i is easy to express symm etrization. O ne drawback of this representation however is that gauge freedom is not
In m ediately apparent, so we have not explored further thism ethod.
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APPENDIX C:CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

W e give here som e details of the calculation of correlations from the e ective action. W e com pute all four and six
point correlations in tem s of the disorder cum ulants. In each case we also give the STS and ERG identities which
relate these correlations.

T he calculation was outlined in Section . C orrelations are obtained from tree diagram susing the exact two point
fiinction and the proper vertices @, ©), .. with 4, 6 external Jegs etc. These are then separated in number of
replicas. T he exact two point filnction is given in [l .

1. four point functions

The calculation of the Hur pont fiinction requires only one ) vertex. Since S starts asu® only R and S @
can give a contrbution. O ne sinpli cation in the calculation is that dressing the extemal lnes w ith a R ©(0) gives
zero, so any propagator from an extemalpoint to a vertex can be replaced by the free propagator T .,=m 2. This is
because if one contracts rst these tem s one has, for Instance:

X X
RP0) @, S @ejugiuy)=0 c1
£ egh

from translational invariance. Next, a lin ited range of g-replica interactions can contribute to a given average. At
linear order in one nds that for a given correlation wih p distinct replicas, Interactions wih g < p cannot
contrbute (sihce one can equivalently use "excluded vertices" where replica are constrained to be distinct). For a
given correlation which is a m onom ial of order m , Interactions wih g > m cannot contrbute (using un-exclided
vertices, there rem ain free replica sum s). This is why an cbservable such as hujupucugi with four distinct replicas
gives zero when contracted to linear order with R and S ©’, and cannot nvolve fth and higher cum ulants either.

T he result forthe connected averages (graphsw here allproper vertices are connected) forthe vepossblem onom ials
at orderu? is given in the text n [l . Tnh each (except the last) a term proportionalto S'2 (0;0;0) + S*2! (0;0;0) +
S211(0;0;0) naively arises but vanishes by translational invariance. Here we give the disconnected parts:

iy = 324 C2)
il upigise = 3l i upi C3)
hiuligise = m2i + 2 upi? C4)
2 uplciqise = M i upi+ 2l upi® €5)
M1, UpUcUgdise = 3Maupi’ ce)

These can be used to check that the part mvolving R ®(0) cancels in the calculation of the second m om ent of the

sam ple dependent susceptbility = m?i  huf. In the disconnected part:
, , . 1
l'uiui 2u§ubuC + UaUpUcUqigise = (hugl lru,ubl)2 =T ZF Cc7)

Letusnow givethe STS and ERG identities from [l and M) . W e nd ve relationsbetween the two two-point
functions and the ve fourpoint functions. The ERG relations read:

2 Thpupi’ Tm@ hiaupi= 2m?® (lupi  hfupued)
2 Thfi’ Tm@hli=m?@ii hiuli) c8)

where we recall a;b;c are all distinct replicas, and one must distinguish several cases in the sum over £ in [l .
Choosing respectively O = u2, 0 = uuy and O = u,upUc, one nds three ST S relations:

T . 2. 4. 3. .
3F1'ual= ha i hiugdi c9)
T
— Rhgupi+ mli) = hlupi+ iuii  2hfupucd €10)
m

T . 2 . .
3F1'uaub1= 3tuiupucli  hpupucugd)

These ve equations are not independent, otherw ise all four point correlations would be determ ined from the two
point ones. The di erence ofthe two ERG equations is equivalent to the di erence between the two st ST S ones.



35

Thus only four are Independent and we have ve fourth order correlations. G enerally at order n one will have N
n-th Srder oorre]atﬂpns, N, 2 RG equationsand N, ; ST S equations. N, can be obtained from the boson partition
sum kllzkz N z" (WJﬂlN4—5N6—11 Ng = 22 N10—42 ).

N ote that the re]ann ) is obtained by form ing the linear com bination of the three ST S relations (wih coe —
cients1; 3;2 for the three successive lines, respectively).

Ifwe now compute all above averages using the droplt theory, one nds that the above ve equations reduce to
only two:

3lip = hxiiy  hgxip €11)
2 Wi = il hExSip €12)

R
where 0 X1;x2)ip = dx1dx,0 (X1;%2)D (X1;%X2). The three ST S equations yield a sihgle equivalent one and the
two RG equations a single one. Since there are three fourth orderunknown we are eft wih eg hx‘lliD undeterm ined.

2. six point functions

The calculation of the six point connected finction requires either one © vertex or two ¥ vertices. T can
require a prioriup to the sixth cum ulant. H owever, tem s of order (S ©)? and higher contain too m any replica sum s
to m atch the incom ing ones. In both vertices S ©) can be dropped as it startsasu®. The ® vertices involve four
derivatives in zero and thus can only nvolve R or S ¥ . Thus to obtain eg. ifi., we need to contract u$ with

. e+ X1 @ % 1 X 1 c13)
2T 2 ef 6T 3 efg 24T 4 " efgh 61T 6 ~efghij
ef efg efgh efghij
X 1 X 1
—_— 0 RO 0 ) (1;0;0;0)
2er7y TIReeRes ™ oraygars) HOTIRer & e c1a)
efg efghi

where In this equation only derivatives are Indicated by superscript and schem atic notations are used. W e nd the
follow ing result for the eleven distinct connected sixth point finctions:

hili.= 15T 15gT* 15T°R“Y©) T'R® 0)+ ms €15)
hilupic = 10T  15gT* 10T°RW ©) T'R® 0)+ ms C16)
iulic = 7T  3gT%+ 2s6T° + 5T°R @ (0)+ TR ® (0)+ 12T°R @ (0)* + m c17)
hlulic = 6T + 3gT* 3sT° 6T°RW(0) TR® () 18T°R®(0)°+ ms C18)
ifupucic = 6T 9GT?+ s6T°+ 6T°R W (0)2 + m g €19)
hluiuci, = 4qT %s6T3 TR ©0) 3T°R®(0)2+mg (€ 20)
1'1,13ubucudiC = 3T 3qT2 + mg C21)
iZufulic = 3T + 3gT2+ s6T° + 3T°R @ (0)+ 6T°R@ (0)* + m s €22)
Zufucugic = 2T + T2+ m g €23)
i upUcuglede = T + mg C24)
hiaupucugueusic = mg (€ 25)

Here for sim plicity the massm has been set to unity, but is easy to restore. W e have denoted s4 = Sz(z)z 0;0;0),

@ = S, (0;0;0;0),q = S.30, (0;0;0;0) and m ¢ = S,°),,, (0;0;0;0;0;0).

W e now list the ERG and STS identities to sixth order. Choosing the cbservable O in [l successively as

0 =u20 = ulup0 = ului,0 = ulupuc,,0 = uZuiuc,0 = u2upucug, O = UaUpUcUgUe one nds seven ST S identities:
T 4, 6. .
—5mli= mii hiud (€ 26)
m
T E 4, 5., 4 2. 4 .
— @Ghjupi+ i) = jupi+ ujupi 2hitupucd c27)
m

T
— Bmiuli+ 2hlupd) = miuli+ iuli  2hfulucd (€28)
m
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T

— Bmlupuci+ 2hiiupd) = lupuci+ 2hiufuci  3nLupucugd €29)
m

T

— @hiupuci+ hlu?i) = 2hiufuci+ hiuidi  3hfufucugi (€ 30)
m

T . 2 . 3 . 2.2 . .

— (Chusupucugi+ 3mgupuci) = lajupucugi+ jugucugi 4hu§ubucuduel C31)
m

T

—251'uaubucudi= Smgubucuduei ShipUpUclgUels i C32)
m

There are also ve ERG relations:

m@ Thili=m? @i hiuli) €33)
m@ Thilui=m? @lupi+ hiluli  2hiuiucd) (C34)
m @ Tholuguei= m? (uiupuci+ 2hluiuci  3nfulucugd) (€ 35)
m@ Thluli= m? Qmivii 2hfuiuli) (€ 36)
m @ Thuaupucugi= m 2 (4l'u§ubucudi 4h.ﬁubucuduei) C37)

If one now estin ates the above correlations using the droplt theory, these twelve relations (ssven STS and ve
ERG),to owest order in Tm , reduce again to two ! They read:

5Tm hxji = helip  hxyip (€ 38)
Tm (4 m@ i = iy hExiip €39)

for STS and ERG regpectively.
F inally, let us indicate the calculation ofD 3. O ne has:

D;=mRa’uic &uid dbet a’ul Fuii (€ 40)
T3 T* T3 T3

- @) (6) @) ()2

= 6m10R ) + 2m12R ©) + 2s6m12+ 12m14R )

wih s¢ = Sz(z)z (0;0;0). Upon rescaling this yields the expression In the text.
F inally, the third cum ulant of the susceptibility reads:

(s ~$P= @2i m2)s C41)
1 2 2 2.
= gh(ua B) e W) e w)i C42)
= huiuﬁui BLf\uéucd+ 3u§ubucudue U UpUcUgUeUs i (C43)
T3 T )
= S6m + 6WR (0) (C 44)

Tt isof order Tm as here no cancellation occurs. It directly gives a physical interpretation to the sixth cumulant
TBL function (shce we have already related R ) (0) to the variance of ).

