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Abstract

W eanalyzehow therangeofdisordera�ectsthelocalization propertiesofquasiparticlesin atwo-

dim ensionald-wavesuperconductorwithin thestandard non-linear�-m odelapproach todisordered

system s. W e show that for purely long-range disorder,which only induces intra-node scattering

processes,theapproach isfreefrom theam biguitieswhich often besetthedisordered Dirac-ferm ion

theories,and gives rise to a W ess-Zum ino-Novikov-W itten action leading to vanishing density of

statesand �niteconductivities.W ealso study thecrossoverinduced by internodescattering dueto

a shortrangecom ponentofthedisorder,thusproviding a coherentnon-linear�-m odeldescription

in agreem entwith allthevarious�ndingsofdi�erentapproaches.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thelow-tem peraturequasiparticletransportin two-dim ensionald-wavesuperconductors

likecupratesisa fascinating issuedueto thepresenceoffournodesin theenergy spectrum

ofthe Bogoliubov quasiparticles,around which the low-lying excitationshave a Dirac-like

dispersion. W ithin the self-consistent Coherent-Phase-Approxim ation in the lim itofweak

disorder,spin and therm alconductivities are found to be related by a W iedem ann-Franz

law and toacquireuniversalvalueswhich donotdepend on thedisorderstrength.1 Inclusion

ofquantum interference in the fram ework ofthe standard non-linear�-m odelapproach to

disordered system s2,3 leadsto a variety ofuniversality classes4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11.In the \generic"

case ofshort-ranged non m agnetic im puritiesfulllocalization ofBogoliubov quasiparticles

ispredicted.5

Nevertheless,with the only exceptions ofYBCO(124)12 and Pr2� xCexCuO 4
13,experi-

m ents in cuprates m aterials like YBCO(123)14,15,16,BSCCO(2212)15 and LSCO 17 do not

show any evidence ofstrong oreven weak localization in the superconducting phase down

to 0.1 Kelvin.Variousphysicale� ectsm ay beinvoked to explain thedisagreem entbetween

theory and experim ents.

For instance one m ay argue that the origin ofthe discrepancy are spin- ip scattering

events,even though the system s are nom inally free from m agnetic im purities. Indeed,in

the presence ofspin- ips,the non-linear �-m odelpredicts that quantum interference has

a delocalizing e� ect9. Alternatively,or in addition,strong dephasing processes m ight set

thetem peraturescalefortheonsetoflocalization e� ectsbelow theexperim entally accessed

region.Thisquestion hasnotbeen settled yet18.Residualinteractionsam ongquasiparticles

can also favordelocalization9,11,even though,in theweak disorderlim it,they areexpected

tobelesse� ectivesincetheircoupling isproportionaltothedensity ofstateswhich,already

in theBorn approxim ation,isvery sm all.

Anotherpossibleexplanation invokestherangeoftheim purity potential.In thecaseof

purely long rangedisorder,forward processesdom inateand scattering occursm ainly within

each node.In theextrem ecaseofintra-nodescattering only,ithasbeen shown19,20 thatthe

density ofstatesbehavesquitedi� erently from theisotropic-scattering case.In addition the

eigenstateshavebeen argued20 to bedelocalized,unlike forshort-rangeim purity potential.

Even though realdisorderwillalwayshavean isotropiccom ponentwhich providesscattering
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am ongallfournodes,and eventually drivethesystem tolocalization,onem ightarguethata

largevalueoftheintranodewith respecttotheinternodescatteringcould lowerthecrossover

tem peraturefortheappearanceoflocalization precursore� ects.A sizeableam ountoflong

range disorderhasbeen indeed argued to be presentin cuprateson the basisofSTM and

m icrowaveconductivityexperim ents21.Thisisnotsurprisingsincesuperconductingcuprates

areintrinsically disordered by theout-of-planechargedopantswhich m ainly providea long-

range disordered potential. Furtherdoping with iso-valentim puritieswhich substitute in-

planeCu-ionsonly addsa short-rangecom ponenton top ofthepre-existing long-rangetail

ofthedisordered potential.

The results in the presence of purely intra-node im purity scattering have been

obtained19,20 within anapproach which isconceptuallydi� erentfrom thestandard non-linear

�-m odelapproach to disordered system s. The latterstartsfrom the Born approxim ation,

i.e.from im purity-dam ped quasiparticles,and treatsperturbatively whatisbeyond that,i.e.

quantum interferencee� ectson thedi� usivem otion.On thecontrary,thealternativem eth-

odsused in Refs.[19,20]do notrely on theBorn approxim ation butjustm ap theaction of

ballistic nodal-quasiparticlesin thepresence ofdisorderonto theaction ofone-dim ensional

(1d)ferm ionsin thepresenceofan interaction,which isgenerated by thedisorderaverage.

W ithin them apping,oneofthetwo spatialdim ensionstransform sinto thetim ecoordinate

ofthe 1d m odelwhile the other into the 1d spatialcoordinate. The � nalm odelis then

analyzed by abelian and non-abelian bosonization. The outcom e ofthis analysis is that

forpurely intra-nodeorinter-opposite-nodedisorder,whereessentially exactresultscan be

obtained19,20,thedensity ofstatesispower-law vanishing atthechem icalpotentialwith an

exponentwhich isdisorder-dependentin theform ercaseand universalin thelatter.In both

casesthe resultssuggestthata di� usive quasiparticle m otion neversetsin,nam ely quasi-

particlesm ove ballistically down to zero energy. W hen the disorderalso couples adjacent

nodes,strong coupling argum entsareinvoked20 which predictlocalization ofquasiparticles

and linearly vanishing density ofstates. Yet,even thiscase seem sto suggesta scenario in

which quasiparticle m otion from ballistic turnsdirectly into localized withoutcrossing any

interm ediatedi� usive regim e.

The standard non-linear�-m odelapproach appliesthe replica trick to average overdis-

orderfrom the outset. The resulting ferm ion interaction isthen decoupled by introducing

Q-m atrix � elds in term s ofwhich an e� ective action is derived after integrating out the
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ferm ions.Thesaddlepointsolution isjusttheBorn approxim ation,which provides,in the

case ofnodalBogoliubov quasiparticles,a � nite density ofstates hence a � nite dam ping.

Finally,long-wavelength transverse  uctuationsare taken with respectto the saddle point

leading to a non-linear �-m odelaction for the Q-m atrix � elds. However,unlike in con-

ventionaldisordered system s,in thisparticularcase an additionalterm m ay appearin the

non-linear�-m odelaction,nam ely a so-called W ezz-Zum ino-Novikov-W itten (W ZW )term .

Itwasactually argued7,20,22 thattwo oppositenodessharethesam eW ZW term ,whiletwo

adjacentoneshave opposite W ZW term s. Asa consequence,when the two pairsofoppo-

site nodesare uncoupled by disorderthe W ZW term ise� ective and the �-function ofthe

spin-conductance owstowardsan interm ediate-coupling � xed point,signalingadelocalized

behavior. On the contrary,when disordercouplesallnodestogether,the two W ZW term s

cancelexactly and the non-linear�-m odelhasno m ore protection against owing towards

a zero-conductance strong coupling regim e characterized by a linearly vanishing density of

states6.

From the above discussion one m ight be lead to conclude that the agreem ent between

theconclusionsdrawn with eitherm ethodsism erely an accidentwhich doesnotjustify per

se the conventionalnon-linear �-m odelapproach when dealing with Dirac ferm ions. The

m ain objection againsttheconventionalnon-linear�-m odelisthatitisnotappropriateto

startfrom a sym m etry breaking saddle-pointsolution,associated to a m ean-� eld-like � nite

density ofstates,when theoutcom eofincluding uctuationsisavanishingdensity ofstates.

Putin a di� erent language,itishard to believe in a m ethod which startsby assum ing a

di� usive behaviorifatthe end itisdiscovered thata di� usive regim e neverappears. This

criticism could invalidate also the results obtained with isotropic scattering,even though

in thiscase the dim ensionless coupling ofthe non-linear�-m odelcan be m ade sm all23 by

assum ing a largeanisotropy oftheDiracdispersion (i.e.thevelocitiesalong and orthogonal

to theFerm isurface).A related objection thatcan beraised isthatthenon-linear�-m odel

approach todisordered system siscom m onlybelieved tobevalid forlength scaleslongerthan

them ean freepath and energy scalessm allerthan theinverse relaxation tim e1=�.On the

contrary,thesolution oftheintra-nodescatteringproblem dem onstratesthatdisorderstarts

to a� ectforinstance the density ofstatesatenergies ofthe orderofthe superconducting

gap,hence m uch biggerthan 1=�,nam ely in the regim e when quasiparticle m otion should
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bestillballistic.

Itisthe scope ofthe presentwork to clearup these inconsistenciesofthe non-linear�-

m odelapproach to disordered d-wavesupercondutors.W ewilldem onstratethattheabove,

apparentlycontradicting,approachescanbeactuallyreconciled.Thisisofparticularinterest

sinceitprovidesfurthersupportto thestandard non-linear�-m odelapproach based on the

replica trick within the ferm ionic path-integralform alism ,which rem ainsso farone ofthe

few availabletoolsto dealwith disorderin genericsituationswith a Ferm isea ofinteracting

quasiparticles.Letusbrie y sum m arize ourm ain results.

