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D ynam ics ofparticle deposition on a disordered

substrate: I.N ear-Equilibrium behavior.

Yan-ChrTsaiy and Yonathan Shapir

Departm entofPhysicsand Astronom y,University ofRochester,Rochester,NY 14627

Abstract

A growth m odelwhich describesthe deposition ofparticles (or the growth

ofa rigid crystal)on a disordered substrateisinvestigated.Thedynam icrenor-

m alization group isapplied to thestochasticgrowth equation using theM artin,

Sigga,and Rose form alism . The periodic potentialand the quenched disorder,

upon averaging,are com bined into a single term in the generating functional.

Changing thetem perature(ortheinherentnoiseofthedeposition process)two

di�erentregim eswith a transition between them atTsr,are found:forT > Tsr

this term is irrelevant and the surface has the scaling properties ofa surface

growing on a atsubstrate in the rough phase. The height-height correlations

behave as C (L;�) � ln[Lf(�=L2)]. W hile the linear response m obility is �-

nite in this phase it does vanish as (T � Tsr)
1:78 when T ! T+

sr. For T < Tsr
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there is a line of�xed-point for the coupling constant. The surface is super-

rough:the equilibrium correlationsfunction behave as(lnL)2 while theirshort

tim e dependence is (ln�)2 with a tem perature dependent dynam ic exponent

z = 2[1+ 1:78(1� T=Tsr)]:

W hile the linearresponsem obility vanisheson large length scales,itsscale-

dependence leads to a non-linear response. For a sm allapplied force F the

average velocity of the surface v behaves as v � F 1+ �. To �rst order � =

1:78(1� T=Tsr).Atthetransition,v � F=(1+ C jln(F )j)1:78 and thecrossoverto

thebehaviortoT < Tsr isanalyzed.Theseresultsalsoapply totwo-dim ensional

vortex glasseswith a parallelm agnetic �eld.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

M uch progresshasbeenachieved recentlyintheunderstandingofsurfacegrowthinprocesses

ofdeposition,sedim entation,epitaxialgrowth,solidi�cation,etc[1{3].A few yearsearlierthe

static and the dynam icspropertiesofroughening ofcrystalline surfaceswere elucidated [4,5].

Recentinvestigationshaveconcentrated on theconnectionsbetween surfaceroughening dueto

therm aluctuationson onehand and thatdueto thekineticgrowth itself,on theotherhand.

The underlying discrete structure ofthe particles(orthe lattice)m ay lead to a kinetic phase

transition between sm ooth and rough phasesorbetween two rough phaseswith distinctscaling

properties[1].Sincetheunderlying discretestructureisrelevantatlow tem perature(ora low

noiseregim ein thedeposition)onecannotescapethequestion on how disorderin thesubstrate

m ightm odify thesurfaceproperties.

Thee�ectofthesubstratedisorderon thedynam icsofthegrowing surfaceisthesubjectof

ouranalysis[6].W eaddressthisissueusing thedynam icrenorm alization group (RG)applied

to thestochasticgrowth equationsusing theM artin,Sigga,and Rose(M SR)form alism [7].

In the presentpaperwe addressthe dynam icsnear-equilibrium . Thisregim e ischaracter-

ized by a very slow rate ofdeposition such that the system is very close to therm odynam ic

equilibrium . In thisregim e only slightm odi�cationsfrom equilibrium are considered. In par-

ticulartheuctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT)[8,9]and theEinstein relation (between the

m obility,thedi�usion constantand thetem perature)both hold.

Far-from equilibrium ,the growth equation doesnotobey the FDT.The sym m etry under

h ! �h (h istheheightofthesurface)and tim ereversalt! �tarebroken.Them ostrelevant

additionalterm ,asshown by Kardar,Parisi,and Zhang(KPZ)[10]isduetothelateralgrowth

3



ofthe oblique surface. The behavior far-from equilibrium willbe the subject ofa following

paper.

In general,thescaling propertiesofthegrowing surfacearem anifested in theheight-height

correlation function:

C(L;�)=< (h(~x+ ~L;t+ �)� h(~x;t))
2
> (1)

orthecorresponding surfacewidth:

W (L;�)= [C(L;�)]
1=2
; (2)

which obeysan asym ptoticbehavioroftheform :

W (L;�)= L
�
f(�=L

z
): (3)

In thisexpression � istheroughnessexponentwhich characterizestheextentoftherough-

nessofthesurfaceand z isthedynam icexponent.f(x)isa scaling function which approaches

a constantforlarge x. Forsm allx (� << Lz):f(x)� x� where � = �=z. Atearly stage of

thegrowth thesurfaceroughnessincreasesasW (�)� �� while for� >> Lz,W dependsonly

on L and behavesasL�.

In theabsenceofany disorderin thesubstratethenear-equilibrium behaviorwasanalyzed

extensively in thecontextofsurfaceroughening.Theoriginalwork wasduetoChuiand W eeks

(CW )[4]and thissystem wasfurtheranalyzed by Nozieresand Gallet(NG)[5]. Theirm ost

im portant�ndingswereasfollows:

In thehigh tem peraturerough phase

C(L;�)� ln[Lf(�=L
z
)] (4)
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which corresponds to � = 0,� = 0 and z = 2. The scaling form ofthe correlation function

in Eq.(3)can notapply to thatofEq.(4),since both � and � vanish butcom e with a �nite

ratio.

In this phase the e�ect ofthe discreteness (or the lattice) is not relevant. This behav-

ioris equivalent to thatofa free-surface in which the surface tension is the only interaction

determ ining itsproperties.

In thisregim e the m acroscopic m obility de�ned asthe ratio between the average velocity

v =< dh

dt
> and the"force" F driving thesurface,is�nite.

In thesm ooth phaseC(L)isindependentofL,and them obility vanishes.Them obility has

a �nite jum p from a �nite value to zero atthe roughening tem perature. The growth process

atlow tem peratures is by nucleation ofhigher"islands" on top ofthe sm ooth surface. This

"activated" growth hasdrastically di�erent dynam ic properties which are determ ined by the

di�usion ofthedeposited particleson thesurfaceand theirattachm entto the"islands".

W hile we study here the surface properties in deposition ofcubic (or tetragonal) rigid

particles,ourstudy applies aswellto the growth ofcrystalline surfaces ifthe rigidity ofthe

solid islarge enough. Ourtheory willapply ifthe surface heightissm allerthan the scale on

which the random deviationsin the substrate cease to a�ectthe positions,along the growth

direction,ofthe lattice ions. This scale willbe larger the stronger is the Young’s m odulus

which m easuresthelongitudinalrigidity.

