
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
41

26
07

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
up

r-
co

n]
  2

2 
D

ec
 2

00
4

1

N onom ura and H u R eply:In thepreceding com m ent

[1],O lssonand Teitelquestioned thepossiblevortexslush

(VS)phasein thefrustrated XY m odelwith pointdefects

reported by the presentauthors[2]. The VS phase was

originally proposed in orderto explain an experim entof

irradiated YBa2Cu3O 7� � (YBCO ) [3]. This phase was

also observed in an optim ally-doped pristine YBCO [4],

wheretheVS phaselocatesabovetheBragg glass(BrG )

phasein theH -T phasediagram .In M onteCarlosim ula-

tionsofthe frustrated XY m odelby the presentauthors

[2],a� rst-ordertransition wasobserved between thevor-

tex liquid (VL)and VS phasesup to a certain density of

pointdefects.Thestructurefactorin theVS phaseshows

obscure Bragg peaks,which wasinterpreted asa short-

rangeorderin theabplane.In com parison with theBrG

phase for lower density ofpoint defects,the VS phase

showsm uch largerdensity ofdislocationsin theabplane

and the vanishing helicity m odulusalong the z axis.

O lsson and Teitelsim ulated the sam e m odelfor the

sam e param eterization as used in Ref.[2]. O n the ba-

sis ofthe structure factors observed in layer by layer,

they argued thatthe VS phase observed by the present

authors m ay be an artifact ofa � nite system size,and

that this region m ay be included in the BrG phase in

the therm odynam ic lim it. However,their argum ent in

theCom m entisnotjusti� ed su� ciently by theprovided

num ericaldata forthe following reasons.

First, they observed strong hysteresis behavior by

sweeping the pinning strength ofpoint defects � in the

VS region,and took thisbehaviorasthe evidence fora

wide coexistence region ofthe � rst-orderm elting ofthe

Bragg glass. However,this behavior can alternatively

be interpreted asm erging ofthe consequentVL-VS and

VS-BrG � rst-orderphase transitionsdue to a sm allsys-

tem size. The two-step behaviorin the hysteresiscurve

ofthe peak value ofthe structure factorin Fig.1(b)of

Ref.[1]looksconsistentwith thelatterpicture.Itshould

also be pointed outthatthe hysteresisbehaviorm ay be

enhanced by their �-sweeping procedure. Since the an-

nealing processisnotincluded in thisprocedurein spite

ofpossible drastic changes ofthe con� gurations of ux

lines caused by varying �,M onte Carlo steps necessary

for equilibration in this procedure m ay be m uch larger

than those in the tem perature sweeping adopted in our

previousarticle[2].

Second,they argued thattheenergy lossdueto a m is-

m atch in di� erentlayersisproportionalto JzL
2 with the

transversesystem sizeL.Thisscaling argum entisbased

on the assum ption that the m ism atch characterized by

the change ofpeak positions ofBragg peaks occurs as

abruptly as a dom ain wallof the Ising m odel. How-

ever,the m ism atchesdisplayed in Fig.2 ofRef.[1]relax

across a num ber oflayers. W hen the relaxation takes

placeacrossLw layers,theenergy lossisproportionalto

JzL
2
=Lw . It is naturalto expect that Lw depends on

the thicknessofthe system Lz. Provided Lw ispropor-

tionalto Lz � L,the energy losscaused by a m ism atch

isproportionalto JzL,instead ofJzL
2.Then,theircon-

clusion should be changed com pletely [5]. In order to

address the issue su� ciently,one should vary the sys-

tem sizeand check thesizedependenceoftherelaxation

between m ism atchesand the num berofm ism atches.

O n the otherhand,we have to say thatourprevious

study [2]cannotcom pletely exclude the possibility that

the \� rst-order VL-VS phase boundary" m ay actually

be the m elting line ofthe � nger-likewiggled BrG region

stretching into the VL phase [6]. Such a narrow BrG

region (see Fig.1 ofRef.[6])m ay be weakened by ther-

m al uctuationsand theinverse-m eltingbehaviorm aybe

m asked by � nite-size e� ectsin num ericalsim ulationsor

by som e experim entalconditions. Even ifitisthe case,

the shape ofthe vortex phase diagram is qualitatively

di� erentfrom thatobtained by O lsson and Teitel[7].

W ealsonoticethatthevortexphasediagram including

theVS phaseasRef.[4]wasalsoreportedin aYBCO thin

� lm [8],and that there exist severaltheoreticalstudies

[9,10,11,12]consistentwith ournum ericalresults.

In sum m ary,the scaling argum entwhich plays a key

rolein theprecedingCom m entcannotbesu� ciently jus-

ti� ed by the provided num ericaldata. Their data are

indeed consistentwith ourpreviousarticle.
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