APPENDIX D:DETAILSON DROPLET CALCULATIONS

1. som e therm alm om ents

Let us com pute som e therm alm om ents predicted by the two welldroplts. W e use the rescaled variablesu = xm
Denotingy= x; %,onehas:

hzx mxif'i= @ pf' + ( 1] @ p)PF)Y" O1)
for any powerm . O ne can de ne the general correlations:

Y4
Dml;mgzzqu hx hxip i 0 2)

i=1
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P
wih m my My 2and ;m; iseven.De ning:
Z

D )= dx1D X17xX1+ Y) © 3)
1

O ne then obtains:

Q

Dmim,mg =

mimam T YD (y) O 4)

Z +1 Y3
d + :
dz z+ ( 2-511) 0 5)
0 z . @+ z)m:

N

leﬂnz:qu

The symmetry z ! 1=z can be used. One nds forexam ple form even:

1
Cn = — O 6)
" p
- B 1 +4rn T l+m] o7
mm 2m + 4m 2 2[§+m]
2 3 R+m] I+ 2m]

C = + 8
T em o+ 27m 2+ 27m 3 B+ 3m ] b8

T here are three such quantities for the sixth cum ulants:

2

De-hx BFI-T: v W) 09
- 1]Z 1
D3s=hix Mxif# =T 1 v°D ) 0 10)
- 1 Z 1
D= hix Ixifi®=T— y°D ) ©11)
60
2. Check that the solution of toy m odel satis esthe ERG -ST S equations
W e willneed:
0 e d _ix i
g &)= ) 5 ¢ ALE ) D 12)
Zeng .. Afd)
xgK) = . > m ©13)
) 2 L. i AE )
L S T S ST ©
oo Prra | Liafd)
g&x)+ xg K) = ) 2—6 ENTEE 0 15)
5 241 g L. iafd) Ad )
g)+ x'g) = ) > ¢ G ALl ) ALl ) G 16)
obtained taking successive derivatives. The ST S equation reads, plugging in [Hll) :
Z 41
PPi) = dei)g( 1)+ g’( m)gk) =2 dyyd@) [ g( x)g&i+ y)+ g&i)g( x+y)] ©O17)

0

Tt can be satis ed if:
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Z 1
2 dyyd)g ki + v) = o*x1) + h&5)g 1) 0 18)
0
O ne has:
7 7 7 7
h dyyd(y)g & + y) = CdaafdgTtds 1 - dyye! Ve tzEaty) 0 19)
1 - A e A R
OZ Zl 2 Ai@d ;) 1 2 Ai(d 2) o
Tda 1 g, T aaafe) 1 0 20)
- Z2 e e
. 2 Aid ) 4 21 Ad@) @ 12)?
Z 4 d 1 0
- Szoraon 1 Elyg 0 21)
. 2 Aid ,) Ai °
24, . 0 )2
- d2 itz ATG2) 0 22)
1 2 Ai@d ,) Aid )3
1 0 1 2
= —g X1)+ —x7g9&x1) © 23)
2 2
Tt works, with h (x?) = x?. Sin ilarly the FRG equation reads:
Z +1
P )+ xP%kx1)) = 2 dyd @) [Rx1y+ v )g( x)gk:+ y)+ ( 2xy+ y)g&i)g( =+ y)] ©24)
0
Z +1
= 2x:P %(x1) + 2 dyd )y’ B ( ®)gki+ v)+ gki)g( x + y)] O 25)
0
ifwe use the ST S equation. Thus we need to check that:
Z +1
Pee) @ )@@’k =2 dyd )y’ B( x)gki+ )+ gki)g( =+ y)] 0 26)
0
Now we have again:
241 Z 41 10 (2 Z 41 Z 41
d 1Al(l 1) d 2 1 2 4 i, %1+ )
dyy*d(y)g &1 + y) = — —— dyy’e' Ve t2tary 0 27)
OZ ! Zl 2 Aid ) . 2 Ai(d )
Tt d, 1 s 0 dz AL (z) 2 D 28)
. 2 Aid ) 4 21 Ai(zy) ( z+ i)
+1 :0
d , 1, 1 ATl 0 -
= -2 S 29
12 aid ) a1+ b29)
Ut A e L ioafda)  ALE ) 30)
1 2 Ai@d ) Ai@d ,)? Aid ,)®
1 o 1 5 1 1, 1,
= gxi1) g(g(xl)+ X19 (X1)) g(g(X1)+ X719 X1)) = gg(xl) §X1g x1) gxlg(xl) © 31)
w hich we have also checked num erically. O ne has thus:
1 4 2 2
2 WAWY BEI( x VF Il NIk MI=ZgkII0 %) Txg KT %)+ Txg( K)gE)
0
= P& @ )°kx) 0 32)
and the ERG equation is also satis ed.
Let us close by noting that under the rescaling [l the finction de ned n {ll) transom s as:
D= B(y 0 33)
with:
Z 4 Z 41 d e iv
D )= 2d) dx19( %)gkxy + y)= 2d(y) PEur—— O 34)
1 1 2 Aid)

O ne can check that the cum ulants com puted I*! are recovered w ith the choice = 2 273,
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APPENDIX E:SYMMETRIZED TAYLOR EXPANSION OF CUMULANTS

The m atching calculations In the m ain text extensively involve Taylor expansions of cum ulants. This procedure
exhibits som e subtleties since the cum ulants them selves are de ned only up to the gauge transform ation:

s ® @wy; ) dfus® wy; ) Fusym x (€ (1; SV €1)

w ith arbitrary £. Thus :n general since the speci ¢ fiinction S &) isnot de ned w ithout specifying a gauge the results
of the Taylor expansion m ay them selves not be gauge invariant.

In particular when two argum ents u; and u, of S ®) @ ; x) Aare brought close together it is desirable to avoid
odd tem sin u; 1. Onemay for nstance expand around the m idpoint (; + uz)=2, or perform the halfsum oftwo
expansions around each point respectively using the perm utation symm etry of S %) . For instance:

h i
up+ ux upt u; 3) 3)
S ® yuz;us) = s ¢ ST i) w)® S,pp Wrisuijuz) S, Wisuisuz) + 0 (W w))
h i
1 3)
s ® @iuzius) = > S ® wiurius) + S waiuzius) S w)?S,jp isurius) + 0 (@ w)?): €2)

N ote that the zero-th order term in the st case isnotgauge-invariant, while it is In the second. W e w ill thus use the
second m ethod to perform short distance expansions. N ote that taking the derivative @;@,@3 on both sides recovers
a gauge nvariant quantities identical In both cases.

Let us illustrate the procedure to higher orders. Let us consider for sin plicity an analytic and sym m etric fiinction
f&x;y)= f(;x). The resul is:

1 1
fluizsuzzl= ffuiz;uisl Euizfll furz;uizl+ Z'Ulllz @f13 ar3;us]+ 32 f1ys;uis) + O @S,) €3)

T his isperfom ed iteratively. W hen the lowest ordertermm is even one extracts it from the sum and keeps iterating the
rest. W hen it is odd, one st symm etrizes the fill expression In 1;2 then wries ussz = Uis 1, and nally Taylor
expand again in u;,. W hat is actually done is to use the freedom :

flugziuzs]l! flus;uzsl+ glaisiugsl E4)

w here g is antisym m etric in its two argum ents. Then g is determ ined order by order so that allodd tem s arem ade
to vanish. O ne can form alize this procedure as follow s. If one assum es the resul to be:

X
fkix  yl+ gkix  yl= Y7 o &) E5)
then one has
1X
feiy) = fix) = - & Y (on )+ 20 §) E6)
1 X
gkiv)= gEix) =7 & V" (on ®) 20 @)

n

O ne can show that any symm etric and globally even fiinction can indeed be decom posed as [l .
U sing the gauge freedom , one can also m ake to vanish any particular Taylor coe cient. N ote the follow ing property
of the Taylor expansion upon a gauge transform ation. C onsider:

S wias) ! 8@ (ur23) + huss) €7)

C onsider the expansion :

X
S® i) = ul, as) E8)

n

wrting h (Uz3) = h s W) and expanding in u;, one sees that the gauge tranform ation becom es:

1
pfs) bon )+ (1= ) €9)
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N ote that each term in that expansion is not gauge Invariant, it is only when the series is resum m ed to all orders that
gauge Invariance becom es m anifest. This helps to clarify the proper de nition of the function (u) in the PBL21.
F irst let us note that the feedback from third to second cum ulant involves the combination 2 , (u) + ¢ (u) which is
Indeed invariant upon the above gauge transform ation, as physically expected. A though one could have in generala
non vanishing 1 (u) i can be set to zero by the above gauge transform ation. T he an all argum ent expansion and the
de niion of (u) given in the text thus corresponds to a choice of gauge, and thus w ith this de nition (u) is gauge
Invariant (up to a constant).

Let us illustrate the sym m etrized expansion in the calculation of the feeding tem s for the third cum ulant functions

@) and (). Consider the R3 feeding term ofthe outer S equation. Ik can be rew ritten, up to gauge:

ERm(ulz) R%wy3) RPug3))* + ERm(ulz)z R%@y3) + R%zs)) + B R%@i3) + R%@z3))’ E10)

The rsttem gives R™ (0" )R™ @13)*3112F + O (],), the second gives:
ERODO«)+ y*ui, CR®w@y3)  RPwiz)uiz) + RPONHR™ O )RPw@y3) 31127 + 0 wi,) €11)

T he cubic analytic odd tem is elim inated when perform ing the sym m etrized expansion explained in the A ppendix,
which we also use to perform the expansion ofthe last tem . The htter isanalyticand gives ¢, R®@13)R®@3)? +
O (?,). Putting everything togetherwe nd

N 1 N + " o
[RP0")*  RPu3)*)RP s, + [ERGD(O JRP@y3)* + RPOHR™ 0 )RP@y3) 13117 + 0 wf,)  E12)

yielding the feeding term s given in the text.

APPENDIX F:FOURTH CUMULANT MATCHING

In thisA ppendix we give detailsabout them atching procedure explained in thetext. W e rst derive generalrelations
betw een asym ptoticbehaviors ofthe various fiinctionsw hich param eterize successive partialboundary layers, based on
consistency requirem ents that the TBL scaling holds. Then we derive exact xed point equations for these functions,
for which, in som e cases form al solutions can be given. T he generalm atching relations can then In tum be checked.