First we are going to present a sim ple and straightforward way to extract the W ZW

term .Indeed itiswellknown how to derivetheW ZW term within � eld theoriesde� ned on

acontinuousspacewith Dirac-likedispersingparticles.Howeverin disordered latticem odels

theexistenceofsuch a term isnotatalla com m on situation.W ewillshow thattheW ZW

term em ergesquite naturally within the conventionalderivation ofthe non-linear�-m odel

for disordered system s as a consequence ofthe non-analyticalproperties ofthe spectrum

within the Brillouin zone. M ore speci� cally,the spin-currentdensity in m om entum space,

Jk,in a d-wave superconductorisa 2� 2 m atrix in the Nam bu spinorspace. The W ZW

term arisesjustbecause the vectorproductJk ^ Jk is� nite and actually givesa m easure

ofthevorticity around each node.In thepresence ofpurely intra-nodeim purity scattering

weobtain thesam eW ZW action ofthenon-abelian bosonization from the1d m apping19,20,

with howevertheinversem ean freepath asam om entum uppercut-o� instead oftheinverse

lattice spacing which is usualthe Ultra-Violet-regularizer ofthe 1d Dirac theory. In this

contextweelucidatetheroleoftheW ZW term in providing thecorrectscaling behaviorof

thedensity ofstatesdepending on theim purity-potentialrange.

Another issue we clarify is the relationship between the coupling constant ofthe non-

linear�-m odeland theactualspin-conductance.Thetwo quantitiesareknown to coincide

attheleveloftheBorn approxim ation.However,rigorously speaking,thespin-conductance

hasto becalculated through a Kuboform ula which involvesadvanced and retarded Green’s

functions. Since itm akesa di� erence whetherquasiparticlesare rightatthe nodalpoints,

with zero density ofstates,orslightly away from them ,in which case the density ofstates

is � nite,one m ight wander whether the two quantities,spin-conductance and non-linear

�-m odelcoupling,rem ain equaleven beyond theBorn approxim ation,especially in thecase

ofintra-nodeand inter-opposite-nodescattering.W ewillshow thatthisisactually thecase.
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Finally wewillshow thattherangeoftheim purity potentialcrucially a� ectstheenergy

scaleatwhich localization precursore� ectsstartsto appear.In particularwewillexplicitly

show that,keeping � xed the inverse relaxation tim e within the Born approxim ation,1=�0,

and increasing therelativeweightofthelong-rangewith respectto theshort-rangecom po-

nentsofthedisorder,leadsto strong reduction below 1=�0 oftheenergy scalefortheon-set

oflocalization.Thism ay provide a naturalexplanation to the partiallack ofexperim ental

evidencesofquasiparticle localization in superconducting cuprates.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section IIwe introduce the m odelwhich we re-

form ulatewithin theferm ionicpath-integralform alism using thereplica trick in Section III.

The globalsym m etriesofthe action arediscussed in Section IV.In Section V we startthe

derivation ofthe non-linear�-m odelwhich includestwo term s. The \conventional" one is

worked outin Section VI,and itsdrawbacksdiscussed in Section VII.The\unconventional"

W ZW term is derived in Section VIII and its consequences for intra-nodaldisorder are

discussed in Section IX.In Section X weanalysetheroleofinter-nodalscattering processes

and � nally Section XIisdevoted to theconcluding rem arks.

II. T H E M O D EL

The m odelwe study isdescribed by an Hartree-Fock Ham iltonian ford-wave supercon-

ductorsin thepresence ofdisorder

H =
X

k

 
y

k
[�k �3 + � k �1] k +

X

kq

V (q) 
y

k
�3 k+ q

�
X

k

 
y

k
H

(0)

k
 
k
+
X

kq

V (q) 
y

k
�3 k+ q: (1)

HereV (q)istheim purity potential, 
y

k
= (c

y

k";c� k#)theNam bu spinor,� k = � (coskxa�

coskya)=2 thesuperconducting gap with d-wavesym m etry and �k theband-dispersion m ea-

sured with respectto thechem icalpotential.ThePaulim atrices�i’s,i= 1;2;3,acton the

Nam bu spinorcom ponents.Thespectrum oftheBogolubov quasiparticlesisgiven by

E k =

q

�2
k
+ � 2

k
; (2)

and shows four nodalpoints at k1 = kF (1;1)=
p
2,k1 = � k1,k2 = kF (� 1;1)=

p
2 and

k2 = � k2,kF beingtheFerm im om entum alongthediagonalsoftheBrillouin zone.Around
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thenodesitisactually m oreconvenientto rotatetheaxesby 45 degreesthrough

k� =
1
p
2
(kx + ky); k� =

1
p
2
(ky � kx): (3)

In thenew reference fram e,k1 = kF (1;0)and k2 = kF (0;1).In whatfollowswede� ne

� � k � ka (4)

the m om entum deviation from any ofthe four nodalpoints ka,a = 1;1;2;2. For sm all

j�j� kF thespectrum around nodes1(1)and 2(2)is,respectively,

E k1+ � � E1� ’

q

v2
F
�2
�
+ v2

�
�2�; (5)

E k2+ � � E2� ’

q

v2
F
�2� + v2

�
�2
�
; (6)

thushaving a conicalDirac-likeform .HerevF = jr �kajand v� = jr � ka
j.

In thepresenceofdisorderthem otion ofthegaplessquasiparticlesm ay becom edi� usive

in the hydrodynam ic regim e. Howeverdi� usive propagatorsappearonly in those channels

which refer to conserved quantities. Hence, in superconductors, only therm aland spin

density  uctuationsm ightacquireadi� usivebehavior.Letusthereforebrie y discusssom e

properties ofthe spin current operator which are going to play an im portant role in our

analysis.

Thez-com ponentofthespin-currentoperatorin theNam bu representation satis� es

q �
X

k

 
y

k
Jk(q) k+ q =

X

k

 
y

k

h

H
(0)

k+ q
� H

(0)

k

i

 
k+ q

; (7)

hence,forq ! 0,

Jk(q)! Jk � r �k �3 + r � k �1: (8)

SincethePaulim atricesanticom m ute,thefollowingvectorproductturnsouttobenon-zero

Jk ^ Jk = 2i�2r �k ^ r � k: (9)

The vectorproduct(9)actually probesthe vorticity ofthe spectrum in m om entum space;

nodes\1" and \1" havethesam evorticity,Jk ^ Jk ! 2i�2vF v� ,aswellasnodes\2" and

\2",although oppositeofnode\1",Jk ^ Jk ! � 2i�2vF v� .W earegoingtoshow thatthis

property iscrucialto uncoverthephysicalbehaviorin thepresence ofdisorder.
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III. PAT H IN T EG R A L FO R M U LAT IO N

Toanalyzethee� ectofdisorderin thism odel,wearegoingtousea replica trick m ethod

withintheferm ionicpath-integralapproach.Forthatweassociatetoeachferm ionicoperator

Grassm ann variablesthrough

c
y

k�
! ck�; c

k�
! ck�:

Notice that,unlike the originalferm ionic operators,ck� and ck� areindependentvariables.

Afterintroducing theNam bu spinors

 nk = (ck"(i!n);ck#(� i!n));  nk =

0

@
ck"(i!n)

ck#(� i!n)

1

A ;

where ck�(i!n) and ck�(i!n) are the Grassm ann variables in M atsubara frequencies, the

path-integralaction withoutdisorderreads

S0 =
X

n

X

k

 nk [�k �3 + � k �1 � i!n] nk: (10)

Thedisorderintroducestheadditionalterm

Sim p =
X

n

X

kq

V (q) nk �3 nk+ q: (11)

Since nk and  nk areindependentvariables,theglobaltransform ation

 nk ! ei��2  nk;  nk !  nk e
i��2; (12)

becom esallowed within the path-integraland isindeed a sym m etry transform ation ofthe

fullaction S = S0 + Sim p when !n = 0.A � nitefrequency,!n 6= 0,spoilsthissym m etry.If,

in addition,the disorderislong range,nam ely itdoesnotinduce inter-node scatterings,it

ispossibleto de� nefourindependentsym m etry transform ationsoftheabovekind,onefor

each node.Thistypeofchiralsym m etry playsa crucialroleforlong rangedisorder,aswas

� rstem phasized in Ref.[19].

W e notice that the disorder does not induce any m ixing between di� erent M atsubara

frequencies,so thattheaction decouplesinto separatepieces,each onereferring to a pairof

opposite M atsubara frequencies,� !n,which are coupled togetherby the superconducting

term . Forthis reason we willjust consider one ofthese pairs,with frequencies which we

denote by � !, discarding allthe others. This is enough to extract inform ation about
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the quasiparticle density ofstates (DOS) at given frequency as wellas about transport

coe� cients.

In orderto derive a long-wavelength e� ective action,we resortto the replica-trick tech-

nique,hencewe� rstintroduceN replicasoftheGrassm an variables,ck�(� i!)! cak�(� i!)

and ck�(� i!)! cak�(� i!),with a = 1;:::;N .Atthe end we shallsend N ! 0.Nextwe

de� nethecolum n vectorsck and ck,with 4N elem ents(N replicas,2spinsand 2frequencies)

cak�(� i!)and cak�(� i!),respectively.Finally weintroducenew Nam bu spinorsthrough3

	 k =
1
p
2

0

@
c� k

i�2ck

1

A ;

aswellas

	 k = 	 t
� k c

t
;

with thechargeconjugacy operatorde� ned by3

c= i�2�1:

Here the Paulim atrices �1,�2 and �3 act on the spin com ponents ofthe colum n vectors

ck and ck,while �1,�2 and �3 acton the Nam bu com ponents(the diagonalelem ents refer

to the particle-hole channels and the o� -diagonalones to the particle-particle channels).

For later convenience, we also introduce the Paulim atrices s1,s2 and s3,which act on

the opposite frequency partners,as wellas the identity m atrices in the spin,Nam bu and

frequency subspaces,�0,�0 and s0,respectively.