Itturnsoutthatthesam estochasticequation ofm otion alsodescribesthebehaviorofother

random two dim ensionalsystem s. The m ost im portant case is a system ofvortex lines in a

superconducting�lm with theapplied m agnetic�eld paralleltothe�lm .(Chargedensity waves

at�nitetem peratureisanothersuch asystem ).Thereforetheconclusionsofourinvestigations
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also apply to 2D vortex-glasses[11{14]. W e shallcom e back to these im plicationsin the last

section.

Theoutlineofthispaperisasfollows:In thesection IIwepresentthestochasticequation

ofgrowth and therelated M SR generating functional.In section IIItheRG schem eisoutlined

and the recursion relationsare derived. Section IV isdevoted to the discussion ofthe results

and theirphysicalim plications.The�nalsection V isdedicated toasum m ary oftheim portant

conclusions.In theappendiceswe provide m ore detailsofthe RG calculations.A shortletter

announcing them ostim portantresultswaspublished elsewhere [6].

II. T H E EQ U AT IO N O F M O T IO N A N D T H E A SSO C IAT ED G EN ER AT IN G

FU N C T IO N A L

Theprototypicalparadigm forthesim plestdeposition processistheEdwardsand W ilkinson

(EW )m odel[15]forthesedim entation ofgranularparticles.Thecontinuum lim itform oftheir

equation ofm otion fortheheighth(~x;t)is:

~�
�1 @

@t
h(~x;t)= �r

2
h(~x;t)+ ~�(~x;t)+ ~F (5)

~� is the m icroscopic "m obility" ofthe upper surface,� is the " di�usion constant" for the

particleson the surface, ~F isproportionalto theaveraged deposition ratewhich isvery sm all

(large deposition rate willbe discussed in a second paper),and ~�(~x;t)isthe localuctuation

from theaveraged deposition rate,which obeys:

< ~�(~x;t)~�(~x
0

;t
0

)>= 2~D �
2
(~x � ~x

0

)�(t
0

� t): (6)

W ecan de�nethee�ective"tem perature"ofthissystem by theEinstein relation:T = ~D ~�.
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Ifthediscrete natureoftheparticlesistaken into accounttheheighth ofevery colum n of

particlesm ustbeanintegerm ultipleoftheverticalsizeoftheparticleb.Thisdiscreteconstraint

leads to a periodic �-function potentialon h. This periodic potentialm ay be expanded in

Fourierseriesofwhich only the basic harm onic isrelevant. On a atsubstrate there willbe

an additionalterm ofthe form 
~y

a2
sin(h(~x;t))on the r.h.s. ofEq.5 ( = 2�

b
and

~y

a2
isthe

am plitudeoftheperiodicpotential).

In the presence ofa random substrate the m inim a ofthe potentialwillbe random ly,and

independently,shifted foreach colum n.Hencetheequation ofm otion becom es:

~�
�1 @

@t
h(~x;t)= �r

2
h(~x;t)� 

~y

a2
sin[[h(~x;t)+ d(~x)]]+ ~�(~x;t)+ ~F (7)

d(~x)isthe localdeviation ofthe disordered substrate asdepicted in Fig. 1. The associated

"phase" �(~x) =
2�d(~x)

b
is uniform ly distributed between 0 and 2�,and is uncorrelated for

di�erentlocation ~x on thesubstrate.

Then theequation ofthegrowth processbecom es:

~�
�1 @h(~x;t)

@t
= ~F + �(r

2
h(~x;t))+

~y

a2
sin[h(~x;t)+ �(~x)]+ ~�(~x;t); (8)

wherea isthelatticeconstantin thehorizontalplane.

Toinvestigatethisstochasticequation system ically,onecan utilizetheM SR (M artin,Sigga,

and Rose)form alism [7]by introducingan auxiliary �eld ~h toforceEq.(8)through afunctional

integralrepresentation ofa �-function.Thegenerating functionalforEq.(8)takestheform as

(afteraveraging over�(~x;t)):

Z� [~J;J]=

Z

D ~hD hexpfS0[
~h;h]+ SI[

~h;h]+

Z

d
2
xdt(~J~h + Jh)g; (9)

where
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S0[
~h;h]=

Z

d
2
xdt[~D ~�

2~h
2
� ~h(

@

@t
h � ~��r

2
h)]; (10)

SI =

Z

d
2
xdt[

~�~y

a2
~hsin(h(~x;t)+ �(~x))]: (11)

The generating functionalZ[J;~J]can be directly averaged overthe quenched disordered d(~x)

because Z[J = ~J = 0]= 1 [20]. One m ay calculate any averaged correlation and response

function by di�erentiating thegenerating functionalwith respectto thecurrentJ orauxiliary

current ~J and setting J = ~J = 0.

Afteraveraging overthedisorderthee�ectivegenerating functionalreads:

hZ� [~J;J]idisorder =

Z

D ~hD hexpf

Z

d
2
xdt[~D ~�

2~h
2
� ~h(

@

@t
h � ~��r

2
h)]+

~�22~g

2a2

Z Z

d
2
xdtdt

0~h(~x;t)~h(~x;t
0
)cos((h(~x;t)� h(~x;t

0
))g;

(12)

where ~g = ~y2.Ifwechoose ~D = T ~��1 ,thesystem willevolve into thecon�gurationsweighted

by a Boltzm ann factore�H =T ,which obeysthe uctuation dissipation theorem (FDT)[8].To

sim plify the calculation,we rede�ne those physicalparam eters as: ~�� = �;~D ��2 = D ;~g =

g�2;~�� = ���2,F =
~F

�
.Then theequation ofm otion becom es:

�
�1
@h(~x;t)

@t
= F + (r

2
h(~x;t))+

y

a2
sin(h(~x;t)+ �(~x))+ �(~x;t): (13)

Hereh�(~x1;t1)�(~x2;t2)i= 2D �(2)(~x1� ~x2)�(t1� t2):Theresulting generating functionalforthe

presentcasereads:

Z� [~J;J]=

Z

D ~�D �expfS0[
~�;�]+ SI[

~�;�]+

Z

d
2
xdt(~J~� + J�)g; (14)

where,
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S0[
~�;�]=

Z

d
2
xdt[D �

2~�
2
� ~�(

@

@t
� � �r

2
�)]; (15)

SI =

Z

d
2
xdt[

�y

a2
~�sin(�(~x;t)+ �(~x)]; (16)

where h(~x;t)= �(~x;t)and ~h(~x;t)� ~�(~x;t). In the sam e way,we arrive atthe averaged

e�ective generating functional:

hZ� [~J;J]idisorder =

Z

D ~�D �expf

Z

d
2
xdt[D �

2~�
2
� ~�(

@

@t
� � �r

2
�)]+

�22g

2a2

Z Z

d
2
xdtdt

0~�(~x;t)~�(~x;t
0
)cos((�(~x;t)� �(~x;t

0
))g:

(17)

In thegeneratingfunctionalin Eq.(17),theterm which containsthecos[(�(~x;t)� �(~x;t
0

)]

isnon-localin tim e and willbe responsible forthe creation ofnon-trivialEdwards-Anderson

correlations.

