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A bstract

W e analyze how the range ofdisordera ects the localization properties of quasiparticles n a two—
din ensionald-w ave superconductorw ithin the standard non-linear -m odelapproach to disordered
system s. W e show that for purely long-range disorder, which only induces intra-node scattering
processes, the approach is free from the am biguities w hich offen beset the disordered D iracferm ion
theordes, and gives rise to a W essZum ino-N ovikov-W itten action leading to vanishing density of
states and nite conductivities. W e also study the crossover induced by intemode scattering due to
a short range com ponent of the disorder, thus providing a coherent non—-linear -m odeldescription

In agreem ent w ith all the various ndings of di erent approaches.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he low —tem perature quasiparticle transport in two-din ensional d-w ave superconductors
like cuprates is a fascihating issue due to the presence of four nodes In the energy soectrum
of the Bogoliubov quasiparticles, around which the low -lying excitations have a D irac-like
dispersion. W ithin the selfconsistent Coherent-PhaseA pproxin ation in the lin it of weak
disorder, soin and them al conductivities are found to be wlated by a W iedem ann-Franz
law and to acquire universalvalues w hich do not depend on the disorder strength & Inclusion
of quantum interference in the fram ework of the standard non-linear -m odel approach to
disordered system £ leads to a variety of universality classeg??®7#£21011 T the \generic"
case of short—ranged non m agnetic in purties full localization of B ogoliubov quasiparticles
is predicted 2

N evertheless, with the only exceptions of YBCO (124):2 and P, xCe,Cu0 3, experi-
ments in cuprates m aterials ke YBCO (123)421¢ BSCCO (2212)* and LSCOY’ do not
show any evidence of strong or even weak localization in the superconducting phase down
to 01 Kelvin. Varous physicale ectsm ay be Invoked to explain the disagreem ent between
theory and experin ents.

For instance one m ay argue that the origin of the discrepancy are soin— I scattering
events, even though the system s are nom inally free from m agnetic In purities. Indeed, In
the presence of soin— Ips, the non-lnear -m odel predicts that quantum nterference has
a delocalizing e ecf. A lematively, or in addition, strong dephasing processes m ight set
the tem perature scale for the onset of Iocalization e ectsbelow the experin entally acoessed
region. T his question hasnot been settled yet:® . R esidual interactions am ong quasiparticles
can also favor delocalization???, even though, in the weak disorder lin it, they are expected
tobe lesse ective sihce their coupling is proportionalto the density of states which, already
In the Bom approxin ation, is very sm all.

A nother possibl explanation invokes the range of the in purity potential. In the case of
purely long range disorder, forw ard processes dom inate and scattering occursm ainly w ithin
each node. In the extrem e case of ntra-node scattering only, it hasbeen shown!?2? that the
density of statesbehaves quite di erently from the isotropic-scattering case. In addition the
eigenstates have been argued?’ to be delocalized, unlke fr short-range in purity potential.

E ven though realdisorder w illalw ays have an isotropic com ponent w hich provides scattering



am ong all ournodes, and eventually drive the system to localization, onem ight argue that a
large value ofthe intranode w ith respect to the intemode scattering could low er the crossover
team perature for the appearance of localization precursore ects. A sizeable am ount of long
range disorder has been indeed argued to be present in cuprates on the basis of STM and
m icrow ave conductivity experin ents? . T his isnot surprising since superconducting cuprates
are ntrinsically disordered by the out-ofplane charge dopants which m ainly provide a long-
range disordered potential. Further doping w ith isovalent im purities which substitute In—
plane Cu-ions only adds a short-range com ponent on top of the preexisting long-range tail
of the disordered potential.

The results In the pressnce of purely intranode impuriy scattering have been
obtained*®2? w ithin an approach which is conceptually di erent from the standard non-linear
-m odel approach to disordered system s. The latter starts from the Bom approxin ation,
ie. from in puriy-dam ped quasiparticles, and treats perturbatively what isbeyond that, ie.
quantum interference e ectson thedi usive m otion. O n the contrary, the altemative m eth—
odsused In Refs. [19,20] do not rely on the Bom approxin ation but jist m ap the action of
ballistic nodatquasiparticles in the presence of disorder onto the action of one-din ensional
(1d) fem jons in the presence of an interaction, which is generated by the disorder average.
W ithin them apping, one ofthe two spatialdim ensions transform s into the tin e coordnate
of the 1d m odel whilke the other Into the 1d spatial coordinate. The nalm odel is then
analyzed by abelian and non-abelian bosonization. The outcom e of this analysis is that
for purely ntra-node or Inter-oppositenode disorder, where essentially exact results can be
cbtainedt?2?, the density of states is powerdaw vanishing at the chem ical potentialw ith an
exponent whith is disorder-dependent in the form er case and universal in the latter. Tn both
cases the results suggest that a di usive quasiparticle m otion never sets In, nam ely quasi-
particles m ove ballistically down to zero energy. W hen the disorder also couples ad pcent
nodes, strong coupling argum ents are nvoked?® which predict Jocalization of quasiparticles
and linearly vanishing density of states. Yet, even this case seem s to suggest a scenario In
w hich quasiparticle m otion from ballistic tums directly into localized w ithout crossing any

Intermm ediate di usive regin e.
T he standard non-lnear -m odel approach applies the replica trick to average over dis—
order from the outset. The resulting form ion interaction is then decoupled by introducing

Q-matrix elds in temm s of which an e ective action is derived after integrating out the



ferm ions. The saddle point solution is jist the Bom approxin ation, which provides, In the
case of nodal Bogolilbov quasiparticles, a nite density of states hence a nite dam ping.
F inally, long-wavelength transverse uctuations are taken w ith respect to the saddlk point
leading to a non-lnear -model action for the Q -matrix elds. However, unlke in con—
ventional disordered system s, In this particular case an additional term m ay appear in the
non-linear -m odelaction, nam ely a socalled W ezz-Zum InoNovikov-W itten W ZW ) tem .
It was actually argued’2922 that two opposite nodes share the same W ZW tem , while two
adpoent ones have cpposite W ZW tem s. A s a consequence, when the two pairs of oppo-
site nodes are uncoupled by disorder the W ZW temm ise ective and the -function of the
soin-conductance ow stowards an Intermm ediate-coupling xed point, signaling a delocalized
behavior. O n the contrary, when disorder couples all nodes together, the two W ZW temn s
cancel exactly and the non-lnear -m odelhas no m ore protection against ow ing towards
a zero-conductance strong coupling regin e characterized by a lnearly vanishing density of

State<s® .

From the above discussion one m ight be lad to conclude that the agreem ent between
the conclusions drawn w ith eitherm ethods ism erely an accident which does not jastify per
s the conventional non-lnear -m odel approach when dealing w ith D irac ferm jons. The
m aln obection against the conventional non-lnear -m odel is that it is not appropriate to
start from a symm etry breaking saddlepoint solution, associated to a m ean— eld-lke nie
density of states, when the outcom e of ncluding uctuations is a vanishing density of states.
Put in a di erent language, it is hard to believe in a m ethod which starts by assum Ing a
di usive behavior if at the end it is discovered that a di usive regin e never appears. This
criticism ocould invalidate also the resuls obtained w ith isotropic scattering, even though
in this case the din ensionless coupling of the non-linear -m odel can be m ade am al¥® by
assum Ing a Jarge anisotropy ofthe D irac dispersion (ie. the velocities along and orthogonal
to the Fem isurface). A related ob gction that can be raised is that the non-lnear -m odel
approach to disordered systam s is com m only believed to be valid for length scales longerthan
the m ean free path and energy scales am aller than the inverse relaxation tine 1= . On the
contrary, the solution ofthe ntra-node scattering problem dem onstrates that disorder starts
to a ect for instance the density of states at energies of the order of the superconducting

gap, hence much bigger than 1= , nam ely In the regin e when quasiparticle m otion should



be still ballistic.