1. generalanalysis of the m atching

The possble form s of the ull BL, PBL211, PBL31l, PBL22 and outer solution, and their fiinctions, are de ned
in M) . Let us rst give som e usefiil properties of these fiinctions. W e can assum e perm utation symm etry in the
@ variables inside each TBL fiinction, eg. that s® (#153;u34) is symm etric 1 #1553 dependently of the variable
uss sihce it is true up to corrections that are higher order in T;. The other symm etries are the Pllow ing: ©1) is
odd, %) (1ziuza5u13) = 8% (@agimiziugs) = %% (epiwas; ws), “M and s®M are symmetric in the two last
argum ents (exchange of 3 and 4). Note a quartic polynom ial can be incorporated in s©®' and thus one need to
consider only degree two and three polynom ial. D egree one polynom ial produce gauge tem s. O ther possble cubic
com binationsvanish, sym 123 (i2t23t21) = 0, sym 123 (ufz) = 0. A llquadratic com binations are equivalent up to gauge
term s. Finally, note that only 2'" and  ©®1° are gauge invariant.

O nem ight altematively choose to express the form in the PBL31 in tem s of functions ofu;, rather than us,, ie.
S i234) = T  sym 23 (@12655) “OD (ug,) + 8% a123;u14) ; Wizzjusa= 0 (1) (@PBL31): ®1)

C learly since us and u; are com pktely equivalent in the PBL31, ~ G =  ©G1);46D = g6 {oyever, the expression
In tem s ofui, ism ore aw kward when taking the necessary lin it of large w13 ;t23, sihce this form singles out u; over
uy, arti cially breaking the symm etry u; $ u,, which is preserved by this lim it.

F irst consider m atching of the outer solution w ith the PBL211. O ne can expand the outer solution at smallu,.
W e can always choose this expansion to be even in u;, (see Appendix [ll) and the zero+th order temm vanishes being
pure gauge. H ence we expect:

4

@) 2 ~(211) . 4. 3 ~(@11) . 4
S (U1234) uj, Wis;uia) +  Hie7 (u13;u1sg) + O (uy,)

uip;uiz;uigsusg = O (1): F2)
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A s already discussed for the third cum ulant, for the TBL scaling to hold, the rst non-analyticity m ust arise at order
j112, F . This shoul be com pared to the large t;, lin it of PBL211. T his in plies:

211 .3 (11
s (@127u135U14) w1 2T MY isiuis); ®3)

which de nes @Y. Tomatch, one has then ~©@1) = @), ~@lL) - @11
N ext considerm atching PBL211 to PBL31. From PBL211, wemust take the lm i of smnallu;s:

(211) (

Uis;uie) = @ Ojus)  uw (Usa) + uTsg°" (3a) + uissgn @)K Was) + O Wis); FA4)
(211)
(

31 .. (31 2
w12;07U34) + U13~C (@127u34) + F13 7 Y @iziuss) + O @Wis): E5)

~(31)
3

(211) (

S 12;U13;U14) = S

W ehave om itted a naively possible J113 jtemm in the expansion of @) (u13;u14) which again is orbidden by m atching
and TBL scaling. A s discussed in Section ll such a termm would give rise to a supercusp.
It is usefiil to note at this stage that @'Y (u;5;u14) has som e gauge redundancy. In particular, one m ay tranfom
@D @q5;u14) ¢ @M @as;uas) + £ rs) + £ U1s) changing S ® by gauge tem s. T he in plications for the expansion
ooe cientsin () are straightforw ard to determm ine. In particular, the transform ation by £ (u;3) leadsto Independent

constant shifts in ~©V ;G ;5 G and allhigher fiinctions. T he transfom ation by £ (u14) leads to

I 0;uszg) 1 P (O;usg) + £ Usg); F6)

~Gh (uzq) ! ~GL) (u3zq) fo(u34); €7)
1

g% ss) ! g® ) + 5f“<u34): F8)

N on-analytic coe cients such as H®Y (us4) are nvariant under the latter transfom ation.
W e should com pare to the large ;3 lim it of PBL31. T his requires som e care due to the cubic nvariant. It is useful
to rew rite

2 1 5 3 15 2
Sym 123 (@12¢53) = r (o753 + wy5) + Euu CELTPE F9)

W hen multiplied by ©% (uss), the rst two tem s are gauge, and the second tem is both antisymm etric hence
higher order in T ) and does not grow at large w13, hence is subdom inant to the dom inant naltem w3 . Hence

(31)

T?  sym a3 (@i2855) W@sa) = TF *&dus ®Y )+ 0 @) E10)

in this Iim it. N ext consider the large &5 behaviour of s :

s(31) ( 2

. _ (1)
t123;U34) = ©] (@

31 2 31 .. (31
3% (@i27usa) + w5500 (e13)h P (g125us4) + w13 127U34) + F137 O (@iziusa) + O (1)

Tt cannot grow faster because it mustm atch PBL 211 which is no Jargerthan T?. C om paring the two lin its, we nd:

) = ~ay+ G ou); €11)

G 49, ; _ .2 _(31) _ .2 61 1 oew . . 12
g (127 U34) w,g " (Usg) = ), @7 (Usg) 5 02 0;u34)); F12)
hOY (g55us4) = 5525(31) (usq); F13)
O a155u34) = Utig ~O 34); F14)
O (g155u34) = wi,~Y @3a): E15)

To obtain the dependence on  “'Y) in the rst two lines above, one must take som e care w ith the O (J;) tem i

)
2 211 2 211
o, A (Ojusg) = v, @MY Ojue ws)
> e11 > @11 1, o e
= uf, “P(Ojue)  wsei, o7 Ojui) + SWsul o Ojuae) + F16)

The st temm above is gauge and can be dropped. A fter dropping this, we can express the result back in tem s
ofuiz and uszs by writing uis = usg + U3 and expanding in u;3. Because a gauge term has been discarded at the
Intermm ediate stage, one does not arrive back at the starting expression! Indeed,

2 (211) 2 .2 (211)

2 (11) 1
Ojuzq) = usny, o  (Ojusg) SUIs®s 02 (Ojuzq) + ®17)

)
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This leads directly to [llI) . Such symm etrization procedure is also discussed n Appendix M. Tt is usefill or
calculations to note the altemative expansion:

@I @is5uie) = P Ojuie) uws PP )+ ui @R i+ CP%ia)) + uliisgn win)ECY @ig) + 0 @3, E18)

which de nes the partial derivatives. F inally note that ©') (up to a constant) and g©!) are gauge mvariant.
Next wem atch PBL211 to PBL22. This requires the (di erent from above) smallujz, lim it ofthe PBL211:

D @s5u14) = F3437% @as) + u5,0% @) + O (13aF); E19)

O (15 5u135u14) = B30 % @@iziuis) + O (GasaF): E20)

S

In the large w34 lin it 0ofPBL22, one has generally

s¥? (a1 ;0345u13) = u§4g(22) (@125u13) + Fr3aF “? i25u13); F21)

up to gauge tem s ndependent ofws,, and we used the fact that s@?) iseven in w34 . M atching givesthen ©2) = ~©@2),
and

g% iou13) = w,6% (i3); F22)

~e2 = 0: F23)

Next wem atch PBL31 to BL4. The smallus, expansion of PBL31 can be w ritten as:

1
G sg) = uss CP%0) + 51134391'1(1134) CHO@E* ) 4+ = F24)
s (1p35u34) = ~@ (io3)uss + ~@ 103) B33+ O W3,) E25)

where ~?) isodd and ~* iseven.W e have used that is odd. O n the other hand the large argum ent lin it of PB4,
taking point 4 away from 1;2;3 (ie. large t34), reads:

s W@1234) = (@30)°9" (@123) + (@32)°sgn @3)h @ €i03) + was Y @i23) + Fraad @ feias) + cst

F26)
w here the m atching In plies:
T T I F27)
h® (@23) = %uiz GH® ) F28)
g% (a123)= 0 F29)

and g @y153) = 0 because ©! is odd. Note that by adding gauge tem s the quadratic fiinctions h® and £“ can
be made symm etric In 123. Finally, the m atching of the Larkin term in BL4 and the am all argum ent behaviour of
the PBL31 yilds:

£,=2 B0 E30)

(@swe nd below, these derivatives exist and are non-am biguous).
Finally, wem atch PBL22 to BL4. The an allu;3 expansion ofPBL22 can be w ritten as:

22) 2 2 1 @2 L
s (127347 u13) = 31233428220 070;0) + uiz~(m2;u34) + 137 (m2;w34) E31)

O n the other hand we m ust consider the lin it 0fPB 4 when taking both points 34 far from 12, ie. the large u;3 lim it
wih @, and w34 xed:

s (U1234) = w13 (n2iwas) + i3I @uajwas) + ost E32)

One seeshowever that onemust have = 0because ( u;v)= (;v), @; v)= (@;v)thus ( u; v)= (U;v),

but mustbe odd. Thusthematching inpliess = 0 and

(c127t34) =~ (@r2it34) E33)
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Finally we can combine the various m atching stages to obtain expressions for the Larkin temn f;,. This is an
In portant test since onem ay approach the ullBL from either the PBL22 or PBL31. These two approaches give

£,=2 ©V%0); €34)
f,= 5550 0;0;0) = 49%% (0): F35)
Consider rstthe approach from PBL211.W e require ~©®Y which isobtained using “ @ys;us) = @Y @is;usse+
uiz):
D) = 3V Oruse) {5 Orusa): €36)
Thusushg )
s = 5 Ousa): F37)

W e also require %2 @;3). From the PBL211, taking sn alluss, one w rites

(211)
5 02

(211 (211) ( (211)

2
Y isiuis + usg) = uiz;uiz) + o, (@iz;u3)usg + (u1z;urs)us, + E38)

The st term is gauge and can be dropped. The second is usefully rew ritten by symm etrizing n 34 (@llowed in
PBL211).

