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A .Introduction

M any physicalproblem s involve calculating sum s over paths. Each path could rep-

resentone possible physicalrealization ofan objectsuch asa polym er,in which case the

weightofthe path isthe probability ofthatcon�guration.The weightsthem selvescould

beim aginary asin thecaseofFeynm an pathsdescribingtheam plitudeforthepropagation

ofaparticle.Path integralcalculationsarenow astandard toolofthetheoreticalphysicist,

with m any excellentbooksdevoted to thesubject[1,2].

W hathappenstosum soverpathsin thepresenceofquenched disorderin them edium ?

Individualpathsare no longerweighted sim ply by theirlength,butare inuenced by the

im puritiesalongtheirroute.Thesum m ay bedom inated by \optim al"pathspinned tothe

im purities;the optim alpaths usually form ing com plex hierarchicalstructures. Physical

exam plesareprovided by theinterfaceoftherandom bond Ising m odelin two dim ensions,

and by m agnetic ux lines in superconductors. The actualvalue ofthe sum naturally

dependson the particularrealization ofrandom nessand variesfrom sam ple to sam ple. I

shallinitially describe the problem in the contextofthe high tem perature expansion for

the random bond Ising m odel. Introducing the sum soverpathsforsuch a lattice m odel

avoidsthedi�cultiesassociated with shortdistancecuto�s.Furtherm ore,theIsing m odel

issu�ciently wellunderstood to m akethenatureofvariousapproxim ationsm oreevident.

The high tem perature correlation functionsofthe Ising m odelare dom inated by the

shortestpathsconnectingthespins.Such con�gurations,thatexcludeloopsand overhangs,

arereferred to asdirected paths.They dom inate theasym ptoticbehaviorofthe sum over

distances that are m uch longer than the correlation length. M ost of the lectures are

devoted to describing the statisticalproperties ofsum s over such directed paths. As in

allm ultiplicativenoiseprocesses,theprobability distribution forthesum isbroad.Hence

M onte Carlo sim ulationsm ay notbe an appropriate toolfornum ericalstudies;failing to

�nd typicalm em bersoftheensem ble.Instead,weshallpresenta transferm atrix m ethod

thatallowsa num ericalevaluation ofthesum in polynom ialtim ein thelength ofthepath.

Theresultsindeed show thatthesum hasa broad probability distribution thatresem bles

(butisnotquite)log{norm al.

Toobtain analyticalinform ation aboutthisprobability distribution weshallintroduce

the replica m ethod forexam ining the m om ents. A briefreview explainsthe relationship

between the m om ents,the characteristic function,and cum ulants.Itcan be shown easily

that the one dim ensionalsum has a log{norm aldistribution. The m om ents ofthe sum
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over directed paths in two dim ensions can be obtained by using a sim ple Bethe Ansatz.

The im plicationsand lim itationsofthisapproach are discussed. There islittle analytical

inform ation in threeand higherdim ensions,butavariety ofnum ericalresultsareavailable,

m ostly by taking advantageofa m apping to growing surfaces.

The spin glass problem describes a m ixture offerrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic

bonds. The resulting sum s in the high tem perature expansion involve products over a

random m ixtureofpositiveand negativefactors.Thecalculation ofm om entsissom ewhat

di�erentfrom the case ofpurely positive random bonds. However,we shalldem onstrate

thatthe scaling behaviorofthe distribution isunchanged.A sim ilarsum involving prod-

uctsofrandom signsisencountered in calculating theprobability ofan electron tunneling

undera random potential.In thestrongly localized lim it,itisagain su�cientto focuson

the interference ofthe forward{scattering (directed) paths. A m agnetic �eld introduces

random phasesin the sum ;while to describe the tunneling ofan electron in the presence

ofspin{orbitscattering requiresexam ining the evolution ofa two com ponentspinorand

keeping track ofproductsofrandom m atrices. W e shallargue thatallthese casesare in

fact described by the sam e universalprobability distribution which,however,does retain

som e rem nantofthe underlying sym m etriesofthe originalelectronicHam iltonian.

Yetanotherclassofdirected pathshasbeen introduced in thecontextoflightscatter-

ing in turbulentm edia.Assum ing thatinelasticscattering can beneglected,theintensity

ofthe beam isleftunchanged,and the evolution isunitary.Due to the constraintofuni-

tarity theresulting directed pathsaredescribed by a probability distribution belonging to

a new universality class.W e shallintroduce a discrete m atrix m odelthatexplicitly takes

careoftheunitarity constraint.In thism odel,severalpropertiesoftheresulting sum over

pathscan be calculated exactly.

In thelastsectionsofthecourseweshallgo beyond thelim itationsofdirected paths.

In auniform system thesum overallpathsiscalculated approxim ately,reproducing m ean{

�eld criticalbehavior.In two dim ensions,the sum can be perform ed exactly forthe Ising

m odel. This leads to exact solutions for the pure Ising m odel,or other uniform ly frus-

trated two dim ensionallattices.W e shalluse thism ethod ofexactsum m ation to develop

an integer algorithm forobtaining exactpartition functions fortwo dim ensionalrandom

latticesin polynom ialtim e.Som eresultsaredescribed forthetwo dim ensionalspin glass,

and contrasted with thoseobtained from M onteCarlo ortransferm atrix m ethods.

The results described in these notes were the outcom e ofm any collaborations. In

particular,Iwould liketo expressm y thanksto E.M edina,L.Saul,Y.Shapir,and Y.-C.
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Zhang.Iam gratefulto F.David,P.G insparg,and J.Zinn{Justin fororganizing the Les

Houches sum m er school,and to the m any students who helped m e with correcting the

lecturenotes.Thework atM IT wassupported by theNSF through grantsDM R-93-03667

and PYI/DM R-89-58061.

B .H igh Tem perature Expansions for the Ising M odel

Considera d dim ensionalhypercubic latticeofN sites.On each sitethereisan Ising

variable�i = � 1,and thespinsinteractthrough a Ham iltonian

H = �
X

< ij>

Jij�i�j : (1)

Thesym bol< ij> im pliesthatthesum isrestricted to thedN nearestneighborbondson

thelattice.ThebondsfJijg arequenched random variables,independently chosen from a

probability distribution p(J).Foreach realization ofrandom bonds,thepartition function

iscom puted as

Z[Jij]=
X

f�ig

exp(� �H )=
X

f�ig

Y

< ij>

e
K ij�i�j ; (2)

where the sum sare overthe 2N possible con�gurationsofspins,� = 1=(kB T)and K ij =

�Jij. To obtain a high tem perature expansion, it is m ore convenient to organize the

partition function in powersoftanhK ij.Since(�i�j)
2 = 1,theBoltzm ann factorforeach

bond can be written as

e
K ij�i�j =

eK ij + e�K ij

2
+
eK ij � e�K ij

2
�i�j = coshK ij(1+ �ij�i�j) ; (3)

where �ij � tanhKij is a good high tem perature expansion param eter. Applying this

transform ation to each bond ofthe latticeresultsin

Z[Jij]=
X

f�ig

e

P

hiji
K ij�i�j

= C
dN

X

f�ig

Y

hiji

(1+ �ij�i�j) ; (4)

where

C
dN �

0

@
Y

hiji

coshK ij

1

A :

The term C dN is non-singular, and willbe m ostly ignored henceforth. The �nal

product in eq.(4) generates 2dN term s which can be represented diagram m atically by
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drawing a line connecting sitesiand j foreach factorof�ij�i�j.Each sitenow obtainsa

factorof�
pi
i ,where0� pi � 2d isthenum berofbondsem anating from i.Sum m ing over

thetwo possiblevalues�i = � 1,givesa factorof2 ifpi iseven and 0 ispi isodd.Thusthe

only graphsthatsurvivethesum havean even num beroflinespassing through each site.

The resulting graphsare collectionsofclosed pathsG on the lattice.The contribution of

each graph istheproductof�ij forthe bondsm aking up the graph,resulting in

Z[Jij]= 2N � C
dN

X

G

0

@
Y

hiji2G

�ij

1

A : (5)

Forad-dim ensionalhypercubiclatticethesm allestclosed graph isasquareof4bonds

and thenextgraph has6 bonds.Thus,

Z[Jij]= 2N � C
dN

"

1+
X

P

�P 1�P 2�P 3�P 4 + O (�6)+ � � �

#

; (6)

where the sum runsoverthe N d(d� 1)=2 plaquetteson the lattice and �P � indicate the

fourbondsalong each plaquette.A quench averaged free energy isnow obtained as

lnZ

N
= ln2+ dlncoshK +

d(d� 1)

2
�
4 + � � � ; (7)

where the over{linesindicateaveragesoverthe probability distribution p(J).

The sam e m ethod can be used to obtain expansions for variousspin operators. For

exam plethe two spin correlation function isgiven by

h�m �ni=
X

f�ig

e

P

hiji
K ij�i�j

Z
�m �n =

C dN

Z

X

f�ig

�m �n

Y

hiji

(1+ �ij�i�j) : (8)

Theterm sin thenum eratorinvolvean additionalfactorof�m �n.Togeta�nitevalueafter

sum m ing over�m = � 1 and �n = � 1 we have to exam ine graphswith an odd num berof

bondsem anating from these externalsites. Aftercancelling the com m on factorsbetween

the num eratorand denom inator,we obtain

h�m �ni=

P

Gm n

�Q

hiji2Gm n
�ij

�

P

G

�Q

hiji2G
�ij

� : (9)

W hereas the graphs in G have an even num ber ofbonds going through each site,those

ofGm n have an odd num ber ofbonds going through the externalpoints m and n. This

procedure can be generalized to m ultiplespin correlation functions.
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C .C haracteristic Functions and C um ulants

Asequations(6)and (8)indicate,the partition function and correlation functionsof

the random system are them selves random quantities,dependent on allthe bonds K ij.

It m ay not be su�cient to just characterize the m ean value of Z (or lnZ), since the

fullinform ation about these uctuating quantities is only contained in their respective

probability distributionsp(Z)and p(h�m �ni).Itisthusim portanttolearn tocharacterize

and m anipulate probability distributions,necessitating the shortdigression taken in this

section to de�ne variousnotationsIshalluse in describing such random quantities.

Considera continuousrandom variablex,whose outcom e isa realnum berE .

� The cum ulative probability function (CPF)P (x),istheprobability ofan outcom ewith

any valuelessthan x,i.e.P (x)= prob:(E � x).P (x)m ustbea m onotonically increasing

function ofx,with P (� 1 )= 0 and P (+1 )= 1.

� The probability density function (PDF), is de�ned by p(x) � dP (x)=dx. Hence,

p(x)dx = prob:(x < E < x + dx). Asa probability density,itispositive,and norm alized

such that

P (1 )=

Z 1

�1

dxp(x)= 1 : (10)

� The expectation value ofany function F (x),ofthe random variableis

hF (x)i=

Z 1

�1

dxp(x)F (x) : (11)

The function F (x) is itself a random variable, with an associated PDF of pF (f)df =

prob:(f < F (x)< f + df).Therem ay bem ultiplesolutionsxi,to theequation F (x)= f,

and

pF (f)df =
X

i

p(xi)dxi ) pF (f)=
X

i

p(xi)

�
�
�
�
dx

dF

�
�
�
�
x= xi

: (12)

Thefactorsofjdx=dF jaretheJacobiansassociated with thechangeofvariablesfrom x to

F .