In the renorm alization process it turns out that this term generates a new " quadratic"

term ,also non-localin tim e,oftheform :

1

2
�
2
��

Z

dxdtdt
0

r ~�(x;t)r ~�(x;t
0
) (18)

W ethereforeadd thisterm to thegenerating functionaland willfollow theow of�� aswell

(asshown below itwillplay acrucialrolein alteringthelong-rangeheight-heightcorrelations.)

Herewetreatthethelastterm in Eq.(17)asa perturbation to thefreeaction,and expand

the theory in orders ofg and �(=
2D �

4�
� 1). The RG schem e willbe discussed in the next

section and detailsaregiven in theappendices.
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III.T H E R EN O R M A LIZAT IO N SC H EM E A N D T H E R EC U R SIO N R ELAT IO N S

The renorm alization group schem e we follow isbased on the sine-Gordon �eld theory de-

veloped by Am it etal[16]. The extension to the dynam ics was perform ed by Goldschm idt

and Schaub (GS) [17]. Since they presented m any details oftheir calculations,we shallnot

repeatthem here.Ratherwe only outline theapproach and provide appendiceswith detailed

explanationswhich com plem entthesegiven by GS.

Thefollowing renorm alization constantsarede�ned through therelationsbetween thebare

and therenorm alized couplings:

D 0 = ZD D ; g0 = Zgg; (19)

m
2

0�
2
= m

2
�
2

R; 
2

0�
2
= 

2
�
2

R; �
2
= Z��

2

R;
~�
2
= (~Z ~�

)~�
2

R; (20)

�0 = (Z ~�
Z
�1
� )

�
1

2�: (21)

ThesubscriptR labelstherenorm alized �eld variable,and 0 thebarevariableorthecoupling

constant.Theterm swithoutsubscriptsarerenorm alized constants.Forconvenience,wede�ne

~Z ~�
= [Z ~�

]2.

The renorm alization of� dependson Z� and Z ~�
,and no additionalZ factorforrenorm al-

ization isrequired.Thisisdueto theFDT which im plies:

� �(t)
d

dt
h�(x;t)�(0;0)i= �h�(x;t)~�(0;0)i: (22)

Here �(t)equalsto 1 ast> 0,and 0 ast< 0. Eq.(21)isobtained by substituting Eq.(20)

into Eq.(22). Aswe willshow later,D � willnotsu�erany renorm alization. Therefore,itis
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notnecessary to calculate ZD in the harm onic m odel,which obeysthe uctuation dissipation

theorem (FDT).

As outlined by GS the m odelhas a very im portant sym m etry �(~x;t) ! �(~x;t)+ f(x),

where f(x) is an arbitrary spatialfunction constant in tim e. As a result �(~x;t) cannot be

renorm alized and Z� = 1 [17]to allordersin g.

W ealso m ention thatthelatticee�ectsand thequenched disorderin thesubstrateviolate

the Galilean sym m etry,which provides anotherW ard identity z+ � = 2 [10]forthe system

withoutthesee�ects.

The calculations ofthe Z factors are exem pli�ed in the appendices in which the explicit

calculationsofsom eofthem aregiven.

Recursion Relations:

OncetheZ-factorsareknown to theleading orderin g,therecursion relationsareobtained

via theso-called �-functions[18{20]:

�� = �(
@�

@�
)b = ��(

@lnZ ~�

@�
)b = (

g2
p
c

D �
)�; (23)

�D = �(
@D

@�
)b = �D �(

@lnZD

@�
)b = (�

2g
p
c

D �
)D ; (24)

�g = �(
@g

@�
)b = �g�(

@lnZg

@�
)b = 2�g+

2�g2

(D �)2
; (25)

��� = �(
@��

@�
)b = �

�2

4(D �)2
g
2
; (26)

wheresubscriptbm eansthatallbareparam etersare�xed when oneperform sthedi�erentia-

tions[18{20]and � isam assscale.Therenorm alization ofthecouplingsm ay alsoberelated to

thesam e� functions.Theirow undera scalechangeby a factorb= exp(l)isgiven by m inus
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therelated � function,in addition to thenaivedependencewhich originatesin therescaling of

x ! bx k ! b�1 k,and t! bzt.Therecursion relationsso obtained areasfollows:

d�

dl
= 0; (27)

d~��

dl
=

�2

4�(~D ~�)
~g
2
; (28)

d~D

dl
= [2� z+

~g2
p
c

~D ~��
]~D ; (29)

d~�

dl
= �[2� z+

~g2
p
c

~D ~��
]~�; (30)

d~g

dl
= [2�

2 ~D ~�

2��
]~g�

2�

(~D ~�)2
~g
2
: (31)

In thenextsection wediscussetheasym ptoticscalingbehaviorsim plied bytheseow equations.

IV .D ISC U SSIO N :

Recalling thatthe tem perature ofthe system isT = ~D ~�,we �nd that @T

@l
= 0. Hence the

tem peratureisnotrenorm alized.Thebehaviorofthesystem isgoverned bytherenorm alization

ofthecoupling g.Theow of~g dependscrucially on thetem perature.Letusde�neTsr =
�b2

�
.

Therecursion relation for~g takestheform :

@~g

@l
= 2(1�

T

Tsr
)~g�

2�

T2
~g
2
: (32)

Therefore forT > Tsr ~g owsto zero,while forT < Tsr ~g owsto a �xed pointoforder

�� = 1� T

Tsr
with a continuouslineof�xed-points[SeeFig.2].

W enow analyzethedynam icsin each phaseseparately.
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A .T he high tem perature phases: T > Tsr

Since~g ! 0in thisphasetheequilibrium propertiesarethesam easin thehigh tem perature

rough phaseifa surfaceon a sm ooth substrate:C(L)� T

�
ln(L).

W ay above Tsr the m obility ofthe surface is �nite. However,as Tsr is approached the

m obility becom essm allerand eventually vanishesatT = Tsr.

Integrating therecursion-relation we�nd that:

~� � ~�0(
T

Tsr
� 1)

2
p
c

(33)

with 2
p
c= 1:78.