1 oy @11) 1 e
@) 135u14) = 5( o1 (@iz;uis) 01 (ig;u1g))usg + 2 02 @135u13)u3, +
1 e
= > 1 (u13;u13)u§4 + F 39)
W e therefore read o
©2) 1 iy
g z) = IRE! (u13;uiz): (F40)

Note that rst derivatives at the point (u;u) such as 1(%11) (U13;u13) is changed upon adding a gauge term £, and can

thus be set to zero upon choice of gauge.
Fhnally [lll) and ) can be applied to equations [lll) and M) respectively to obtain the Larkin tem . Both
happily agree, and give

£, = 2 5% 0;0); F41)

the derivative being unam biguous thanks to the TBLA . Note that ©!!) has unambiguous rst derivatives at the
points (u;0) and U;u). It has also unam biguous second crossed derivatives 11 at these points (u;u). There are
am biguities however In the second derivatives 20 at point (u;0) (ecause of the R tem ) and one should be carefiil
there.

Let us note the useful properties:

Sﬁt)o @1125u13) 7 26,9 i3) F42)
82 (0123 05u13) © 262,9%%) wys) F43)
1
21 0u) + > Gy 2P 0= cB0%0) + 290 @) + 9% @) F 44)

which is consistent w ith the equation from the PBL21 above since:

~ELOG) + 260 @) = GOy + 2@ () (F45)
g(22) @) = g(22) @) CF46)
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2. Outer equation

Having m ade precise the various lim iting behaviors of the PBL functions we now derive the FRG equations that

they obey.
W e start by writihg the furth cumulant equation [l i the outer region where all uj; O (1). Neglecting
feedback from fth cum ulant it reads:

@S @ (ipsa) = 0= @ 4 + W)Y (o) + sym BR® i) ( 2% @ ysiuis) ST, @izsa)) F47)
+6( 2% (2)S5) 13e) + S5 (123)S10h (124))

1
+12 (2% (@)R®@s)RP W) + Sop 123)RP (1) ( 2R (up2) + R%(upy)) + 532‘32) U123)R% (14)?)
1
+6 "RP12)"RP@13) CR®wyg) + R%wzs)) 2R (s31)RP )R (12)R P uzs) + ER‘D(uu)Rm(ulz)Rm<u23>Rm<u34>>]

W e are now going to study the am allui, lim it ofthis equation. B efore doing so, it is lnstructive to give the detailed
result for the various sm all argum ent expansions de ned i the previous Section of the R * feeding term . These w ill
feed In the various RG equations for their corresponding finctions. W e denote these feeding temm s by the subscript
R*? but one should not forget that they are only feeding tem s, not the true fiinction to this order. Symm etrized

Taylor expansion to order u?, yields:

2 2
@S @ = P isiung) = syma, 3R RO )R 01) 2R%13) RPia) R (uy3) F 48)

R4 (211) R4
)R 2 ® ® 3) 2 ® ® 3) 2 ® 2,0 2
14) R™' (U13) 4R (u13) R (3s)RY (13) + 2R (U14) R (Uss) R (ug3) R (34) R™ (u13)
2
RPu3)"R® s)R® wis)  RPwis) RPwa)R® wis) R wyg)

1 2
+2RP13) RPs3) R® 3) R wyg) EROO(UM) R® @3)R® (ug4)

W e now expand this In u;3 at xed uzs.One nds

1;2411) (0" jusg) = gROO(uM)2 R® (1‘134)2
~BY 13) = 2RP30) R® (s0)” + 5R®s0)’ R 3a) R® (us4)
I§341) wss) =  3R°@3)R® (L134)3
6P w = 2RY O ) R® ) 6 R 0 R®©07)  5Rms)R® (ae) R® (usa)

32" ROWs)? R (30)” + ROW3)2 R (34) R® (usg)]
9541) (ct125u34) = Utig 2R® (0" )2 R® (1‘134)2 + ng @sq)*
68 ;) R™ 0" ) R® () + 175R°°<u34>R‘3) (@s) R (sq)
R® (0') R® (usy) gR‘” O )R® (a55)°

(31)
Ry’ Usg) =

NI W

W e next expand instead the ©“!Y feeding term i uss at xed ui3, discarding the zeroth order gauge piece (and
sym m etrizing this by averaging w ith the sam e expansion at xed u14). This con m sthat ~®?) (u;3) = 0 and gives

2 2 3 2 2 2

g )= 3RO RP )+ SR o)+ 6R%wa) R ms) R is) + R R o)

T he an all argum ent behaviours are:

5 15
ne 0 jus) = “RPE)W ZRPORTO)HT + 0 @)
~BD 1) = 2R® (0% )2u+ 12RP 0" )PR™ (0" )ulsgn () + O @>)

R4

21
SV w = 3EP0)'u ER“I’(O* PR (0" yulsgn @) + O @°)
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o = 280" 15870 )’R™ 0" )i+ 0 w?)

15

(31) 7RO(I)(OJr )3RCO(I)(O+ )j1j+ 0 (uz)

1

Fa @)= SR+

B @) = 3RO )PR™OT )u+ 0 (wPsgn @)
(22)

3
Ops @)= ER“%* )+ 6RO )R (0" )13+ 0 @*)

Sin ilarly, the Taylor expansion to order j11,F yields the feeding R* tem for ~@1) @;5;u14). It reads:

(211

1
CH rsiuns) = 2sym RO ) R®@13)2RE 07 ) + 5R®<u34)2R‘3’ 0" )R (uy3)?

1 3
+RP3)R® 0")R® wy3) R wyg) ER%M )RP 0" )R® 13)R® (ugq) + ERO‘J‘J(O+ )R® 0" )RP13)RP14)

w ith the ollow ing sn all argum ent behaviour:

1 1
ﬁll) (13iuia) = ﬁll) Oju1g) + w3 (EROOO(O+ ) R (u14) EROOO(O+ )R (u14)°)
+2913RP07)° R®w14)? + 3R 14)R™ O ) F49)

W e can now perform Taylor expansion to O (u%,) ofthe com plte outer equation ). One nds:

0= ‘ul,ld 4 +2 + @G, + wly,) “siun) € 50)
+6R™D" 17 (u135u14) + 25ym 34 ( ®%0) + 20 @) R®P@is) + P i) R® wis) ¢ @is)R% wsa)
+ 2R (uyy) ézlll) (137u14) + R®Wis) ézzll) (iz5u1a)  R® (ui3) 1%11) ( w3iusg)
+R%3) 1(2111) (u13;u14) %Rm(u34) 1(2111) (u13;u14) E51)
+2 fuf,syms (8 (13) i)+ 3 Cws) %) e P o) Cwis)
Dfa14) Sy (1 7usiug) > ©0)S5) warjusiug) + Clure) Siop (rjusius) F52)

Sl(i)l (ul;U3;u4)2 5 0 3)

— 12 (U14) Syop W@15u3;7uyg) F53)
+2 uf, Jsymas 12 @a)RP @R O) + R%i3)RPwa) ( Pwgs) ©0) F 54)

"‘éROO(UM)2 Pis) + RP@i3) R%as) Pwis) R R%was) Pwas)

+ éROO(uM)2 Piz)+ 2 %) RP) R® @is) + 2 %wis) RP i) R® wis) + 2 2@ia) R%wia) R (uis)
+4 @) RO R (13) 2 ") R%@s) RY i)+ @) R )+ @) RS (i)

+2 U,sym g %ROOO(O+ 1252 usiua) + RO )’ 592 wysusime) Ba)R® (uig) S g jussus)

3) 3) (3)
RP14)R® u13) S17) W@rsus;ua) + RP@sa) R® wis) S17) isusius) + RP i) R (ia) S,0p @1 7usiua)

+ i, E({qul) (u13;u1g) [ 55)
where 1:({2411) (113;u14) asde ned n ) above and we have used extensively allthe already derived relationsbetw een

partialderivativesof @), N ote that we have perform ed an expansion sym m etric in 1,2 asexplained i the A ppendix.
Thus tem s such asu?,sgnuy, B W@14)RP (;3) which do appear, eg., .n expanding @' (up;;u24)R% (uy3) are in fact of
higherorder 1, 7.

N ext, the resulting equation or @) (u;3;u14) can be firther expanded foram allu;; (oneuses ()= 0, ()= 0),
to obtain an equation or ©Y . I principle we should be able to obtain it by taking the rst derivative w ith respect
touis at xed uq4. It indeed works forthe R* feeding tem , but or the other tem s i produces a non analytic piece
J113F ie. the above equation expands as (schem atically):

0= uf, 1sH (u1s) + 1133 (u1s) + O 3)) F56)
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Let us give each piece separately. The H equation gives:

=d 4 +3 + ud “Pa &0~ o) F57)
+RP@) (P20 3¢ @) P00+ 3 CNOm))+ RPw) CVPm)  2R% 07 KCY @)
+ 2 1520 ‘@) 9% °w) F58)
+ P R0 )2+ 6 P RP@)RPw) + 9 @) RPw)?) F59)
39 RPw)RPw)? F60)

note that we write the tem '”1%11) (O;u) In both equations since i has an analytic piece and a non-analytic one

(subscript NA ) as one sees from [lll) above. The H' equation gives:

O — R(D(u) (g(22)0(0+ ) + 2g(31)0(0+ ) + (31)(D(O+ )) R(ID(O+ ) (6g(31) (u) + 5 (31)O(u))
R0~ juya  182( 20+ 2 °07) @) F61)
6 120+ 2 °0"RP@)R®©O") F62)

This should vanish identically, in the sam e way that a u%z J113jtem does not appear In the third cum ulant, which
would produce () J1jand the Infam ous supercusp!