� M om ents ofthe PDF are expectation valuesfor powers ofthe random variable. The

nth m om entis

hxni=

Z

dxp(x)xn : (13)

� Thecharacteristicfunction,isthegeneratorofm om entsofthedistribution.Itissim ply

the Fouriertransform ofthePDF,de�ned by

~p(k)=


e
�ikx

�
=

Z

dxp(x)e�ikx : (14)
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M om entsofthedistribution can be obtained by expanding ~p(k)in powersofk,

~p(k)=

*
1X

n= 0

(� ik)n

n!
x
n

+

=

1X

n= 0

(� ik)n

n!
hxni : (15)

� The cum ulantgenerating function is the logarithm ofthe characteristic function. Its

expansion generatesthecum ulantsofthe distribution de�ned through

ln ~p(k)=

1X

n= 1

(� ik)n

n!
hxni

c
: (16)

Relationsbetween m om entsand cum ulantscan be obtained by expanding the logarithm

of~p(k)in eq.(15),and using

ln(1+ �)=

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n+ 1
�n

n
: (17)

The �rst four cum ulants are called the m ean, variance, skewness, and curtosis of the

distribution respectively,and areobtained from the m om entsas

hxi
c
= hxi ;



x
2
�

c
=


x
2
�
� hxi

2
;



x
3
�

c
=


x
3
�
� 3



x
2
�
hxi+ 2hxi

3
;



x
4
�

c
=


x
4
�
� 4



x
3
�
hxi� 3



x
2
�2
+ 12



x
2
�
hxi

2
� 6hxi

4
:

(18)

The cum ulants are usually the m ost com pact way ofdescribing a PDF.An im portant

theorem allowseasy com putation ofm om entsin term softhecum ulants:Representthenth

cum ulantgraphically asa connected clusterofn points.Them th m om entisthen obtained

by sum m ing allclusters(connected ordisconnected)ofn points;the contribution ofeach

clusterbeing theproductofthe connected cum ulantsthatitrepresents.Using thisresult

the �rstfourm om entsareeasily com puted as

hxi= hxi
c

;



x
2
�
=


x
2
�

c
+ hxi

2

c
;



x
3
�
=


x
3
�

c
+ 3



x
2
�

c
hxi

c
+ hxi

3

c
;



x
4
�
=


x
4
�

c
+ 4



x
3
�

c
hxi

c
+ 3



x
2
�2
c
+ 6



x
2
�

c
hxi

2

c
+ hxi

4

c
:

(19)
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� The norm al(Gaussian) distribution describes a continuous realrandom variable x,

with

p(x)=
1

p
2��2

exp

�

�
(x � �)2

2�2

�

: (20)

The corresponding characteristic function also hasa G aussian form ,

~p(k)=

Z 1

�1

dx
1

p
2��2

exp

�

�
(x � �)2

2�2
� ikx

�

= exp

�

� ik� �
k2�2

2

�

: (21)

Cum ulants of the distribution can be identi�ed from ln ~p(k) = � ik� � k2�2=2, using

eq.(16),as

hxi
c
= � ;



x
2
�

c
= �

2
;



x
3
�

c
=


x
4
�

c
= � � � = 0 : (22)

Thenorm aldistribution isthuscom pletely speci�ed by itstwo�rstcum ulants.Thism akes

the com putation ofm om ents using the cluster expansion (eqs.(19))particularly sim ple,

and
hxi= � ;



x
2
�
= �

2 + �
2

;



x
3
�
= 3�2� + �

3
;



x
4
�
= 3�4 + 6�2�2 + �

4
; � � � :

(23)

� The centrallim ittheorem describestheprobability distribution fora sum S =
P N

i= 1
xi

overa largenum berofrandom variables.Cum ulantsofthesum aregiven by,

hSi
c
=

NX

i= 1

hxiic ;


S2
�

c
=

NX

i;j

hxixjic ; � � � : (24)

Iftherandom variablesareindependent,p(x)=
Q
pi(xi),and ~pS (k)=

Q
~pi(k).Thecross{

cum ulantsin eq.(24)vanish,and thenth cum ulantofS issim ply thesum oftheindividual

cum ulants, hSni
c
=

P N

i= 1
hxniic. W hen allthe N random variables are independently

taken from the sam e distribution p(x),this im plies hSni
c
= N hxni

c
. For large values

ofN ,the average value ofthe sum is proportionalto N while uctuations around the

m ean,as m easured by the standard deviation,grow only as
p
N . The random variable

y = (S � N hxi
c
)=
p
N ,haszero m ean,and cum ulantsthatscale ashym i

c
/ N 1�m =2 . As

N ! 1 ,only the second cum ulant survivesand the PDF fory converges to the norm al

distribution,

lim
N ! 1

p

 

y =

P N

i= 1 xi� N hxi
cp

N

!

=
1

p
2� hx2i

c

exp

�

�
y2

2hx2i
c

�

: (25)

8



TheconvergenceofthePDF forthesum ofm anyrandom variablestoanorm aldistribution

is a m ost im portant result in the context ofstatisticalm echanics where such sum s are

frequently encountered. The centrallim it theorem proves a m ore generalform of this

result: It is not necessary for the random variables to be independent,as the condition
P N

i1;���;im
hxi1 � � � xim ic � O (N m =2),issu�cientforthevalidity ofeq.(25).

D .T he O ne D im ensionalC hain

The graphicalm ethod provides a rapid way ofsolving the Ising m odelat zero �eld

in d = 1. W e can com pare and contrast the solutions on chains with open and closed

(periodic)boundary conditions.

1.An open chain ofN siteshasN � 1 bonds.Itisim possible to draw any closed graphs

on such a lattice,and hence

Z = 2N
N �1Y

�= 1

coshK � � 1 =)
lnZ

N
= ln[2coshK ]�

ln[coshK ]

N
; (26)

where K � � K� �+ 1. There is also only one graph that contributes to the two point

correlation function,

h�m �ni=
X

f�ig

e

P

i
K i�i�i+ 1

Z
�m �n =

n�1Y

�= m

�� : (27)

2.A closed chain hasthesam e num berofsitesand bonds,N .Itisnow possible to draw

a closed graph thatcirclesthe wholechain,and

Z = 2N

 
NY

�= 1

coshK �

! "

1+

 
NY

�= 1

��

! #

=)

lnZ

N
� ln[2coshK ]+

1

N
�
N

: (28)

The di�erence between the quenched free energiesofclosed and open chainsisa surface

term ofthe order of1=N ,and an exponentialdecay reecting the interaction between

edges,both vanishing in the therm odynam ic lim itofN ! 1 . The correlation function

can again becalculated from eq.(8).Therearetwo pathsconnecting thepointsm and n,

along thetwo possible directionson the chain,giving

h�m �ni=

hQ n�1

�= m
�� +

Q m �1

�= n
��

i

h

1+

�Q N

�= 1
��

�i : (29)

9



Sincethepartitionfunction oftheopen chain isthesum ofN � 1independentvariables,

lnZ

N
= ln2+

X N �1

�= 1

lncoshK �

N
; (30)

wecan usethecentrallim ittheorem to concludethatasN ! 1 theprobability distribu-

tion p(lnZ=N ),isa gaussian with m ean

lnZ = N
�
ln2+ lncoshK

�
; (31)

and variance

(lnZ)2c � (lnZ)2 � (lnZ)
2
= N (lncoshK )2c : (32)

(NotethatIhaveignored thesm alldi�erencebetween N and N � 1 in thetherm odynam ic

lim it.) Sim ilarly,forthe correlation function oftwo pointsseparated by a distance t,we

have

ln h�0�ti=
X t�1

�= 0
ln�� : (33)

Aslongastherandom variableson thebondsareindependently distributed,thecum ulants

ofln h�0�tiaregiven by,

8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

lnh�0�ti= tlntanhK

(lnh�0�ti)
2
c = t(lntanhK )2c

...
...

(lnh�0�ti)
p
c = t(lntanhK )

p
c

: (34)

In the following sectionswe shalltry to obtain sim ilarinform ation aboutprobability

distribution functionsforthepartition and correlation functionsin higherdim ensions.To

do thisweshallem ploy thereplica m ethod forcalculating them om entsofthedistribution.

Forexam ple,thecum ulantsofthe free energy aregiven by

Z n = en ln Z = exp

�

nlnZ +
n2

2
(lnZ)2c + � � � +

np

p!
(lnZ)

p
c + � � �

�

; (35)

wherewehavetaken advantageofeq.(16),replacing (� ik)with n.Usually,them om ents

on the lefthand side oftheabove equation areknown only forintegern,whilethe evalu-

ation ofthe cum ulantson the righthand side relieson an expansion around n = 0. This

isoneofthedi�cultiesassociated with theproblem ofdeducing a probability distribution

p(x),from the knowledge ofits m om ents xn. There is in fact a rigorous theorem that

10



theprobability distribution cannotbeuniquely inferred ifitsnth m om entincreasesfaster

than n![3]. M ostofthe distributionsofinterestto us(such asthe above log-norm al)do

notsatisfy thiscondition!Sim ilarproblem sare encountered in the replica studiesofspin

glasses[4]. Itturnsoutthatm any ofthe di�cultiesassociated with a rigorousinversion

arerelated to thetailofthedistribution.M ostoftheinform ation ofinterestto usiscon-

tained in the\bulk" ofthedistribution which iseasierto investigate.Ratherthan taking

a rigorousapproach to theproblem ,weshallillustratethedi�cultiesand theirresolution

by exam ining the one dim ensionalcase in detailsince itactually presentsthe worstcase

scenario forthe inverting ofm om ents.

W e used the centrallim it theorem to deduce that the probability distribution for

h�0�tiislog{norm al.Itsm om entsare com puted from ,

h�0�ti
n =

t�1Y

�= 0

�n� =

�

en ln �

�t
= exp

"

t
X

p

np

p!
(ln�)

p
c

#

: (36)

Letusconsidera binary distribution in which � takestwo positivevaluesof�1 and �2 > �1

with equalprobability.Then

�n =
�n1 + �n2

2
; (37)

and thegenerating function forthe cum ulantsofthecorrelation function is

ln�n = nln�1 + ln

�
1+ (�2=�1)

n

2

�

=

n ! 0
nln�1 + ln

�
1+ 1+ nln(�2=�1)+ n2=2ln

2
(�2=�1)+ � � �

2

�

= nln�1 + ln

�

1+
n

2
ln

�
�2

�1

�

+
n2

4
ln
2

�
�2

�1

�

+ � � �

�

= nln�1 +
n

2
ln

�
�2

�1

�

+
n2

8
ln
2

�
�2

�1

�

+ � � �

= nln(
p
�1�2)+

n2

8
ln
2

�
�2

�1

�

+ � � � :

(38)

Com bining eqs.(36)and (38),thecum ulantsofthe correlation function aregiven by

8
>>>><

>>>>:

lnh�0�ti=tln(
p
�1�2)

lnh�0�ti
2
c =

t

4
ln
2
(�2=�1)

...

: (39)
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W hileitistruethatlnh�0�tiisnorm ally distributed forlarget,weshould becareful

about the order oflim its in term inating the power series in the exponent at the second

order.Ifwe do so,from

h�0�ti
n � exp

�
t
�
na1 + n

2
a2
��

; (40)

we should not infer anything aboutthe high m om ents (n ! 1 )and the tailofthe dis-

tribution.Otherwise (sincea2 > 0),wewould conclude thatsu�ciently largem om entsof

h�0�ti diverge with separation;a clearly false conclusion as h�0�ti is bounded by unity!

The exactresultisthat

lim
n! 1

h�0�ti
n =

�nt2

2t
; (41)

i.e.,the high m om ents are alm ost entirely dom inated by the one exceptionalsam ple in

which allbondsareequalto �2.W ecan sum m arizethesituation asfollows:The\bulk" of

theprobability distribution forlnh�0�tiisdescribed by thesm allm om ents(n ! 0),while

the tailofthe distribution isgoverned by the large m om ents(n ! 1 ). W e should have

a clearidea ofthe crossoverpointn� in applying the replica m ethod. Forthe above one

dim ensionalexam ple,an estim ateofn� isgiven by theratio ofthesuccessiveterm sin the

expansion,i.e.

n
� =

1

ln(�2=�1)
: (42)

Note that as �2=�1 becom es large,n� decreases,possibly becom ing sm aller than unity.

This does not im ply that we should conclude that lnh�0�ti is not norm ally distributed,

justthatthetailofthedistribution ism oreprom inent.Failureto appreciatethispointis

the source ofsom e m isunderstandingson theuse ofthereplica m ethod [5].

Clearly,itispossible to com e up with m any di�erentm icroscopic distributionsp(�),

which resultin the sam e �rsttwo cum ulantsin eqs.(39),butdi�erenthighercum ulants.

Allthese cases lead to the sam e universalbulk probability distribution for lnh�0�ti at

larget,butvery di�erenttails.Thusthenon-uniquenessofthe overallprobability in this

exam ple has to do with the rather uninteresting (and nonuniversal) behavior ofthe tail

ofthe distribution. The correctinterpretation ofeqs.(39)isthatthe m ean value forthe

logarithm ofthecorrelation function growslinearly with theseparation t.In analogy with

pure system s,wecan regard thecoe�cientofthisdecay astheinverse correlation length,

i.e. ��1 = � ln
p
�1�2. However,due to random ness in the m edium ,correlations have

di�erent decays between di�erent realizations (and between di�erent points in the sam e

realization). The variations in this \inverse correlation length" are scale dependent and

fallo� as1=
p
t.In thenextsectionsweshallattem ptto generalizetheseresultsto higher

dim ensions.
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E.D irected Paths and the Transfer M atrix

Calculation ofthe correlation function in higher dim ensions is com plicated by the

presence ofan exponentially large num ber ofpaths connecting any pair ofpoints. On

physicalgroundsweexpectthehigh tem peraturephasetobedisordered,with correlations

thatdecay exponentially asa function oftheseparation t.Theessenceofthisexponential

decay iscaptured by the lowestorderterm sin thehigh tem perature expansion.The �rst

term in theseriescom esfrom theshortestpathconnectingthetwopoints.Actually,alonga

genericdirection on a hypercubiclatticetherearem any pathsthathavethesam eshortest

length.(In two dim ensions,thelength oftheshortestpath connecting (0;0)to (t;x)isthe

\M anhattan" distancejtj+ jxj.) Thenum berofpathsgrowsfrom a m inim um of1 along a

latticedirection to a m axim um ofd perstep along thediagonal.(Thenum berofpathson

thesquarelatticeis(t+ x)!=(t!x!).) Thusthedecay ofcorrelationsdependson orientation,

a consequence ofthe anisotropy ofthe hypercubic lattice. (Note that this anisotropy is

absent atdistances less than the correlation length. W e thus don’thave to worry about

anisotropy e�ectsin discretizing critical(m assless)theorieson a lattice.)