It is the scope of the present work to clear up these inconsistencies of the non-lnear -
m odel approach to disordered d-wave supercondutors. W e w ill dem onstrate that the above,
apparently contradicting, approaches can be actually reconciled. T his isofparticular interest
since it provides further support to the standard non-linear -m odelapproach based on the
replica trick within the ferm jonic path-integral form alisn , which rem ains so far one of the
few available tools to dealw ith disorder in generic situations w ith a Fermm isea of interacting
quasiparticles. Let usbrie y summ arize ourm ain resuls.

First we are going to present a sinplk and straightorward way to extract the W ZW
tem . Indeed it iswellknown how to derive the W ZW tem wihin eld theoriesde ned on
a continuous space w ith D iraclike dispersing particls. H ow ever in disordered lattice m odels
the existence of such a term isnot at alla comm on situation. W e w ill show that the W ZW
tem em erges quite naturally w ithin the conventional derivation of the non-linear -m odel
for disordered systam s as a consequence of the non-analytical properties of the spectrum
w ithin the Brillouin zone. M ore speci cally, the soin-current density In m om entum space,
Jx, Ih a dwave superconductor isa 2 2 matrix in the Nambu sohhor space. The W ZW
term arises just because the vector product Jx © Jx is nite and actually gives a m easure
of the vorticity around each node. In the presence of purely intra-node in purity scattering
we obtain the sameW ZW action of the non-abelian bosonization from the 1d m apping*2-2?,
w ith how ever the inverse m ean free path asam om entum uppercut-o instead ofthe nverse
lattice spacing which is usual the U tra-V ioktregularizer of the 1d D irac theory. In this
context we elucidate the rok ofthe W ZW tem In providing the correct scaling behavior of
the density of states depending on the im purity-potential range.

Another issue we clarify is the relationship between the coupling constant of the non-
linear -m odeland the actual spin-conductance. T he two quantities are known to coincide
at the level of the Bom approxin ation. H owever, rigorously speaking, the spin-conductance
has to be calculated through a K ubo form ula which Involves advanced and retarded G reen’s
functions. Since it m akes a di erence whether quasiparticles are right at the nodal points,
w ith zero density of states, or slightly away from them , in which case the density of states
is nite, one m ight wander whether the two quantities, soin-conductance and non-lnear

-m odel coupling, rem ain equaleven beyond the Bom approxin ation, egpecially In the case

of intra-node and Inter-oppositenode scattering. W ew illshow that this is actually the case.



Finally we will show that the range ofthe in purity potential crucially a ects the energy
scale at which localization precursore ects starts to appear. In particular we w ill explicitly
show that, keeping xed the inverse relaxation tim e w thin the Bom approxin ation, 1=,
and Increasing the relative weight of the long-range w ith respect to the short—range com po-—
nents of the disorder, kads to strong reduction below 1= ; ofthe energy scale for the on-sst
of Jocalization. Thism ay provide a natural explanation to the partial lack of experim ental

evidences of quasiparticle localization in superconducting cuprates.

T he paper is organized as ollows. In Section IT we Introduce the m odel which we =
form ulate w thin the fem ionic path-integral form alian using the replica trick in Section ITI.
T he global sym m etries of the action are discussed In Section IV . In Section V we start the
derivation of the non-linear -modelwhich includes two tem s. The \conventional" one is
worked out in Section V I, and its draw backs discussed in Section V IT. T he \unconventional”
W ZW tem is derived in Section V III and its consequences for ntra-nodal disorder are
discussed iIn Section IX . In Section X we analyse the role of internodal scattering processes
and nally Section X I is devoted to the concliding ram arks.

ITI. THE MODEL

The m odelwe study is described by an Hartreetock Ham iltonian for d-wave supercon—

ductors in the presence of disorder

X X
H = polx s+ k1] o+ V@ y s K+ q
k kg
X ) X
PHY ot V@ Y s g 1)
k kg
Here V (q) is the in purity potential, }Z= (qz..;ck#)theNambu Sonor, = (cosk,a

coskya)=2 the superconducting gap w ith d-wave symm etry and y the band-dispersion m ea—
sured w ith respect to the chem ical potential. The Paulim atrices i’s, i= 1;2;3, act on the

N am bu sponor com ponents. T he spectrum of the B ogolubov quasiparticles is given by

q_
Ex= it 5 @)
. b i
and shows four nodal points at k; = kp (1;1)= 2, kg = k,k, = ke ( 1;1)= 2 and
ks = k,kr being theFem im om entum along the diagonals ofthe B rillouin zone. A round



the nodes it is actually m ore convenient to rotate the axes by 45 degrees through
1 1
k=19—§(kx+ky);k=19—§(ky k) : (©))
In the new reference frame, k1 = kr (1;0) and k, = kr (0;1). In what Pllowswe de ne
k k @)

the m om entum deviation from any of the four nodal points k., a = 1;1;2;2. For amall

39 ke the spectrum around nodes 1 (1) and 2 (2) is, respectively,

q_
Ek1+ E]_ ! Vg 2+V'2 2,' (5)
q_
Erpe B 7 R 2P Y 6)
thus having a conicalD iracdke form . Herewy = ¥ ¢, jJandv = I 3

In the presence of disorder the m otion ofthe gapless quasiparticlesm ay becom e di usive
in the hydrodynam ic regin e. However di usive propagators appear only In those channels
which refer to conserved quantities. Hence, In superconductors, only them al and spin
density uctuationsm ight acquire a di usive behavior. Let us therefore brie y discuss som e
properties of the spin current operator which are going to play an in portant role in our
analysis.

T he z-com ponent of the spin—current operator In the N am bu representation satis es

X X h . oi
) ©0)
q x Jx @ ktq X Hey o H k+qf (7
K K
hence, org ! O,
Jy @) ! Jx ry 3t r x 1t 8)

Since the Paulim atrices anticom m ute, the follow ing vector product tums out to be non-zero
JkAJk=2i2r kAr k -« (9)

T he vector product [9) actually probes the vorticity of the spectrum in m om entum space;
nodes \1" and \1" have the sam e vorticity, Jx * J¢ ! 21 ,% v , aswellasnodes \2" and
\2", although opposite ofnode \1", J ~ Jy ! 2i,vw v .W earegoing to show that this

property is crucial to uncover the physical behavior in the presence of disorder.



ITT. PATH INTEGRAL FORMULATION

To analyze thee ect ofdisorder in thism odel, we are going to use a replica trick m ethod
w ithin the fem ionicpath-integralapproadh . Forthat we associate to each ferm ionic operator

G rassn ann variables through

N otice that, unlike the original ferm ionic operators, ¢, and g are independent variables.

A fter Introducing the N am bu soinors
0 1

_ . _ Gen @' g)
= Goll)ice( i)y =@ 7 T A
G ( l!n)
where ¢ @{!,) and o @{!,) are the G rassn ann variabls in M atsubara frequencies, the
path-integral action w ithout disorder reads

X X
So = nx Lk 3+ k1 i) nk: 10)
n k

T he disorder introduces the additional term

X X .
Sjmp= V @) nk 3 nk+qg- 11)
n kg

Since , and ,x are independent variables, the global transform ation
me ! €7 a ol e (12)

becom es allowed w ithin the path-integral and is indeed a sym m etry transfomm ation of the

fullaction S = Sp+ Siwp when !, = 0. A nite frequency, !, 6 0, spoils this symm etry. If;

in addition, the disorder is long range, nam ely it does not induce internode scatterings, it

ispossibl to de ne four ndependent sym m etry transform ations of the above kind, one for

each node. This type of chiral sym m etry plays a crucial roke for long range disorder, aswas
rst em phasized In Ref.|19].