By m eansoftheabovede� nitions,theclean action can bewritten as

S0 =
X

k

	 k [�k + i� k �2s1 � i! s3]	 k: (13)

Since we are interested in the low-energy long-wavelength behavior,we shallfocusourat-

tention only in sm allareasaround each ofthe fournodalpoints. In the rotated reference

fram e(3),thenodeslieatk1 = kF (1;0),k1 = � k1,k2 = kF (0;1)and k2 = � k2.Using the

de� nition (4)forthesm allm om entum deviationsaway from thenodalpoints,weintroduce

new Grassm ann variablesde� ned around each nodethrough

ca;� � cka+ �; ca;� � cka+ �;

9



a = 1;1;2;2,aswellasthecorresponding Nam bu spinors

	 1� =

0

@
c1;� �

i�2c1;�

1

A ;	 1� =

0

@
c1;� �

i�2c1;�

1

A ;	 2� =

0

@
c2;� �

i�2c2;�

1

A ;	 2� =

0

@
c2;� �

i�2c2;�

1

A : (14)

Onenoticesthatfora = 1;2

	 a� =
1
p
2
(� ca;� �;� ica;� �2)= 	 t

a� � c
t
;

	 a� =
1
p
2
(� ca;� �;� ica;��2)= 	 t

a� � c
t
:

Thenon-disordered action expanded around thenodesreads

S0 =
X

�

	 1� [vF �� + iv� �� �2s1]	 1� � 	 1�[vF �� + iv� �� �2s1]	 1k

+ 	 2� [vF �� + iv� ���2s1]	 2� � 	 2�[vF �� + iv� ���2s1]	 2k

� i!
X

i= 1;1;2;2

	 i� s3	 i�:

W e� nd usefulto de� nenew spinorswith com ponentsin each ofthenodesthrough

	 � =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

	 1�

	 2�

	 1�

	 2�

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

;

so that

	 � =
�
	 t

1� �
;	 t

2� �
;	 t

1� �;	
t
2� �

�
c
t = 	 t

� � 1c
t
;

wherethePaulim atrices’sacton the\m "and \m "subspace,nam elyconnecttwoopposite

nodes.Thisnaturally leadsto a new chargeconjugacy de� ned through

C = c1 = i�2�11: (15)

In what follows we denote as pair 1 the two opposite nodes \1" and \1",and as pair 2

the othertwo nodes,\2" and \2".Consequently we need to introduce also m atricesin the

two-pairsubspace,1 and 2,nam ely connecting adjacentnodes,which wewilldenoteas�0,

theidentity,�1,�2 and �3,thethreePaulim atrices.
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Theclean action readsnow

S0 =
X

�

	 � 3
1

2
(�� + ��)[vF + iv� �2s1]	 �

+ 	 � 3�3
1

2
(�� � ��)[vF � iv� �2s1]	 � � i!

X

�

	 � s3	 � (16)

�
X

�

	 � [H 0(�)� i! s3]	 � (17)

W enoticethatwithin thispath-integralform ulation,thefourindependentchiralsym m etry

transform ationsoftheform (12)translateinto

	 ! T 	 ; 	 ! 	 CTtCt;

with T given by any ofthefollowing expressions

T = ei� �2 s1 0 �0 �� u; (18)

T = ei� �2 s1 3 �0; (19)

T = ei� �2 s1 0 �3 �� u; (20)

T = ei� �2 s1 3 �3; (21)

where� isa phasefactorand u an arbitrary unitvector.

W e assum e that the scattering potential V (q) = V (� q)� induced by disorder has

independent com ponents which act inside each node, V (q) � U0(q), between opposite

nodes, V (q + 2k1) � U1(q) and V (q + 2k2) � U2(q), and between adjacent nodes,

V (q + k1 � k2) � U12(q) and V (q + k1 + k2) � U12(q),so that the im purity contribu-

tion to theaction is

Sim p =
X

�;q

U0(q)	 � 	 �+ q

+
X

�;q

U1(q)	 1� 	 1�+ q + U1(q)
� 	 1�+ q	 1�

+
X

�;q

U2(q)	 2� 	 2�+ q + U2(q)
� 	 2�+ q	 2�

+
X

�;q

U12(q)
�
	1� 	 2�+ q + 	 2� 	 1�+ q

�
+ U12(q)

�
�
	2�+ q 	 1� + 	 1�+ q	 2�

�

+
X

�;q

U12(q)
�
	1� 	 2�+ q + 	 2� 	 1�+ q

�
+ U12(q)

�
�
	 2�+ q	 1� + 	 1�+ q	 2�

�
:

(22)
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Apartfrom the � rstterm in the righthand side of(22),we have forconvenience keptthe

nodelabels.Sincethefollowing relationshold:

X

�

	 2� 	 1�+ q =
X

�

	 t
2� � c

t
c
t	

t

1� �� q =
X

�

	 1� 	 2�+ q;

X

�

	 2� 	 1�+ q =
X

�

	 t

2� �
c
t
c
t	

t

1� �� q =
X

�

	 1� 	 2�+ q:

wecan rewrite(22)in thefollowing way:

Sim p =
X

�;q

U0(q)	 � 	 �+ q

+
X

�;q

U1(q)	 1� 	 1�+ q + U1(q)
� 	 1�+ q	 1�

+
X

�;q

U2(q)	 2� 	 2�+ q + U2(q)
� 	 2�+ q	 2�

+2
X

�;q

U12(q)	 1� 	 2�+ q + U12(q)
� 	 2�+ q 	 1�

+2
X

�;q

U12(q)	 1� 	 2�+ q + U12(q)
� 	 2�+ q	 1�: (23)

Finally we go back in realspace,which now corresponds to the low-energy continuum

lim itoftheoriginallatticem odel,and obtain theclean action

S0 =

Z

dr	 (r)
1

2
3 (� i@� � i@�)[vF + iv� �2s1]	 (r)

+

Z

dr	 (r)
1

2
3�3 (� i@� + i@�)[vF � iv� �2s1]	 (r)

� i!

Z

dr	 (r)s3	 (r)�

Z

dr	 (r)[H 0(r)� i! s3]	 (r); (24)

and theim purity term

Sim p =

Z

drU0(r)	 (r)	 (r)

+U1(r)	 1(r)	 1(r)+ U1(r)
� 	 1(r)	 1(r)

+U2(r)	 2(r)	 2(r)+ U2(r)
� 	 2(r)	 2(r)

+2U12(r)	 1(r)	 2(r)+ 2U12(r)
� 	 2(r)	 1(r)

+2U12(r)	 1(r)	 2(r)+ 2U12(r)
� 	 2(r)	 1(r): (25)
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Paulim atrices subspaceofaction

�0;�1;�2;�3 spin com ponents

�0;�1;�2;�3 Nam bu com ponents

s0;s1;s2;s3 opposite frequency partners

0;1;2;3 opposite nodalpoints

�0;�1;�2;�3 thetwo pairsofopposite nodes

TABLE I:Thevarioustwo-com ponentssubspacesin which each setofPaulim atricesact

W efurtherassum ethatthedisorderis�-likecorrelated with

hU0(r)i= 0; hU0(r)U0(r
0)i= u2� (r � r0);

hU1(r)i= 0; hU1(r)U1(r
0)�i= 2v2� (r � r0);

hU2(r)i= 0; hU2(r)U2(r
0)�i= 2v2� (r � r0);

hU12(r)i= 0;hU12(r)U12(r
0)�i= 2w 2� (r � r0);

hU12(r)i= 0;hU12(r)U12(r
0)�i= 2w 2� (r � r0):

(26)

W e conclude by noticing that (i) ifonly u 6= 0 alltransform ations (18){(21)leave the

action invariant;(ii)ifu 6= 0 and v 6= 0 only (18)and (20)areallowed;(iii)� nally ifu 6= 0,

v 6= 0 and w 6= 0 only (18)rem ains.

IV . SY M M ET RY P R O P ERT IES

Since we have been obliged to introduce so m any Paulim atrices,including the identity

denoted asthezeroth Paulim atrix,forsakeofclarity wepreferto startthisSection by � rst

sum m arizing in TableIthesubspacesin which any ofthem act.

Now,letusuncoverallglobalsym m etry transform ations. W e startassum ing thatonly

intra-nodedisorderispresent,nam ely U0 6= 0 butU1 = U2 = U12 = U12 = 0.

Ifthe frequency iszero,the action S0 + Sim p isinvariantunderunitary globaltransfor-

13



m ationsT such that

CtTtC3T = 3;

CtTtC3�2s1T = 3�2s1;

CtTtC3�3T = 3�3;

CtTtC3�3�2s1T = 3�3�2s1;

CtTtCT = 1:

They im ply that

CtTtC = T
� 1
; (27)

aswellasthat

[T;3]= 0; [T;�3]= 0; [T;�2s1]= 0: (28)

W eparam etrizeT as

T =
1

2
(T1 + T2)�0 +

1

2
(T1 � T2)�3; (29)

where the su� x \1" refers to the pair 1 (opposite nodes 1 and 1) and \2" to the pair 2

(opposite nodes2 and 2). The sym m etry m odesforpair1 and 2 can be param etrized by

the16N � 16N unitary operators

T1(2) =
1

2
(0 + 3)V1(2)+

1

2
(0 � 3)V1(2) �

0

@
V1(2) 0

0 V1(2)

1

A ;

wheretheV ’sare8N � 8N unitary m atrices.Becauseof(27)weget

CtTt
1(2)C = T

� 1

1(2)
= T

y

1(2)
;

and V1(2) and V1(2) areactually notindependentas

c
t
V
t
1(2)c= V

y

1(2)
: (30)

Therefore

T1(2) =

0

@
V1(2) 0

0 ct
�

V
y

1(2)

�t
c

1

A ;

is indeed param etrized by a single 8N � 8N unitary m atrix V1(2). Since the two pairs of

nodesbehave sim ilarly,in whatfollowswe drop thesu� ces1 and 2.According to (28)we

stillneed to im posethat

[V;�2s1]= 0: (31)

14



To thispurposeletusintroducethefollowing unitary operation

U =

�
1

2
(�0 + �2)�

1

2
(�0 � �2)s3

�

e� i
�

4
s2: (32)

which transform s

	 ! U 	 ; 	 ! 	tU t
c
t= 	 t

c
t
U
y = 	 U

y
;

so thatforany operatorO

	 O 	 ! 	 U
yO U 	 :

Onereadily showsthat

U
y
�2s1U = s3; U

y
s3U = � s1; (33)

hence(31)transform sinto

[V;s3]= 0; (34)

which isful� lled by thegeneralexpression

V =
1

2
(A + B )s0 +

1

2
(A � B )s3; (35)

with A and B being independent4N � 4N unitary m atrices. Therefore the originalsym -

m etry turns out to be U(4N )� U(4N ) for pair 1, and analogously for pair 2, in total

U(4N )� U(4N )� U(4N )� U(4N ).