The dynam ic exponent rem ains z = 2 throughout this phase, although the asym ptotic

scaling behavior is reached only on scales L > Lg where Lg � g
� 1

2�

0 is the scale on which ~g

decaysto zero.ThescaleLg divergesasT ! Tsr sinceln(Lg)� ( T

Tsr
� 1)�1 .

Aslongasonesitsatatem peratureT > Tsr,thedecay of~gundertheow willnotalterthe

asym ptotic scaling behaviorforL > Lg,exceptthattheam plitudein thecorrelation function

dependson thebarevalueof~g.

In thehigh tem peraturephase,theow of~�(l)can becalculated in term sof~g(l):

~�(l)= ~�(0)e
��

R
l

0
~g(l0)dl0

; (34)

where� =
2
p
c

~D ~��
,and

~g(l)=
��~g(0)e��l

�� � �~g(0)+ �~g(0)e��l
(35)

with � = 2�

(~D ~�)2
.

Now wecan obtain them acroscopicm obility,~� � ~�(l! 1 ),in thelinearresponseregim e

(F ! 0)forthehigh tem peraturephase.
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~�(l= 1 )= ~�(l= 0)(
j�j

�~g(0)+ j�j
)
�=�

� j�j
�=�

; (36)

where
�

�
= 2

p
c� 1:78.

As T ! T+
sr,�M vanishes continuously as dem onstrated above. In the low-tem perature

phase ~g(l)owsto a �nitevalue.Its�xed-pointlocation changeswith thetem perature.M ore

explicitly,the setof�xed pointsofdi�erenttem peraturesform sa �xed line in the plane of~g

and T,in which ~g�(T)� Tsr� T,to�rstorder.In thisphasethescaling equilibrium properties

and the dynam ics,aswellasthe transportproperties,are drastically m odi�ed. M ost ofthe

forthcom ing discussionsaredevoted to thisnew,super-rough phase.

B .T he Low Tem perature (T < Tsr) Super-rough P hase

Theregim eoftem peraturesbelow thetransition providesthem ostexciting new physics.

The theoreticalpredictionsare:(i)The correlationswillchange from C(L)� lnL to C(L)�

(lnL)2. Hence the surface is even rougher than that in the rough phase at T > Tsr. This

behavior was dubbed by Toner and Divincenzo as super rough.[21]. They found it �rst in

surface ofcrystals with bulk disorder. (ii) The dynam ic criticalexponent z now displays a

tem perature dependence. Itincreasescontinuously from itsvalue above Tsr z = 2,and z� 2

isto �rstorderlinearin Tsr � T.(iii)Thelinearresponsem acroscopicm obility vanishes.The

responsebecom esnon linear[5],atleastclosetothetransition,such thattheaveragevelocity v

scaleswith theexternalforce ~F asv � ~F �+ 1,where� isalsoatem peraturedependentexponent

(related by scaling to thedynam icexponentz).

In thefollowing weconcentrateon each ofthesephysicalm anifestationsseparately:

1.Super-rough Equilibrium Correlations
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For Tsr > T,g approaches a line of�xed points ~g� = (Tsr � T)=� (see Fig. 2). As was

shown by Toner and DiVincenzo [21],the correlation function ofthe 2-d surface acquires a

second logarithm ic factor. Since they used the static replica form alism fora m odelwith bulk

disorder,we explain here how thisbehaviorisobtained within the dynam icsform ualtion,for

thecaseofdisorderin thesubstrate.

The Fourier transform ation ofC(L;0)2-point vertex function �0;2(q;t= 0) is de�ned as

before:

�0;2(q;t= 0)=<< h(q)h(�q)>> disorder : (37)

Forsystem swith vanishing g,�0;2(q)=
1

�q2
.Oncetheterm ��

R R R

dxdtdt
0

r ~h(~x;t)r ~h(~x;t
0

)

hasto beaccounted for,theheight-heightcorrelation function areobtained from thequadratic

partoftheHam iltonian which containsthisterm .Oneobtainstheequaltim edynam ic corre-

lation,(nam ely thestaticcorrelation function):

�0;2(q;t= 0)=
1

�q2
+

��q2

(�q2)2
: (38)

The �rst term is the equaltim e correlation originating from the tim e dependent partofthe

correlation. The second term arise from the so called tim e-persistent part,which willbe ex-

plained in Appendix A.Thiscan be viewed asan EA type orderparam eterasm entioned in

theprevioussection.

The second term is proportionalto 1

q2
as the �rst. However,because ��(l) increases with

l(while � rem ainsunchanged with l),itcarriesanotherscale dependence. The height-height

correlation function,underasscaletransform ation by thefactorb= el,changesas:

< h(~q)h(�~q)>= �0;2(~q;�;��(0);g(0))= e
2l
�0;2[e

l
~q;�;��;g(l)]: (39)
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The�rstterm in Eq.(39)com esfrom thenaivedim ension of< h(~q)(�~q)>.Using Eq.(38)

with therenorm alized valuesoneobtains:

< h(~q)(�~q)>= e
2l 1

�e2lq2
[1+

��(l)

�
]=

1

�q2
[1+

��(l)

�
]: (40)

Apartfrom a �nitepart,��(l)increasesas� (g�)2l.By choosing lsuch thatelq= 
= a �1 ,

(where 
, the m om entum cuto�, can be chosen as the inverse lattice spacing), the vertex

function,�0;2(q;t= 0),isfound as:

�0;2(q;t= 0)=
1

�q2
[A � B

(g�)2

�
ln(qa)]; (41)

whereA = 1;B =
�2

4�2
.Consequently thestaticcorrelation function is:

C(L)= A
0

ln(
L

a
)+ B

0

ln
2
(
L

a
): (42)

Hence,thebehaviorfound by Tonerand DiVincenzo [21]forthebulk disorderisalso repro-

duced in the system underconsideration,where only the substrate isdisordered. Experim en-

tally,itm ightbedi�culttodistinguish ln( L

a
)from ln

2
(L
a
).However,thedynam icalbehaviorin

both phasesareapparently di�erentand theirdi�erencem ay bedetected by theexperim ental

observations.

Thebehaviorfound abovepersistsin theregim eL << �1=z.

ForL >> �1=z sim ple scaling im pliesa dependence of(ln�)2 on �. The derivation ofthe

interm ediate behaviorofC(L;�)isbeyond the scope ofthispaper(itrequiresthe knowledge

of�0;2(~q;!).However,sim plephysicalconsiderationshintvery strongly thatitsbehaviorisof

theform C(L;�)� flnLf[�=Lz]g2.