W e notice that the disorder does not induce any m ixing between di erent M atsubara
frequencies, so that the action decouples Into ssparate pieces, each one referring to a pair of
opposite M atsubara frequencies, !, which are coupled together by the superconducting
tem . For this reason we will just consider one of these pairs, with frequencies which we

denote by !, discarding all the others. This is enough to extract inform ation about



the quasiparticle density of states OO0 S) at given frequency as well as about transport

coe clents.

In order to derive a long-wavelength e ective action, we resort to the replica-trick tech—
nique, hencewe rst ntroduce N replicas ofthe G rassn an variables, ¢ ( i!) ! g ( 1i!)
and g ( i!') ! g ( i), wiha= 1;::5;N .Attheendwechallsend N ! 0.Nextwe
de netheoolum n vectorsg and G, wih 4N elem ents N replicas, 2 spinsand 2 frequencies)

cx (i) andge ( i!), respectively. Finally we introduce new Nambu spinors through?

0 1
1 C x
k= p_—@ A ’
2 1i,q
aswellas
_k= tkct;

Here the Paulim atrices ;, , and 3 act on the soin com ponents of the colum n vectors
a and ¢, whike ., , and 3 act on the Nambu com ponents (the diagonal elem ents refer
to the particle-hol channels and the o -diagonal ones to the particleparticle channels).
For later convenience, we also introduce the Pauli m atrices s;, s, and s3, which act on
the opposite frequency partners, as well as the identity m atrices in the soin, Nambu and
frequency subspaces, o, ¢ and sy, respectively.

By m eans of the above de nitions, the clean action can be w ritten as

X
So = x [k +1 x 28 ils] «: 3)
K

Sihce we are interested in the low -energy long-w avelength behavior, we shall focus our at-
tention only n an all areas around each of the four nodal points. In the rotated reference
frame [3), thenodeslieatk; = kr (1;0), k= k,k, = kr (0;1) andks = k. Using the
de nition [@) orthe sm allm om entum deviations away from the nodalpoints, we introduce

new G rasan ann variables de ned around each node through



a= 1;1;2;2, aswell as the corresponding N ambu spinors
0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
_q; E:1; _CE,. 62;
1=@. A;_1=@. A;2=@. Ar'§=@_ A 14)
12C; 1 zq; 128 1 2%;
O ne notices that fora = 1;2
- l — t L
a - ?_E ( &; 7 1G; 2) = a Ccy
- 1 — t t
a = 19—5 (g 7+ 1ie; 2= 45 cC
T he non-disordered action expanded around the nodes reads
X _
Sg = 1 b + iv 251] 1 - [ + iv 251] 1k
+ 2 W +iv os] 2 5 W +iv os] oy
X _
il i S3 i

We ndussfiltode nenew soinorswih com ponents in each of the nodes through

0 1
1

B C

B C

B 2

- E §

B

@ 1 A
2

so that
o= T i3 it s: &=t &

where thePaulim atrices ’sacton the \m " and \m " subspace, nam ely connect tw o opposite

nodes. This naturally leads to a new charge conjigacy de ned through
C:C:L:iz]_l: (15)

In what llows we denote as pair 1 the two opposite nodes \1" and \1", and as pair 2
the other two nodes, \2" and \2". C onsequently we need to introduce also m atrices in the
tw opair subspace, 1 and 2, nam ely connecting ad pcent nodes, which we w illdenote as o,
the identity, 1, 2 and 3, the three Paulim atrices.

10



T he clean action reads now

£ _ 1
Sg = 35( + ) W+ iv ,s]
_ 1 X
+ 3 35( ) e iv 5] il S3 e)
X
Ho() 1!s] a7

W e notice that w thin this path-integral form ulation, the four lndependent chiral sym m etry
transform ations of the form [12) translate into

T ;! CTCh

with T given by any of the ollow Ing expressions

T = &t 2% 00 u, (18)
T = e 239 (19)
T =¢e 2203 5 (20)
T = e 2% 23 (21)

where isa phase factor and u an arbitrary unit vector.

W e assum e that the scattering potential V (g) = V ( g) induced by disorder has
Independent com ponents which act inside each node, V () U (), between opposite
nodes, V (g + 2k;1) U (@) and V (g + 2k,) U (), and between adpoent nodes,

Vag+ ki k) U, @) and V (@ + ki + kj) U (@), so that the inpurity contribu-
tion to the action is

X _
Simp = UO(q) +q

;g( _ B

+ Ui1@ 1 749701 @ 7144 1
% B B

+ Uo@ 2 3 4+qt02@ 3.4 2
NG B B B B

+ U@ 1 2497 3 14+q TU12@Q) 2+q 1t 144 3
% B B B B

+ Uiz @ 1 Z4qt 2 T4q TUz@ 24q 1t T4q 2

o]

22)

11



Apart from the rsttemm in the right hand side of [22), we have for convenience kept the
node labels. Since the llow Ing relations hold:

X X . g X
2 1+q° 2 CC 4 g 1 2 +qr
X X t £+t X
2 1 +q9° 2 cc 4 q” 1 2 +q:
we can rew rite [22) in the ollow ing way:
X _
Simp = UO(q) +q
b4 _ _
+ U1@ 1 744701 @ 1.4 1
x™ - -
+ U@ 2 34q7U02@ 3.4 2
g _ _
+2 U@ 1 24+97U02@) 249 1
NG B B
+2 U@ 1 247 U0z@ 3 4q 1 23)

I8!
Finally we go back in real space, which now corresoonds to the low -energy continuum

Iin it of the ordginal Jattice m odel, and obtain the clan action
Z

— 1
So= dr @7 s ( @ i) F+iv os] ()
7
— 1
+ dr @@= 35 ( @+i0) W iv .s] (@)
2
Z Z
il dr @)s @) dr @) Ho@) 1il's] (@); 24)
and the in puriy tem
Z
Smp = drUp@) () (@)

+U; () 1) 1@+ Uir) @) ()
+U, @) , () 5 (@) + U () _z(r) 2 (r)
+2Up () @) @+ 2U@E) L&) ;@)

T2U;z() 1) 3@+ 20560 @) 1@): @5)

12



Paulim atrices

subspace of action

0r 1r 27 3

soin com ponents

07 17 27 3

N am bu com ponents

S07S17527S3

opposite frequency partners

0r 17 21 3

opposite nodal points

0r 17 21 3

the tw o pairs of opposite nodes

TABLE I:The various two-com ponents subspaces In which each set of Paulim atrices act

W e further assum e that the disorder is -lke correlated w ith

) ;

B ;

B ;
B;
B

Wy (r)i= 0; Hy@)Uo)i=u® (@

W, @)i= 0; W; @)U, Y i= 2v* (@

N, x)i= 0; W, x)U, Y i= 2v* (26)

Wy, @)i= 0; K (@)U @) i= 2w?  (r

Wsr)i= 0, @)Uz @) i= 2w? (0

W e conclude by noticing that (i) ifonly u 6 0 all transform ations [18){ [21)) leave the
action Invariant; (i) fu$ 0 and v6é 0 only [18) and [20) are allowed; (iii) nally ifu$ O,

vé 0andw 6 0 only [18) rem ains.

Iv. SYMMETRY PROPERTIES

Since we have been obliged to introduce so m any Paulim atrices, Including the identity
denoted as the zeroth Paulim atrix, for sake of clarity we prefer to start this Section by rst
sum m arizing in Tabl[l the subspaces .n which any of them act.

Now , ket us uncover all global sym m etry transform ations. W e start assum ing that only
Intra-node disorder is present, namely Uy 6 ObutU; = U, = U, = Uz = O.