W e notice that,in the presence ofa � nite frequency,! 6= 0,we shallfurther im pose

through (33)that

[V;s1]= 0;

which issatis� ed by

V = C s0;

with C belonging to U(4N ).Therefore the sym m etry islowered by the frequency down to

U(4N )forthepair1 tim esU(4N )forthepair2.

W ithin thenon-linear�-m odelapproach todisordered system s,thefrequency playsactu-

ally theroleofa sym m etry-breaking � eld.Thisleadsto theidenti� cation ofthetransverse

m odesV ? asthosesatisfying

s1V
?
s1 =

�
V
?
�� 1

=
�
V
?
�y
;

15



im plying A = B y in Eq.(35)so thatwecan write

V
? =

1

2

hp
G +

p
G y

i

s0 +
1

2

hp
G �

p
G y

i

s3; (36)

whereG belongstoU(4N ).In otherwordsthecosetspacespanned by thetransversem odes

isstillagroup,nam ely U(4N ).ItisconvenienttofactorizeoutofG theabelian com ponent.

Forthatwewrite

G = e
i
p

�

N
�
g; (37)

where � is a scalar and g belongs to SU(4N ). The form s (36) and (37) willbe usefulin

the following to express the non-linear �-m odeldirectly in term s ofg and �. After the

transform ation (32)from Eq.(30)we� nd that

V
?

1(2)
=

h

�1�2
�
V
?
1(2)

�y
�1�2

it
=
�
�1�2s1V

?
1(2)s1�1�2

�t
; (38)

which leadsto

�1(2) = � �1(2); g1(2) = �1�2

�

g
y

1(2)

�t
�2�1: (39)

Letusconcludeby showing whatwould changeform oregeneraldisorderpotential.First

let us consider the case in which the disorder also contains term s which couple opposite

nodes,i.e. U1 6= 0 and U2 6= 0. In this case the 3-m odes are not anym ore allowed by

sym m etry,so wehaveto im posethatV1(2) = V1(2),nam ely,through (39),that�1(2) = 0 and

g
y

1(2)
= g

� 1

1(2)
= �1�2g

t
1(2)�2�1: (40)

The coset becom es now the group Sp(2N ) of unitary-sym plectic m atrices (also called

USp(4N ))forpair1 and analogously forpair2,i.e.Sp(2N )� Sp(2N ).

Finally,ifalso scattering between adjacentnodesisallowed,U12 6= 0 and U12 6= 0,then

also the �3 m odes do notleave the action invariant. In this case we have to im pose that

V ?
1 = V ?

2 ,so thatthecosetspaceisthegroup Sp(2N ).

V . T H E N O N -LIN EA R �-M O D EL

In whatfollowswebegin analyzing justthecasein which thedisorderonly inducesintra-

nodescattering processes.Attheend wewillreturn back to them ostgeneralcase.W ithin
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thereplica trick,we can averagetheaction overthedisorderprobability distribution,after

which (25)with v = w = 0 [seeEq.(26)]transform sinto

Sim p = �
u2

2

Z

dr
�
	 (r)	 (r)

�2
: (41)

W ede� ne32N � 32N m atricesX (r)by

X (r)� 	 (r)	 (r);

so that(41)can bealso written as

Sim p =
u2

2

Z

drTr(X (r)X (r)): (42)

By m eansofan Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation onecan show that

exp

�

�
u2

2

Z

drTr(X (r)X (r))

�

=

Z

D Q(r)exp

�

�

Z

dr
1

2u2
Tr
�
Q(r)2

�
� iTr[Q(r)X (r)]

�

;

(43)

with Q(r)being herm itian 32N � 32N auxiliary m atrix � elds.

In conclusion thefullaction,(24)plus(43),becom es

S =
1

2u2

Z

drTr
�
Q(r)2

�

+

Z

dr	 (r)[H 0(r)� iQ(r)� i! s3]	 (r): (44)

Oneobtainsthee� ective action which describestheauxiliary � eld Q(r)by integrating out

theGrassm ann variables,thusgetting

S [Q]=
1

2u2

Z

drTr
�
Q(r)2

�
�

1

2
Trln [iQ + i! s3 � H0]: (45)

W e further proceed in the derivation ofa long-wavelength e� ective action for Q(r)by

following theconventionalapproach.Firstofallwecalculatethesaddlepointexpression of

Q(r),which wedenoteby Q 0s3,assum ing itisuniform ,in thepresence ofan in� nitesim al

sym m etry breaking term ! s3. Then we neglectlongitudinal uctuationsand param etrize

theactualQ(r)by

Q(r)’ T(r)� 1 Q 0s3T(r)=
1

2
(�0 + �3)Q 1(r)+

1

2
(�0 � �3)Q 2(r); (46)

wherethrough (29)Q ab(r)= �abQ a(r)with

Q a(r)= Ta(r)
� 1

Q 0s3Ta(r)= Q 0s3Ta(r)
2 = Ta(r)

� 2
Q 0s3; (47)

17



being theauxiliary � eld in thepairsubspacea;b= 1;2.Noticethat,even though them ost

generalQ(r)would couple thenodestogether,nam ely would include o� -diagonalelem ents

Q 12(r),(46)doesnotcontain any m ixing term . Thissim ply re ects thatthe o� -diagonal

com ponentsarenotdi� usive,hencem assive.

In order to derive the long-wavelength action we � nd it convenient to decom pose the

action into therealpart

SN L�M =
1

2u2

Z

drTr
�
Q(r)2

�

�
1

4
Trln [iQ + i! s3 � H0]�

1

4
Trln

h

� iQ � i! s3 � H
y

0

i

; (48)

which,asweshallsee,givestheconventionalnon-linear�-m odel,and theim aginary part

S� = �
1

4
Trln [iQ + i! s3 � H0]+

1

4
Trln

h

� iQ � i! s3 � H
y

0

i

; (49)

which wewillshow givesriseto a W ZW term .

V I. C O N V EN T IO N A L �-M O D EL

By m eansof(46),therealpartoftheaction,(48),can bewritten as

SN L�M =
V e�

2u2
32N Q

2

0 �
1

4
Trln

�
G� 1

�
; (50)

where Veff is the e� ective volum e corresponding to the long-wavelength theory (roughly

speaking Veff = V=4,since we have im plicitly folded the Brillouin zone into a single quad-

rant,in orderto m akeallnodescoincide),and

G� 1 = H 0H
y

0 + Q
2

0 + !
2 + ! (Q s3 + s3Q)+ iH 0Q � iQ H

y

0

� G� 10 � � ; (51)

where

G� 1
0 = H 0H

y

0 + Q
2

0 + !
2
;

� = � ! fQ;s3g� iH0Q + iQ H
y

0:

W enoticethats3H 0s3 = H
y

0;therefore

iH 0Q � iQ H
y

0 = iH 0Q s3s3 � iQ s3H 0s3 = i[H 0;Q s3]s3 = J � r Q;
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wherewem adeuseoftheequivalence Q s3 � T� 2 and oftheexpression ofthespin current

operatorin thelong wave-length lim it

J(r)= i[H 0(r);r]: (52)

Analogously onecan show that

iH 0Q � iQ H
y

0 = is3H
y

0s3Q � is3s3Q H
y

0 = � is3

h

s3Q;H
y

0

i

= r Q � J
y
;

so thattheself-energy operatorcan bewritten as

� = � ! fQ;s3g� J � r Q = � ! fQ;s3g� r Q � J
y
: (53)

W ethen expand theaction up to second orderin � and obtain

SN L�M =
V e�

2u2
32N Q

2

0 �
1

4
Trln

�
G� 1

�

=
V e�

2u2
32N Q

2

0 +
1

4
Trln[G0]�

1

4
Trln[1� G0� ]

=
V e�

2u2
32N Q

2

0 +
1

4
Trln[G0]+

1

4
Tr[G0� ]+

1

8
Tr[G0� G0� ]

=
V e�

2u2
32N Q

2

0 +
1

4
Trln[G0]�

!

2
Tr[Q s3G0]

+
!2

8
Tr[G0 fQ;s3g G0 fQ;s3g]+

1

8
Tr

h

G0 ~r Q � J
yG0J �~r Q

i

: (54)

Noticethatwehavearrived to SN L�M in term sof~r Q withoutpassing through a gauge

transform ation to carry out the gradient expansion so avoiding any problem related to a

propertreatm entoftheJacobian determ inant20.