2.TheDynam icExponent
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To calculatethevalueofthedynam icexponentz in thelow tem peraturephaseoneshould

lookattherecursion relationsof~D and ~�.Tolocatethe�xed pointonecan requirethatboth of

d ~D

dl
and

d~�

dl
tobeequaltozero.Then zisobtained asz= 2+ 4

p
cj�j,wherethe�xed pointvalue

ofg,g� = ��

�
,wasinserted. Asfaraswe know,thisisthe �rstexam ple in which the present

dynam icexponentz varieswith tem peraturecontinuously (besidestherandom anisotropy XY

m odel,which isdescribed by thesam etheory studied by GB).Thephysicalim plicationsofthe

increasing z can beunderstood from thefactthattherelaxation tim eto reach theequilibrium

state is longerasthe tem perature is lowered below Tsr. This is to be expected in the phase

where thedisorderisrelevant,and the surface turnssuper-rough asexplained in theprevious

section.Since thesurface stretchesitselfto �nd thecon�gurationswith thelowerfreeenergy,

itwillleave these locationsslowly. The slowerdynam icsim pliesalso a graduated increase in

theaveraged freeenergy F(L)barriers,associated with a scaleL,dueto thedisorder.

3.TheNon-LinearResponse

In the lastsection,addressing the high tem perature rough phase,we have found thatthe

linear response m obility vanishes as (T � Tsr)
1:78,when T is reduced to Tsr. Below Tsr the

linearresponsem obility ~�M vanishes.

Asweshow in thefollowing theresponse becom esnon-linear.Again thephysicalorigin of

thisbehaviortakesrootsin thepreferred con�gurationsofthesurfacewhich arelocalm inim a

ofitsfreeenergy.Applying asm allforceF willnotm ovethesurfacein auniform velocity.Ac-

tually asom ewhatsim ilarsituation occursin thesm ooth phaseofasurfacegrowingupon aat

substrate,wherethem obility jum p from a �nitevalueto zero attheroughening tem perature.

Ifthe pinning is even stronger the surface grows by activation ofhigher islands. Ifthe

substrate isdisordered,the preferred and inhom ogeneouslocationsofthe surface are enough
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to slow the m otion and then to cause the linearresponse m obility to vanish. However,itstill

allowsforauniform m otion with averagevelocity which vanishesas ~F 1+ � (� > 0)when ~F ! 0.

Hence,the velocity vanishesfasterthan ~F. The force ~F isa relevant�eld which increasesas

~F(L)� ~F0L
2 with the length scale. Even forsm all ~F0 there isa scale L

� � aF
�1=2

0 forwhich

thescaled forceisoforder1.Nam ely itisnota negligiblequantity.On thescale,L > L� the

behaviorisnot"critical".Thelargeforcem ovesthesurfacewith a uniform velocity.Theratio

between theforceand thevelocity isdeterm ined by them obility � attheboundary L� between

the"critical" (L < L�)and the"non-critical"(L > L�)regim es.W ithin thescaling pictureL�

can serve asa "cuto� length ".Henceitisthem obility �(L �)fora pieceoftheinterfacewith

linearextentL� thatisdeterm ining the m obility ofthewhole surface on scalesL > L�.Note

that~�(L)isnotexactly ~�(L�)buttheratio between them is�nitesinceno " criticalscaling "

holdsforL > L�.Thescaling of~�(L)forL < L� m ay bederived from itsde�nition as:

@h

@t
= �F: (43)

Underrescaling L ! L=b we already know thatt! t=bz and F ! Fb2 while h doesnot

su�erany renorm alization. To m ake both sidesscale sim ilarly we m usthave � ! �b2�z and

de�ning � � �0b
�2� weobtain:

� = (z� 2)=2= �2
p
c� = 1:78j�j (44)

Thatim pliesthat�(L)on a scale L < L� ism ade sm allerby (L
a
)�2� with respectto itsbare

value.In particularwe�nd:

�(L
�
)= �0(

L�

a
)
�2�

= �0F
�

0 = �0F
z=2�1

0 ; (45)

wherewehaveused relation between L� and F0.
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So we have identi�ed the dependence of�M on F0 from which we obtain the averaged

velocity:

v � �0F
�

0F0 = �0F
1+ �

0 = �0F
z=2

0 : (46)

Thusastem perature islowered the velocity (forthe sam e tiny force F0)becom essm aller.

How far below Tsr these relations hold? The scaling picture is based on a localequation of

m otion ofh. Therefore,itim plicitly assum esthe existence ofsingle solution forthe equation

ofm otion in the lim it ofvanishing uniform force. Just below Tsr this is a valid assum ption

sinceeven ifm orethan onem inim a existsthescaleassociated with thedi�erencebetween the

m inim izing con�gurations (which diverges as T ! Tsr) is largerthan the scale we discussed

here.Atlowertem perature thism ay no longerhold.The existence ofm ultiple m inim a m ight

be felt on the relevant scale (i.e. L� ). In the regim e where m any m inim a are relevant the

dynam ics willbe activated. In other words,the slower processes are going to be related to

the height ofthe barriers between these m inim a. Som e works [22,13]have been devoted to

estim ating these barriersand drawing the conclusions based on " activated dynam ics". Itis

notclear,however,how reliabletheseheuristicestim atesare(e.g.thebarriersareidenti�ed with

the uctuation in the m inim a ofthe free energy.) Unbounded barriersbetween con�guration

unrelated by sym m etry willalso lead to broken ergodity which can be reected in "replica

sym m etry breaking".Such a possibility wasfound recently within a variationalapproach [23].

C . T at and just below Tsr

Thediscussion wepresented sofarforT < Tsr applieson length scalesforwhich ~gisalready

closeto its�xed-pointvalue ~g�.Ifthetem peratureisvery closeto Tsr thisscalesbecam every
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largeand itwillbenecessary to accountforthecrossoverregim e.The recursion relationscan

beintegrated asbeforeand yield forthescaledependentm obility:

~�(l)= ~�(0)f1+
4�

T2
~g(0)

1

2j�j
[(
L

a
)
2j�j

� 1]g
�2

p
c
: (47)

>From thisexpression weseethatif(L
a
)2j�j>> 1theresultsoftheprevioussection apply.If

theforce ~F isnotsm allenough fortheassociated scaleL� to satisfy thisrelation thecondition

between thevelocity and theapplied forcechangesto:

v=F � f1+
4�~g(0)

T2

1

2�
(~F

�j�j
� 1)g

�1:78
(48)

AtT = Tsr(� = 0)thisexpression yields:

v

F
= (1+

2�g(0)

T2
ln(F))

�1:78
(49)

Nam ely v=F vanishesasF ! 0 dueto logarithm iccorrections.They originatefrom thee�ect

ofgwhich ism arginallyirrelevantand decaystozerososlowly thatitstillcausesv=F tovanish.