O ne easily checks that to lowest order In R the various com binations in this equation do actually vanish. F irst the
combination ®©0)+ 2 °(0") vanishes. N ext to lowest order, one has (from above):

RP0") 6g® @)+ 5 V%)) = 12RP0" )] R®@)? + 3RP@)R™ (0" )?) F 63)

R0 )~ julya = 12800 ) R®@)? + 3RP@)RD (0" )?) F 64)

so that the non-analytic piece of these two temm s in the RS ® tem also cancel. Finally we note that the feeding
temm s to order 0 R*?) displayed above:

31)0

%0 ) + 2g5°0) + 5

0")=0 F65)

also exactly cancel.

W hen the feedback from fth cum ulant is also inclided, these cancellations should keep occurring order by order.
W e have checked on the equation for that D)+ 2 %0 ) also vanishes to next order from the RS term in the
equation ©r S3. There seem s to be additional exact relations to higher orders, we nd:

P0)+ 2 °0*y=0 F 66)
24 °0" )+ 14 ©0* )+ 4 Ppty=0 E67)

this seem s to work In som e algebraic way, term by tem , ram iniscent of din ensional reduction type cancellations,
according to a m echanism which rem ains to be understood to all orders.

3. Equation for PBL 211

W e now proceed as in the study ofthe third cum ulant m atching in the text, w here we derived tw o equations obeyed
by @) (then shown to be consistent). W e have derived above the equation or @) (u13;u14) as a sm allargum ent
lin it of the outer solution. W e now derive the equation for ©“ (u;3;u14) directly in the PBL211, by exam ining
) in the reginewhere wy, = O (1), allother uiy being of order one. W e use the various PBL functions de ned In

. G rouping all tem s of Iowest order O (IY) we obtain:

@11)
0= %ul,d+2 4 + @@, + uCy,,)] 7V siua) + sy (ziuisiuig) F 68)
F69)
+2 %ul,sym 3 CH%0 ) RPiz) + Y i) R® wis)
@11) @11) 11)
+2R % @yy) 01 (iz;uig) + R®(u14) 02 (U13;u14) R® @;3) 10 ws;i wa)

® @11) 1 o @11)
+R7(13) ;7 (Ui3;u14) ER (uz4) ;7 (13;u1s)
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2 @11) ® @11)
+ “symag Im(HIZ)SZOO Ojuizjuig) + 1 (a12) 8550 (12;U137U14)

0 (22) m (31) (04) (31)
R7(34) 5500 O;u12; w3) + R(U14) 8170p imie;urs) + R WU1g) S170 (@278251815U13)

2 o (1) 1y ®)
+ “sym34R7(U14)sy,  (12;u13) + Er (12)S 550 (W134)

+2¢,symas G “wis) C(ura) @a) Pis) wa) Pwis))

@) 2
S111 @i;usiuy)

o @) 0 @) 0 ®)
(u14) S{o; @1;uz;ug) + (U14) Sy, 1u3;uyg) 12 2 (U14) S,5; 17u3;uy)
(21) 1) 4 (21) (21) 3) (3)
+ sym 34 2 45,0 Oju13) 8y (@12;Uia) + 18,5 (127U13) Sy (@127U14) + Sppp (&1782582) Syop @1 7U35Ua)

1 2

+2 &, symas RPWi3)RPWia) Plurs) + EROO(UM) Pi3) + RP@i3) R%wss) Pwis)  RPuia) R%wsa) Pwis)

1 2
+5Rm(u34) Piz)+ 2 %) RPis)R® wis) + 2 ‘@is) RP@wis)R® wis) + 2 i) R%@ia) R (uis)

2 2
+4 %3 RPs) R i3) 2 i) R®sa) R is) + @) R® wis) + i) R® wis)))
2 3 3
+2 Ul%z “symsa R® ia) 31(0; Wsus;ug) Rl R® wyg) 31(0)2 (u1;us;ug)
3 3 3

RPu14)R® (u13) 51(1)1 @i 7us;ug) + R%wss) R wys) 51(1)1 @1 ;us;ug) + R%@i)R® wig) 52(0)1 (u1;usjug)

+2 symsg 2 2 r®(12) R Wia) 52(%1) Ojuis) + 2 2 r%i2) R (uia) Sg(%l) (e125u13)

® ® @) 1l 2,0
+ R (U13) R (U14g) 87 imje) + 2% (e12) S,gp @17uszjuyg)

2 2 (211)

2
+ 2 @)+ 3 P 2))RP 3R g) + 2(pe ziug)  3RP@is) RP i) R®(07))

werecall = 3=4and = 1=2 HrERG.
Taking the large &2, lin it one checks that one recovers the previous sm allu?, lim it of the outer equation for S4.
The non trivial tem s which grow as u%z give respectively:

T? sym 34" (12112)52(%%)1) (@12;ursiu1a) | 6 *ul,RP0O") @M uisiuiag) E70)
T “sym 34R00(u34)s2%%) O;e12; ws) ! 2 *uf,sym 3:R% (e34)g % wi3) E71)
217 “sym 34Rm(ul4)5{31%))0 (¢1125u13) ! 4 *ul,sym 3aR® (12)9" (U13) ®72)
E73)

Using the il BL of R, sg1} (@22) = 2uf, 2rP@2)?  Plen) ’ 2ed, @ @0)?) and that )% = 1+ 2 ©()
yields:

3) 3) 3)
T7 sym 3480, (122)S,0p U132) ! w2, 08,5, W13s) F74)

and sim ilarly:
1 2
2T%sym3s 2 2P u2) RPWig) sio @aziuns) + RO Wis) RO (Uia) sy o s ) + Erm(tilZ) Sjob (U1 jus;ug)
" ud,symag 24 0 @R @s)RPOT) 2% CORP W3R (ya) + RPO)2S ) @y jusiug) E75)
the non trivialterm in the R? feeding term is:
3 r7r%i2)?RP@13)RPwis) © 3 WLR™ O )R @13)RP wis) €76)

Let us w rite the resulting equation obtained from PBL211 when the leading order equation is used. O ne gets:

5 @11 3. m 211) (211) ™ @11
0= “s540 " rosursiuig) + r%s) (800 (&127U137U14)  Sop (Ojuiziuig)) 6 “wi,rs (ur3;uig)

% sym 34 R (34) (52%%) Ojeiz; ws)  26€,9%% w@i3))
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+2 Zsymss RP ) (8305 (1127u1s) + 263,90 (u13))
+ ¢ (Sz(%l) (a127u14) %(%1) O;u14)) (52(201) (a127u13) %(%1) O;ui3)) 36 *wi, W@i13) @Wia)

O aoiurs) 68%6%, (113)]

1
+4  “symas R%Wia) E%Gi2) (52%1) (¢127u13) %%1) Oju13)) + 1%

1@, 3)
2

1
+ [Erm(u12)+ st (e112) o, + () ) 7w1,)1S,0, G1iusiug)

1 £
+ R (87p (12) fﬁmuizwz Poz) + 3 2P @), RO w1s)R rg) €77)

Tt can be sin pli ed slightly by using the f1llBL of R . Note that it is a linear equation for s®!!), the hom ogeneous
part has the sam e structure as Hund 1 the third cum ulant m atching In the text, or s®? above and s® . Thus it
can be sim ilarly solved, form ally, iIn termm s of the (m ore com plicated) hom ogeneous part.

4. PBL 31

Considering the ERG equation [l ©rs® i the regin e where u;, u, and uj are close together, and inserting
the various PBL form s from [l as appropriate, we nd at lading order O (T7):
T he equation is of order O (I7). One nds:

0= symios w3 ]d+ 3 4+ @e,,,) Y s+ ; % Sym 123 [32%%))0 (a1237u34)] E78)
+ ; 313Rm(u34)5é2220) (@1270;u34) + 3 2r%(s12) (51(31%))0 (e1137U34) 51(31%))0 (ct1237u34)) ®79)
+3 RPW3a)s 50 (@1237usa)) + gR%zusﬁLo (C1123) € 80)

5%67,r"13) ®V%mss)  wows ( PVPws)R%wss) + 3 V%5 RP wag)) F81)
+ 2 Z Ousa)ersr® (o) + sz(UM)SZ%)O (e123) + 2 2® (Uflz)Sgé; (cr135U34) F82)
+9 vl “use) Pwsa) + 3 231351(31)0 (@112) °(Usa) F83)

2 252%1) Ojusy )52%)0 (e123) 3 252(%1) (a127u3g) (5{31)0 (¢t123) 51(31)0 (¢113)) (F84)
+ B fmsr®m2)® Cwse) + mmws ( 12RWs)RPwss) Paa) 18 ®P(sa)? Csa)) F85)

3 26 12)r% tma3)s50 ) O7uza) + 3 “rPms)?s,) (a127uss) F86)
+3 7% m2)r% ) P (o3 (23))s () (@1273a) F87)
+6r% 2R (Usa) (60) (@113)  §7p (i23))) + 3 sym B (er2)r® (ea3) R (uss) € 88)
+ % 9sym [ (12)° P o) RP (aa) 38 e12) % (13)r% o23)R P (wzs) F89)
+eym (ulmlzrm(ulz))Rm(uM) cRZO‘I’(u34))2 3em @2333]Rm(“34)@3m(“34”3 : 90)

Upon taking the lim it w13 large the whole equation should grow linearly in w;3 and we should obtain an equation
of the fomm :

w3 T, £ W3a) + g le2;Usa) ]+ F3 T, £ Wsa) + glaz;usza)]= 0 F91)

The parts £ and £ mustm atch the am allu;3 lin it of the outer equation discussed previously (and the corresponding
non analytic piece should vanish). The parts g and g should m atch the anallw;3 lim it of PBL211. A 1l the obtained
equations should be Independent. W e w ill not present these equations in detail here.