If the frequency is zero, the action Sy + Sy, p IS nvariant under unitary global transfor-

13



mations T such that

C'TC 3T = 5;
C'T°C 3 2T = 3 285
C°'T™C 5 3T = 3 3
C'T*C 5 3 25T = 3 3 285
C'T*CT = 1:
They In ply that
ctttc=T % @7)
aswellas that
;7 31=0; [[; 3]=0; [[;2s]= 0: 28)
W e param etrize T as
T:%(TI'I'TZ) o+%a'1 D) 3 29)

where the su x \1" refers to the pair 1 (opposite nodes 1 and 1) and \2" to the pair 2
(opposite nodes 2 and 2). The symm etry m odes ©r pair 1 and 2 can be param etrized by

the 16N 16N unitary operators
0 1
Vl ) O A

1
T1(2>=§(o+ 3)V1(2)+§(0 3) Vi) 0 v ;
1@)

[

where the V ’s are 8N 8N unitary m atrices. Because of[27) we get

tmt _ 1 _ oy .
C Tl(Z)C_ Tl(2) - T1(2)’

and Vi ) and V3 3, are actually not independent as

ol

Vi c= Vip (30)
T herefore 0 1
Vi) 0
Tigy = e e B

0 ¢ Vv, c
is indeed param etrized by a single 8N 8N unitary m atrix Vi o). Since the two pairs of
nodes behave sim ilarly, n what ollows we drop the su ces 1 and 2. A cocording to [28) we
still need to in pose that

V; 2s]1= 0: (31)

14



To this purpose kt us introduce the ollow Ing uniary operation

1 .
U - _ _|_ — S e lZSZ: 32
> (o 2) > (o 2) S3 (32)
which transform s
'y ;0 tutd= tduv=  UYy;
so that for any operator O
o0 ! U'oU
O ne readily show s that
UY ;50 = s5; U¥s3U = g5 (33)
hence [31) transfom s into
Viss]= 0; 34)
which is ful lled by the general expression
1 1
VZE(A+B)SO+§(A B)s; (35)

wih A and B being Independent 4N 4N unitary m atrices. T herefore the original sym —
metry tums out to be U 4N ) U (4N ) Por pair 1, and analogously for pair 2, n total
U@AN) U@N) U@N) U@N).
W e notice that, In the presence of a nite frequency, ! & 0, we shall further im pose
through [33) that
Visil= 0;
which is satis ed by
V = C sy;
with C belonging to U (4N ). T herefore the sym m etry is lowered by the frequency down to
U @4N ) forthepairl tinesU @4N ) for the pair 2.
W ithin the non-linear -m odelapproach to disordered system s, the frequency plays actu—
ally the roke of a symm etry-breaking eld. This keads to the identi cation of the transverse
modesV ° as those satisfying
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Implyng A = BY in Eq.[39) so that we can w rite

v?=}hp5+p5180+%hpa pG_ylS3; (36)
where G belongsto U (4N ). In other words the coset space spanned by the transverse m odes
is stilla group, nam ely U (4N ). Tt is convenient to factorize out ofG the abelian com ponent.
For that we w rite

G = el N g; (37)

where is a scalar and g belongs to SU (4N ). The form s [3d) and [37) will be usefiul in
the Pollow ng to express the non-lnear -model directly in term s of g and . A fter the
transform ation [32) from Eq.[30) we nd that

h i,

2 2 Y 2 t
Vigg= 12 Vig 12 = 1 251VipS11 o2 38)

which leads to
t

in= @i %im= 12 g 2 1° 39)

Let us conclude by show ng what would change form ore general disorder potential. F irst
et us consider the case In which the disorder also contains tem s which couple opposite
nodes, ie. U; 6 0 and U, 6 0. In this case the ;3-modes are not anym ore allowed by
symm etry, so we have to in pose that V, o) = V33, nam ely, through 39), that 14y = 0and

g{(z) = glé) = 1 ng(z) 2 1°¢ (40)

The coset becom es now the group Sp @N ) of unitary-sym plectic m atrices (also called
USp @N )) forpair 1 and analogously forpair 2, ie. Sp@N ) Sp@N ).

Finally, if also scattering between adpcent nodes is allowed, Uy, 6 0 and U3 € 0, then
also the 3 modes do not lave the action Invariant. In this case we have to in pose that

Vl? = Vz? , 0 that the coset space is the group Sp 2N ).

V. THE NON-LINEAR MODEL

In what llow swe begin analyzing just the case in which the disorder only induces intra—

node scattering processes. At the end we w ill retum badk to the m ost general case. W ithin

16



the replica trick, we can average the action over the disorder probability distribution, after

which 28) with v=w = 0 [see Eq. [26)] transform s into

5 &
u — 2
Simp= — dr ) @© :
2
W ede ne 32N 32N m atrices X (r) by
X (r) ) (@©);

so that [4dl) can be also written as
Z

drTrX ()X (@)):

u2
Sij ?

By m eans of an H ubbard-Stratonovich transfom ation one can show that
Z Z Z
2

1
exp u? drTr X )X (r)) = DO (r) exp drETrQ(r)z

with Q (r) being hemm itian 32N 32N auxiliary m atrix elds.
In conclusion the full action, [24) plus [43), becom es
Z
l 2
S = — drTr Q (r)
25
+ dr @) Ho) i0@ i'sl @:

(41)

42)

iTrP @)X ()]
43)

(44)

One obtains the e ective action which describes the auxilary eld Q (r) by integrating out

the G rasan ann variables, thus getting
Z

S BRI

2u?

1
drTr Q (r)? 5TrJn GO + 1! s3  Hol:

(45)

W e further proceed In the derivation of a long-wavelength e ective action for Q (r) by

follow Ing the conventional approach. F irst of allwe calculate the saddle point expression of

Q (r), which we denote by Q ¢ s3, assum Ing it is uniform , in the presence ofan in niesim al

symm etry breaking temm ! s;. Then we neglkct longitudinal uctuations and param etrize

the actualQ (r) by

1 1
Q(r)’T(r)lQOS3T(r)=§(0+ 3)Q1(r)+§(o 3) Q2 (r);

Wherethmugh ) Qap®)= Q4 () w ith

Q.lr)=Tar) "QossTalr)= QossTa(r)’ = Tor) * Qpss;

17
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being the auxiliary eld in the pair subspace a;b= 1;2. N otice that, even though them ost
general Q (r) would couple the nodes together, nam ely would incluide o -diagonalelem ents
Q 1, (r), [48) does not contain any m ixing term . This simply re ects that the o -diagonal
com ponents are not di usive, hence m assive.

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

action into the realpart

1
Sy M = oz drTr Q (r)?
h i

1 1
ZTr]n QO + i! s3  Hp] ZTr]n 0 ils HY ; 48)
1 1 h i
S = ZTr]n O + i! s3  Hgl+ ZlTr]n 0 ils HY ; 49)

whith wewill show givesrisesto a W ZW tem .

V. CONVENTIONAL -MODEL

By m eans of [48), the real part of the action, [48), can be w ritten as
S = Ye 5oy o2 lT]nGl° 50
NLM S o Qo 1 r ; (50)

where Veee Is the e ective volum e corresponding to the long-wavelength theory (roughly
goeaking Verr = V=4, since we have in plicitly folded the B rillouin zone Into a single quad-—

rant, in order to m ake all nodes coincide), and

G'=HoHI+Q:+ "+ ! Qs+ s50Q)+ H,Q 10 HY

G’ ; (51)
w here

Gy = HoHY+ Q2+ !%;

= ! fQ;sg iH,Q + QHy:
W e notice that s3H ¢ s3 = H §; therefore
iHoQ iQHj=iHQ s3s3 iQsHoss=1iHoQsslss=J rQj
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where we m ade use of the equivalence Q s;3 T 2 and of the expression of the spin current

operator in the long wave-dength 1 it
J@x)=1Hok)r]: 52)
Analogously one can show that
h i
iHoQ 10 H{=issH{s3Q iss3QH{= 1is s3Q;H =rQ
so that the selfenergy operator can be w ritten as

= !'fQjsg J rQ= !fOys rQ I (53)

W e then expand the action up to second order in  and obtain

e

2 l 1
SNL M - 2u2 32N QO ZTrh G

Ve 32NQ2+1T n Go] 1T hil G ]

= -Tr -Tr
2u2 07 4 00 4
Ve 32NQ2+1T an]+ng; ]+1TB G ]

= —-Tr -Tr —Tr
2u2 07 4 07 g 0 8 o
Ve 32NQ2+1T n Go] !TD Go]

= —1r —1r S
22 o 4 2 >0 ,

12 1 b 1

+ gTr Bo fQ 7 S39 Go fQ ,'S3g]+ gTr GO fQ ¥J-G0 J fQ . (54)

N otice that we have arrived to Sy v In temm s of £ Q w ithout passing through a gauge
transfomm ation to carry out the gradient expansion so avoiding any problm related to a
proper treatm ent of the Jacobian determ inant2° .