A . Saddle point equation

In m om entum spaceone� ndsthat

H 0�H
y

0� =
1

2

�
�
2

� + �
2

�

� �
v
2

F + v
2

�

�
+ �3

1

2

�
�
2

� � �
2

�

� �
v
2

F � v
2

�

�

=
1

2

�
E
2

1� + E
2

2�

�
+ �3

1

2

�
E
2

1� � E
2

2�

�
;

whereE 1� isthespectrum ofquasiparticlesaround nodes\1" and \1",and analogously for

E 2�,see(5)and (6).Therefore

G0� =
1

2
[G1� + G2�]+ �3

1

2
[G1� � G2�];
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where

G1� =
1

E 2
1� + Q 2

0 + !2
; G2� =

1

E 2
2� + Q 2

0 + !2
;

so that

G2

0� =
1

2

�
G2

1� + G2

2�

�
+ �3

1

2

�
G2

1� � G22�
�

(55)

The saddle-pointequation isobtained by taking Q(r)= Q 0 and m inim izing the action,

which leadsto theself-consistency equation

Q 0

Q 0 + !
= u

2
1

V

X

k

1

E
2

k
+ (Q 0 + !)

2
; (56)

originally derived in Ref.[1].Thesolution ofthisequation,in thelim it! ! 0,reads

Q 0 = � exp

�

�
�vF v�

2u2

�

;

where� isan ultravioletcut-o� which isroughly theenergy scaleabovewhich thespectrum

deviatesappreciably from a linearone,in otherwords� ’ � .W enoticethatin thegeneric

case with � nite inter-nodalscattering,nam ely with non zero v2 and w 2,the saddle point

equation rem ainsthesam eapartform u2 ! u2 + 2w 2 + v2.

The quasiparticle density ofstates N (�),after the analytic continuation ofi! to the

positiverealaxis,i! ! � > 0,turnsoutto be,forsm all�,

N (�)=
2

�2vF v�

2

4Q 0 ln
�

q

�2 + Q 2
0

+
�

2

�
�

2
� tan� 1

Q 2
0 � �2

2�Q0

�
3

5 : (57)

Thereforethedensity ofstatesatthesaddle-pointacquiresa � nitevalueN0 � Q0=u
2 atthe

chem icalpotential� = 0,while,for� � Q0,turnsback to the lineardependence N (�)� �

asin theabsenceofdisorder.

B . Frequency dependent term s

The� rstorderterm in thefrequency isjust

�
!

2
Tr[Q s3G0]= � !

�

2

N 0

Q 0

Z

drTr[Q(r)s3]: (58)

Thesecond orderterm isreadily found to be

!2

8
Tr[G0 fQ;s3g G0 fQ;s3g]=

1

32�2

!2

vF v�

1

Q 2
0

Z

drTr
�
fQ(r);s3g

2
�
: (59)
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Thisterm isnegligible ascom pared to (58)forfrequencies! m uch sm allerthan vF v� N 0.

Thelatteristhereforetheenergy scalebelow which di� usion setsin atthem ean � eld level,

nam ely theso-called inverse relaxation tim ein theBorn approxim ation,1=�0.

C . G radient expansion

TheFouriertransform ofthecurrentoperatoris

J(q)= 3
1

2
[J1(q)+ J2(q)]+ 3�3

1

2
[J1(q)� J2(q)]; (60)

where,atlong wavelengthsq ! 0,

J1(q) ! J1 = (vF ;iv� �2s1)

J2(q) ! J2 = (iv� �2s1;vF ):

Itisthen easy to derivethefollowing expression ofthetensorproductJ 
 Jy

J 
 J
y =

0

@
J�J

y

�
J�J

y
�

J�J
y

�
J�J

y
�

1

A =
1

2

�
v
2

F + v
2

�

�

0

@
1 0

0 1

1

A

+
1

2
�3

�
v
2

F � v
2

�

�

0

@
1 0

0 � 1

1

A � ivF v� �2s1�3

0

@
0 1

� 1 0

1

A : (61)

To evaluatethesecond ordergradientcorrection in (54)wenoticethat

1

8
Tr

h

G0 ~r Q � J
yG0J �~r Q

i

=
1

8

X

i;j

Tr

h

@iQ @jQ G0J
y

j G0Ji

i

=
1

16

X

i;j

Tr

h

@iQ @jQ

�

G0J
y

j G0Ji+ G0J
y

i G0Jj

�i

In thelong wavelength lim it

G0J
y

j G0Ji+ G0J
y

i G0Jj =
1

V

X

�

G0� J
y

j G0� Ji+ G0� J
y

i G0� Jj

= �ij
1

4V

X

�

�
G2

1� + G2

2�

� ��
v
2

F + v
2

�

�
+ �3

�
v
2

F � v
2

�

�
(�i� � �i�)

�
;
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since
P

�
G2
1� � G22� = 0.W e� nd that

1

4V

X

�

G2

1� + G2

2� =
1

2V

X

�

G2

1�

=
1

2

Z
d��d��

4�2

 

1

v2
F
�2
�
+ v2

�
�2
� + Q 2

0

! 2

=
1

8�vF v�

Z 1

0

dx
2

�
1

x2 + Q 2
0

� 2

=
1

8�vF v�

1

Q 2
0

:

TheDrudespin-conductivity isde� ned by1

� =
1

4�2

v2F + v2�

vF v�
; (62)

so thatthesecond ordergradientcorrection can bewritten as

�

16Q 2
0

�

Z

drTr[r Q(r)� r Q(r)]+
v2F � v2�

v2
F
+ v2

�

Trf�3[@�Q(r)@�Q(r)� @�Q(r)@�Q(r)]g:

D . T he �nalform ofSN L�M

Collecting allcontributions which are second order in the gradient expansion and � rst

orderin thefrequency weeventually obtain

SN L�M =
�

16Q 2
0

�

Z

drTr[r Q(r)� r Q(r)]

+
�

16Q 2
0

�

Z

dr
v2F � v2

�

v2
F
+ v2

�

Trf�3[@�Q(r)@�Q(r)� @�Q(r)@�Q(r)]g

� !
� N 0

2Q 0

Z

drTr[Q(r)s3]

=
X

i= 1;2

Z

dr
�

16Q 2
0

� Tr
�
@�Q i(r)�

(i)
��@�Q i(r)

�
� !

� N 0

2Q 0

Tr[Q i(r)s3]: (63)

Herewehavede� ned a m etrictensorforthepair1 which includesnodes\1" and \1",

�
(1) =

2

v2
F
+ v2

�

0

@
v2F 0

0 v2
�

1

A ;

and forthepair2,i.e.fornodes\2" and \2",

�
(2) =

2

v2
F
+ v2

�

0

@
v2� 0

0 v2F

1

A :

22



In reality the above action is not the m ost generalone allowed by sym m etry. As we

discussed earlier,thetheory possessestwo chiralabelian sectors,which actually occurin the

singletchannels3�2s1�0 and 3�2s1�3,see (19)and (21). In analogy with Ref.[24],we

expectthatupon integrating outlongitudinal uctuationsthefollowing term would appear:

�SN L�M =
�

162Q 4
0

� �
X

i= 1;2

Z

drTr[3�2s1Q i(r)@�Q i(r)]�
(i)
�� Tr[3�2s1Q i(r)@�Q i(r)];

(64)

with � / u2.

In conclusion them ostgeneralnon-linear� m odelisgiven by

SN L�M =
X

i= 1;2

Z

dr
�

16Q 2
0

� Tr
�
@�Q i(r)�

(i)
�� @�Q i(r)

�
� !

� N 0

2Q 0

Tr[Q i(r)s3]

+
�

162Q 4
0

� � Tr[3�2s1Q i(r)@�Q i(r)]�
(i)
�� Tr[3�2s1Q i(r)@�Q i(r)]: (65)

V II. FA ILU R E O F T H E C O N V EN T IO N A L �-M O D EL

The non-linear�-m odel(65)belongs to one ofthe known chiral�-m odelsencountered

when two-sublatticesym m etry holds,seeRefs.[9,24,25].Ifwesim ply borrow known results,

seee.g.TableIin Ref.[9],weshould expectthatthe�-function oftheconductivity vanishes

in thezero replica lim it,N ! 0.Thatwould im ply absence oflocalization and persistence

ofdi� usivem odes.M oreoverweshould predicta quasiparticledensity ofstatesN (�)which

divergeslike26,27,28

N (�)’
1

�
exp

"

� A
3

r

ln
B

�

#

; (66)

with A and B som e positive constants. This is clearly suspicious since in the absence of

disorderthedensity ofstatesactually vanishes,N (�)� �.

One istem pted to correlate the above suspicious resultwith whatisfound forthe ele-

m entary loopsoftheW ilson-Polyakov renorm alization group approach.Hereoneintegrates

outiteratively degreesoffreedom in a m om entum shellfrom the highestcut-o� � to � =s,

with s> 0 eventually sentto in� nity.In ourcasethese fundam entalloopsforeithernodes

aregiven by

1

��

Z

�=s< j�j< �

d�

4�2

1

�� �
(1;2)
�� ��

= lns� g lns;
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and providethede� nition ofthedim ensionlesscouplingconstantg,which should necessarily

besm alltojustifyaloop-expansion in glns� 1.In ourcaseitturnsoutthatg = 1,m aking

any loop expansion m eaningless.

This results is at odds with the standard non linear �-m odels for disordered system s

whereg � 1=� � 1 forweak disorder.Here,whateverweak isthedisorder,yetg = 1.This

peculiarfactwasoriginally discussed in Ref.[19],wheretheauthorsidenti� ed correctly the

com pletefailureofthenon-crossingapproxim ation asastartingpointofperturbation theory

dueto theabsence ofsm allcontrolparam eters.Thism ightlead to theconclusion thatthe

non-linear�-m odelwe have so farderived isuselessin thisproblem ,since itheavily relies

upon the assum ption that quantum  uctuations around the saddle-point solution can be

controlled perturbatively.