0 ne notes that again the equation fors®!) is linear. Tt hasa slightly di erent structure from the previousPBL ones,
there being an additional rst derivative tem w rit. the TBL variables. This should not prevent it being form ally
solvable. The Inhom ogeneous piece can be sin pli ed using the equations discussed above, the one cbtained derived
above or ©®, and various other BL equations. W e w ill not give fiirther details here.
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5. PBL 22

Considering the ERG equation [llll) ©rs® i the regin e where u; is close to u, and us close to Uy and inserting
the various PBL form s from [l as appropriate, we nd at leading orderO (T7):

® 22) 22) o @2) 22)
0= 1 (x34) (Spp0 Mrizitaaiuiz) 850 (12;0;u13)) + ' (r2) 500 (12iw345U13) Sog Ojraajuiz)) F92)

22) (22)
+ Sgp0 (127t345U13) + Sy4 (1258347 u13)] E93)

The result is rather sin pl asm any tem s do not contribute to this order. The rescaling term gives zero to order
T 3 because there is no cubic polynom alallowed by symm etry. The ffeding TRRR and RRRR tem also yields zero
to this order. For the TRRR tem one checks that the rP6s1,)r® te34) term cannot appear and ©r the RRRR tem
one checks that although it appears there are pow erfiil cancellations between the various resulting tem s. T he other
tem s result from Taylor expansions In w;, and w3, not to high enough order to produce anything not antisym m etric
(one needs at least w?,w?, but this is higher order in T ).

W e can solve this generally, rem em bering that the lh.s. can be gauge, suppressing the dependence on u;3 Which
acts only as a param eter). T he left hand side can be taken as an arbitrary function ofwi, plus the sam e function of
34 (sihce the right hand side is sym m etric in the two variables). D olng this, one nds the general solution

(22) (22) glmoiwsa) | alerz) + alesq)
S 12 ;%3451 (12;0;u = + ; 94
0o (@127t347U13) §, (@12 13) 15 D asy) 1+ D@ as) E94)
where a (x) is arbitrary and gx;y) = g (y;x) is antisym m etric but otherw ise arbitrary. The m ost trivial but lkely
physical solution corresponds to a (x) = gx;y) = O:
s (12 7w3a5u13) = wiyu3,9% is): F 95)

T his m atches properly provided that ~ (s2;u13) = 0, ie. that s?'! is su clently smooth. W e have not checked
whether the (here neglected) fth cum ulant w ill produce som e additionalnon trivial feeding tem to s®?). This does
not howeverm odify the conclusion that s®?) can be obtamed fom ally in term s of higher PLB cum ulant fiilnctions.

APPENDIX G:BETA FUNCTION TO HIGHER ORDERS IN R

T he iteration to four loop order reads:

s = SREREBRIRRY G1)
s;”= o RPN+ ®R®RTN+ By G2)
sy) = s (R7sM)+ B G3)
2= B, G4)

The only term needed not yet detem ined is the R® feeding tem into the fth cum ulant. The general expression
r the feeding temm of the p-th cum ulant is?2:

X
op!(T W P R, R ) G5)
aaj :ap
X [09] (09}
Wap= ab R(ac R'ab G 6)

(¢}

where R, = R (uap), the last term being the p + 1-th replica term which appear In the trace and must thus be
subtracted. Here @ = ¢, = 1=(2p) ©rW ilson and ¢ = 1=2° which com es from rescaling for the ERG .A s can also be
extracted from Appendix A, the feeding term into the fth cumulant equation (not w ritten) reads:

12 ssym 5RP@12)R®Wi3)R® ure) R w@iz)  RPu23)) R®is) + R @szs)) G7)
+ GR®W1s)  RPas))RPrs)RP (r2)R P (u23)R P (usa)

wih 5= 1frW ilson and 5= 5=16 forthe ERG.
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Ateach step ofthe calculation, upon applying the [::h, we check carefully that no am biguity arises. In general, upon
inserting the non analytic expansion ®rR®Pw; w) n powersofj11 W j a very large num ber of tem s proportional
tosgn @ W) arise. They however am azingly cancelwhen the lim tu, ! u; istaken. In fact this serves asa usefil
and non trivial check at each stage of the calculation.

The nalresult for the our loop beta function @;.R' = R) is:

4 op R) = G8)
aoRP@) ' R™® W) + cuRPO+)'R™ ) + @1 @)RP 0+ ) RP@)’R™0+) (@0 + c)R™ O+ )’RPw)*R™ @)
2o RPRP W R™ @) + o RP@WR (07 )’ R™ (07 )% + oRP@)R™ (07 )*R™ (07 )R™ )

@0+ 21 + o2)RP@R™PO" ’R™ @)
+ oRPRP @)’ R™ @) + e RP@RP 0+ )’ RP@WR™ @) (@0 + ©1)RP@RP 0+ )’R™P (")
+coRP@)’R™ )® + 5oRP@)’R™P@)R™ @)R™ ) + c5oRP@)*RP )’ R™ @) + c1RP)*R™ 0+ )*R™ ()
+ R ) R™P )? + coRP@)’RP @)R™ @) + c5oRP @)’ R @)R™™ u)

T he various term s have been grouped together w ith their associated anom alous ("counter") temm s. The coe cient c i
are found to satisfy the constraint that the supercusp vanishes for each group i, ie. the associated anom alous term s
successfiilly substract the j1jpiece of them ain term  (ndexed j= 0). Tem s w ith even powers of R ®@) do not need
anom alous term , nevertheless one notes the existence of the c;; temm . T he table of coe cients ¢ 33 is found to be:

Clo=2372 5 p o s+354 %% s+248 % 5 g%+ 156 O g%+ 138 ° G9)
1= 125 5p o s 18°%9,% 5 8% 45 g% 699, % 12 ¢° G 10)
C0=672 5 p o s+ 664 % o2 o+488 2 5 2+ 364 Oy g%+ 346 ° G11)
1= 6245 p o s 588 %% o 4322 4 g% 3009, <% 264 ° G12)
o= 24°,% s 24°, g% 32 4° G 13)
G0=192 5 p o §+220 ° 5% g+192 % 5 %+ 148 Oy %+ 166 ° G 14)
1= 28°,% 5 327245 5% 28°%, g% 46 ¢° G 15)
co=48 5 p o s+64 0 o% s+48 2 5 s?7+52 0, gf+52 7 G 16)
Go=96 5 p o s+ 184 0% s +144 2 5 g2+172 Oy 7+ 224 3 G17)
co=24 g% s+32 % 4 g%+24 %y s*+50 ¢° G 18)
1= 2 2 G19)
co=4 %52 s+4 %4 g%+12 3 G 20)
o=4 %og? s+4 %4 s%+16 ° G21)
=4 §° G22)

W e have also com puted the correction to the fourth cum ulant, yielding:

6
fi= ——-— RPO") (% 28 O GR™POY )+ 162 5 + 2 5)RTPQY)) G 23)

APPENDIX H:ABOVE FOUR DIM ENSION S

In this section we consider the behavior for d > 4, and in particular the fate of the TBL in this case. Four
din ensions plays to a certain extent the role of an upper critical din ension. In particular, ©rd > 4 and a weak and
an ooth pinning potential, the Larkin approxin ation (of Taylor expanding the pinning potential to obtain a random
force) is selfconsistent in the sense that the deform ations h@ (r) u (0)fi rem ain bounded and small. The self
consistency of this argum ent suggests that under these conditions there is an (alm ost) unigque localm Inin um energy
conform ation of the elastic m edium , and consequently no glassy behavior. W e Include the proviso \alm ost" here to
Indicate that the selfconsistent Larkin argum ent, which considers only the variance of the m anifold displacem ent,
m ay incorrectly m iss rare sam ples/regions w ith anom alously strong pinning, arising from the tails of the disorder



51

distrbbution.) Neverthelss, clarly for strong enough pinning { or a weak but non-am ooth pinning potential { there
must be m ultiple m etastable states for the m anifold.

To analyze the nature of these low -energy states and their consequences for the boundary layer, we consider both
the FRG and a com plem entary 1=d expansion approach, both of which support the sam e qualitative behavior. For
a weak, an ooth, pinning potential, both approaches indicate that the e ective action rem ains analyticat T = O,
and consequently that the TBL is absent. Since this in plies the variance of the curvature of the e ective potential,
WV ©@))? isbounded (and indeed sm all { see below ), this indicates the absence ofm etastability. For stronger disorder,
the e ective potential does becom e non-analytic at T = 0, and there is thus a boundary layer for T > 0. Unlke for
d < 4, however, the width of this boundary layer is O (T ) rather than O (T=L ). O ur interpretation of this resul is
that the m etastable states for d > 4 occur at an all scales, and hence betw een states w ith bounded energy di erences
from the ground state. P hysically, even for strong disorder the m anifold rem ains asym ptotically at on large scales
(w ith a bounded displacem ent larger than the transverse correlation length ofthe pinning potential), because it is too
costly in elastic energy to distort the m anifold over large distances. T he m etastable states thus correspoond to an all
localdistortions of the m anifold atop this generally at background.

1. FRG ford> 4

W e consider the W ilson FRG . F irst, note that the distinction between strong and weak pinning can be observed
from very sin ple considerationsat T = 0. In particular, from ), and ignoring higher cum ulants g. S ©)) forthe
m om ent, one nds by di erentiating:

h i,
eRY 0= RY0)+3RYO) + TR ©0): 1)

Ford> 4, < 0,and orR® (0) < j #¥3 @t low T) it ows to zero, as do all higher derivatives and cum ulants.
Taking = =2 0),only the quadratic G aussian Larkin force tem survivesunder renom alization. T his is the weak
pihning state. From ), nowever, or stronger disorder (@nd low T ), onem oves outside the dom ain of stability, and
the disorder correlator becom es non-analytic @t T = 0) at some nite scale 1= 1; asford< 4.