A . Saddle point equation

In mom entum space one nds that

1 1
Ho Hg = 5 2+ 2 \7§+\72 + 35 2 2 V; \;
1 1
=§Ef+E22 +3§Ef El

where E; isthe spectrum of quasiparticles around nodes \1" and \1", and analogously for
E, ,see [0) and [6). Therefore

1
Gp = -6G:1 +Gy 1+ 3551 G 1;

NI
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where

1 1
G, = . G, = .
YO EZ 4024 12 2 EZ + Q2+ 12’
o that
2 1 2 2 1 2
Gf =5 Gl +G; + 52 G G (55)

T he saddlepoint equation is obtained by taking Q (r) = Q¢ and m Inin izing the action,
which Jeads to the selfconsistency equation

0 1 X 1
= - 57 (56)
Qo+ ! \% . Ext Qo+ )
originhally derived In Ref. [I]. The solution ofthisequation, n the Imit ! ! 0, reads
. Vg V
QO_ eXP 2U.2 ’

where isan ultravioclkt cut-o which is roughly the energy scale above which the spectrum
deviates appreciably from a linear one, in otherwords ' . W e notice that in the generic
case wih nite internodal scattering, nam ely with non zero ¥ and w?, the saddle point

equation rem ains the sam e apart om u? ! u?+ 2w?+ V2.

The quasiparticlke density of states N ( ), after the analytic continuation of i! to the
positive real axis, i! ! > 0, tumsout to be, oranall ,
2 3
2 Q5 ¢
N ()=— 40 hg———+- — tan'—2>— 5: (57)
VgV 2+ Q(Z) 2 2 QO

T herefore the density of states at the saddlepoint acquiresa nite value Ny Qo=u? at the
chem icalpotential = 0, whil, for @, tums badk to the linear dependence N ( )

as In the absence of disorder.

B . Frequency dependent term s

The st ordertem in the frequency is jast

Z

! Ny

—Tr s3Gyl= — — drTr (r)ss]: 58

5 R s3Go] 2 00 R (r) s3] (58)

T he second order term  is readily found to be

12 1 171 2 7
—Tr O ;539 Gy £Q ;s39]= — drTr £Q (r);s : 59
8 E‘O Qi 39 Go Q; 3g] 32 ZVFV Q% Q()r3 9)
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This term is negligble as com pared to [58) for frequencies ! much smaller than v v Ng.
T he latter is therefore the energy scale below which di usion ssts n at themean eld kevel,

nam ely the socalled inverse relaxation tin e In the Bom approxin ation, 1= ;.

C . G radient expansion

T he Fourder transform of the current operator is
1 1
J @)= 35 i@+ Jo@1+ 3 35 i@ @]l (60)
where, at long wavelengths g ! 0,

Ji@ ! J1= & ;iv 5s)

Jo@) ! Jo,= (Gv 2s1;,w):

Tt is then easy to derive the follow Ing expression of the tensor product J JY

0 1 0 1

JJg¥ JgJgvy 10
J J =0 A=}V§+VZ@ A
JgJ¥gygy 2 01
0 1 0

1 10 0 1

+= 3 VS v @ A ¥V .8 5 @ A (61)
2 0 1 10

To evaluate the second order gradient correction in [54) we notice that

1 h i 1X h i
~Tr GoFQ IG,J £Q = — Tr @0 @50 Gy JiGoJ;
8 8 i3
X h i

Tr @Q @jQ Go J?J/GO J;+ Gy J}_/GO Jj

" 16

i3

In the long wavelength lim it

1 X
GoJ?GoJi‘F GngGon= ; Go J§G0 J;i+ Gy JEGO Jj
1 X
8 Gi +G; w+vV + 3 v vV (i i)
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P
since GZ & =0.We ndthat

1 X 1 X
— G +G =— G
4v ' 2 2v '
7 e
B 1 da d 1
2 42z R 71 2403
Z
1 S 17 1 1
8 wv x>+ Q3 8 wv Q2°
T he D rude spin-conductivity isde ned by
1 v2+ v
= ——— (62)
4 2 v

so that the second order gradient correction can be w ritten as
Z

vV
drTrr Q) rQ (r)]+vz—Trf 3RO ()R Q (v) RO Q ¥)o:
2+ v

2
16Q7%
D. The nalform ofSy1n M

Collecting all contrlbutions which are second order in the gradient expansion and st
order in the frequency we eventually obtain

Z
Sy M = 1602 drTrr Q (r) rQ (r)]
0

1603 Z it Bomeom  fomeo
120 GrTrp () ss)

X-2ZQO 3

i, NO
= drl6Q(2) Tr @ Q;) “@ Q) !ZQOTrQi(r)s3]; (63)

i=1;2

Here we have de ned a m etric tensor or the pair 1 which ncludes nodes \1" and \1",
0 1
2 Vi 0

= - A .
wtv o g
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In reality the above action is not the m ost general one allowed by symmetry. Aswe
discussed earlier, the theory possesses two chiralabelian sectors, which actually occur In the
singlet channels 3 ,s, o and 3 s 3, see [19) and [21). In analogy with Ref. R4], we
expect that upon Integrating out Iongitudinal uctuations the follow ing term would appear:

Z
X .
Syt m = Y drTrl; »51Q:i@@ Qi)] “Trl; »5Q:i@e Q;i)];
0 =12
(64)
wih / v?.
In conclusion the m ost general non-lnear m odel is given by
X ’ 1) NO
Sy M = L drl6Q% Tr @ Q;(r) @Q;() !2Q0TIQ1(I)S3]
tlggr  Trls 2:10:0)8 0:@)] UTrl; 2510:(0)@ Qi)]: (65)
0

VII. FATLURE OF THE CONVENTIONAL M ODEL

The non-linear -m odel [65) belongs to one of the known chiral -m odels encountered
w hen two-sublattice sym m etry holds, see Refs. [0,24,25]. Ifwe sin ply borrow known resuls,
e eg. Tablk I Ref. 9], we should expect that the -function ofthe conductivity vanishes
In the zero replica Im it, N ! 0. That would In ply absence of localization and persistence
ofdi usive m odes. M oreover we should predict a quasiparticle density of statesN ( ) which

diverges like26:27:28 "o #

N() Tep A h> ; (66)
wih A and B som e positive constants. This is ckarly suspicious since in the absence of
disorder the density of states actually vanishes, N ( )

O ne is tem pted to correlate the above suspicious resul w ith what is found for the ele—
m entary loopsoftheW ilson-Polyakov renom alization group approach. H ere one Integrates
out iteratively degrees of freedom In a m om entum shell from the highest cuto to =s,
wih s> 0 eventually sent to In nity. In our case these fiindam ental loops for either nodes
are given by 7

1 d 1

— 2 2 T 4 - Ins gnhs;

=s<j X
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and provide thede nition ofthe din ensionless coupling constant g, which should necessarily
be an allto justify a oopexpansion mnghs 1. Inourcase ttumsoutthatg= 1,m aking
any loop expansion m eaningless.