In a uniform system these shortestpathsare su�cientto capture the essence ofcor-

relation functions ofthe high tem perature phase: An exponentialdecay with separation

which isgeneric to allspin system s. Astem perature isreduced,m ore com plicated paths

(e.g.with loopsand overhangs)startcontributing to thesum .Although thecontribution

ofthesepathsdecaysexponentially in theirlength,theirnum bergrowsexponentially.Ul-

tim ately atthecriticalpointthis\entropic"increasein thenum berofpathsovercom esthe

\energetic" decreasedueto thefactorsof� < 1,and pathsofalllength becom eim portant

below Tc.However,throughoutthe high tem perature phase,itispossible to exam ine the

paths at the coarse grained scale where no loops and overhangs are present. The scale

ofsuch structures is roughly the correlation length �,and ifwe use � as the unit ofa

coarse{grained lattice,thepathscontributing to thecorrelation function aredirected.

Let m e de�ne \directed paths" m ore carefully: Between any pair ofpoints on the

latticewecan draw an im aginary linewhich Ishallrefertoasthe\tim e"axist.Transverse

directions(perpendicularto the taxis)are indicated by ~x. Directed pathsare sim ilarto

theworldlinesofa particle~x(t)in tim e;they excludeany path from theinitialto the�nal

point that has steps opposite to the m ain tim e direction. The question ofthe validity

ofthis approxim ation,and the im portance ofthe neglected loops continually com es up.

This is possibly because it is m ore com m on to think about the vicinity ofthe critical

13



pointwhere loopsofallsizes are present and equally im portant. Away from the critical

point,we have to distinguish between properties at scales sm aller and larger than the

correlation length �;there isno otherlength scale (exceptforthe lattice spacing)in the

problem .Lim iting thesum forthecorrelation function to directed pathsisonly usefulfor

separations t� �. Loops,overhangs,and additionalstructures occur up to size � (the

only length scale present) and can be rem oved by coarse graining such that the lattice

spacing islargerthan orequalto �.Thisisautom atically the case in a high tem perature

expansion since � isinitially lessthan a lattice spacing. By the sam e argum ent,we m ay

also neglectthe closed loops(vacuum bubbles)generated by thedenom inatorofeq.(9).

In thissection Ishalldem onstratehow sum soverdirected pathsin theuniform system

can becalculated exactly by transferm atrix m ethods.Them ethod can alsobegeneralized

to random system s,providing an algorithm forsum m ing allpathsin polynom ialtim e.For

ease ofvisualization,Ishalldem onstrate this m ethod in two dim ensions;the results are

easily generalizable to higher dim ensions. Also to em phasize the generalfeatures ofthe

transferm atrix m ethod,weshallcom pareand contrastthebehaviorofcorrelationsalong

the axisand thediagonalofthe square lattice.

To calculate the correlation function h�0;0�0;ti,on a non-random square lattice,we

shallfocus on directed paths oriented along the m ain axis ofthe square. These paths

are speci�ed by a setoftransverse coordinates(x0;x1;x2;� � � ;xt),with x0 = xt = 0. Of

course,there is only one shortest path with allxi equalto zero,but we would like to

explorethe correctionsdue to longerdirected paths.Considerthe setofquantities

hx;tjW j0;0i= sum overpathsfrom (0;0)to (x;t)� W (x;t) : (43)

The calculation ofW (x;t) is easily accom plished by taking advantage ofits M arkovian

property: Each step ofa path proceeds from its last location and is independent ofthe

previoussteps.Hence W can be calculated recursively from ,

W (x;t+ 1)= �
�
W (x;t)+ � (W (x � 1;t)+ W (x + 1;t))+ O (�2)

�

�
X

x0
hxjTjx0iW (x0;t) ;

(44)

where we haveintroduced a transferm atrix,

hxjTjx0i= ��x;x0 + �
2 (�x;x0+ 1 + �x;x0�1 )+ O (�3) : (45)
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Ifwe treatthe valuesofW ata particulartasa vector,eq.(44)can be iterated as,

W (t)= TW (t� 1)= � � � = T
t
W (0) ; (46)

starting from

W (0)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

...

�

1

�
...

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

: (47)

The calculations are sim pli�ed by diagonalizing the m atrix T, using the Fourier basis

hxjqi= eiq�x=
p
N ,as

T(q)= � (1+ 2� cosq+ � � � )= � exp

�

2�

�

1�
q2

2
+ � � �

��

: (48)

In thisbasis,W iscalculated as

W (x;t)= hxjTtj0i=
X

q

hxjqiT(q)thqj0i

= �
t
e
2� t

Z
dq

2�
exp

�
iqx � q

2
�t+ � � �

�

= exp
�
t
�
ln� + 2� + O (�2)

��
�

1
p
4��t

exp

�

�
x2

4�t

�

: (49)

The resultisproportionalto a gaussian form in x ofwidth
p
2�t.The exponentialdecay

with ��1 = ln(1=�)� 2� + O (�2)atx = 0 isaccom panied by a subleading 1=
p
t.

Thecorresponding calculation ofpathsalong thediagonal,contributing to h�0;0�0;ti,

iseven sim pler.(Notethatthetand x axesarerotated by 45� com pared to the previous

exam ple.) Ateach step thepath m ay proceed up ordown,leadingtotherecursion relation

W (x;t+ 1)= � (W (x � 1;t)+ W (x + 1;t))�
X

x0

hxjTjx0iW (x0;t) ; (50)

with the transferm atrix

hxjTjx0i= � (�x;x0+ 1 + �x;x0�1 ) =) T(q)= 2� cosq : (51)

The calculation ofW proceedsasbefore,

W (x;t)= hxjTtj0i=
X

q
hxjqiT(q)t hqj0i

=

Z
dq

2�
(2�)t(cosq)teiqx

� (2�)t�
1

p
2�t

exp

�

�
x2

2t

�
; (52)
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where the �nalresultisobtained by a saddle pointevaluation ofthe integral,essentially

replacing costq with exp
�
� q2t=2

�
.

The sim ilarity between eqs.(49) and (52) is apparent. Note that in both cases the

leading exponentialdecay isdeterm ined by T(q= 0),i.e.

W (0;t) � �
t
m ax = T(q= 0)t : (53)

This is an exam ple ofthe dom inance ofthe largest eigenvalue in the product ofa large

num berofm atrices.There isa corresponding ground statedom inance in the evolution of

quantum system s.Thesim ilaritiesbecom efurtherapparentby takingthecontinuum lim it

ofthe recursion relations,which are obtained by regarding W (x;t)asa sm ooth function,

and expanding in thederivatives.From eq.(44),weobtain

W +
@W

@t
+ � � � = �W + �

2

�

2W +
@2W

@x2
+ � � �

�

; (54)

whileeq.(50)leadsto

W +
@W

@t
+ � � � = 2�W + �

@2W

@x2
+ � � � : (55)

Forlarge t,the function W decaysslowly foradjacentpointsin the x direction,and itis

justi�ed to only considerthe lowestorderderivativeswith respectto x.The decay factor

along thetdirection is,however,quitebig and weshallkeep track ofallderivativesin this

direction,leading to

e
@tW = � exp

�
2� + �@

2
x + � � �

�
W ; (56)

and

e
@tW = 2� exp

�
1

2
@
2
x + � � �

�

W ; (57)

respectively.Both equationscan berearranged (and generalized in higherdim ensions)into

the di�erentialform ,

@W

@t
= �

W

�(�)
+ �(�)r2W ; (58)

where �(�)and �(�)aretheorientation dependentcorrelation length and dispersion coef-

�cient. Eq.(58)can be regarded asa di�usion equation in the presence ofa sink,oran

im aginary{tim eSchr�odingerequation.
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Itisofcourse quite easy to integrate thislinearequation to reproduce the resultsin

eqs.(49)and (52).However,itisalso possible[1]to expressthe solution in the form ofa

continuouspath integral.Thesolution istrivialin Fourierspace,

@W (q)

@t
= � (��1 + �q

2)W =) W (q;t+ �t)= e
�(�

� 1
+ �q

2
)� t

W (q;t) ; (59)

whilein realspace,

W (x;t+ �t)=

Z
dq

2�
e
iqx
e
�(�

� 1
+ �q

2
)� t

W (q;t)

=

Z
dq

2�
e
iqx
e
(��

� 1
��q

2
)� t

Z

dxte
�iqx tW (xt;t)

=

Z

dxtexp

"

�
�t

�
�
(x � xt)

2

4��t

#

W (xt;t)

=

Z

dxtexp

"

�
�t

�
+
�t

4�

�
xt+ � t � xt

�t

� 2
#

W (xt;t)

; (60)

which is just a continuum version ofeqs.(44) and (50). W e can subdivide the interval

(0;t)into N subintervalsoflength �t= t=N .In thelim itofN ! 1 ,recursion ofeq.(60)

gives

W (x;t)=

Z (x;t)

(0:0)

D x(t0)exp

�Z t

0

dt
0

�

�
1

�(�)
�

_x2

4�(�)

��

; (61)

where _x = dx=dt0,and theintegration isoverallfunctionsx(t0).

Itisinstructive to com pare the above path integralwith the partition function ofa

string stretched between (0;0)and (x;t),

Z(x;t)=

Z (x;t)

(0;0)

D x(t0)exp

�

� ��

Z t

0

dt
0
p
1+ _x2

�

=

Z (x;t)

(0;0)

D x(t0)exp

�

�

Z t

0

dt
0

�

�� +
��

2
_x2 + � � �

�� ; (62)

where � isthe line tension.W hereasforthe string ��1 = (2�)�1 = ��,in generaldue to

theanisotropy ofthe latticethesequantitiesneed notbeequal.By m atching solutionsat

nearby anglesof� and �+ d�,itispossibletoobtain arelation between ��1 (�)and ��1 (�).

(Fora sim ilarrelation in the contextofinterfacesofIsing m odels,see ref.[6].) However,

�(�)�1 calculated from theshortestpathsonly issingularalongtheaxis� = 0.Thisiswhy

to calculatethe param eter� along thisdirection itisnecessary to include longerdirected

paths.
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F.M om ents ofthe C orrelation Function

W e now return to the correlation functionsin the presence ofrandom bonds. In the

high tem perature lim it,we can stillset

W (x;t)� h�0;0�x;ti=
X

P

tY

i= 1

�P i ; (63)

wherethesum isoverallthediagonally oriented directed pathsP from (0;0)to (x;t),and

the�P i denotefactorsoftanhK encountered fortherandom bondsalong each path.The

�i are random variables,independently chosen for each bond. W e shallassum e that the

probability distribution p(�) is narrowly distributed around a m ean value � with width

�. Clearly,W (x;t) is itselfa random variable and we would like to �nd its probability

distribution. Rather than directly calculating p(W ),we shall�rst exam ine its m om ents

W n.

Calculation ofthe �rst m om ent is trivial: Each factor of�i occurs at m ost once in

eq.(63),and hence afteraveraging,

W (x;t)� h�0;0�x;ti=
X

P

�
t

: (64)

This is precisely the sum encountered in a non-random system ,with � replacing �. For

exam ple,along thesquare diagonal,

W (x;t)� (2�)t�
1

p
2�t

exp

�

�
x2

2t

�

; (65)

and in general,in the continuum lim it,

@W

@t
= �

W

�
+ �

@2W

@x2
: (66)

Forthe calculation ofthesecond m om entweneed to evaluate

W W =
X

P;P 0

tY

i= 1

�P i�P 0i : (67)

Fora particulari,there are two possible averages depending on whether ornotthe two

pathscrossthesam e bond,

�P i�P 0i =

�
�2 ifP i6= P 0i

�2 ifP i= P 0i
: (68)
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Since �2 > �2 there is an additionalweight for paths that intersect com pared to those

thatdon’t.Thiscan be regarded asan attraction between the two paths,represented by

a Boltzm ann weight,

U =
�2

�2
=
�2 + �2

�2
= 1+

�2

�2
� e

�
2
=�

2

: (69)

Including the attraction,the recursion relation forW W is,

W 2(x1;x2;t)� W (x1;t)W (x2;t)=
X

x0
1
x0
2

hx1x2jT2jx
0
1x

0
2iW (x01;x

0
2;t� 1) ; (70)

with the two body transferm atrix

hx1x2jT2jx
0
1x

0
2i= �

2
�
�x1;x01+ 1

+ �x1;x01�1
� �
�x2;x02+ 1

+ �x2;x02�1
� �
1+ (U � 1)�x1;x2�x01;x

0

2

�
:

(71)

The signi�cance ofthe attraction in eq.(69)isasfollows:In the random system the

paths prefer to pass through regions with particularly favorable values of�. After per-

form ing the quench averaging thepathsgo through a uniform m edium .Thetendency for

theoriginalpathsto bunch up through favorablespotsisinstead m im icked by theuniform

attraction which tendsto bundle togetherthe pathsrepresenting the higherm om ents.