In this case or 1> 1 we must retum to general functional analysis. T he detailed behavior of the FRG for scales
of order ]; is quite com plex, both inside and outside the boundary layer. H owever, considering the behavior outside
the boundary layer (ie. at T, = 0), it is clear from W) that the fill Hreceforce correlator ~; @) does not have a
stable xed point, and that ultin ately the ow of ; willbe toward zero. H igher cum ulants also ow toward zero,
and m oreover do so m ore rapidly w ith scale than does the second cum ulant. H ence there w illbe anotherscale L > 1,
beyond which the entire fiinction R @) w illbecom e am all, so that the 0 R ? 2) tem s can be neglected. O nce this
occurs, there is no longer any feedback to continue to narrow the boundary layer, which w ill have som e w idth set by
itsnarmmowness at 1= 1L, presum ably ofO (T, ). In particular, in the linearized FRG equation for ™, the Tl”i'o term
can then be neglcted (oresum ing as usualT) 1), and one has

1) el T orl> 1,: H2)

Here to avoid confusion we have not m ade any rescaling, ie. used = 0. In the sam e schem e it is appropriate to take

= d 2. Thisbehaviorobtainshence uniform Iy for allu, indicating that indeed there is no fiirther sharpening ofthe
boundary layer. T he physical interpretation is that the in portant m etastable states occur at nite scales L tek,
w ith consequent nite energy separations.

2. Large d Lim it

Next we consider the argedmmension Iimitd ! 1 .TheFRG analysis sketched above suggests that the qualitative
physics is Independent of dim ension for d > 4, so we m ay expect the large d approach to recover sim ilar behavior.
T he resuls to leading order are identical to those for a fully-connected \m ean eld" m odel, so we w ill present the two
In tandem . For the Jarge din ension analysis, it is convenient to consider the m odel on a d-din ensional hypercubic
lattice.

K 2
H [fug] = — (i W)+ Vi (ui); H3)
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where K = K=T and Vj (u;) = V; u;)=T . W e consider In particular the free energy (e ective action) ¢ fug] for the
uniform (zero) m ode of the displacem ent eld up, In a given disorder realization, de ned according to

Z P
obo; 1= I g "L Bl (H4)
@ ofap; 1= 0: H5)
Here is a Lagrange multiplier used to de ne o fug]l = oMlo; @o)] h the usualway via the condition in [Hl).

One may also readily calculate a variety of other sim ilar quantities at large d, eg. the full e ective action for all
coordinates In a particular disorder realization, or the e ective action for the replicated m odel. T he present choice
seam s sin plest and the m ost physically transparent.

The larged lin it of ¢ fug] can be calculated using the e cient m ethod of G eorges and Yedidia,®2 which gives the
resul, to lrading (zeroth) order in 1=d,

X g X i i
obol= @O+ w5 G e
t hiji
P
where (up) is detem ined by the condition , (@Y( )+ up) = 0 and
Z
gx)= I due Ku? Vi)+xu, -

is proportional to the free gnergy of the \toy m odel" w ith potentialV; ). To leading order in 1=d the last term in
Bl canbesmpliedto s .;90( ) () N, whereN isthenumberofsites. W ith this replacem ent, the resul
is identical to the exact e ective action for the fully connected m ean— eld m odel,

K X 5 X
H [fugl= N b  w)+ Vi) H8)
i3 i
The e ective action for thism odel is easily and exactly obtained by m ean- eld theory. One nds

X
Fc;0l0]= olaol= gi()+N w NKuj; H9)

i

w ith the sam e condition [l determ ning asabove. U sing the fiilly-connected ©mm in [, one can then generally
show that the renom alized random force obeys

0
FC;0 (UO)

N K

=" 2w H10)

where ¥ = =K.
W e now use this resul to evaluate the two-point finction of the \renom alized pinning potential" de ned by
0 Ug] (hote that because we consider the uniform m ode, there is no m ean elastic contridbution to the energy for a
displacem ent ug). For concreteness, we focus on the periodic CDW case, and take V; i) = V (Ui )=T,wih ;
uniform ly distrdbuted between 0 and 2

a. Renom alized disorder correlator for weak pinning

Consider rstthe case ofaweak and sm ooth potential, €g.V @) = acosu ora K )wih ¥ @)F¥ °w@)j
In this case, we expect from the FRG analysis, that the renom alized disorder w ill rem ain analytic at T = 0, and
hence that there willbe no TBL.Thus we concentrate on zero tem perature, for which
h i
g()=mi Ku+ V@) u ®©11)

T his can be evaluated perturbatively n V; (u) to give

~ VL))

gi( ) K—+ Vi) +0 (V7): H12)
4 K2
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Then [l gives perturbatively

1 1 X 1
— Vv 0Vl + —  —V2) VL) + 0 WP=K7): #H13)
K2 N 2 2K 2 J

i ij

2+lX 1\70() L
=7 Zyvon e
R

It is straightrward to obtain the Hroe-Hroe correlator by directly averaging using Eqgs. [l . O ne nds

(J@o)  Jw?=NK? 1@ W+ 2 WY+0Wvi=kK? ; H14)
w ih
Z2 d vOo Wolug+ )
1(110) = 0 TTI (HlS)
Z 2 0 00} [00]
d + + Vv
) = £ VoOFV % Kug) ( wl H16)

0

P rovided the potential V (ug) is an ooth (the existence of all derivatives is a su cient condition), the force—force
correlator in [l is analytic at zero tem perature to allorders .n V=K . Since i is analytic at zero tem perature, there
isagnooth ImitasT ! 0, wihout any boundary layer. This can also be explicitly veri ed by a direct calculation
ofg; () perturbatively n V from [l . T his describes the w eak-disorder behavior in Jarge d.

b. Renomm alized disorder correlator for strong pinning

For stronger disorder, or for a non-an ooth pinning potential, the above analysis does not obtain. W e now consider
the behavior explicitly for such a case, taking for concreteness the V illain potential:

a :
e Vitn) — e 2@ i 2 M) ; H17)

wih uniform Iy distrbbuted between 0 < < 2 . In the Iow temperature Imitwih a= aX xedasT ! 0, the
single site \free energy" is then given approxin ately by

e gi () e Kagn ( 1;~); (Hl8)

G ;")==( +2 ny ;(Wa( +2 n)f: #H19)
2@+ 2)

SRR

Consider rst the zero tem perature lim i, for which this sin pli esto
gl )=ming (4i7): #20)

Them ninum occurs oragiwven n when ™, 1;0 < 7 < "h;n+1,Where

“nm+1=2 + @n+ 1)2 H21)

which is the point where g, = gy+1. The derivative of g has a jum p at these valuesw ith:

X

1
gf( ;T =0)= T 2(~+ a(;+2mn)) @i+ En 1)2 <"< 2+ @2n+ 1)2 ): H22)
a

Hence g} at T = 0 consists of alemating linear segm entsw ith slope  1=(@+ 2) , and jmm ps ofm agnitude & ("pm+ 1 +
0") Jd(Cam+1 0)=2 a=@+ 2).At low but non—zero tem perature, the jimps in ¢f ( ) are rounded over a region
of width K l=T=K.

To obtain the second cum ulant of the e ective potentialwe use that 8 (W) = which gives:

(Swo) JwdN?=N*K?( @) ~@) 2w ¥ H23)
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FIG.2: The function U ( ) de ned In the text or the N site d = 1 Villain m odel for the simplst limit a = 1 . At zero
tem perature, it consists of N \shocks" (step discontinuities) in each 4 intervalof ,each ofmagniude2 =N .AtT > 0, these
steps are an oothed by an am ount K '=T=x.

where asusual is detem ined from

X
U =U()= g 5): #H24)

i

For sin plicity (though it isnot essential), we now study the lmita= 1 where g(i)( ) is at and jum ps exactly by 2

at each shock. Note that the in nie a lin i am ounts to m aking the m odel discrete, since each coordinate u; is then
constrained to sit exactly at one ofthem inin a ofthe Villain potential, us = ;+ 2 n;. Thism odel is still non-trivial
sihce K is still necessary to hold allparticles near to one another (ie. tokeepn; 1np small). The function U ( ) for
this case is shown schem atically in Fig. ll G raphically the solution to [ll) is cbtained by intersecting a horizontal
line w ith the function ug ( ) for a given disorder realization. W e consider rst the behaviorat T = 0 and show that
i Indeed exhibits the expected absolute value cusp In the oroe—force correlation finction. From the gure it is clear
that (@t T = 0) the solution to [HllM) is alvays such that is equalone ofthe shock valuies = 2 ;+ (@n;+ 1)2 ),

with n; an integer. Let us, ora xed N , order the shocks by Increasing valuesof ,ie. n < npo orm < mP.

To obtain the two point statisticsofthe (1) random fiinction we intersectw ith two InesU ( ) = upandU ( %) = uf.
For given values ofug and u$ and a given con guration of disorder, the solution U (n)=u andU (o) = ul with
the above-m entioned ordering. C learly from the gure one has, sihceU (0) = Ni i ir

N F N ud
0 Yo i i Yo i i
m m =n= ; 25
> > H 25)

where k] indicates the greatest integer less than orequalto x. T his involves the \center ofm ass" ofthe ; variables.
On the other hand we know that the , are of the fom 2 ;+ (@n; + 1)2 ) for some ;;n; but the di erences

n mo= 2 ; 2 i degpend only on the di erences ; 0. Thuswe can use that the di erences are statistically
uncorrelated w ith the center ofm ass. T his is true because the distrbution ofthe ; isuniform . Thuswem ay consider
r xedn=m m°the distrbution over the di erences.