This resuls is at odds w ith the standard non lnear -m odels for disordered system s
whereg 1= 1 forweak disorder. H ere, w hatever weak is the disorder, yet g= 1. This
peculiar fact was originally discussed in Ref. [L9], where the authors identi ed correctly the
com plte failire ofthe non-crossing approxin ation as a starting point ofperturbation theory
due to the absence of am all control param eters. Thism ight lead to the conclusion that the
non-lnear -modelwe have so far derived is useless in this problem , since it heavily relies
upon the assum ption that quantum  uctuations around the saddlepoint solution can be
controlled perturbatively.

In the follow ing Section we are going to show that the above conclusion isnot correct and

that one only needs to be m ore carefiill in deriving the proper non-linear -m odelaction.

VIII. WESSZUM INONOVIKOV-W ITTEN TERM

Indeed we have not yet accom plished all our plan, as we stillneed to evaluate the In ag-
nary part of the action [49). At lading order we can drop the frequency dependence of

(49), hence .
1 1 h i
S = ZTr]n[iQ Hol+ ZTr]n 0 #H 67)

Tt ism ore convenient to evaluate the varation of S along a m asskess path de ned through

QE@QE)+Q () Q)= 0: (68)
W e nd that
i i
S = -TrG Ql+-Tr GY Q ; (69)
4 4
where
G= (i Hy ': (70)

W e notice that, in the long wavelength lm it,
0 H (@@ H)'G' rQ J=G6 F ro; (71)

and

i@  Hp) Q H "G '+rQ JI=g+3' roQ; (72)
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hence

G=0 GrQ JIG i ¥H

" L+GrQ J+EQ JerQ JIg 0 H

GY

L+ GorQ J}Go 1 Hp)

"I GrQ J+ErQ JEerQ JIBEQ  Ho):

T he leading non-vanishing contrbution to [69) derives from the second order gradient cor-
rection to G GY, which reads

G @' 2iGrQ JE&rQ JE: 73)
T herefore
1
S = ETI[QGOIQ J gr Q J R ]
1
= Tr 0GroQ JEIY roeR (74)

The only term which contrlboutes com es from the antisym m etric com ponent of the tensor

J JY:
1

5 JlJ?J/ JiJi/ = iijVFV 281 37 (75)

being ;5 the Levi€ wvita tensor, thus leading to

X
S =1 isTrlsQQ Q @Q 281 3] (76)
i3
w here
1 X 3 3
=4— vr Vv G + G
Z
_ e 17 11 o
8, x>+ Q02 16 Qf°
Introducing a ctitious coordinate which param etrizes the m assless path, we nally get
1 1 2
S = i—— &r Trlzs 3Q@Q@Q@®QE®RQ X Q ()@ Q (r)] (78)
12 4QOZ
1 1
= i—— &’r Tr[250: )@ Q1 (r) Q1)@ Q1 (r)Q:1(x)Q@ Q1 (x)]
12 403 7
1 1
E—— &r Tr[2502()@ Qo(r)Q2(r)@ Q2(r) Q)@ Q5 (r)]:
12 403
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This actually represents opposite W ZW tem s for each ofthe two pairs ofnodes, nam ely for
each ofthetwo independent U (1) SU (4N ) -m odels. It is clkear that if the disorder coupled
the two pairs of nodes, we would be forced to identify Q1 (r) with Q, (r), so that the W ZW
temm would cancel In that case. Tom ake [78) m ore explicit we rem ind that, ora = 1;2,

Q.)=T.(r) °s3Q0= 53Q0Ta (r)*; (79)

where

1
T2 @)= = (o+ 3)Va2(r)+§(0 D& Vv, 2@ g (80)

N

and

L 1 p—

1 .
Vie)="U S ot ss)e v P g )+ S s)e v oeB g @)Y uYy; (81)

a

U being de ned in Eq.[82). By means of [79), [80) and [81l), the expression [78) can be

nally written as

7
. 1 3 y y y
S = i dr Tr @)@ g @) @)@ gr) g @)@ g(r)
-t ? 3
l? d'r Tr @)@ ) R E)Q@gE)pE)e gk ; 82)

appropriate ortwo W ZW m odels SU (4N ), .
Let usexpress allother tem s In the action by m eansof , and g, . F irst ofallthe density

of state operator becom es

1 X2 p— S
Q—Tr[s3Q ®)]= Tr T?@) = 2 e v UTrgmltet ¥ UTr g @)Y+ 83)

0 a=1

M oreover one readily ndsthat

1
?Tr@Qa(r) ®RQ. ) =16 @ ,(r) ¥R @+ 4TrQ@ g ) ®@ g @)Y ;
0

and

1 . (16N )’
?Tr[a 25104, (@)@ Q4 ()] Tr(; 250, (@)Q@ Q. ()]= T@ a (¥) @ .(@):
0

In conclusion the action expressed in tem s of the fundam ental elds and including the
W ZW temm reads
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X
Swaw = dr Tr@ g () MegE)y+ * @1+N )Q L) ®e @
a=1;2
PT P © @)
' Ny € ¥ *OTrga@)l+e’ ¥ *9Tr g @)Y +s%; 84)
w ih
VA
@ _ i 3 y y y .
S - 112 dr Tr ga(r) @ ga(r) ga(r) @ ga(r) ga(r) @ ga(r) 7 (85)

where the plusreferstoa= 1 and them nusto a= 2.

IX. CONSEQUENCESOF THE W ZW TERM

W e have just shown that the actual eld theory which describes d-wave superconductors
In the presence of a disorder which only pem its Intra-node scattering processes is not a
conventional non linear -m odel but instead it represents two decoupled U (1) SU @N )

W ZW m odels. M oreover if, for Instance, we consider pair 1, then

FPr@Tr@g@@a @’ +VPTre g ()@ g ()
Z

1 v+ v 2
— Fr@Tr @ g @)@ g ) + vVVTr @ g, (r) @ g, (r)Y

442 wv V4V

F

VTr@ g @ g ) + vV*Tr @ g, )@ g ()Y ;

VPV
which, upon the change ofvardiable ! % and ! v ,showsthateach W ZW modelis
right at its xed point. Hence there isno ambiguity in the zero replica lim it.

Now we can draw som e consequences ofwhat we have found. The rst isthat the average
value ofthe density of states O O S) at the chem icalpotential stays zero, as In the absence of
disorder and contrary to the B om approxin ation. In particular the din ension ofthe density
of states operator In the zero replica Iim N ! 0 is

N 1 1
+ !
N Nd+N )

0 =

while the din ension of the frequency is [! ]= 2 @ )

Il
’_l
+

. This in plies that the
DO S at nite frequency behaves as

N (V) Fy o 86)



In agreem ent w ith Ref. [L9].

N otice the [86) stam s from the fact that theW ZW term sm odi esthenon-lnear -m odel
resuls leading to Eq. [66) in two ways: )it makes unrenom alized as wellas , i) it
adds the further contrlbution one to the dim ension of the density of states operator. The
only di erence between the 1d m apping and the non-linear -m odel resuls for the density
of states are the constant factors xed by the range of validiy. 1d mappihg: N (!)
I=@pv )! (!= ) 2= ) with ! < ; nondhear -model: N (!) No (! )@ =@+
wih ! < 1= ,, N, belhg the saddl point value of the density of states. At lrading ording
in u? them atching of the two expressions is provided by Ny , 1.

T he second consequence concems the transport properties. W e have shown that w ithin
the Bom approxin ation a nite soin-conductivity arises. Is this result still true beyond that
approxin ation? The renom alization group analysis which identi es the soin conductivity
w ith the coupling of the non-lnear -modelwould say that ¢ stays unrenom alized to is

xed point value. Can we understand this in the 1d m apping Janguage?.