In thecontinuum lim it,eq.(70)goesoverto a di�erentialequation oftheform ,

@W 2(x1;x2;t)

@t
= �

2W 2

�
+ �

@2W 2

@x21
+ �

@2W 2

@x22
+ u �(x1 � x2)W 2 � � H2W 2 ; (72)

with u � �2=�2. Alternatively,we could have obtained eq.(72) from the continuum

version ofthepath integral,

W 2(x1;x2;t)=

Z (x1;t)

(0:0)

D x1(t
0)

Z (x2;t)

(0:0)

D x2(t
0)exp

�Z t

0

dt
0
u� (x1(t

0)� x2(t
0))

�

exp

�Z t

0

dt
0

�

�
1

�
�

_x21

4�

��

exp

�Z t

0

dt
0

�

�
1

�
�

_x22

4�

�� : (73)

Form ally integrating eq.(72)yieldsW 2 / exp(� tH2),which can beevaluated in thebasis

ofeigenvaluesofH 2 as

W 2(x1;x2;t)= hx1x2jT
t
2j00i=

X

m

hx1x2jm ie
�� m thm j00i

�

t! 1
e
�" 0t ; (74)

where f"m g are the eigenenergiesofH 2,regarded asa quantum Ham iltonian.The expo-

nentialgrowth ofW 2 fort! 1 isdom inated by the ground state"0.
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ThetwobodyHam iltoniandependsonlyon therelativeseparation ofthetwoparticles.

Aftertransform ing to thecenterofm asscoordinates,

(
r=x1 � x2

R =(x1 + x2)=2
=) @

2
1 + @

2
2 =

1

2
@
2
R + 2@2r ; (75)

the Ham iltonian reads,

H 2 =
2

�
�
�

2
@
2
R � 2�@2r � u�(r) : (76)

The relative coordinate describes a particle in a delta{function potential,which has a

ground statewavefunction

 0(r;R)/ e
��jrj

: (77)

Thevalueof� isobtained byintegratingH 2 0 from � � to�,and requiringthediscontinuity

in the logarithm icderivativeof 0 to m atch the strength ofthe potential;hence

� 2�(� � � �)= u =) � =
u

4�
�

�2

2�2
: (78)

The ground stateenergy ofthistwo particlesystem is

"0 = +
2

�
� 2��2 �

2

�
�
u2

8�
: (79)

The inequality,

W 2(t)= exp

�

�
2t

�
+
u2t

8�

�

= W (t)2 exp

�
u2t

8�

�

� W (t)2 ; (80)

im pliesthattheprobability distribution forW (t)isquitebroad,and becom esprogressively

widerdistributed ast! 1 .

Higherm om entsofthesum are obtained from

W n =
X

P 1;���;Pn

tY

i= 1

�P 1i� � � �P n i : (81)

Ata particular\tim e" slicetherem ay orm ay notbeintersectionsam ongstthepaths.Let

usassum e that� isG aussian distributed with a m ean �,and a narrow width �;then,

�m �

Z
dx xm
p
2��2

exp

�

�
(x � �)2

2�2

�

(setx = � + � and expand in �)

�

Z
d�

p
2��2

�

�
m + m �

m �1
� +

m (m � 1)

2
�
m �2

�
2 + � � �

�

exp

�

�
�2

2�2

�

� �
m +

m (m � 1)

2
�
m �2

�
2 + � � � � �

m

�

1+
m (m � 1)

2

�2

�2
+ � � �

�

� �
m exp

�
m (m � 1)

2
u

�

: (82)
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Sincetherearem (m � 1)=2 possibilitiesforpairing m particles,theaboveresultrepresents

the Boltzm ann factor for a pairwise attraction ofu for particles in contact. Since � is

bounded by unity,theapproxim ationsleading to eq.(82)m ustbreak down forsu�ciently

largem .Thisim pliesthepresenceofthreeand higherbody interactions.Such interactions

areusually ofhigherorderand can besafely ignored.Foradiscussion ofthesehigherorder

interactionsin a sim ilarcontextsee ref.[7].

The continuum version oftheresulting path integralis

W n(x1;� � � ;xn;t)� W (x1;t)� � � W (xn;t)=

Z (x1;���;xn ;t)

(0;0;���;0)

D x1(t
0)� � � D xn(t

0)

exp

2

4�
nt

�
�

Z t

0

dt
0

0

@
X

�

_x2�

4�
�
u

2

X

�6= �

� (x�(t
0)� x�(t

0))

1

A

3

5

; (83)

and evolvesaccording to

@W n

@t
= �

nW n

�
+ �

nX

�= 1

@2W n

@x2�
+
u

2

X

�6= �

� (x�(�)� x�(�))W n � � HnW n : (84)

The asym ptotic behavior ofW n at large tis controlled by the ground state ofH n. The

corresponding wavefunction is obtained by a sim ple Bethe Ansatz [8],which generalizes

eq.(77)to

 0(x1;� � � ;xn)/ exp

2

4�
�

2

X

�6= �

jx� � x�j

3

5 with � =
u

4�
: (85)

For each ordering of particles on the line the wave function can be expanded as

 0 / exp[��x�],with the \m om enta" �� getting perm uted for di�erent orderings. For

exam ple,ifx1 < x2 < � � � < xn,the m om enta are

�� = � [2� � (n + 1)] ; (86)

form ing a so called n{string.The kineticenergy isproportionalto

S =
X n

�= 1

�
2� � (n + 1)

�2
=
X n

�= 1

�
(n + 1)2 � 4�(n + 1)+ 4�2

�

=n(n + 1)2 � 4(n + 1)�
n(n + 1)

2
+
4 n(n + 1)(2n + 1)

6

=n(n + 1)

�

� (n + 1)+
2(2n + 1)

3

�

=
n(n + 1)(n � 1)

3

; (87)
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leading to the ground stateenergy

"0 =
n

�
� �

nX

�= 1

�
2
� =

n

�
�
��2

3
n(n2 � 1) : (88)

Thusthe asym ptoticbehaviorofm om entsofthe sum hastheform

lim
t! 1

W n(t)= exp

�

�
nt

�
+
n(n2 � 1)��2t

3

�

= W (t)n exp

�
n(n2 � 1)u2t

48�

�

: (89)

G .T he P robability D istribution in T w o D im ensions

Itistem pting to use eq.(89)in conjunction with

lim
n! 0

ln

�

W n(t)

�

= nlnW +
n2

2
(lnW )2c + � � � +

np

p!
(lnW )

p
c + � � � ; (90)

to read o� the cum ulants for the probability distribution for lnW . The key point is

the absence ofthen2 term and the presence ofthen3tfactorin the exponentofeq.(89),

suggestingathird cum ulant,and henceuctuationsin lnW thatgrow ast1=3 [9].However,

asdiscussed before,therearesubtletiesin trying to deducea probability distribution from

the knowledge ofits m om ents which we need to consider �rst. Since W (t) is bounded

by unity,eq.(89)cannotbe valid forarbitrarily large n. Our�rsttask isto identify the

crossoverpointn� beyond which thisresultisno longercorrect.

Eq.(88)isobtained fortheground stateofn particlessubjecttoatwobodyinteraction

in thecontinuum lim it.A sim pleargum entcan beused to understand theorigin ofthen3

term in the energy,aswellasthe lim itationsofthe continuum approach. Letusassum e

thatthe n particlesform a bound state ofsize R.Forlarge n,the energy ofsuch a state

can beestim ated as

"�
n

�
+
�n

R 2
�
un2

R
: (91)

A variationalestim ateisobtained by m inim izing the above expression with respectto R,

resulting in R / �=(un) and " / u2n3=�. The size ofthe bound state decreases with

increasing n,and thecontinuum approxim ation breaksdown when itbecom esoftheorder

ofthe lattice spacing forn� / �=u � �2=�2. Forn � n� allthe pathscollapse together

and

lim
n! 1

W n(t)’ (2�n )
t

: (92)
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Thisasym ptoticbehaviorisnon-universaland dependson theextrem evaluesofthelocal

probability distribution for �. Depending on the choice ofparam eters,n� can be large

orsm all. However,asdiscussed in the contextofthe one dim ensionalproblem ,itsvalue

controlsonly therelativeim portanceofthetailand thebulk oftheprobability distribution

for lnW . The behavior ofthe bulk ofthe distribution is expected to be universal. The

crossoveratn� isexplicitly dem onstrated in a sim plerm odelin ref.[10].

Anotherim portantconsideration istheorderoflim its.Eq.(89)isobtained by taking

the t! 1 lim itat�xed n,while the cum ulant series in eq.(90)relieson an expansion

around n ! 0for�xed t.Thetwolim itsdonotcom m ute.In fact,wewould naivelydeduce

from eq.(89)thatonly the third cum ulantoflnW isnon-zero. Thisisincorrectasitis

im possibleto havea probability distribution with only a third cum ulant[11].Thecorrect

procedure [10]isto assum e thatthe singularbehaviorassociated with n ! 0 and t! 1

isdescribed by a scaling function ofthe form gs(nt
!). (Thisissim ilarto the singularity

ofthe free energy ata criticalpointwith n�1=! playing the role ofa correlation length.)

Ift! 1 at�xed n,extensivity ofthefreeenergy ofthen particlesystem forceslnW n(t)

to beproportionalto t.Attheotherlim itofn ! 0 at�xed t,theresultisa powerseries

in n,i.e.

lnW n(t)= ant+ gs(nt
!)=

�
ant+ �n1=!t fort! 1 at�xed n

ant+ g1nt
! + g2 (nt

!)
2
+ � � � for�xed tasn ! 0

: (93)

NotethatIhaveincluded a non-singularterm ,ant.Sim ilarconsiderationshavebeen put

forward in ref.[12]. Com parison with eq.(89) gives ! = 1=3,and we can read o� the

cum ulantsoflnW as 8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

lnW (t)= at+ g1 t
1=3

lnW 2(t)c = 2g2 t
2=3

...

lnW p(t)c = p!gp t
p=3

: (94)

The existence oft1=3 corrections to the quench averaged value oflnW (t) was �rst

suggested by Bouchaud and Orland [13]and hasbeen num erically veri�ed [14]. The t2=3

growth ofthe variance ofthe probability distribution was obtained by Huse and Henley

[15]in thecontextofinterfacesofIsing m odelsatzero tem peraturewherean optim alpath

dom inatesthe sum .The resultsrem ain valid at�nite tem peratures[16].Sim ulationsare
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perform ed by im plem enting the transferm atrix m ethod num erically. Forexam ple,along

the diagonalofthesquare lattice,therecursion relation

W (x;t+ 1)= �x;t;� W (x � 1;t)+ �x;t;+ W (x + 1;t) ; (95)

isiterated starting from W (x;0)= �x;0.The random num bers�x;t;� are generated asthe

iteration proceeds.Them em ory requirem ent(thearraysW (x))depend on the�nallength

t;each update requirestoperations,and the totalexecution tim egrowsast2.Thusfora

given realization ofrandom ness,exactresultsare obtained in polynom ialtim e.Ofcourse

theresultshavetobeaveraged overm any realizationsofrandom ness.Thetypicalvaluesof

tused in thetransferm atrixsim ulationsrangefrom 103 to104,with 102 to103 realizations.

Calculating higher cum ulants becom es progressively m ore di�cult. The existence ofthe

third cum ulant was veri�ed by Halpin{Healy [17]. A fourth cum ulant,growing as t4=3

was observed by Kim et al.[18]. Starting from the replica result,Zhang [19]proposed

an analyticalform ,p(lnW ;t)� exp(� ajlnW � lnW j3=2=t1=2). W hile thisform captures

the correct scaling offree energy uctuations,it is sym m etric about the average value

precluding the observed �nite third cum ulant. This de�ciency was rem edied by Crisanti

et al.[20]who generalized the above probability to one with di�erent coe�cients a � on

the two sidesofthe m ean value.

So far, we focused on the asym ptotic behavior ofW (x;t) at large t, ignoring the

dependence on the transverse coordinate. For the pure problem ,the dependence ofW

on the transverse coordinate is a G aussian, centered at the origin, with a width that

growsast1=2.Thefulldependence isobtained in thepureproblem by including theband

ofeigenvalues with energies close to the ground state. Unfortunately,determ ining the

appropriate eigenvaluesforthe interacting problem isratherdi�cult. In addition to the

eigenvalues obtained by sim ply m ultiplying eq.(85)by exp[iq(x1 + � � � + xn)],there are

other states with broken replica sym m etry [21]. A treatm ent by Bouchaud and Orland

[13]includes som e of the e�ects of such excitations but is not fully rigorous. It does

predict that the extent oftransverse uctuations grows as t� with � = 2=3 as observed

num erically[15,16].Thereisin factarelation between theexponents� and ! which follows

from sim ple physicalconsiderations[15]:By analogy with a string,the energy to stretch

a path by a distance x grows as x2=t. The path wanders away from the origin,only if

thecostofthisstretching can bem adeup by favorablecon�gurationsofbonds.Sincethe

typicaluctuationsin (free)energy atscaletgrow ast!,we have

x2

t
/ t

! =) ! = 2� � 1 : (96)
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Thisrelation rem ainsvalid in higherdim ensionsand hasbeen veri�ed in m any num erical

sim ulations. The �rst (indirect) proofof! = 1=3 was based on a replica analysis ofa

problem with m any interacting paths [22]. It was soon followed by a m ore direct proof

[23]based on a com pletely di�erentapproach:theCole{Hopftransform ation described in

nextsection.