In thefollowingSection wearegoingtoshow thattheaboveconclusion isnotcorrectand

thatoneonly needsto bem orecarefulin deriving thepropernon-linear�-m odelaction.

V III. W ESS-ZU M IN O -N O V IK O V -W IT T EN T ER M

Indeed wehavenotyetaccom plished allourplan,aswestillneed to evaluatetheim ag-

inary partofthe action (49). At leading orderwe can drop the frequency dependence of

(49),hence

S� = �
1

4
Trln[iQ � H0]+

1

4
Trln

h

� iQ � H
y

0

i

: (67)

Itism oreconvenientto evaluatethevariation ofS� along a m asslesspath de� ned through

�Q(r)Q(r)+ Q(r)�Q(r)= 0: (68)

W e� nd that

�S� = �
i

4
Tr[G �Q]+

i

4
Tr
�
G y

�Q
�
; (69)

where

G = (iQ � H0)
� 1
: (70)

W enoticethat,in thelong wavelength lim it,

�

� iQ � H
y

0

�

(iQ � H0)’ G� 1
0 � r Q � J = G� 10 � J

y� r Q; (71)

and

(iQ � H0)

�

� iQ � H
y

0

�

’ G� 1
0 + r Q � J = G� 10 + J

y � r Q; (72)
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hence

G = [1� G0r Q � J]
� 1

G0

�

� iQ � H
y

0

�

’ [1+ G0r Q � J + G0r Q � JG0r Q � J]G0

�

� iQ � H
y

0

�

;

G y = [1+ G0r Q � J]
� 1

G0 (iQ � H0)

’ [1� G0r Q � J + G0r Q � JG0r Q � J]G0 (iQ � H0):

Theleading non-vanishing contribution to (69)derivesfrom thesecond ordergradientcor-

rection to G � Gy,which reads

G � Gy ’ � 2iG0r Q � JG0r Q � J G0Q: (73)

Therefore

�S� = �
1

2
Tr[�Q G0r Q � J G0r Q � J G0Q]

= �
1

2
Tr
�
�Q G0r Q � J G0J

y� r Q G0Q
�

(74)

The only term which contributescom esfrom the anti-sym m etric com ponentofthe tensor

J 
 Jy:

1

2

�

JiJ
y

j � JjJ
y

i

�

= � i�ijvF v� �2s1�3; (75)

being �ij theLevi-Civita tensor,thusleading to

�S� = i�
X

i;j

�i;jTr[@jQ Q �Q @iQ �2s1�3] (76)

where

� =
1

4V

X

�

vF v�
�
G3

1� + G3

2�

�

=
1

8�

Z 1

0

dx
2

�
1

x2 + Q 2
0

� 3

=
1

16�

1

Q 4
0

: (77)

Introducing a � ctitiouscoordinatewhich param etrizesthem asslesspath,we� nally get

S� = i
1

12�

1

4Q 6
0

Z

d
3
r ����Tr[�2s1�3Q(r)@�Q(r)Q(r)@�Q(r)Q(r)@�Q(r)] (78)

= i
1

12�

1

4Q 6
0

Z

d
3
r ����Tr[�2s1Q 1(r)@�Q 1(r)Q 1(r)@�Q 1(r)Q 1(r)@�Q 1(r)]

� i
1

12�

1

4Q 6
0

Z

d
3
r ����Tr[�2s1Q 2(r)@�Q 2(r)Q 2(r)@�Q 2(r)Q 2(r)@�Q 2(r)]:
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Thisactually representsoppositeW ZW term sforeach ofthetwo pairsofnodes,nam ely for

each ofthetwoindependentU(1)� SU(4N )�-m odels.Itisclearthatifthedisordercoupled

thetwo pairsofnodes,wewould beforced to identify Q 1(r)with Q 2(r),so thattheW ZW

term would cancelin thatcase.To m ake(78)m oreexplicitwerem ind that,fora = 1;2,

Q a(r)= Ta(r)
� 2
s3Q 0 = s3Q 0Ta(r)

2
; (79)

where

T
2

a(r)=
1

2
(0 + 3)V

2

a (r)+
1

2
(0 � 3)c

t
�
V
� 2
a (r)

�t
c; (80)

and

V
2

a (r)= U

�
1

2
(s0 + s3)e

i
p

�

N
�a(r)ga(r)+

1

2
(s0 � s3)e

� i
p

�

N
�a(r)ga(r)

y

�

U
y
; (81)

U being de� ned in Eq.(32). By m eansof(79),(80)and (81),the expression (78)can be

� nally written as

S� = i
1

12�

Z

d
3
r ����Tr

�
g1(r)

y
@�g1(r)g1(r)

y
@�g1(r)g1(r)

y
@�g1(r)

�

� i
1

12�

Z

d
3
r ����Tr

�
g2(r)

y
@�g2(r)g2(r)

y
@�g2(r)g2(r)

y
@�g2(r)

�
; (82)

appropriatefortwo W ZW m odelsSU(4N )1.

Letusexpressallotherterm sin theaction by m eansof�a and ga.Firstofallthedensity

ofstateoperatorbecom es

1

Q 0

Tr[s3Q(r)]= Tr
�
T
2(r)

�
= 2

2X

a= 1

e
i
p

�

N
�a(r)Tr[ga(r)]+ e

� i
p

�

N
�a(r)Tr

�
ga(r)

y
�
: (83)

M oreoveronereadily � ndsthat

1

Q 2
0

Tr
�
@�Q a(r)�

(a)
�� @�Q a(r)

�
= 16� @��a(r)�

(a)
�� @��a(r)+ 4Tr

�
@�ga(r)�

(a)
�� @�ga(r)

y
�
;

and

1

Q 4
0

Tr[3�2s1Q a(r)@�Q a(r)]�
(a)
�� Tr[3�2s1Q a(r)@�Q a(r)]=

� (16N )
2

N
@��a(r)��� @��a(r):

In conclusion the action expressed in term softhe fundam ental� eldsand including the

W ZW term reads
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SW Z W =
X

a= 1;2

Z

dr
�

4
� Tr

�
@�ga(r)�

(a)
�� @�ga(r)

y
�
+ �

2
� (1+ N � )@��a(r)�

(a)
�� @��a(r)

� ! � N0

n

e
i
p

�

N
�a(r)Tr[ga(r)]+ e

� i
p

�

N
�a(r)Tr

�
ga(r)

y
�o

+ S
(a)

�
; (84)

with

S
(a)

�
= � i

1

12�

Z

d
3
r ����Tr

�
ga(r)

y
@�ga(r)ga(r)

y
@�ga(r)ga(r)

y
@�ga(r)

�
; (85)

wheretheplusrefersto a = 1 and them inusto a = 2.

IX . C O N SEQ U EN C ES O F T H E W ZW T ER M

W ehavejustshown thattheactual� eld theory which describesd-wavesuperconductors

in the presence ofa disorder which only perm its intra-node scattering processes is not a

conventionalnon linear �-m odelbut instead it represents two decoupled U(1)� SU(4N )1

W ZW m odels.M oreoverif,forinstance,weconsiderpair1,then

�

4
�

2

v2
F
+ v2

�

Z

d
2
r v

2

F Tr
�
@�ga(r)@�ga(r)

y
�
+ v

2

� Tr
�
@�ga(r)@�ga(r)

y
�

=
�

4

1

4�2

v2F + v2�

vF v�

2

v2
F
+ v2

�

Z

d
2
r v

2

F Tr
�
@�ga(r)@�ga(r)

y
�
+ v

2

� Tr
�
@�ga(r)@�ga(r)

y
�

=
1

8�

Z
d2r

vF v�
v
2

F Tr
�
@�ga(r)@�ga(r)

y
�
+ v

2

� Tr
�
@�ga(r)@�ga(r)

y
�
;

which,upon thechangeofvariable� ! vF � and � ! v� �,showsthateach W ZW m odelis

rightatits� xed point.Hencethereisno am biguity in thezero replica lim it.

Now wecan draw som econsequencesofwhatwehavefound.The� rstisthattheaverage

valueofthedensity ofstates(DOS)atthechem icalpotentialstayszero,asin theabsenceof

disorderand contrary totheBorn approxim ation.In particularthedim ension ofthedensity

ofstatesoperatorin thezero replica lim itN ! 0 is

� Q =
N � 1

N
+

1

N (1+ N � )
! 1� � ;

while the dim ension ofthe frequency is[!]= 2� (1� � )= 1+ � . Thisim pliesthatthe

DOS at� nitefrequency behavesas

N (!)� j!j
1� �

1+ � ; (86)
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in agreem entwith Ref.[19].

Noticethe(86)stem sfrom thefactthattheW ZW term sm odi� esthenon-linear�-m odel

results leading to Eq. (66) in two ways: i)it m akes � unrenorm alized as wellas �,ii) it

addsthe furthercontribution one to the dim ension ofthe density ofstatesoperator. The

only di� erence between the 1d m apping and thenon-linear�-m odelresultsforthedensity

ofstates are the constant factors � xed by the range ofvalidity. 1d m apping: N (!) �

1=(vF v� )!(!=� )
� 2�=(1+ �) with ! < � ; non-linear �-m odel: N (!) � N0(!�0)

(1� �)=(1+ �)

with ! < 1=�0,N 0 being the saddle pointvalue ofthe density ofstates. Atleading ording

in u2 them atching ofthetwo expressionsisprovided by N 0�0 � 1.