This problem is form ulated as follow s. O ne chooses N independent variables ; = 2 ; on the Interval 0;4 ]wih
uniform distribbution. Since the quantities of interest depend only upon the di erences, wem ay arbitrarily x the st
one at zero, and orderthem as o= 0< 1< ,< @< § 1< y§x =4 . Thedistrbution of = , o is the
ob fct of nterest. Sw tching to di erence variables y = x 1rk= 1:::N, this probability reads

Z w R
Pn( )= 2Zy d; ( i 4)

i=1 i=1 i=1

xn
(i )i H26)
where Zy is a nom alization constant. The rst delta function here expresses the constraint that the sum of the

di erence variables gives y o= 4 . Standard techniques (using a Fourier representation of the delta functions)
give the nom alized result

1 ™)

Fn ()= I ) ™ n)

(4 )N n 1(4 yl n 1 (1_127)

Thus, nally, the probability distrbution of m © is obtained by the sum

P
X "N ug ;i N ud L
P ( (o) @)= )= P,()Pmb > > =n : H28)
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C learly the uctuationsofn areO (1), while n itselfisO (N ). Hence, In the large system 1lm it N 1 the center of
m ass disorder is negligble and we can take

x=nN = @ §)=@ ): H 29)

T hen, using the Sterling form ula, one has

P() exp@N@@hE—)+ @ W)

n(-—— ——
0 (2(2 Ub))) #30)

w here the denom inators have been chosen so that it is approxin ately nom alized, and we have taken ug = 0 wihout
loss of generality since P is transhtionally invariant. Due to N in the exponential, it is strongly peaked. W e w rite

= 2ug + f to bring out the physical £, representing the uctuation of the force di erence per site (in units of K7').
T hen

f f

£2 3
N —+Af ; 2
exp 5 + H32)

1
D ()= —uo @ Wi #H33)
2

W
A = ———: 4
(o) swe )2 H 34)

T he force correlator is nally obtained as:

(Jo) SN2 =N°K*(@) ~w@) 2 WE=KNue w)=’: # 35)

Indeed, as expected, this form has the linear cusp at sm allug. H igher cum ulants are readily extracted by further
expansion around the saddle point £ = 0, eg.

(%) Swd))d= 24NK’A @o)D (ug)’: H 36)

T his also exhbits the non-analytic behavior expected at T = 0.

Tuming nally to T > 0, we note that shock contrdouting to U ( ) in Fig.ll is am oothed on the scale T=K .
For large N T=K each shock w ill overlap m any others over this range. T herefore the T > 0 solution is expected to
be fully analytic in ug, and rounded over a scale T=K . Thus one nds agream ent w ith the naive FRG treatm ent
ord> 4 of Sec.lll: the them alboundary layer w idth does not diverge w ith scale (in this case N since we consider
the center ofm ass) but rem ains nite.

APPEND IX I:ISSUES IN EXTENSIONS TO N >10R d>0
1. m ore than one com ponent

In this Appendix we attem pt the calculation ofthe two loop -function ford= 0 and N > 1, by the direct m ethod
of expansion i powers of R of Section [l and show that i fils.
In the N com ponent m odel the zero tem perature exact RG equations truncated to order R 3 read:

i 1 [00] 2 .
MERM= (4 + @OR @+ JRE T 66 S @120 - upm (1)
m@ SWijuzus)= ( 2+ 2 6 + 18,:)S juzius) @)
+ 3sym RY @12)RY, 12)RY (13)]  BS (i2)RY, 23R @a1) (B)

where sum m ation over repeated indices is in plicit, argum ents are now N com ponents vectors ut, i= 1;:N . Consid—
ering them odelw ih O NN ) symm etry, we de ne the functions:

R @)= Nb@?N) 1)
h () = b*) )



56

forany N . To com pute the beta function by the direct m ethod requires the calculation of the feedback of S nto R,
denoted as:

swop = 5 Tr®RTRIRDD) (16)

where we use the schem atic notations de ned in Section Il and the T r denote the trace to be performed in O N )
space (@nd  is set to zero ornow).

Perform ing the necessary contractions, and assum ing that h (x) has a wellde ned Taylor expansion near zero w ith
h%x) = 0 we nd the xed point equation forh:

N 1h%x)?
2N x2

1
0= h+—h%x)*+
2N

1 § DHh'&?°® 3nh°x)’°h°k)  1h%k)’
+4 (2N2hm<x)2aqm°<x>2 H0)%) + e - > = o)
N 1) g hW®)
Wh 0[N + 3) + h~(x)])

where h®x) = h®x) H°(0)x. The st line contains the rescaling tem and the one loop O h?) tem s, while the
second and third Ine is the resul of the calulation to O (h3) of the above-m entioned feedback . E xtension or nite

using convolutions as in [l is straightrward. T he non-anom alous temn s, present in an analytic theory, have
the sam e structure as cbtaied in previous sin ilar eld theory calculations. T he anom alous tem s all contain h®™ (0)
w hich plays the role ofR‘m(O) forN = 1. In fact, orN = 1,h x) denti esto R (x) and one recovers the beta function
obtained in [l . O ne nice feature of the calculation leading to the above is that when taking vectors u; and u,
close one can check explicitly that tem s containing (@1, )% vanish, thus the result does not depend on how the
points are brought together, ie. it is unam biguous.

H owever, the above is not an acogptable -function. Indeed one nds that the behaviour at an all argum ent of the
rhs. of D is:

N2

1
1z DO x+ 0 &) (18)

T his sihgularity (supercusp) occurring In the feeding tem at two loop is inconsistent w ith the working hypothesis
(that the behavior be sin ilar to the one loop result which starts asu?), necessary for this direct R expansion m ethod
to work. Thus, forN > 1 one of the assum ptions leading to this expansion m ust break down.

O ne also notes that a two loop tem survives orN = 1 , which is suryprising in view of the results found n (). It

0
reads: zh(m(O)Z% = H2(0)?K (x?) . It is easy to trace i to the expansion of the leading order tem :

u2 u2 L'l2 L'l2
S=45 NEEEP(E2R) (°=22) + (== oa 9
s (N ) (N )(b(N )+ (N )+ 0@Q) (19)

expanded to order uib keeping only the leading order in N .
The fact that the m ost naive extension of the non-analytic expansion In power of R fails here signals that the
m atching problem must be reexam ined forN > 1. W ork is in progress in that direction.

2. higher dim ensions

Tt is Instructive to consider how the naive one loop zero tem perature FRG is encapsulated in the ERG . Since it
requires keeping only temm s up to second order n R (u), it is straightforward to w rite the corresponding m ultilocal
term sused In this form alism . W e require up to bilocal order for the second cum ulant, which isa term In the e ective
action of the form

Z  x

ab
X1

1
L oT7 R (3 ;u3Pixiz): (TL0)
X1i%2 gy

N aively truncating to this order, the rescaled localand bilocal disorder correlators obey the equations

GR@=d 2 + u@)g(u) 7 (m1)

1
+Tegx = O)R®@)+ 2T Q@g &Ry (;u;x) + > ( eox)gx) RP@)? =RPORPw)

X X
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and
Z

@R (uijuz;x) = 2d 2 + W@y, + xi0; )R (r;uz;X) + F (Up;u2;%) Y&)  F @uz;x) (L2)

X

F (up;uz;x) = TR = 0) Ry 1;uz;Xx) + Rz (U;uz2;%x)) + 2T@g X)R11 U1;uz2;X)

1
+ 5@g<x)g<x)R°°<u1)R°°<u2): @3)

W e use the sam e rescaling factor 1=4 as in the text ©r second cumulant (and an extra m ¢ for the bilbcal tem ).
T he profctor in Ml extracts the purely local part. Here the Fourier transom s of g (x);Qg (k) are g(p) = ﬁ,
Qg ) = m . Note that if T J§ taken to zero in M), it becom es exactly the naive one Joop FRG equation of the
W ilson approach rR @), with | @gx)gk) = 1=@32 2) nd= 4 (yiMding the usualuniversal num ber appearing at
one loop). From R (u) one obtains, at least naively, the g= 0 correlations to lowest order in

A ttem pts to \in prove" on this calculation however kad to di culties. T hese occur already in considering the two

point correlation filnction at non-—zero m om entum , which is detemm ined from K1 (0;0;q). Naively solving [l in the
zero tem perature lim it gives the outer solution:

Router @17U2;9) = @R @1)RYW,); 1m4)

which, we know from considerations in the present paper can atbest hold only foru; O (1). Them om entum integral
is found to be:

Z 1
0
@ = dfe *h@e *) ho); )
0
R
-1 1 . tem
andh@ = 3 | 7 G grit -
Taking two dervatives gives K11 (17uz;9) = @R @1)R™(uz). Unlke sin flar beal R @))? e

not have an unam biguous Iim it for sn allu;;u,. This is Indeed a sign of di culty for the m atching. In particular,
the naive Larkin term in the bilocal TBL, Rty (U1;Uz;9) le f2;2 @w112, does not m atch the non-analytic outer
solution at sm allargum ent R oyer @1 ;U2 ;9) @ R™ (0" ))?911 71, 3. Thusthem atching problem ism ore com plex in
this case and requires further analysis. W ithout such a prescription, the zero tem perature beta function becom es itself
ambiguous at O R 3), since at this order there is a feeding term in the localequation ofthe om R (u)R11 (@;u; ),
an expression which naively starts as j1jat smnallu, which seem s problem atic. W ork is in progress to tackle these
issues.
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F isher

the condition exactly for d = 4 becom es T} ¥ and all
other considerations are very sim ilar

A though as an extra precaution one m ay want to distin—
guish T ! 0" (studied here, limr, olimy 1 ) and T = 0
(@bsolutem nimum oftheenergy lim 1y 1 lim 7 o), wewill
denote T = 0 everywhere below for sim plicity (also, at this
stage we do not see any reason why the two should di er).
in the sin plest version of the droplet theory one assum es
that p is uncorrelated from xi ;x> .This restriction can be
lifted although it would change the am plitudes

that 6p? 1 pf=p@d p)
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