H .H igher D im ensions

Theapproach described in theprevioussectionsiseasily generalized to higherdim en-

sions. The directed path in d = D + 1 isdescribed by ~x(t),where ~x isa D dim ensional

vector.The recursion relation ofeq.(95)isgeneralized to

W (~x;t+ 1)=

dX

i= 1

�~x�~e i;tW (~x � ~ei;t) ; (97)

where ~ei are unit vectors. The recursion relation is easily iterated on a com puter,but

the m em ory requirem entand execution tim e now grow astD and tD + 1 respectively.The

continuum lim itofthisrecursion relation is

@W (~x;t)

@t
= �

W

�
+ �r2

W + �(~x;t)W ; (98)

where �(~x;t) represents the uctuations of�(~x;t) around its average. Thus it has zero

m ean,and a variance

�(~x;t)�(~x0;t0)= �
2
�
D (~x � ~x

0)�(t� t
0) : (99)

(In a m oregeneralanisotropicsituation,eq.(98)hasto begeneralized to includedi�erent

di�usivities�� along di�erent directions. Such anisotropy is easily rem oved by rescaling

the coordinatesx�.)

Eq.(98) can be regarded as the im aginary tim e Schr�odinger equation for a particle

in a random tim e dependent potential.Itcan be integrated to yield the continuouspath

integral

W (~x;t)=

Z (~x;t)

(0;0)

D ~x(t0)exp

"

�

Z t

0

dt
0

 

1

�
+

_~x 2

4�
� � (~x(t0);t0)

! #

; (100)
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describing theuctuationsofa directed polym erin a random m edium (DPRM )[24].The

nth m om entofW iscom puted by replicating the above path integraland averaging over

�(~x;t).Itgeneralizeseq.(73)to

W n(f~x�g;t)=

Z (f~x� g;t)

(f~0g;0)
D ~x1(t

0)� � � D ~xn(t
0)

exp

2

4�

Z t

0

dt
0

0

@
X

�

1

�
+

_~x
2

�

4�
�
u

2

X

�6= �

�
D (~x�(t

0)� ~x�(t
0))

1

A

3

5

; (101)

with u / �2.The di�erentialequation governing the evolution ofW n(t)is,

@W n

@t
= �

n

�
W n + �

X

�

r 2
�W n +

u

2

X

�6= �

�
D (~x� � ~x�)W n � � HnW n : (102)

Evaluating the asym ptoticbehaviorofW n(t)requiresknowledge ofthe ground state

energy ofthe Ham iltonian H n. Unfortunately,the exact dependence ofthe bound state

energy on n is known only for D = 0 (" / n(n � 1)) and D = 1 (" / n(n2 � 1)). As

discussed earlier,thesetwo resultscan then beused to deducethebehaviorofthebulk of

the probability distribution forlnW (t).Elem entary resultsfrom quantum m echanicstell

usthatan arbitrarily sm allattraction leadsto the form ation ofa bound state in D � 2,

but that a �nite strength ofthe potentialis needed to form a bound state in D > 2.

Thus,in them ostinteresting caseof2+ 1 dim ensionswe expecta non-trivialprobability

distribution,while the replica analysisprovidesno inform ation on itsbehavior.In higher

dim ensions,thereisa phasetransition between weak and strong random nessregim es.For

weak random nessthereisnobound stateand asym ptoticallyW n(t)= W (t)n,indicatinga

sharp probability distribution.Thisstatem enthasalso been established by m orerigorous

m ethods[25].There isanotherphase forstrong random nesswhere the probability distri-

bution forW (t)becom esbroad.Theresultingbound statehasbeen analyticallystudied in

a 1=D expansion valid forlargeD [26].Theground statewavefunction israthercom plex,

involvingreplicasym m etry breaking.Notethatthephasetransition in theprobability dis-

tribution ofthe correlation function occursin the high tem perature phase ofthe random

Ising m odel.The im plicationsofthisphase transition forbulk propertiesare notknown.

Asthe sti�nessassociated with line tension decreases on approaching the order/disorder

phasetransition oftheIsing m odel,closeto thistransition theprobability distribution for

W (t)islikely to be broad.
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As one ofthe sim plest m odels ofstatisticalm echanics in random system s (a \toy"

spin glass),the problem ofDPRM has generated considerable interest [27]. The m odel

hasbeen generalized to m anifoldsofarbitrary internaldim ensionsin random m edia [28],

and treated by functionalRG m ethods [29]. The sam e m odelhas also been studied by

a variationalapproach that involves replica sym m etry breaking [30]. The latter is also

exactin theD ! 1 lim it.Directed pathshavebeen exam ined on non-Euclidean lattices:

In particular,the problem can be solved exactly on the Cayley tree [31],where it has

a transition between a \free" and a glassy state. There are also quite a few treatm ents

based on a position space renorm alization group schem e [32]which becom es exact on a

hierarchicallattice [33].Thislattice hasno loops,and atthe m + 1th levelisconstructed

by putting together2D branches,each containing two latticesofthe m th level. Starting

from a set ofrandom bonds at the �rst level,the values ofthe sum W (m = log2 t) are

constructed recursively from

W (m + 1;�)=

2
D

X

�= 1

W (m ;�1)W (m ;�2) ; (103)

where the greek indices are used to indicate speci�c bonds for a particular realization.

Alternatively,theserecursion relationscan beused tostudytheevolution oftheprobability

distribution forW [34].Theexponent! � 0:30 forD = 1 isnottoo faro� from theexact

valueof1/3.

Additionalinform ation about the higher dim ensionalDPRM is obtained by taking

advantage ofa m apping to the nonequilibrium problem ofkinetic roughening ofgrowing

interfaces.Using the Cole{Hopftransform ation [35],

W (~x;t)= exp

�

�
�h(~x;t)

2�

�

; (104)

eq.(98)istransform ed to the Kardar,Parisi,Zhang (KPZ)[36]equation,

@h

@t
=
2�

��
+ �r2

h �
�

2
(r h)

2
�
2�

�
�(~x;t) ; (105)

describing theuctuationsin heighth(~x;t)ofa growing interface.A dynam icalrenorm al-

ization group (RG ) analysis at the one{loop level[37,38]ofthis equation indicates that

the e�ectivecoupling constantg = 4�2=�,satis�estherescaling relation

dg

d‘
= (2� D )g+

K D (2D � 3)

D
g
2

; (106)
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where K D isthe D dim ensionalsolid angle divided by (2�)D . The RG equation m erely

con�rm s the expectationsbased on the replica analysis: there is ow to strong coupling

forD � 2,whilethereisa transition between weak and strong coupling behaviorin higher

dim ensions.TheRG equation hasbeen recently extended to two loops [39,40].According

to one calculation [40],there isno stable strong coupling �xed pointforD � 2,and the

nature ofthisphase rem ainsa m ystery.

Since there are severalcom prehensive reviews ofthe KPZ equation [41],I willnot

discussitspropertiesin any detailhere. Itsu�cesto say thatthere are m any num erical

m odelsofgrowth thatfallin theuniversality classofthisequation.They arein com plete

agreem ent with the exactly known results for D = 1. The estim ates for the exponent �

in higher dim ensions are � = 0:624� 0:001 for D = 2 [42]and � � 0:59 for D = 3 [43].

The num ericalresults in higher dim ensions are consistent with an exponent � that gets

closerto 1/2 asD ! 1 .Itisnotpresently known whetherthere isa �nite uppercritical

dim ension [28,44]beyond which � = 1=2 exactly.

I.R andom Signs

So farwe focused on nearestneighborbonds fK ijg,which though random ,were all

positive. For such couplings the ground state is uniform and ferrom agnetic. The study

of low tem perature states is considerably m ore com plicated for the random spin glass

which describesam ixtureofferrom agneticand antiferrom agneticbonds.Thecom petition

between the bonds leads to frustration e�ects,resulting in quite com plicated landscapes

forthelow energy states[4].Hereweshallexplorethehigh tem peraturepropertiesofspin

glassm odels.To focuson thee�ectsoftherandom nessin sign,we study a sim plebinary

probability distribution in which negative and positive bonds ofequalm agnitude occur

with probabilitiesp and 1� p respectively.

The com putation ofthe high tem perature series for the correlation function (along

the diagonal)proceedsasbefore,and

W (~x;t)� h�0;0�~x;ti= �
t
X

P

tY

i= 1

�P i ; (107)

where� indicatesthe�xed m agnitudeoftanhK ,while�P i = � 1 arerandom signs.Since

the elem ents ofthe sum can be both positive and negative,the �rstquestion iswhether

the system m aintainsa coherence in sign (atleastforsm allp),i.e.whatisthe likelihood
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thatthetwo spinsseparated by a distancethavea preferenceto havethesam esign.This

question can be answered only in one and high dim ensions.

Forthe onedim ensionalchain them om entsofW (t)are easily calculated as

W n(t)= �
nt�

n
(1� 2p)t forn odd,

1 forn even.
(108)

Asallodd m om entsasym ptotically decay to zero,atlargedistancesW (t)isequally likely

to be positive or negative. This is because the sign ofthe e�ective bond depends only

on the product ofthe interm ediate bonds and the possibility ofa few negative bonds is

su�cientto rem oveany inform ation abouttheoverallsign.From eq.(108),wecan de�ne

a characteristic sign correlation length �s = � 1=ln(1� 2p).

Thereisalsoa\m ean-�eld"typeofapproach tothesign coherenceproblem [45]which

islikely to be exactin high dim ensions. Forpaths along the diagonalofthe hypercubic

lattice,the m ean value ofW (t)is

W (t)� [d�(1� 2p)]
t

: (109)

Calculating the variance ofW iscom plicated due to the previously encountered problem

ofintersecting paths. W e can approxim ately evaluate itby considering a subset ofpaths

contributing to the second m om entas,

W 2 � [d�(1� 2p)]
2t
+ (d�2)[d�(1� 2p)]

2(t�1)
+ (d�2)2 [d�(1� 2p)]

2(t�2)
+ � � � +

�
d�

2
�t

=�2t
[d(1� 2p)]

2(t+ 1)
� dt+ 1

[d(1� 2p)]
2
� d

:

(110)

The �rst term in the above sum com es from two distinct paths between the end points;

the second term from two paths that have their �rst step in com m on and then proceed

independently.Them th term in theseriesdescribestwo pathsthattakem stepstogether

before becom ing separated. The underlying assum ption is thatonce the two paths have

separated they willnotcom eback togetheragain.ThisIndependentPath Approxim ation

(IPA)isbetterjusti�ed in higherdim ensionsand leadsto

W 2(t)

W (t)2
=
d(1� 2p)2 �

�
d(1� 2p)2

��t

d(1� 2p)2 � 1
: (111)

Forsm allpsuch thatd(1� 2p)2 > 1,theaboveratioconvergestoaconstantast! 1 ;

the distribution is asym ptotically sharp and the correlations preserve sign inform ation.
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However,ifthe concentration ofnegative bonds exceeds pc =

�

1� 1=
p
d

�

=2,the ratio

diverges exponentially in t,indicating a broad distribution. This has been interpreted

[46]assignalling a \sign transition". Thisargum entsuggeststhatthere isa �nite pc for

alld > 1. However,itis im portant to note that the IPA ignores im portantcorrelations

between thepaths.Shapirand W ang[47]criticizetheassum ption ofindependentpathsand

suggestthatasintersectionsare im portantford � 3,there should be no phase transition

in thesedim ensions.However,theidenti�cation ofthelowercriticaldim ension forthesign

transition isnotcom pletely settled. Num ericalsim ulationsbased on the transferm atrix

m ethod fortofup to 600[14],aswellasexactenum eration studies[48]fort� 10,failto

�nd a phase transition in d = 2.The resultssuggestthatifthere isa phase transition in

d = 2 it occurs for pc < 0:05. The phase diagram ofa generalized m odelwith com plex

phaseshasalso been studied in higherdim ensions[49,50].

Forp > pc theinform ation on sign islostbeyond a coherencelength �s.Ifthesystem

is coarse grained beyond this scale,the e�ective bonds are equally likely to be positive

or negative. Thus we shallconcentrate on the sym m etric case ofp = 1=2 in the rest of

this section. This corresponds to the m uch studied � J Ising spin glass [51]which will

be discussed in m ore detaillateron.W e perform ed [14]transferm atrix com putationson

system sofup to size t= 2000,and averaged over2000 realizationsofrandom ness,on a

VaxStationII.The random num bers (+1 or� 1)were generated by a welltested random

num bergenerator[52].SinceW growsexponentially in t,lnjW jhasa wellde�ned proba-

bility distribution;weexam ined itsm ean lnjW (t)j,and variancelnjW (t)j2 � lnjW (t)j2,

forp = 1=2 (both signsequally probable).W ealso com puted thetypicalexcursionsofthe

pathsin the lateraldirection asde�ned by

[x(t)2]
av
�

P

x
x2jW (x;t)j2

P

x
jW (x;t)j2

; (112)

and

[x(t)]
2

av
�

� P

x
xjW (x;t)j2

P

x
jW (x;t)j2

� 2

; (113)

where [� ]av denotes an average over the lateralcoordinate at a �xed t,using a weight

jW (x;t)j2.