V .SU M M A RY

To sum m arize the m ain conclusions ofour investigation on the e�ect ofdisorder in the

substrateon thesurfacedynam ics:Thereexistsaphasetransition between ahigh tem perature,

rough,phase,and a low tem perature,super-rough,phase.

In the rough phase correlations and response functions have the sam e scaling properties

asin the pure case. The disorderand the periodic potentialare irrelevantin thisphase. As

the transition tem perature Tsr is approached from above the m acroscopic m obility vanishes

continuously as(T � Tsr)
1:78 (contrary to theatsubstratein which ithasa �nitejum p).
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Thepropertiesofthelow tem peraturephaseareunique.Theheight-heightcorrelationsare

C(L;�)� [lnL]2 asL << �1=z,and C(L;�)� [ln�]2 asL >> �1=z with z = 2+ 4
p
c(1� T

Tsr
)

to �rst order in (1 � T=Tsr). Nam ely the dynam ic exponent increase continuously from its

Gaussian valueof2 asthetem peratureislowered below thetransition.

The linear m obility has a scale dependence which causes it to vanish on large scale. W e

haveshown thatthisscaledependenceresultsin anon-linearrelation between theapplied force

and the average velocity:v � F 1+ �,where � = 1:78(1� T

Tsr
)isalso a tem perature-dependent

exponent.

Alltheseresultsalsoapplytothe2D vortex-glasssystem ina�lm oftype-IIsuperconductors.

W e discussed these im plication elsewhere [14]. The m ostim portantone isthe non-linear

relation between thevoltageV and thecurrentI:V � I1+ � with � given above.

OurRG calculationsgive the sam e static behaviorobtained by the replica approach pre-

senting theunbroken sym m etry between replica.

Otherworkshave shown thesym m etry to bebroken within a non-perturbativevariational

gaussian approach which isequivalentto theN ! 1 lim it.Itisan unsettled m atterwhether

thesym m etry isindeed broken forN = 1.

Prelim inary num ericalresults fora 2D vortex-glass[27]and a random growth m odel[28]

show a transition in thedynam icpropertiesata tem perature within 10 % oftheanalyticRG

result. Looking at the static correlations below Tsr,however, the possibility ofthe replica

sym m etry breaking m ay not be excluded. However,It is too early to draw �rm conclusions

from those prelim inary results. Itis to be expected,therefore,thatm ore analyticaland nu-

m ericalworks would be necessary to reconcile the di�erent results and to reach a com plete

understanding ofthisexciting and challenging problem .
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A P P EN D IX A : R ESP O N SE A N D C O R R ELAT IO N FU N C T IO N S

Twokindsofpropagators,theresponsefunction and thecorrelation function,arisefrom the

free(Gaussian)portion in thee�ectiveaction in Eq.(17)(consisting ofaquadraticform in the

�eld � and theauxiliary �eld ~�).Onecan calculatethefreeresponseand correlation functions

directly from the free part ofthe action S0 in Eq.(15). In the m om entum and frequency

representation,they are:

h�(~q;!)~�(�~q;�!)i=
1

�(q2 + m 2)+ i!
; (A1)

h�(~q;!)�(�~q;�!)i=
2D �2

[�(q2 + m 2)]2 + !2
; (A2)

where m is the m ass ofthe �eld �. W e have introduced the m ass m to regularize the in-

frared divergenceswhich appearin theupcom ing loop calculations.In them om entum and tim e

representation,they aregiven by:

h�(~q;t)~�(�~q;t
0
)i= �(t� t

0
)e

��(q 2+ m 2)(t�t0)
; (A3)

25



h�(~q;t)�(�~q;t
0
)i=

D �

q2 + m 2
e
��(q 2+ m 2)jt�t0j

: (A4)

In thism anner,both thefreeresponseand freecorrelation functionspossessa m assdepen-

dencein theirdenom inatorsasonecan seefrom Eqs.(A1){Eqs.(A4).

The short distance cut-o� is introduced for regularizing the ultraviolet divergence in 2

dim ensions.Theregularized C0 and R 0 are:

C0(~x;t)=

Z
d2~q

(2�)2
e
i~q�~y��(q2+ m 2)

D �

q2 + m 2
jy2= x2+ a2 (A5)

R 0(~x;t)=
�(t)

4��t
e
�

x
2
+ a

2

4�t
�m 2�t

(A6)

Furtherm ore,thefollowing equationsarevery valuable to extracttheasym ptotic behavior

offreepropagators[17]:

�C0(x;t)� �
1

4�
ln(m

2

0
�0jtj)�

1

4�
C �

1

4�

x2 + a2

4�jtj
; as m

2
(x

2
+ a

2
)<< m

2

0
�jtj<< 1 (A7)

�C0(x = 0;t)= �
1

4�
ln(2

p
cm

2

0
�jtj)+ O (

a2

�0jtj
); (A8)

where C0(~x;t)= D � �C0(~x;t),and C isthe Euler’sconstant� 0:5772.In the lim itm 2
0�jtj<<

m 2(x2 + a2)<< 1,theequaltim ecorrelation behavesas:

�C0(x;t= 0)= �
1

4�
ln(cm

2

0
(x

2
+ a

2
))+ O (x

2
); (A9)

The zero ordeructuation-dissipation theorem (FDT)relatesthe response function to the

correlation function asfollows:

�
1

�2D
�(t)

d

dt
C0(~x;t)= R 0(~x;t): (A10)

1.Basicdiagram s
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In Fig.3 thewavy linerepresentstheauxiliary �eld ~�;thestraightlinerepresentsthe�eld

�.Thedash lineissetto separatetwo di�erenttim ecoordinates.Thedotpointsrepresentthe

abbreviation oftheother� lines.

2.Freepropagators:

Correlation function C0(~x;t)and responsefunction R 0(~x;t)areshown in Fig.4.

In general,theequaltim ecorrelation function,C(~x;t= 0)=< �(~x;t)�(0;t)>,isidentical

tothestaticcorrelation function < �(x)�(0)> averaged bytheBoltzm ann weight.Asaspecial

case forthe connection,one can referto Eq.(A4). On the otherhand,the response function

is related to the reaction ofthe system to the externalprobe,say P(~x;t). The perturbed

Ham iltonian willresultin H �
R

ddxP(x;t)�(x;t),and theadditionalterm in theHam iltonian

istantam ounttoaddingP(x;t)�0
~�(x;t)intheM SR action.Inotherwords,theconjugateprobe

P(x;t)�0 willcouple to the response �eld
~�(x;t).Intuitively,the linearresponse function can

bede�ned astheratio ofthestrength ofthereactive�eld to thatoftheprobe:

R phy(~x � ~x
0
;t� t

0
)=

�h�(x;t)i

�P(x0;t0)
= �0

�h�(x;t)i

�~J(x0;t0)
= �0h�(x;t)

~�(x
0
;t
0
)i: (A11)

where �0P(~x;t) = ~J(x;t) (note that R phy is di�erent from R 0 by a factor �0 and the latter

is used in the calculation here). This arises from the various representations of ~�,which is

associated with theunphysicaldegreesoffreedom in m ultiplying theLangevin equation by an

arbitrary constant.