In order to answer this question, we introduce a uniform spin vector potentialw ithin the

action, which in our path-integral approach has the form
A=Ay 3+A; 35: (87)

T he action becom esnow a functionalofA ,ie. S ! S A ), and the soin-conductivity tums

out to be given by
I

1 @mnz@) @hnhza@) 1 @hz@) @nhza)
*" 2 eaZ ea? :o= 2 eaZ eaz, ' ©9)
where 7,
Z@)= DQE °®

is the generating functional in the presence of A . It ispossble to show that at second order
In A one needs just to m ake the follow ing substitution In the action

@Q@!@Qm+§pmm]: (89)
Upon the action of [32)

A ! UyAU:AO 3+A13283,'
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and we can show that [89) in plies the follow ing transform ation law ofthem atrix eld G (r)

In the presence of A

Gr)! e Eifdro @ % 3 219 2 3)G ) e%fdro @B % 3+21 @Y 2 3): (90)

In order to better understand the role of A it is convenient to translate the W ZW action
into the language of the undemeath free one-din ensional fem ions. O ne m ay identify the
component G;, (r) ofthematrix eld forpair \1", where and run over 4N indices,
w ith

G,

’

! 1,z © 5 @©); 1)
being ;; g (r)and ,, 1 (r) rghtand leftm oving onedin ensionalFem 1 elds, respectively,

and the two ocom ponent vector r playing the rol of space and tin e coordinates. Since pair

\2" has the opposite W ZW term ofpair \1", it ism ore appropriate to de ne

G,

’

@ ! i, @ 3z @©); 92)

which form ally yields to equalW ZW temm s. Then [90) in plies for the fermm ions the trans-

form ation law s

1z @1 e pfa® @eh 5 a1Eh 2 5 1r @7
@ e Lfar® @@% s+AL (%) 2 3) L )
a @)1 e Ifar® @mae® s+2a1600) 2 3) om @)
21 @) 1 oe 2’ e s Rt 2o 21 ©);

which wem ay interpret as if A ; couples to the spin-density operator

X

) s O+ Lo s @) (93)

i=1;2

whilke A ; to the soIh-current operator

XI;R ) 3 2 .5 @© {;L ) 3 2 14 @ 32/,.R ) 3 2 L5 @+ §;L ) 3 2 4 (@)
94)

Since the fermm ions are free, apart from the abelian sector which is not coupled to A , the
susceptibility towardsA ( isthe sam e asthat towards A 1, hence the soin-conductivity would
Seam to vanish at ! strictly equal to zero, again unlke what we found within the Bom
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approxin ation. A ctually one has to be m ore careful n draw ing such a conclusion. Let us
suppose to do the sam e calculation at nite frequency ! and afterwards send ! ! 0. A
frequency ! & 0 plays the rok of an explicit din erization in the one din ensional ferm ionic
problm :

=12 i

(95)
Tt is straightforward to show that in the presence ofa nite din erization the current-current
susoeptbility is nite and practically equal to that one In the absence of dim erization,
while the density-density susceptibility is zero. This discontinuous behavior at ! = 0 as
opposed to ! ! 0 is again a m anifestation of the chiral anom aly which plays such an
in portant role in this problkm?®®. Since it is physically m ore appropriate to identify the
soin conductance through the ! ! 0 lmm it, we conclude that, In spite of the vanishing
DO S, the soin conductivity is nite. In other words, In soie of the fact that the DO S is
vanishing at the chem ical potential, nam ely that quasiparticle m otion is undam ped hence
ram ains ballistic, yet the spin conductivity acquires a nite value In agreem ent w ith the

D rude approxin ation.

X. INTER-NODE SCATTERING PROCESSES

So farwe have Jjust considered the role of in purity scattering w ithin each node. Now It
us extend our analysis by including also internode scattering processes. Upon integrating
out the m ost general disorder, we nd two additionaltem s. The rst describbes opposite

node scattering processes, and it reads:
Z

St_= Vv dr ;@) @) @) 1@ + L@ 5@ 3@ L&) : (96)

am

T he second derdves from the in purity scattering processes which couple the two pairs of

nodes, and it is given by
Z
SE= W dr 1@ L) L@ 1) + 1@ @) @) 1@

im p

+ 1) 3@ @) 1@ + @) L@ @) @) : 97)

A s before we can decouple the fourfemm ion tem s by introducing auxiliary Hubbard—
Stratonovich elds. Since these elds are expected to bem assive, we can flurther expand the
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action up to second order in those elds after ntegrating out ferm ions. W e  nally integrate
on the auxiliary m assive elds. The net result is still an action for the Q m atrices only

which includes now the additional tem s:

Z
I _ I& .
Simp = 2 dr TrR () 1Q @) 115 (98)
0
and 7 “
IT _ II& .
Sjmp_ dr TrD () 1 :Q (@®) 1 il; (99)
QO i=0;1
where
I f I W_2
u?’ u?

The rsttem [08) tendsto lock G; = Gy and G, = Gz, whik [99) bcksG, = G,.

W hen opposite node scattering is added, still leaving pairs of opposite nodes uncoupled,
only the sym m etric Q -com binations of opposite nodes stay m asskess, the -tem disappears
and the coset for soft m odes is Sp 2N ) for each pair ofnodes. The -function is vanishing
only because of the contrlbution ofthe W ZW temn , and density of states vanishes wih a
universal exponent in agreem ent with the known resuls’*?2?., In the absence of isotropic
scattering the vanishing ofthe function still indicates that the spin and heat conductivities
have a m etallic behavior.

F inally, in the generic case in which allnodes are coupled only the four nodes sym m etric
com bination of the Q ’s is required for the soft m odes. The coset is again Sp @N ), but now
it represents degrees of freedom com ing from allnodes. Thetwo W ZW tem s are w ritten in
term s ofthe sam e Q and they cancels since they have opposite sign. T he action then reduce
tothe Sy v asderived by [B].

A . Scaling analysis of the generalm odel

In order to elucidate the role of Internode scattering processes, it is convenient to trans-
form the 2 dim ensional non-lnear -model nto a 1+ 1 din ensional m odel of Interacting

ferm jons.
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FIG . 1l: Interaction vertices for the m ost general disorder. Solid (dashed) lines refer to right (left)
m oving fermm ions. The labeli= 1;2 refers to the two pairs of opposite nodes, ; °= 1 tothetwo
N ambu com ponents, ; 0= ";# to the soin and a;a0= 1;:::;N to the replicas. The symbol 0

in front of the g3 and g3, coupling constantsmeans + 1 if = %and -1 otherw ise.

W e represent them atrix  elds for pair \1" according to:

Gl; a; 0 00 — i 1R; a {;L; 0 0507

Gi]f; a; 0 030 = i 1L; a XZ[;R; 0 007

Gy .00 = 1 2GT 21 Cow, . (100)
= i ° 1;L; 0 050 1ZIT;R, a

G%[; a; 0 0g0 =1 ° 1R; O 030 lZIT;L; a

A swe mentioned, since pair \2" has the opposite W ZW tem ofpair \1", it is convenient

to de ne G,, i 21 a iz’;R;o 0g0- N such away thetwo W ZW term s becom e

a,.O 050 ™

equal lkaving no am biguiy in m apping the non-linear -m odelonto a one-dim ensionalm odel
of Interacting electrons w ith the interaction vertices drawn in Fig.[ll. W e notice that the
coupling g in F ig.[1] derives from the two term s in Eq. [64). T he bare values of the coupling

constants are approxin ately

g(O) ’ u2,.
©)
g3 ! VZ;

©) © , 2.

% =T T W

G enerally u? W v, the equality holding only for short range in purity potential.