W econ�rm ed thattheaverageoflnjW (t)jisextensive(lnjW (t)j= (0:322� 0:001)t),

while its uctuations satisfy a power law growth t!,with ! = 0:33� 0:05. For several

choicesoftwealsochecked in detailthatW (t)ispositiveornegativewith equalprobability.
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Forlateralexcursions,we exam ined sim ulationswith t= 4000,and with 200 realizations

ofrandom ness(reasonabledata foructuationsoflnjW (t)jareonly obtained from higher

averaging). The resultsfor[x2]av and [x]2av appearto converge to a com m on asym ptotic

lim it;�tted to a powerlaw t2� with � = 0:68� 0:05. The scaling propertiesofjW (x;t)j

thusappearidenticaltothoseofdirected polym erswith positiverandom weights!Itshould

be noted,however,thatusing a sim ilarprocedure,Zhang [53]concluded from �tsto his

num ericalresultsa value of� = 0:74� 0:01.Using a variety oftheoreticalargum ents[53],

he suggests ! = 1=2 and � = 3=4. The exponent ! = 1=2 is clearly inconsistent with

ourdata,while � = 3=4 can be obtained ifone �tsonly to [x]2av.Two subsequent,rather

extensive,num ericalstudies [54,55]shed m ore light on this problem . Both sim ulations

seem to equivocally pointto theim portanceofincluding correctionsto scaling in the�ts.

In 1+1 dim ensionsthey indeed �nd ! = 1=3 forthe variance,and � = 2=3 (with a large

correction to scaling term )fortransverse uctuations.

The sim ilarity in the probability distributions ofrandom weight and random sign

problem scan beunderstood by exam ination ofthem om ents.Theterm sin W n correspond

to the product ofcontributions from n independent paths. Upon averaging,ifm paths

crossa particularbond (0 � m � n),we obtain a factorof[1+ (� 1)m ]=2,which is0 or

1 depending on the parity ofm . Forodd n there m ustbe bondswith m odd,and hence

W 2n+ 1 = 0; which ofcourse im plies and follows from the sym m etry p(W ) = p(� W ).

Foreven m om entsW 2n,theonly con�gurationsthatsurviveaveraging arethosein which

the 2n replicated paths are arranged such that each bond is crossed an even num ber of

tim es. The sim plest con�gurations satisfying this constraint correspond to drawing n

independentpathsbetween the end pointsand assigning two replica indicesto each.The

aboveconstraintisalsosatis�ed byform inggroupsoffourorhighereven num bers,butsuch

con�gurationsareentropically unlikely and weshallhenceforth consideronly paired paths.

There is an im portant subtlety in calculating W 2n from the n paired{paths: After two

such pathscross,theoutgoing pairscan eithercarry thesam ereplica labelsastheingoing

ones,orthey can exchange one label(e.g. (12)(34)! (12)(34); (13)(24); or(14)(23)).

Therefore,after sum m ing over allpossible ways oflabelling the paired paths,there is a

m ultiplicity ofthree foreach intersection.The n paired pathsattracteach otherthrough

the exchange ofreplica partners!
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Although theorigin oftheattraction between pathsisvery di�erentfrom thecaseof

random weights,the�naloutcom eisthesam e.Theeven m om entsin 1+ 1 dim ension are

related by an expression sim ilarto eq.(89),

lim
t! 1

W 2n(t)= W (t)2 n exp
�
�n(n2 � 1)t

�
; (114)

and the conclusionsregarding lnW (t)arethe sam e asbefore.If,ratherthan having only

one possible value for the m agnitude ofthe random bond, we start with a sym m etric

distribution p(�),there willbe an additionalattraction between the paired pathscom ing

from the variance of �2. This increases the bound state energy (and the factor �) in

eq.(114)butdoesnota�ecttheuniversalproperties.

J.O ther R ealizations ofD P R M

So far we focused on sum s over DPRM as encountered in high tem perature series

ofIsing m odels. In fact severalother realizations ofsuch paths have been discussed in

the literature,and m any m ore are likely to em erge in the future. One ofthe original

m otivationswastounderstand thedom ain wallofan Isingm odelin thepresenceofrandom

bond im purities[15]. As m entioned in the previous section,ifallthe random bonds are

ferrom agnetic,in theground stateallspinsareup ordown.Now considera m ixed statein

which adom ain wallisforced intothesystem by �xingspinsatoppositeedgesofthelattice

to + and � .Bondsarebroken attheinterfaceofthetwo dom ains,and thetotalenergy of

the defectistwice the sum ofallthe K ij crossed by the interface. In the Solid{On{Solid

approxim ation,con�gurations ofthe dom ain wallare restricted to directed paths. The

resulting partition function Z(t),can be com puted by exactly the sam e transfer m atrix

m ethod used to calculate W (t). Ratherthan looking atthe �nite tem perature partition

function,Huseand Henley [15]worked directly with thezero tem peraturecon�guration of

the interface.

Denoting by E (x;t)them inim um in theenergy ofallpathsconnecting (0;0)to (x;t),

oriented along the diagonalofthe square lattice,itispossible to constructthe recursion

relation,

E (x;t+ 1)= m infE (x � 1;t)� 2Jx�1;t ;E (x + 1;t)� 2Jx+ 1;tg ; (115)

closely related to eq.(95).To �nd theactualcon�guration ofthepath,itisalso necessary

to store in m em ory one bit ofinform ation at each point (x;t),indicating whether the
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m inim um in eq.(115)com esfrom the�rstorsecond term .Thisbitofinform ation indicates

thedirection ofarrivalfortheoptim alpath at(x;t).Aftertherecursion relationshavebeen

iterated forward to\tim e"step t,theoptim allocation isobtained from them inim um ofthe

arrayfE (x;t)g.From thislocation theoptim alpath isreconstructed bysteppingbackward

along thestored directions.Thisishow thepicturesofoptim alpathsin refs.[24,38]were

constructed. These optim alpaths have a beautifulultram etric structure that resem bles

thedeltasofriverbasins,and m any othernaturalbranching patterns.Finding theoptim al

interfaceisrem iniscentofthetravellingsalesm an problem .However,in thiscase,although

the num ber ofpossible pathsgrow as2t,theirdirected nature allowsusto �nd the best

solution in polynom ialtim e.

The statisticsofthe E (x;t)atT = 0 areidenticalto thoseoflnW (x;t):theoptim al

path wanders as t2=3,while the uctuations in E (t) scale as t1=3 [15]. It is frequently

assum ed thattheseuctuationsalsosetthescaleofenergy barriersthattheinterfacem ust

cross from one optim alstate to another. Since such barriers grow with t,any activated

processisslowed down to a logarithm iccrawl[15].

It has been suggested that optim alpaths are also relevant to fracture and failure

phenom ena[56].Im agineatwodim ensionalelasticm edium with im purities,e.g.anetwork

ofspringsofdi�erentstrengthsand extensions[57].Ifthenetwork issubjected to external

shear,a com plicated stress �eld is set up in the m aterial. It is possible that non-linear

e�ectsin com bination with random nessenhance the stress�eld along particularpathsin

the m edium . Such bands ofenhanced stress are visible by polarized light in a sheet of

plexiglass. The localization ofdeform ation is nicely dem onstrated in a two dim ensional

packing ofstraws [58]. The roughness ofthe localization band is characterized by the

exponent� = 0:73� 0:07,notinconsistentwith thevalueof2/3forDPRM .Theexperim ent

wasinspired by random fuse m odels[59]which apply a sim ilarprocedure to describe the

failureofan electricalnetwork.Hansen etal.[60]suggestthatatthethreshold in allsuch

m odels,failure occurs along an optim alpath with statistics sim ilar to a DPRM .Their

num ericalresults obtain a roughness exponent of� = 0:7 for the crack interface with a

precision ofabout10% .

In fact,the m inim aldirected path was proposed in 1964 [61]as a m odelfor tensile

rupture ofpaper. The variationsin brightnessofa piece ofpaperheld in frontofa light

sourceareindicativeofnonuniform itiesin localthicknessand density �(x).Tydem an and

Hiron suggested thatrupture occurs along the weakestline forwhich the sum of�(x)is

m inim um .Thisisclearly justa continuum version oftheoptim alenergy path in a random
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m edium . (Since the average of�(x)ispositive,the optim alpath willbe directed.) This

m odelwastested by Kert�eszetal.[62]whoused atensiletestingm achinetogradually tear

apart m any sheets ofpaper. They found that the resulting rupture lines are self{a�ne,

characterized by 0:63< � < 0:72.

Thethreedim ensionalDPRM wasintroduced [24]asa m odelfora polyelectrolytein

a gelm atrix.Probably a betterrealization isprovided by defectlines,such asdislocations

orvortices,in a m edium with im purities. There hasbeen a resurgence ofinterestin this

problem since itwasrealized thatux linesin high tem perature ceram icsuperconductors

are highly exible,and easily pinned by the oxygen im purities that are usually present

in these m aterials [63]. Pinning by im purities is in fact crucialfor any application,as

otherwise the ux lines drift due to the Lorentz force giving rise to ux ow resistivity

[64].

K .Q uantum Interference ofStrongly Localized Electrons

The wavefunctionsfornon-interacting electronsin a regularsolid are extended Bloch

states.In thepresenceofdisorderand im purities,gradually m oreand m oreofthesestates

becom e localized. This was �rst pointed out by Anderson [65]who studied a random

tight{binding Ham iltonian

H =
X

i

"ia
+
i ai+

X

< ij>

Vija
+
i aj : (116)

Here "i are the site energiesand Vij representthe nearestneighborcouplingsortransfer

term s.Forsim plicity we shallfocuson

Vij =

n
V ifi;j arenearestneighbors

0 otherwise
;

so thatallthe random nessisin the site energies. Thisisjusta discretized version ofthe

continuum Ham iltonian H = �r2 + "(~x),for a quantum particle in a random potential

"(~x). Fora uniform ",the Ham iltonian isdiagonalized by extended Fourierm odesa
y

~q
=

P

~x
exp(i~q� ~x)a

y

~x
=
p
N ,resulting in a band ofenergies"(~q)= "+ 2V (cosq1 + cosq2 + � � � +

cosqd).(Thelatticespacinghasbeen settounity.) Aslongastheferm ienergy fallswithin

thisband ofexcited statesthesystem ism etallic.

In the random system the wave functions becom e distorted, and localized to the

vicinity oflow energy im purities[65].Thislocalization startswith the statesatthe edge
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oftheband and proceedsto includeallstatesasrandom nessisincreased.In factin d � 2,

asthedi�usingpath ofanon{localized electron willalwaysencounteran im purity,allstates

arelocalizedbyeven weakrandom ness.TheoriginalideasofAnderson localization[65],and

aheuristicscalingapproach by Thouless[66],havebeen placed on m orerigorousfootingby

perturbativeRG studies[67{69].Theperturbativeapproach em phasizestheim portanceof

quantum interferencee�ectsin theweakly disordered m etal.W eaklocalization phenom ena

includethee�ectsofm agnetic�elds,spin{orbit(SO)scattering(correspondingrespectively

to interactionsbreaking tim ereversaland spin spacesym m etries)on theconductivity [70],

as wellas predicting a universalvalue ofthe order ofe2=�h for conductance uctuations

[71,72]. These phenom ena can be traced to the quantum interference oftim e reversed

paths in backscattering loops and their suppression by m agnetic �elds and SO [73]: In

the ofabsence SO,a m agnetic �eld causes an increase in the localization length,and a

factorof2 decrease in theconductance uctuations;with SO,ithastheoppositee�ectof

decreasingthelocalization length,whilestillreducingtheconductanceuctuations[74,75].

An alternativedescription ofthesephenom ena isbased on thetheory ofrandom m atrices

[76], where the only input is the sym m etries of the underlying Ham iltonian and their

m odi�cation by a m agnetic �eld. M esoscopic devices at low tem perature have provided

m any experim entalveri�cations ofweak localization theory [73,77]and there are m any

excellentreviewson the subject[70,78].

W hen theelectronicstatesattheferm ienergyarelocalized,them aterialisaninsulator

and there isno conductivity atzero tem perature. However,at�nite tem peratures there

isa sm allconductivity thatoriginatesfrom the quantum tunneling ofelectrons between

localized states, described by M ott’s variable range hopping (VRH) process [79]: The

probability fortunneling a distance tisthe productoftwo factors

p(t)/ exp

�

�
2t

�

�

� exp

�

�
�"

kB T

�

: (117)

The �rstfactoristhequantum tunneling probability and assum esthattheoverlap ofthe

two localized states decays with a characteristic localization length �. The second factor

recognizes that the di�erent localized states m ust have di�erent energies �" (otherwise

a new state is obtained by their m ixture using degenerate perturbation theory). The

di�erence in energy m ust be provided by inelastic processes such as phonon scattering,

and is governed by the Boltzm ann weight at tem perature T. The m ost likely tunneling

sitesm ustbe close in energy.Ifthere isa uniform density ofstatesN ("f)in the vicinity

35



ofthe ferm ienergy,there are roughly N ("f)t
d candidate statesin a volum e oflinearsize

tin d dim ensions,with the sm allestenergy di�erence ofthe orderof�" /
�
N ("f)t

d
��1

.

Thusthetwo exponentialfactorsin eq.(117)opposeeach other,encouraging theelectron

to travelshorterand longerdistancesrespectively.The optim aldistance scalesas

t� �(T0=T)
1

d+ 1 ; (118)

with T0 /
�
kB N ("f)�

d
��1

,diverging atzero tem perature.