Consistently,theresponsefunction willm anifestcausality.Thereisno responsebeforethe

externalprobeisapplied,i.e.,R(x;t)= 0 fort< 0.

The relation between the static and the dynam ic properties are through the correlation

functions. In the random system s one distinguishes between equal-tim e correlations which
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correspond to thestaticcorrelations:

< �(~x;t)�(~x
0

;t)>= [< �(~x)�(~x
0

)>]A V (A12)

where [::]A V standsforthe average overdisorder. In the replica calculation itisgiven by the

diagonalterm < ��(~x)��(~x
0

)>.Tim epersistentpart[24]ofthecorrelation which correspond

to theEdwards-Anderson (EA)typeofstaticcorrelation [25]:

[< �(x;t)�(x
0

;t
0

> t�t
0
! 1 ]A V = Q E A(x � x

0

); (A13)

In the replica language,ifthere is no replica-sym m etry breaking,it is given by the non-

diagonalpart:lim n! 0[< ��(x)��(x
0

)> �6= �]A V .

A P P EN D IX B : P ERT U R B AT IV E EX PA N SIO N S U SIN G FEY N M A N D IA G R A M S

To facilitate the RG calculation,one can introduce 1PI(1-particle-irreducible)vertex gen-

erating functional�[M ]. In analogy to the static case,one can de�ne the vertex functions

through �.Forexam ple,thevertex function � 1;1 isde�neby
�2�[M ]

�M 1�M 2

[20].Herethecalculation

is focused on expanding the bare param eters. On the other hand,one also can expand the

theory in term s ofrenorm alized param eters. Up to 2nd-order perturbation,the 1PI vertex

generating functionalareexpanded as[26]:

�[M ]=
1

2
(M ;G 0M )+ P[M ]; (B1)

P[M ]= hV [� + M ]i0 �
1

2
fhV

2
[� + M ]i0 � hV [� + M ]

2
>i0g� fh

�V [� + M ]

��
i0;

G 0h
�V [� + M ]

��
i0g+ O (V

3
); (B2)
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whereG
�1
0 issym bolizing the2� 2 freepropagatorsm atrix,com posed by R 0 and C0,and the

bracket,<> 0,standsforthe average taken with respectto the free action. The second term

in therighthand sideoftheequation isthesum oftheconnected diagram sup to theorderof

V 2,and the third term isserving to rem ove allconnected diagram sin the second term which

arenot1PIs.

To proceed with thecalculationssystem ically,itisconvenientto introducethevertex func-

tions here. The bare and renorm alized vertex functions can be related by factorsofZ�,Z ~�
.

Forinstance,

�
R
N ;L(q;!;�R;m R ;�)= (Z�)

L

2 (~Z ~�
)
N

2 �N ;L(q;!;�0;m 0;a); (B3)

where �R and �0 labelrenorm alized param eters (gR;�;� � �)and bare param eters (g0;�0;� � �),

respectively. q and ! are the externalm om entum and frequency,respectively. In the corre-

sponding vertex function,a isa short-distancecuto�,and � isa m assscale.Here�N ;L stands

forthevertex function with L external� linesand N external~� lines.Thefactors,Z� and Z ~�
,

aresetto rem ove thedivergentpartsofthevertex function �.

A P P EN D IX C :T H E C A LC U LAT IO N O F ~Z ~�

Priorto thecalculation,wem ake som erem arksaboutthenotationsoftheparam eters.

Since m R and R satisfy Eq.(19)and Eq.(20)with Z� being 1,we have m 0 = m and 0 =

. Thus there should be no confusion ifwe use them interchangeably. Before entering the

calculationsofthe Z factors,one should m ake reference to the relationsbetween the various

vertex functions.Forthecalculation oftheZ ~�
factor,oneshould focuson thevertex function

[17],�1;1.Inferred from Eq.(B3),theirrenorm alized and bared counterpartsarerelated by:
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�
R
1;1(q!;�;�;g)=

~~Z ~�
�1;1(q!;�0;m 0;g0)= ~Z��1;1(q!;�Z

�1
~�
;m ;Zgg): (C1)

Thecontribution from theaction ofthe�rstorderin g to Z ~�
can becalculated by considering:

�2

� ~M (~x;t)�M (~0;0)
hVg[� + M ;~� + ~M ]i; (C2)

where

Vg[
~�;�]= �

�22g

2a2

Z Z

d
2
xdtdt

0~�(~x;t)~�(~x;t
0
)cos[(�(~x;t)� �(~x;t

0
))]: (C3)

Fig. 5. shows one representative ofthe diagram scorresponding to �1;1 in Eq.(C4). The

dotsinsidethecirclestand forthecontractionsof�(~x;t)sand �(~x;0)s,which resultsin e
2C 0(0;t)

in Eq.(C4). The dotsnearthe left"ears" representthe contractionsof�(~x;t)sand �(~x;t)s,

which resultin e�
2C 0(0;0) in Eq.(C4).Therolesofthedotsneartheright"ears" aresim ilar.

In thefrequency representation,theintegralcom ingfrom thecontractionsofinnerlinescan

bewritten as:


2
f

Z 1

�1

e
i!t
dtR(0;t)e

� 2C 0(0;0)+ 
2C 0(0;t)

�(i!)
1

�2D

Z
1

0

dte
i!t
e
� 2C 0(0;0)g (C4)

= e
� 2C 0(0;0)

Z 1

0

dte
i!t
dt

1

�2D

d

dt

2
C0(0;t)[e

2C 0(0;t)� 1]

= e
� 2C 0(0;0)i!

Z 1

0

dte
i!t
[e
2C 0(0;t)� 1](

1

�2D
) (C5)

Com bing with theprefactorsand using g = g0(cm
2a2)�,wehave

(�i!)
2
cm

2
�2
0

�20D 0

g

Z
1=m 2�

a2=�

dt

2
p
cm 2�0t

:

(C6)

Finally, ~Z ~�
isfound as:
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~Z ~�
= 1+

g2
p
c

2� (�D )
ln(�

2
a
2
); (C7)

where � = cm 2 isthe scale,atwhich one can im pose the prescription forthe vertex functions

corresponding to therenorm alized param eters[26].