The second consequence concernsthe transportproperties. W e have shown thatwithin

theBorn approxim ation a� nitespin-conductivity arises.Isthisresultstilltruebeyond that

approxim ation? The renorm alization group analysiswhich identi� esthe spin conductivity

with the coupling ofthe non-linear�-m odelwould say that�s staysunrenorm alized to its

� xed pointvalue.Can weunderstand thisin the1d m apping language?.

In orderto answerthisquestion,weintroducea uniform spin vectorpotentialwithin the

action,which in ourpath-integralapproach hastheform

A = A 0�3 + A 1�3s1: (87)

Theaction becom esnow a functionalofA ,i.e.S ! S(A ),and thespin-conductivity turns

outto begiven by

�s =
1

2�

 

@2lnZ (A )

@A 2
0;�

�
@2lnZ (A )

@A 2
1;�

!

A = 0

=
1

2�

�
@2lnZ (A )

@A 2
0;�

�
@2lnZ (A )

@A 2
1;�

�

A = 0

; (88)

where

Z (A )=

Z

D Q(r)� S(A )

isthegenerating functionalin thepresenceofA .Itispossibleto show thatatsecond order

in A oneneedsjustto m akethefollowing substitution in theaction

@�Q(r)! @�Q(r)+
i

2
[Q(r);A �]: (89)

Upon theaction of(32)

A ! U
y
A U = A 0�3 + A 1�3�2s3;
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and wecan show that(89)im pliesthefollowing transform ation law ofthem atrix � eld G(r)

in thepresence ofA

G(r)! e�
i

2

R

dr0� (A0(r
0)�3� A 1(r

0)�2 �3 ) G(r)e
i

2

R

dr0� (A0(r
0)�3 + A 1(r

0)�2 �3 ): (90)

In orderto betterunderstand the role ofA itisconvenient to translate the W ZW action

into the language ofthe underneath free one-dim ensionalferm ions. One m ay identify the

com ponent G 1;��(r)ofthe m atrix � eld forpair\1",where � and � run over 4N indices,

with

G 1;��(r)! i	
1;R �

(r)	
y

1;L �
(r); (91)

being	 1;� R (r)and 	 1;� L(r)rightandleftm ovingonedim ensionalFerm i� elds,respectively,

and thetwo com ponentvectorr playing theroleofspaceand tim ecoordinates.Sincepair

\2" hastheoppositeW ZW term ofpair\1",itism oreappropriateto de� ne

G 2;��(r)! � i	
2;L �

(r)	
y

2;R �
(r); (92)

which form ally yieldsto equalW ZW term s. Then (90)im pliesforthe ferm ionsthe trans-

form ation laws

	
1;R
(r)! e�

i

2

R

dr0� (A0(r
0)�3� A 1(r

0)�2 �3 ) 	
1;R
(r);

	
1;L
(r)! e�

i

2

R

dr0� (A0(r
0)�3+ A 1(r

0)�2 �3 ) 	
1;L
(r);

	
2;R
(r)! e�

i

2

R

dr0� (A0(r
0)�3+ A 1(r

0)�2 �3 ) 	
2;R
(r);

	
2;L
(r)! e�

i

2

R

dr0� (A0(r
0)�3� A 1(r

0)�2 �3 ) 	
2;L
(r);

which wem ay interpretasifA 0 couplesto thespin-density operator

X

i= 1;2

	
y

i;R
(r)�3	 i;R

(r)+ 	
y

i;L
(r)�3	 i;L

(r); (93)

whileA 1 to thespin-currentoperator

	
y

1;R
(r)�3�2	 1;R

(r)� 	
y

1;L
(r)�3�2	 1;L

(r)� 	
y

2;R
(r)�3�2	 2;R

(r)+ 	
y

2;L
(r)�3�2	 2;L

(r):

(94)

Since the ferm ions are free,apartfrom the abelian sector which is notcoupled to A ,the

susceptibility towardsA 0 isthesam easthattowardsA 1,hencethespin-conductivity would

seem to vanish at ! strictly equalto zero,again unlike what we found within the Born
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approxim ation. Actually one hasto be m ore carefulin drawing such a conclusion. Letus

suppose to do the sam e calculation at � nite frequency ! and afterwards send ! ! 0. A

frequency ! 6= 0 playstheroleofan explicitdim erization in theonedim ensionalferm ionic

problem :

� � ! N0

X

i= 1;2

Tr

h

G i(r)+ G
y

i(r)

i

= � i� ! N0

X

i;�

	
y

i;R �
(r)	

i;L �
(r)� 	

y

i;L �
(r)	

i;R �
(r):

(95)

Itisstraightforward toshow thatin thepresenceofa� nitedim erization thecurrent-current

susceptibility is � nite and practically equalto that one in the absence ofdim erization,

while the density-density susceptibility is zero. This discontinuous behavior at ! = 0 as

opposed to ! ! 0 is again a m anifestation ofthe chiralanom aly which plays such an

im portant role in this problem 19. Since it is physically m ore appropriate to identify the

spin conductance through the ! ! 0 lim it,we conclude that,in spite ofthe vanishing

DOS,the spin conductivity is� nite. In otherwords,in spite ofthe factthatthe DOS is

vanishing atthe chem icalpotential,nam ely thatquasiparticle m otion isundam ped hence

rem ains ballistic,yet the spin conductivity acquires a � nite value in agreem ent with the

Drudeapproxim ation.

X . IN T ER -N O D E SC AT T ER IN G P R O C ESSES

So farwehavejustconsidered theroleofim purity scattering within each node.Now let

usextend ouranalysisby including also inter-node scattering processes. Upon integrating

outthe m ostgeneraldisorder,we � nd two additionalterm s. The � rst describes opposite

nodescattering processes,and itreads:

�SIim p = � v
2

Z

dr
�
	1(r)	 1(r)

� �
	 1(r)	 1(r)

�
+
�
	2(r)	 2(r)

� �
	 2(r)	 2(r)

�
: (96)

Thesecond derivesfrom theim purity scattering processeswhich couplethetwo pairsof

nodes,and itisgiven by

�SIIim p = � w
2

Z

dr
�
	 1(r)	 2(r)

� �
	 2(r)	 1(r)

�
+
�
	 1(r)	 2(r)

� �
	2(r)	 1(r)

�

+
�
	1(r)	 2(r)

� �
	 2(r)	 1(r)

�
+
�
	 1(r)	 2(r)

� �
	 2(r)	 1(r)

�
: (97)

As before we can decouple the four-ferm ion term s by introducing auxiliary Hubbard-

Stratonovich � elds.Sincethese� eldsareexpected tobem assive,wecan furtherexpand the
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action up to second orderin those� eldsafterintegrating outferm ions.W e� nally integrate

on the auxiliary m assive � elds. The net result is stillan action for the Q m atrices only

which includesnow theadditionalterm s:

�SIim p = � �
I
N 0

Q 0

Z

dr Tr[Q(r)1Q(r)1]; (98)

and

�SIIim p = � �
II N 0

Q 0

Z

dr
X

i= 0;1

Tr[Q(r)�1iQ(r)�1i]; (99)

where

�
I �

v2

u2
; �

II �
w 2

u2
:

The� rstterm (98)tendsto lock G 1 = G 1 and G 2 = G 2,while(99)locksG 1 = G 2.

W hen oppositenodescattering isadded,stillleaving pairsofoppositenodesuncoupled,

only thesym m etricQ-com binationsofoppositenodesstay m assless,the� -term disappears

and the cosetforsoftm odesisSp(2N)foreach pairofnodes. The �-function isvanishing

only because ofthe contribution ofthe W ZW term ,and density ofstatesvanishes with a

universalexponent in agreem entwith the known results7,19,22. In the absence ofisotropic

scatteringthevanishingofthe� function stillindicatesthatthespin and heatconductivities

havea m etallicbehavior.

Finally,in thegenericcasein which allnodesarecoupled only thefournodessym m etric

com bination ofthe Q’sisrequired forthe softm odes.The cosetisagain Sp(2N),butnow

itrepresentsdegreesoffreedom com ing from allnodes.Thetwo W ZW term sarewritten in

term softhesam eQ and they cancelssincethey haveoppositesign.Theaction then reduce

to theSN L�M asderived by [5].

A . Scaling analysis ofthe generalm odel

In orderto elucidatetheroleofinter-nodescattering processes,itisconvenientto trans-

form the 2 dim ensionalnon-linear �-m odelinto a 1+1 dim ensionalm odelofinteracting

ferm ions.
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FIG .1: Interaction vertices forthe m ostgeneraldisorder. Solid(dashed)linesreferto right(left)

m oving ferm ions.Thelabeli= 1;2 refersto thetwo pairsofoppositenodes,�;�0= � 1 to thetwo

Nam bu com ponents,�;� 0= ";# to the spin and a;a0= 1;:::;N to the replicas. The sym bol�� 0

in frontofthe g3 and g3b coupling constantsm eans+ 1 if�= � 0and -1 otherwise.

W erepresentthem atrix � eldsforpair\1" according to:

G
1;� � a;�0�0a0

= i	
1;R ;� � a

	
y

1;L;�0�0a0
;

G
y

1;� � a;�0�0a0
= � i	

1;L;� � a
	
y

1;R ;�0�0a0
;

G
1;� � a;�0�0a0

=

�

�1�2G
y

1�2�1

�

�0�0a0;� � a

= � i� �0	
1;L;� �0� �0a0

	
y

1;R ;� � � � a

G
y

1;� � a;�0�0a0
= i� �0	

1;R ;� �0� �0a0
	
y

1;L;� � � � a:

(100)

Aswe m entioned,since pair\2" hasthe opposite W ZW term ofpair\1",itisconvenient

to de� neG
2;� � a;�0�0a0

= � i	
2;L;� � a

	
y

2;R ;�0�0a0
.In such a way thetwo W ZW term sbecom e

equalleavingnoam biguityin m appingthenon-linear�-m odelontoaone-dim ensionalm odel

ofinteracting electrons with the interaction vertices drawn in Fig.1. W e notice that the

coupling g in Fig.1 derivesfrom thetwo term sin Eq.(64).Thebarevaluesofthecoupling

constantsareapproxim ately

g
(0) ’ u

2
;

g
(0)

3 ’ v
2
;

g
(0)

b
= g

(0)

3b
’ w

2
:

Generally u2 � w2 � v2, the equality holding only for short range im purity potential.