An inportant cbservation is that two-loop corrections to the renom alization group RG)
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equations vanish in the zero replica lim i, hence the RG equations valid up to two-Jloops are
found to be:

d
J 9§+gé+ 307

dhhs
dgs
dhnhs
dgy,
dhnhs
dgzp
dhnhs

4993 + 49 Jans

299+ 293 93p;

= 293% *+ 293,9;

where s ! 1 isthe scaling param eter. A s discussed In Ref. RQ], the velocity anisotropy
doesnot enterthe RG equations, which ram ains true at least up to two loops in our fem ionic

replica trick approach. It isconvenient tode neg = g3, g, o that

TRPRENS
ddfs = 49+ o d ;
§i8= 2 @+ &) g
O?is= 29 g9)g:

G iven the appropriate bare values of the am plitudes, one readily recognizes that the RG

ow m aintains the niial condition g = 0, hence the scaling equations reduce to

dg 1

= P+ -F; 101
dIns % 2 9 i 101)
dgs

=4 + g 102
Ths gg:+ & ; (102)
da;

= 2 g+ : 103
dns g+ g3) 9 (103)

The RG equations w ith the appropriate initial conditions always ow to strong coupling

w ih

1 1 .

3 Insc hs

w here s, can be Interpreted as the correlation length ofthe m odeswhich acquire a m ass gap

33 29 g !

E . by the interaction, w ith o

VgV
E.’

(104)
Sc

T herefore the two pairs of nodes get strongly coupled, in agreem ent w ith Refs. [19/20,22].
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B . Strong coupling analysis

In order to galn fiirther insight into the strong coupling phase towards which RG  ows,
Jet us consider the case of a single replica N = 1. For further simpli cation it is convenient
to adopt the sam e approach as n Refs.|5,19/20,22 and neglect the role of the opposite
frequencies, which am ounts to drop the -label. The m odel thus reduces to two interacting
chains of spinful ferm dons, each chain representing a pair of nodes. T he coupling g of F ig.[d]
only couples to the charge sector and m akes the ntra-chain um klapp, the coupling g3, a
relevant perturoation which opens a charge gap on each chain. Therefore the m odel is
equivalent to two coupled soin-1/2 chains. Ifwe denote by r; o) ®) and 1) &) respectively
the staggered m agnetization and the dim erization of chain 1 (2), the coupling am ong the

chains is ferrom agnetic and given by
Z

w® o dx ;&) 2 &) 4n ) 2kK):

A s shown in Ref.|29, thism odel is equivalent to an SO (4) G rossN eveau which tums out to
be fully m assive or, equivalently, by four two-din ensionalo -crtical classical Ising m odels,
three ordered and one disordered, h ;i= h,i= hsi= h 4i= 6 0, where ; and ;,
i= 1;:::;4, are oxder and disorder param eters, respectively. T he ground state is rigid to
an externalm agnetic eld and to a soin vector potential opposite for the two chains, hence

the conductivity is zero. Aswe discussed, a nie frequency am ounts to add a tem
Z Z Z

! dx | x)+ 2(X)/ ! dx 1) 2x) 3&) 2x)" ! ’ dx 4 x);

which actually plays the rok of an extemalm agnetic eld acting on the fourth disordered
Ising copy. Thenet result isthath 4 X)i60 !, which n tumsm ean thattheD O S ram ains
linear in frequency. Even in the presence of an explicit dim erization, the susoeptibilities
towards a m agnetic eld or towards a soin vector potential opposite for the two chains still
vanish. W ere these results valid forany N , even forN ! 0, we should conclude that i) the

m odel is indeed Insulating; ii) the DO S is lnear in frequency, in full agreem ent w ith Ref.|6.

C . Identi cation of relevant energy scales

T he previous analysis ofthe N = 1 m odel show s that the vanishing of them aland spin

conductivities n them odel fora disordered d-w ave superconductor translates in the language
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ofthe e ective onedin ensional ferm ionic m odel into the existence ofa nite spingap. The
correlation length associated w ith this gap should then represent the localization length of
the Bogoliubov quasiparticles. W e m ay estin ate this correlation length as the scale s, at
which the RG equations [10IH103) encounter a singularity. In addition we m ay introduce
them assgap E . through Eq. [104) which can be identi ed asthe energy scale around w hich
localization e ects appear. It is worth noticing that s underestin ates the spin correlation
length, hence the actual Iocalization length. The reason is that the RG equations blow up
on a scale which is related to the largest gap In the excitation spectrum . Since the coupling
g only a ects charge degrees of freedom , the largest gap is expected in the charge sector,
the soin gap being an aller. K esgping this In m ind, in what follow s we shall discuss how s,
or betterE ., depend on the range of the disorder potential.

First of all we need to identify som e reference scale to com pare wih E.. The natural
candidate would be the inverse relxation tine 1= ; In the Bom approxin ation. In the
generic caseu® W v, 1=,= 2Q, where Q, isdbtained by Eq. [58) w ith u? substituted
by u?+ 2w?+ v?. W e expect that the actualE . is always am aller then 1= ,, the two values
being closest or extrem ely short-range disorder, nam ely u? = w2 = v*. Sihce the derivation
ofthe non-linear -m odeldoes not provide w ith the precise dependence of the initial values
of the coupling constants, g, gy and g, on the in purity potential, we w ill assum e that
the short range disorder corresponds to 2g© = gB(O) = ngO) and m oreover that the m ass gap
E. in this case can be identi ed as 1=y in the Bom approxin ation. Upon Integrating the

RG equations [10IHI03) w ith this initial condition, the value ofE. / 1=, is found to be
|

1 1

— . 105
0 T g g% g” e

where isthe ulraviokt cuto ofthe orderofthegap . In order to appreciate the roke

of the range of the disorderpotential, ket us analyze the RG equations [IQIHI03) keeping

xed the com bination g = 2g© + gB(O) + g%, ie. at constant 1= ,, and increasing the valie

of g© at expenses of g3(0) +g% = g 2d”. One readily realizes that as g increases

E. decreases from its shortwange value [109). For instance, if we assume g3(0) = 0 and

0)
9, = 29(0) Jo, then .
E—
1 eg_éO) 90 1
Ec! — —— =;
0 4qgy 0

which explicitly show s that localization e ectsm ay show up at energies/tem peratures m uch
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an aller than the 1= ; in the Bom approxin ation.

XI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have presented a derivation of the non-linear -m odel for disordered
d-wave superconductors able to dealw ith a nite range in puriy potential, nam ely w ith an
Intra-node scattering potential generically di erent from the internodalone. W ithin this
derivation we have been abl to clarify som e controversial issues conceming the validity of
a conventional non-linear -m odel approach when dealing w ith disordered D irac ferm jons.
W e have indeed found that the non-lnear -m odel approach is actually equivalent to the
altemative m ethod rst ntroduced In Refil9 which consists in m apping the disordered
m odel onto a one-din ensional m odel of nteracting ferm ions. The energy upper cuto
is provided by the Inverse Bom relaxation time 1= ; in the non-lnear -m odel approach
and by the superconducting gap  in the 1d m apping. A closely related aspect which also
an erges for d-wave superconductors is the existence of a W essZum Ino-N ovikov-W iten
tem related to the vorticity of the spectrum In m om entum space. Both these features are
resoonsible of several Interesting phenom ena. For instance, unlke conventional disordered
system s, In this case disorder starts playing a role (particularly in the density of states)
when quasiparticle m otion is still ballistic. In contrast, the on-set of localization precursor
e ects is pushed towards energies/tem peratures lower than the nverse relaxation tine
In the D rude approxinm ation. M ore speci cally, the longer is the range of the im purity
potential the later localization e ects appear. This result may explain why experin ents
have so often failed to detect localization precursore ects in cuprates superconductors.
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