In the strongly localized regim e,the optim alhopping length is m any tim es greater

than the localization length �.The localized sitesare then assum ed to be connected by a

classicalrandom resistornetwork [80].Sincetheindividualresistorsaretaken from a very

widedistribution,itisthen argued [81]thattheresistanceofthewholesam pleisgoverned

by the criticalresistorthatm akesthe network percolate.Thisleadsto a dependence

�(T)= �0 exp[� (T0=T)
1

d+ 1 ] ; (119)

for the conductivity. This behavior has been veri�ed experim entally both in two and

three dim ensions [82]. Due to the di�culty ofm easuring variationsin the m uch sm aller

conductivitiesofinsulators,therehavebeen relatively few studiesoftheconductivity and

itsuctuationsforstrongly localized electrons.Nonetheless,recentexperim ents[83]�nd a

positive M C in Si-inversion layers,G aAs and In2O 3�x �lm s. Furtherm ore,the observed

reproducible conductance uctuations are quite suggestive ofquantum interference (QI)

e�ects. However,the m agnitudes ofthese uctuations grow with lowering tem perature,

and areabout100 tim eslargerthan e2=�h atthelowesttem perature.

Clearly a di�erenttheory isneeded to accountforQIe�ectsin thestrong localization

regim e. The m ostnaturalcandidate isthe quantum overlap factorin eq.(117).Nguyen,

Spivak,and Shklovskii(NSS) have proposed a m odelthat accounts for QI ofm ultiply

scattered tunneling paths in the hopping probability: In between the phonon assisted

tunneling eventstheelectron preservesitsphasem em ory.However,atlow tem peraturesit

tunnelsoververy largedistancesaccording to eq.(118),and encountersm any im purities.

Theoveralltunnelingam plitudeisthen obtained from thesum overalltrajectoriesbetween

the initialand �nalsites. NSS em phasized thatsince the contribution ofeach trajectory

is exponentially sm allin its length,the dom inant contributions to the sum com e from

theshortestorforward scatteringpaths.Thetraditionalexplanationsofweak localization

phenom ena which rely on the QIofback scattering paths are therefore inappropriate to

thisregim e.Thispictureisclearly rem iniscentofthedirected pathsand willbedeveloped

m oreform ally in thenextsection.
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L.T he Locator Expansion and Forw ard Scattering Paths

Theoverlapsin theinsulatingregim ecan bestudied by perform inga\locator"expan-

sion[65];valid in thelim itjVijj= V � (E � "i);whereE istheelectron energy.Indeed,for

V = 0,theeigenfunctionsarejustthesinglesitestates,and thelocalization length iszero

(no transferterm ).ForV=(E � "i)� 1,variousquantitiescan beobtained perturbatively

around thissolution,asexpressed by the Lippm an{Schwingerequation [84]

j	 + i= j�i+
1

E � H0 + i�
Vj	 + i : (120)

The bareHam iltonian

H 0 =
X

i

"ia
+
i ai ;

hasno nearest-neighborcoupling,whilethe perturbation

V =
X

< ij>

Vija
+
i aj ;

describesthesm alltransferterm s.j�irepresentsthestatewith a localized electron atthe

initialsite(orincidentwave),j	 + ithestatewherea localized electron isatthe�nalsite.

In thecoordinaterepresentation,thewavefunctionsareexponentially localized around the

im purity sitesand thereareno propagating wavessinceelectronscan only tunnelundera

potentialbarrier.(Thissituation was�rstaddressed in detailby Lifshitsand Kirpichenko

[85].) W e can now iterate thisim plicitequation to obtain an expansion in powersofthe

ratio V=(E � "i)as

j	 + i= j�i+
1

E � H0 + i�
Vj�i+

1

E � H0 + i�
V

1

E � H0 + i�
Vj�i+ � � � : (121)

Acting with h	 + jon theleftand taking � to zero,weobtain the overlap between thetwo

states

h	 + j	 + i= h	 + j�i+ h	 + j
1

E � H0
Vj�i+ h	 + j

1

E � H0
V

1

E � H0
Vj�i+ � � � : (122)

Foram oregeneraltransferterm V connectingallsites,the�rstterm representsan electron

starting from the initialsite and ending at the �nalsite without scattering (the overlap

h	 + j�i);the second term represents electrons scattering once o� interm ediate sites,the

third,scattering twice,etc.. The operatorV acting on j�i produces a factor V for each

segm ent crossed,and H 0 acting on a particular site iresults in "i,the bare site energy.
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Thus we �nally arrive at a sim ple expression for the am plitude or the G reen’s function

between theinitialand �nalstatesas

h	 + j	 + i= h�jG (E )j	 + i= V
X

�

Y

i�

V

E � "i�
: (123)

The term sin the above perturbation seriescorrespond to allpaths� connecting the

end points;i� labelthe sitesalong each path. Exceptthatthe random variablesappear

on the sitesratherthan the bondsofthe lattice,thissum overpathsisquite rem iniscent

ofthe corresponding one for the correlation functions ofthe random bond Ising m odel.

There is,however,one com plication thatdistinguishesthe localization problem : The en-

ergy denom inators in eq.(123) m ay accidentally be zero,invalidating the perturbation

series.Physically,thiscorrespondsto interm ediatesitesthatareatthesam eenergy asthe

externalpoints.Presum ably in thiscase a degenerate perturbation theory hasto be used

to construct the wavefunction. NSS [46]circum vent this issue by considering initialand

�nalsitesofapproxim ately thesam eenergy "F = E = 0,whiletheinterm ediatesiteshave

energies "i = � U with equalprobability. Allthe energy denom inators in eq.(123) now

contributethesam e�nitem agnitudeU ,butrandom signs�i� = "i� =U .Thejusti�cation is

thattheM ottargum entim plicitly assum esthatthelowestenergy �" occursata distance

t,and that there are no interm ediate sites that are m ore favorable. However,it is not

clearthatdueto thevery sam econsiderations,weshould notincludesom edependence of

the e�ective energy gap U on t. W e shallsetaside such considerationsand focuson the

propertiesofthe NSS m odelin therem ainder.

A path oflength ‘now contributesan am plitude U (V=U )‘ to the sum ,aswellasan

overallsign.In thelocalized regim ethesum israpidly convergent,dom inated by itslowest

orderterm s[65].In general,thesum isbounded by onein which allterm sm akea positive

contribution,i.e. by a lattice random walk which is convergent for z(V=U ) < 1,where

z isthe lattice coordination num ber. Thisprovidesa lowerbound forthe delocalization

transition,and the series is certainly convergent for sm aller values ofV=U . As in the

Ising m odelwe expectloopsto becom e im portantonly afterthe transition,while in the

localized phasetypicalpathsaredirected beyond thelocalization length �.For(V=U )� 1,

the localization length is less than a single lattice spacing, and only directed (forward

scattering)pathsneed to beconsidered.Loops(backscatteringpaths)areirrelevantin the
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renorm alization group sense. Forsitesseparated by a distance t+ 1 along a diagonalof

the squarelattice,eq.(123)isnow sim pli�ed to

hijG (E )jfi= V

�
V

U

� t X

P

tY

i= 1

�P i ; (124)

which isidenticalto eq.(107)with (V=U )replacing �.The diagonalgeom etry m axim izes

possible interference by having a large num berofshortestpaths.Fortunneling along the

axes rather than the diagonalofa square lattice there is only one shortest path. Then,

including longer paths with kinks is essentialto the interference phenom ena. However,

theanalogy to previousresultssuggeststhattheuniversalbehavioristhesam ein thetwo

caseswhilethe approach to asym ptoticbehaviorism uch slowerin the latter.

Using the equivalence to eq.(114),in conjunction with eq.(93),resultsin

lim
t! 1

lnjhijG jfij2 = ln

"

2

�
V

U

� 2
#

t� �t� � 2t
�
�
�1
0 + �

�1
g

�
; (125)

where we have de�ned localand globalcontributions to the e�ective localization length,

respectively given by

�0 =

�

ln

�
U

p
2V

���1

; and �
�1
g =

�

2
: (126)

The QI inform ation is encoded in 2��1g = �. Num ericalestim ates indicate that for the

NSS m odel�g � 40,and con�rm thatthewidth ofthe distribution scalesas

� lnjhijG jfij�

�
�
�
�

t

�g

�
�
�
�

1=3

: (127)

Since t / T�1=3 in M ott VRH,we expect uctuations in log{conductivity to grow as

T�1=9 for T ! 0,in qualitative agreem ent with the experim entalresults ofref.[83]. (A

quantitativetestofthisdependence hasnotyetbeen perform ed.)

M .M agnetic Field R esponse

Allthatisneeded to include a m agnetic �eld B in the tightbinding Ham iltonian of

eq.(116)istom ultiply thetransferelem entsVij by exp(A ij),whereA ij isthelineintegral

ofthegauge�eld alongthebond from itoj.Duetothesefactors,theHam iltonianbecom es
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com plex and isno longertim e reversalsym m etric (H � 6= H ). In the parlance ofrandom

m atrix theory [76],theHam iltonian with B = 0 belongsto theorthogonalensem ble,while

a �nite�eld placesitin theunitary ensem ble.Actually,random m atrix theory recognizes

a third (sym plectic)ensem bleofHam iltonianswhich aretim ereversalsym m etric,butnot

invariantunderrotationsin spin space. Up to thispointwe had notm entioned the spin

ofthe electron: The statesofeq.(116)are thusdoubly degenerate and can be occupied

by (non-interacting)up ordown spin states.W ecan rem ovethisdegeneracy by including

spin-orbit(SO)scattering,which rotatesthe spin ofthe electron asitm ovesthrough the

lattice.

The generalized tightbinding Ham iltonian thatincludesboth the e�ectsofSO scat-

tering and m agnetic�eld is

H =
X

i;�

"ia
y

i;�ai;� +
X

< ij> ;��0

Vij;��0e
iA ija

y

i;�aj;�0 : (128)

The constant,nearest-neighboronly hopping,elem entsV in eq.(116)are no longerdiag-

onalin spin space. Instead,each is m ultiplied by Uij,a random ly chosen SU (2)m atrix

which describesthespin rotation dueto strong SO scattererson each bond [76].Eq.(123)

for the overlap ofwavefunctions at the two end-points m ust now include the initialand

�nalspins,and eq.(124)forthe sum ofdirected pathsgeneralizesto

A = hi�jG (0)jf�0i= V (V=U )tJ(t) ; J(t)=
X

P

tY

j= 1

�P je
iA P j;P (j+ 1)UP j;P (j+ 1) : (129)

Afteraveraging overtheinitialspin,and sum m ing overthe�nalspin,thetunneling prob-

ability is

T =
1

2
tr(A yA )= V

2(V=U )2tI(t) ; I(t)=
1

2
tr(JyJ) : (130)

W e num erically studied the statistical properties of I(t), using a transfer m atrix

m ethod to exactly calculate I up to t= 1000,for over 2000 realizations ofthe random

Ham iltonian. W e again found that the distribution is broad (alm ost log{norm al),and

thatthe appropriate variable to considerislnI(t).In allcasesthe m ean oflnI(t)scaled

linearly with t,while itsuctuationsscaled ast! with ! � 1=3 [86{88]. Forthe sake of

com parison with experim entswede�ne a log{m agnetoconductance (M C)by

M C (t;B )� lnI(t;B )� lnI(t;0) : (131)
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W e�nd num erically thatthem agnetic�eld alwayscausesan enhancem entin tunneling (a

positiveM C),butthattheasym ptoticbehaviorisquitedistinctin thepresenceorabsence

ofSO scattering.

(1) In the absence ofSO,the M C isunbounded and growslinearly with t. Thiscan be

interpreted asan increase in the globalcontribution to the localization length. The

num ericalresults indicate that for sm allB ,the change in slope is proportionalto

B 1=2.Indeed thedata fordi�erenttand B can be collapsed together,using the �t

M C (t;B )= (0:15� 0:03)

�
�

�0

� 1=2

t ; (132)

where � = B a2 istheux perplaquette,and �0 isthe elem entary ux quantum .

(2) In thepresence ofSO,theM C quickly saturateswith tand thereisno change in the

localization length.Thedata can stillbecollapsed,butby using B t3=2 asthescaling

argum ent,and we �nd

M CSO (t;B )=

�
cB 2t3 ifB 2t3 < 1

C � 0:25 ifB2t3 > 1
: (133)

W e can gain som e analytic understanding ofthe distribution function forI(t;B )by

exam ining them om entsI(t)n.From eqs.(129)and (130)weseethateach I(t)represents

a forward path from ito f,and a tim e reversed path from f to i. ForI(t)n,we have to

averageoverthecontributionsofn such pairsofpaths.Averagingovertherandom signsof

thesiteenergiesforcesapairingofthe2n paths(sinceany sitecrossed by an odd num berof

pathsleadsto a zero contribution)[86].To understand theM C,itisusefulto distinguish

two classesofpairings:(1)Neutralpathsin which onem em berisselected from J and the

other from Jy. Such pairs do not feelthe �eld since the phase factors ofeiA picked up

by one m em beron each bond are canceled by the conjugate factorse�iA collected by its

partner. (2) Charged paths in which both elem ents are taken from J or from Jy. Such

pairscouple to the m agnetic �eld like particlesofcharge � 2e. In the presence ofSO,we

m ust also average overthe random SU (2)m atrices. From the orthogonality relation for

group representations[89],we have

Z

�k(g)�ij�
k
0

(g)i0j0W (�1;� � � ;�n)d�1 � � � d�n =
�ii0�jj0�kk0

�k

Z

W (�1;� � � ;�n)d�1 � � � d�n;

(134)

where �k(g)ij is the ij m atrix elem ent of a representation of the group elem ent g,

W (�1;� � � ;�n) is an appropriate weight function so that the m atrix space is sam pled
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uniform ly asthe continuousparam eters�1;� � � ;�n vary (e.g.Euleranglesfora represen-

tation ofSU (2)).Finally �k istheorderoftherepresentation k.Choosing theEulerangle

param etrization ofSU (2)itcan beshown thatthe only nonzero paired averagesare

U�� U
�
��

=
1

2
; U"" U## =

1

2
; U"# U#" = �

1

2
; (135)

and their com plex conjugates. Thus SO averaging forces neutralpaths to carry parallel

spins,whilethe spinson the two partnersofcharged pathsm ustbe antiparallel.