An im portantobservation isthattwo-loop correctionsto the renorm alization group (RG)
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equationsvanish in thezero replica lim it,hencetheRG equationsvalid up to two-loopsare

found to be:

dg

dlns
= g

2

3 + g
2

b + g
2

3b;

dg3

dlns
= 4gg3 + 4gbg3b;

dgb

dlns
= 2ggb+ 2g3g3b;

dg3b

dlns
= 2g3gb+ 2g3bg;

where s ! 1 isthe scaling param eter. Asdiscussed in Ref.[20],the velocity anisotropy

doesnotentertheRG equations,which rem ainstrueatleastup totwoloopsin ourferm ionic

replica trick approach.Itisconvenientto de� neg� = g3b� gb,so that

dg

dlns
= g

2

3 +
1

2

�
g
2

+ + g
2

�

�
;

dg3

dlns
= 4gg3 +

�
g
2

+ � g
2

�

�
;

dg+

dlns
= 2 (g+ g3)g+ ;

dg�

dlns
= 2 (g� g3)g� :

Given the appropriate bare values ofthe am plitudes,one readily recognizes that the RG

 ow m aintainstheinitialcondition g� = 0,hencethescaling equationsreduceto

dg

dlns
= g

2

3 +
1

2
g
2

+ ; (101)

dg3

dlns
= 4gg3 + g

2

+ ; (102)

dg+

dlns
= 2 (g+ g3)g+ : (103)

The RG equations with the appropriate initialconditions always  ow to strong coupling

with

g3 � 2g � g+ !
1

3

1

lnsc� lns
;

wheresc can beinterpreted asthecorrelation length ofthem odeswhich acquiream assgap

E c by theinteraction,with

E c ’

p
vF v�

sc
: (104)

Thereforethetwo pairsofnodesgetstrongly coupled,in agreem entwith Refs.[19,20,22].
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B . Strong coupling analysis

In orderto gain furtherinsightinto the strong coupling phase towardswhich RG  ows,

letusconsiderthecaseofa singlereplica N = 1.Forfurthersim pli� cation itisconvenient

to adopt the sam e approach as in Refs.5,19,20,22 and neglect the role ofthe opposite

frequencies,which am ountsto drop the�-label.Them odelthusreducesto two interacting

chainsofspinfulferm ions,each chain representing a pairofnodes.Thecoupling g ofFig.1

only couples to the charge sector and m akes the intra-chain um klapp,the coupling g3,a

relevant perturbation which opens a charge gap on each chain. Therefore the m odelis

equivalentto two coupled spin-1/2 chains.Ifwedenoteby ~n1(2)(x)and �1(2)(x)respectively

the staggered m agnetization and the dim erization ofchain 1(2),the coupling am ong the

chainsisferrom agneticand given by

w
2

Z

dx�1(x)�2(x) � 4~n1(x)� ~n2(x):

Asshown in Ref.29,thism odelisequivalentto an SO(4)Gross-Neveau which turnsoutto

befully m assive or,equivalently,by fourtwo-dim ensionalo� -criticalclassicalIsing m odels,

three ordered and one disordered,h�1i = h�2i = h�3i = h�4i = � 6= 0,where �i and �i,

i= 1;:::;4,are orderand disorderparam eters,respectively. The ground state isrigid to

an externalm agnetic� eld and to a spin vectorpotentialoppositeforthetwo chains,hence

theconductivity iszero.Aswediscussed,a � nitefrequency am ountsto add a term

!

Z

dx�1(x)+ �2(x)/ !

Z

dx�1(x)�2(x)�3(x)�4(x)’ ! �
3

Z

dx�4(x);

which actually playsthe role ofan externalm agnetic � eld acting on the fourth disordered

Isingcopy.Thenetresultisthath�4(x)i!6= 0 � !,which in turnsm ean thattheDOS rem ains

linear in frequency. Even in the presence ofan explicit dim erization,the susceptibilities

towardsa m agnetic� eld ortowardsa spin vectorpotentialoppositeforthetwo chainsstill

vanish.W eretheseresultsvalid forany N ,even forN ! 0,weshould concludethati)the

m odelisindeed insulating;ii)theDOS islinearin frequency,in fullagreem entwith Ref.6.

C . Identi�cation ofrelevant energy scales

ThepreviousanalysisoftheN = 1 m odelshowsthatthevanishing oftherm aland spin

conductivitiesinthem odelforadisordered d-wavesuperconductortranslatesinthelanguage
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ofthee� ectiveone-dim ensionalferm ionicm odelinto theexistenceofa � nitespin-gap.The

correlation length associated with thisgap should then representthe localization length of

the Bogoliubov quasiparticles. W e m ay estim ate thiscorrelation length asthe scale sc at

which the RG equations (101-103)encounter a singularity. In addition we m ay introduce

them assgap E c through Eq.(104)which can beidenti� ed astheenergy scalearound which

localization e� ectsappear.Itisworth noticing thatsc underestim atesthe spin correlation

length,hence the actuallocalization length. The reason isthatthe RG equationsblow up

on a scalewhich isrelated to thelargestgap in theexcitation spectrum .Sincethecoupling

g only a� ectscharge degrees offreedom ,the largestgap is expected in the charge sector,

the spin gap being sm aller. Keeping thisin m ind,in whatfollowswe shalldiscusshow sc,

orbetterE c,depend on therangeofthedisorderpotential.

First ofallwe need to identify som e reference scale to com pare with E c. The natural

candidate would be the inverse relaxation tim e 1=�0 in the Born approxim ation. In the

genericcaseu2 � w2 � v2,1=�0 = 2Q 0 whereQ 0 isobtained by Eq.(56)with u
2 substituted

by u2 + 2w 2 + v2.W eexpectthattheactualE c isalwayssm allerthen 1=�0,thetwo values

being closestforextrem ely short-rangedisorder,nam ely u2 = w 2 = v2.Sincethederivation

ofthenon-linear�-m odeldoesnotprovidewith theprecisedependenceoftheinitialvalues

ofthecoupling constants,g(0),g
(0)

3 and g
(0)

+ ,on theim purity potential,wewillassum ethat

theshortrangedisordercorrespondsto 2g(0) = g
(0)

3 = g
(0)

+ and m oreoverthatthem assgap

E c in thiscase can be identi� ed as1=�0 in the Born approxim ation. Upon integrating the

RG equations(101-103)with thisinitialcondition,thevalueofE c ’ 1=�0 isfound to be

1

�0
’ � exp

 

�
1

2g(0)+ g
(0)

3 + g
(0)

+

!

; (105)

where � istheultravioletcut-o� oftheorderofthegap � .In orderto appreciatetherole

ofthe range ofthe disorder-potential,let us analyze the RG equations (101-103) keeping

� xed thecom bination g0 = 2g(0)+ g
(0)

3 + g
(0)

+ ,i.e.atconstant1=�0,and increasing thevalue

ofg(0) at expenses ofg
(0)

3 + g
(0)

+ = g0 � 2g(0). One readily realizes that as g(0) increases

E c decreases from its short-range value (105). For instance,ifwe assum e g
(0)

3 = 0 and

g
(0)

+ = g0 � 2g(0) � g0,then

E c ’
1

�0

 

eg
(0)

+

4g0

! 1

g0

�
1

�0
;

which explicitly showsthatlocalization e� ectsm ay show up atenergies/tem peraturesm uch
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sm allerthan the1=�0 in theBorn approxim ation.

X I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In this work we have presented a derivation ofthe non-linear �-m odelfor disordered

d-wavesuperconductorsableto dealwith a � niterangeim purity potential,nam ely with an

intra-node scattering potentialgenerically di� erent from the inter-nodalone. W ithin this

derivation we have been able to clarify som e controversialissuesconcerning the validity of

a conventionalnon-linear�-m odelapproach when dealing with disordered Dirac ferm ions.

W e have indeed found thatthe non-linear�-m odelapproach isactually equivalent to the

alternative m ethod � rst introduced in Ref.19 which consists in m apping the disordered

m odelonto a one-dim ensionalm odelofinteracting ferm ions. The energy upper cut-o�

is provided by the inverse Born relaxation tim e 1=�0 in the non-linear �-m odelapproach

and by thesuperconducting gap � in the1d m apping.A closely related aspectwhich also

em erges for d-wave superconductors is the existence of a W ess-Zum ino-Novikov-W itten

term related to the vorticity ofthespectrum in m om entum space. Both these featuresare

responsible ofseveralinteresting phenom ena. Forinstance,unlike conventionaldisordered

system s,in this case disorder starts playing a role (particularly in the density ofstates)

when quasiparticle m otion isstillballistic. In contrast,the on-setoflocalization precursor

e� ects is pushed towards energies/tem peratures lower than the inverse relaxation tim e

in the Drude approxim ation. M ore speci� cally, the longer is the range ofthe im purity

potentialthe later localization e� ects appear. This result m ay explain why experim ents

haveso often failed to detectlocalization precursore� ectsin cupratessuperconductors.
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