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N onom ura and H u R eply: In the preceding com m ent
fl], O lsson and Teitel questioned the possible vortex shish
(V S) phase In the frustrated X Y m odelw ith point defects
reported by the present authors 'Q]. The VS phase was
originally proposed In order to explain an experin ent of
irradiated YBa,Cus07  (YBCO) H]. This phase was
also observed in an optin ally-doped pristine YBCO g],
w here the V S phase locates above the Bragg glass B 1G )
phase In theH -T phasediagram . In M onte C arlo sin ula—
tions of the frustrated XY m odelby the present authors
'g], a rstordertransition was observed betw een the vor-
tex liquid (VL) and VS phases up to a certain densiy of
point defects. T he structure factor in the V S phase show s
obscure B ragg peaks, which was interpreted as a short-
range order in the abplane. In com parison w ith the B 1G
phase for lower density of point defects, the VS phase
show sm uch larger density ofdislocations in the ab plane
and the vanishing helicity m odulus along the z axis.

O Isson and Teitel sinulated the sam e m odel for the
sam e param eterization as used in Ref. E_Z]. On the ba-
sis of the structure factors observed in layer by layer,
they argued that the VS phase observed by the present
authors m ay be an artifact ofa nite system size, and
that this region m ay be incluided In the BrG phase in
the them odynam ic lin it. However, their argum ent in
the Comment isnot justi ed su ciently by the provided
num erical data for the follow Ing reasons.

First, they observed strong hysteresis behavior by
sweeping the pinning strength of point defects 1n the
V S region, and took this behavior as the evidence for a
w ide coexistence region ofthe rst-orderm elting of the
Bragg glass. However, this behavior can altematively
be interpreted asm erging of the consequent VLV S and
VSB1rG rstorder phase transitions due to a am all sys—
tem size. The two-step behavior in the hysteresis curve
of the peak value of the structure factor in Fig. 1 o) of
Ref. i}:] Jooks consistent w ith the Jatterpicture. It should
also be pointed out that the hysteresis behavior m ay be
enhanced by their -sweeping procedure. Since the an—
nealing process is not included in this procedure in spite
of possble drastic changes of the con gurations of ux
lines caused by varying , M onte Carlo steps necessary
for equilbration in this procedure m ay be much larger
than those In the tem perature swesping adopted In our
previous article i'gf].

Second, they argued that the energy lossdue to am is—
match in di erent layers is proportionalto 312 w ith the
transverse system size L . T his scaling argum ent is based
on the assum ption that the m igm atch characterized by
the change of peak positions of B ragg peaks occurs as
abruptly as a dom ain wall of the Ising model. How-
ever, the m ism atches displayed in F ig. 2 of Ref. ] relax
across a num ber of layers. W hen the relaxation takes
place across L, layers, the energy loss is proportionalto
J,L?%=L, . T is natural to expect that L, depends on
the thickness of the system L,. Provided L, is propor—

tionalto L, L, the energy loss caused by a m ign atch
is proportionalto J,L, Instead of J,L.2. T hen, their con—
clusion should be changed com pletely i_f;]. In order to
address the issue su ciently, one should vary the sys-
tem size and check the size dependence of the relaxation
betw een m ism atches and the num ber ofm ism atches.

O n the other hand, we have to say that our previous
study 'E:] cannot com pletely exclide the possibility that
the \ rmstorder VL-VS phase boundary" m ay actually
be the m elting line ofthe ngerdike wiggled BrG region
stretching Into the VL phase f@']. Such a narrow B1G
region (see Fig.1 of Ref. f]) m ay be weakened by ther—
mal uctuationsand the Inverse-m elting behaviorm ay be
masked by nie=size e ects in num erical sin ulations or
by som e experin ental conditions. Even if it is the case,
the shape of the vortex phase diagram is qualitatively
di erent from that cbtained by O lsson and Teitelif].

W e also notice that the vortex phase diagram including
theV S phassasRef. Eﬁf]wasa]so reported naYBCO thin

In i8], and that there exist several theoretical studies
i, 10, 11, 113] consistent w ith our num erical results.

In summ ary, the scaling argum ent which plays a key
role In the preceding Com m ent cannotbe su  ciently jis-
ti ed by the provided num erical data. Their data are
Indeed consistent w ith our previous article.
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