A P P EN D IX D :T H E C A LC U LAT IO N O F ZD

TocalculatethefactorZD ,weconsiderthevertex function �2;0.Thebarevertex function

�2;0 isrelated to �
R
2;0 through Z ~�

.They can easily beseen from Eq.(B3):

�
R
2;0(~q;!;�;g)=

~Z
2

��
0

2;0(~q;!;
~Z ~�
�;Zgg): (D1)

The associated diagram isillustrated in Fig. 6. Aftertaking the contraction ofthe inner

lines,weareleftwith:

�
g�20

2
0

2a2

Z Z

~M (x;t
0

)~M (x;t); (D2)

tim es2< cosf[�(x;t)� �(x;t
0

)]g> 0,wherethecontentsinsidethebracketareaveraged with

respect to the free action. The latter term contributes to the renorm alization oftwo-point

vertex depicted in Fig. 6. The calculation ofthisterm can be perform ed with ease asshown

below.In thetim erepresentation,itreads:

� 2
g�20

2
0

2a2
e
� 2C 0(0;0)

Z 1

�1

dte
2C 0(0;t)e

i!t
: (D3)

In thelim it! ! 0,itreducesto:

� 2
g�2

0
2
0

2a2
e
� 2C 0(0;0)

Z 1

�1

dte
2C 0(0;t): (D4)

W ith the aid ofthe form ula given in Appendix A,the divergent part ofthis term can be

obtained by proceeding in thesam em annerasin theprevioussection:
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� 2
g�20

2
0

2a2
e
� 2C 0(0;0)

�2

2
p
cm 2�

ln(cm
2
a
2
)+ �niteterm s: (D5)

Then,

� 2D �
2
= (~Z ~�

)
2
f�2D 0�

2

0 + 
2
p
cg�0ln(cm

2
a
2
)g: (D6)

Finally weinheritZD = 1+
2
p
cg

2D �
ln(cm 2a2).Thereshould beno confusion ifweputeitherthe

bare orthe renorm alized valuesofD and � in the denom inatorin the above equation. Up to

thisorder,therewillbeno di�erencebetween thesetwo possibilities.

APPENDIX E:THE EXPRESSION OF Zg AND THE RENORM ALIZATION OF ��

It is a tedious calculation to �nd Z g by considering the vertex function �2;0(~q;!). Since

quenched disorderispresentin the system ,one m ay instead consider�2;0(~q;t1;�~q;t2),in the

lim itjt1 � t2j! 1 .

To obtain the scaling equation of ��, one should consider the ~q dependent part of

�2;0(~q;t1;�~q;t2)with jt1� t2j! 1 .Thecontractionsof�eldswhich connectthepointst1 and

t2,m ake no contributions. The ~q dependent partof�2;0 up to orderg2 involves 7 diagram s,

which are classi�ed into 3 setsasillustrated in GS [17].Those term scan be expressed asthe

�rstseven term sin (7.3)ofGS [17].The�rstset(referred to �g1.(a)in GS)containsonly one

diagram asshown in Fig 7 (A).Thesecond setcontainsthreediagram s,corresponding to part

(B),(C),and (D)in Fig. 7. The third setcan be obtained from the second setby swapping

(x1;t1) ! (x2;t2)and (x1;t
00

) ! (x2;t
0

).

In thefollowing,we only presentthecalculationswhich arenotexplictly given in GS [17].

In thecalculation,we only concentrate on thetim e dependentpart,neglecting theprefactors.

This should not be a cause for confusion when one retrieves them later. By changing the

variables�
0

= t1 � t
0

and �
00

= t2 � t
00

the�rstterm isrecastinto:
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)� C0(x;�
00

)]; (D7)

wherex = x1 � x2.

W ith theidentity ofFDT forR 0 and C0 and theintegration by parts,itissim pl�ed into:

�1

(�2D 2)2
�

Z 1

0

Z 1

0

d�
0

d�
00

f[
d

d�
0
sinh

2
C0(x;�

0

)][
d

d�
00
cosh

2
C0(x;�

00

)]

+ [
d

d�
0
cosh

2
C0(x;�

0

)][
d

d�
00
sinh

2
C0(x;�

00

)]g

=
�2

(�2D 2)2
sinh(

2
C0(x;0))[cosh(

2
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By changing thevariables�
0

= t1 � t
0

and �
00

= t
0

� t
00

in thesecond term (see part(B)in

Fig.7 )and �
0

= t
00

� t
0

and �
00

= t2 � t
00

in 5th term ,they becom e:
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By changing the variables�
0

= t1 � t
0

and �
00

= t
0

� t
00

in the third term (see part(C)in

Fig.7)and �
0

= t2 � t
00

and �
00

= t
00

� t
0

in the6th term ,they becom e:
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(D10)

By changing thevariables�
0

= t
00

� t
0

and �
00

= t
0

� t1 in the4th term (seepart(D)in Fig.

7)and �
0

= t
0

� t
00

and �
00

= t
00

� t2 in the7th term ,they becom e:
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(D11)

W ith theFDT identity,Eq.(D9)can befuthersim pl�ed into:
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By using theFDT and theintegration by parts,onecan reduceEq.(D10)into:
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+ theboundary term : (D13)

Sim liarly,Eq.(D11)isrecastinto:
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Com bing Eq.(D12),Eq.(D13)and Eq.(D14)term sexcluding theboudary term s,wehave:
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Theaboveintegralvanishessincetheintegrand isantisym m etricwith respectto thetrans-

form ations�
0

! ��
00

and �
00

! ��
0

.

The boundary term sin Eq.(D10)and in Eq.(D11)cancelleach otheralso. Forexam ple,

theboundary term in Eq.(D10)readsas:
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To sum up,the only contribution isfrom Eq.(D8). Extracting the singularcontribution

[17,19]gives ��b = �� +
2g2

8�(D �)2
ln(�2a2).
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Figures C aption

Fig.1

A two-dim ensionalcut(along a latticeplaneperpendicularto thedisordered

substrate)ofthethree-dim ensionalsystem .

Fig.2

Theow diagram forg(l)with two di�erent�xed-linesforT largerand sm allerthan T sr.

Fig.3

TheFeynm an diagram representing ~�(~x;t)~�(~x;t0)cos(�(~x;t)� �(~x;t0)).

Fig.4

Thelinesrepresenting thefreecorrelation and responsefunctions.

Fig.5

TheFeynm an diagram forthevertex function �1;1.

Fig.6

TheFeynm an diagram forthevertex function �2;0.

Fig.7

4 Feynm an diagram scontributing to therenorm alization of��.
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