W e next consider the statisticalweights associated with the intersections ofpaths.

These weights depend crucially on the sym m etries ofthe Ham iltonian in eq.(128): For

B = 0and withoutSO,theHam iltonian hasorthogonalsym m etry.Allpairingsareallowed

and the attraction factor is 3,since an incom ing (12)(34) can go to (12)(34),(13)(24),

or (14)(23). Note that even ifboth incom ing paths are neutral,one ofthe exchanged

con�gurations is charged. A m agnetic �eld breaks tim e reversalsym m etry,discourages

charged con�gurations,and reducestheexchangeattraction.Thelim iting caseofa ‘large’

m agnetic �eld is m im icked by replacing the gauge factors with random phases. In this

extrem e,theHam iltonian hasunitary sym m etry and only neutralpathsareallowed.The

exchange factor is now reduced to 2; from (11�)(22�) ! (11�)(22�); or (12�)(21�).

W ith SO averaging, we m ust also take into account the allowed spin exchanges: Two

neutralpathsentering theintersection can haveindices(��);(��)or(��);(��);thereare

2 possibilitiesforthe�rst(� =" or #)and two forthesecond (�)isantiparallelto �).In

theform ercase,however,therearetwo exchangespreserving neutrality,whilein thelatter

only one exchange is possible satisfying this constraint. Hence an overallm ultiplicity of

[2� 2+ 2� 1]� (1=2)2 = 3=2 isobtained,where the (1=2)2 com esfrom the averagesin

eq.(135). Thus the intersection oftwo paired pathsresultsin an exchange attraction of

3/2;a signature ofthe sym plectic sym m etry.

Based on theabovesym m etry dependentstatisticalattraction factors,wecan provide

an understanding ofthenum ericalresultsforM C.Thesum overn attracting pathsagain

leadsto

hI(t)ni= A(n)2ntexp[�n(n2 � 1)t] ; (136)

wherewehavealsoincluded an overalln{dependentam plitude.W ithoutSO,them agnetic

�eld gradually reduces the attraction factor from 3 to 2 leading to the increase in slope.

Addition ofSO to the Ham iltonian has the e�ect ofsuddenly decreasing the attraction

factorto3/2.W hy doestheaddition ofthem agnetic�eld lead tonofurtherchangein � in
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thepresenceofSO?W ithoutSO,theoriginofthecontinuouschangeintheattractionfactor

is a charged bubble that m ay appear in between successive intersections oftwo neutral

paths.In thepresenceofSO,from theaveragesin eq.(135)we�nd thecontribution ofsuch

con�gurationsto be zero.To produce interm ediate charged paths(with theirantiparallel

spins),theenteringpairm usthaveindicesofthetype(ii);(�i�i)(where�#="; and �"=#).

W ithin the bubble we can have interm ediate sites labeled (j�j) and (k�k) which m ust be

sum m ed overduetom atrixcontractions.Itiseasy tocheck that,independentofthechoice

ofj,iftheincom ing and outgoing spins(iand m )arethesam eon a branch itcontributes

a positive sign,while ifthey are opposite the overallsign is negative. However,for any

choiceofiand m ,onem ay choosesim ilar(e.g.i! m on both branches),oropposite(e.g.

i! m on top and i! �m on lowerbranch)connections.Thedi�erencein sign between the

two choicesthuscancelstheiroverallcontributions.Hence the neutralpathstraverse the

system withoutbeing a�ected by charged segm ents. In a m agnetic �eld,theirattraction

factorstaysat3/2 and � = ��1g isunchanged.

Thesm allerpositiveM C observed in thesim ulationsisduetochangesin theam plitude

A(n)in eq.(136).Thisoriginatesfrom the charged pathsthatcontribute to tunneling at

sm allB butarequenched athigherB .However,dueto theirlack ofinteractions,wem ay

treatthecharged and neutralpathsasindependent.Atzero �eld any ofthepairingsinto

charged and neutralpaths isacceptable,while at�nite �elds only neutralpairs survive.

This leads to a reduction in the am plitude A(n) for n � 2,but an increase in lnI (a

positive M C).The typicalvalue oflnI thus increases by a tindependent am ount. This

behavior is sim ilar to the predictions ofIPA,and is indeed due to the independence of

charged and neutralpaths.Since the typicalscale ofdecay forcharged pathsdependson

the com bination B t3=2 (typicalux through a random walk oflength t),we can explain

the scaling obtained num erically in eq.(133).

Theexchangeattraction between neutralpathscan alsobecom puted for(unphysical)

SU (n)im puritiesand equals1+ 1=n,which reproduces2 forU (1)orrandom phases,and

3=2 forSU (2)orSO scattering. The attraction vanishesin the n ! 1 lim it,where the

pathsbecom e independent. The statisticalexchange factorsare thusuniversalnum bers,

sim ply related to the sym m etriesofthe underlying Ham iltonian.The attractionsin turn

areresponsiblefortheform ation ofbound statesin replica space,and theuniversalscaling

ofthem om entsin eq.(136).In fact,sincethesingleparam eter� com pletely characterizes

the distribution,the variations in the m ean and variance oflnI(t) should be perfectly

correlated. This can be tested num erically by exam ining respectively coe�cients ofthe
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m ean and the variance for di�erent cases. Allresults do indeed fallon a single line,

param etrized by �.Thelargestvaluecorrespondsto theNSS m odelforB = 0 and no SO

(orthogonalsym m etry,exchangeattraction 3).Introduction ofa �eld gradually reduces�

untilsaturated atthe lim itofrandom phases(unitary sym m etry,exchange attraction 2).

SO scattering reduces� further(sym plectic sym m etry,exchange attraction 3/2).

N .U nitary P ropagation

W e can puttogetherthe resultsdiscussed so farby generalizing eq.(98)to allow for

com plex (and m atrix valued)param eters.In the originally encountered directed polym er

(DP),the param eters� > 0 and � appearing in thisequation were both real. To discuss

the wavefunction in a m agnetic �eld,we have to allow � to take com plex values.Finally,

SO scattering isincluded by generalizing W to a two com ponentspinor,and using m atrix

valued �.W efound thatin allthesecasesthestatisticalbehavioroflnW (x;t)isthesam e.

Isthisa generalproperty ofeq.(98),independentofthe choice ofparam eters? A special

lim itofthis equation is when both � ! � i� and � ! � i� are purely im aginary. Then

eq.(98)reducesto theSchr�odingerequation

i
@W

@t
=
�
�r2 + �(x;t)

�
W ; (137)

fora particlein a random tim e dependentpotential.Thisequation hasbeen considered in

thecontextofparticledi�usion in crystalsat�nitetem perature[90{92],and to m odelthe

environm entofa lighttestparticlein a gasofm uch heavierparticles[93].Severalauthors

[94{96]have also suggested thatthe di�usion ofdirected wave frontsin disordered m edia

aredescribed by eq.(137).

The path-integralsolution to eq.(137)is[1,97]

W (x;t)=

Z (x;t)

(0;0)

D x(t0)exp

(

� i

Z t

0

dt
0

"

1

4�

�
dx

dt0

� 2

+ �(x(t0;t0)

#)

; (138)

wherex(t0)now describesa path in d� 1 dim ensions.In writing eq.(138),wehavechosen

the standard initialcondition thatattim e t= 0,the \wave function" islocalized atthe

origin. The beam positions <x2> and <x> 2 characterize the transverse uctuations of

a directed beam W about the forward path ofleast scattering. Here we use < � � � > to

indicate an average with the weightjW (x;t)j2 fora given realization,and � � � to indicate

quenched averagingoverallrealizationsofrandom ness.Roughly speaking,<x> 2 describes
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the wandering ofthe beam center,while <x2> � <x>2 provides a m easure ofthe beam

width.

A specialproperty ofeq.(137)which is valid only for real� and � is unitarity,i.e.

thenorm
R
dxjW (x;t)j2 ispreserved atalltim es.(In theDP and tunnelling problem s,the

norm clearly decays with the length t.) This additionalconservation law sets apart the

random directed waveproblem from DP,and in a sensem akesitssolution m oretractable.

Thisunitarityisofcourseanaturalconsequenceofparticleconservation fortheSchr�odinger

equation,buthasno counterpartfordirected wave propagation. Itislikely thata beam

of light propagating in a random m edium willsu�er a loss of intensity, due to either

back{reection,inelasticscattering,orlocalization phenom ena [98].

A num ber of e�orts at understanding unitary propagation in random m edia have

focused on the scaling behaviorofthe beam positions<x2> and <x> 2 atlarge t.Lattice

m odels have been used here with som e success. Ithas been shown using density-m atrix

techniques,forinstance,that<x2> scaleslinearlyin tim easaconsequenceofunitarity[91];

recentnum ericalsim ulations[99,100]alsosupportthisview.Thescalingbehaviorof<x> 2

atlarget,however,issom ewhatm orecom plicated.An early num ericalsim ulation in this

areain ref.[96],em ployed adiscretization procedurein which thenorm ofthewavefunction

wasnotstrictly preserved. In 2d,they found thatj<x>jgrew superdi�usively ast� with

� � 3=4,whilein 3d,they found a phasetransition separating regim esofweak and strong

disorder. Subsequent num ericalstudies [99]on directed waves in 2d cast doubt on the

validity ofthese resultswhen the tim e evolution isstrictly unitary,indicating that<x> 2

scalessubdi�usively in 2d with � � 0:3.

Som ewhat surprising is the fact that a continuum form ulation ofthe wave problem

leadsto di�erentresults.An exacttreatm entofthecontinuum Schr�odingerequation(137)

has been given by Jayannavar and Kum ar [92]. They show that for a random potential

�{correlated in tim e,<x2> � t3 ast! 1 .Thisbehaviorism odi�ed when thereareshort-

rangecorrelationsin tim e[93],butthem otion rem ainsnon-di�usive in thattheparticleis

accelerated inde�nitely ast! 1 . Lattice m odelsintroduce a m om entum cuto� pm ax �

a�1 ,wherea isthelatticespacing,and thereforedonotexhibitthise�ect.Them om entum

cuto� generated by the latticediscretization isin som e sense arti�cial.Nevertheless,in a

realuctuating m edium ,wedo expecton largetim escalesto recoverthelatticeresult,i.e.

norm aldi�usion.Thereason isthatdissipativee�ectsdo generatean e�ectivem om entum

cuto� in m ost physicalsystem s. (Strictly speaking,even in the absence ofdissipation,

relativistic constraintslead to a velocity cuto� v = c.) The presence ofsuch a cuto� for
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thewavepropagation problem ,and hencethephysicalrelevanceoflatticeversuscontinuum

m odels,isstilla m atterofdebate. W hile there isno underlying lattice,one suspects on

physicalgroundsthattheredoesexistan e�ectivem om entum cuto�forpropagatingwaves,

related to the speed oflightin thebackground m edium .

Previous num ericalinvestigations ofthis problem start with a discretization ofthe

parabolic wave equation in eq.(137). By contrast, we assum e that the path integral

representation is m ore fundam entaland provide a direct discretization ofeq.(138)that

preservesunitarity [101].Forconcreteness,we introduce them odelin 2d.A discussion of

itsgeneralization tohigherdim ensionsistaken up later.Asusual,weidentify thetim eaxis

with the prim ary direction ofpropagation and orientitalong the diagonalofthe square

lattice.Thewavefunction isde�ned on thebondsofthislattice.W euseW � (x;t)to refer

to the am plitude forarriving atthe site (x;t)from the � x direction. Att= 0,the wave

function islocalized atthe origin,with W � (0;0)= 1=
p
2.Transferm atrix techniquesare

now used to sim ulate di�usion in the presence ofdisorder. At tim e t,we im agine that

a random scattering event occurs at each site on the lattice at which either W + (x;t)or

W � (x;t)isnon-zero.W eim plem enttheseeventsby assigningtoeach scatteringsitea2� 2

unitary m atrix S(x;t).The valuesofthe wave function attim e t+ 1 are then com puted

from therecursion relation:
�
W � (x + 1;t+ 1)

W + (x � 1;t+ 1)

�

=

�
S11(x;t) S12(x;t)

S21(x;t) S22(x;t)

� �
W � (x;t)

W + (x;t)

�

: (139)

TheS-m atricesarerequired tobeunitary in ordertolocally preservethenorm ofthewave

function.Asa particularrealization,we m ay considerthe rotation m atrix

S(�;�)=

�
cos(�=2)ei� sin(�=2)e�i�

� sin(�=2)ei� cos(�=2)e�i�

�

: (140)

A physicalrealization ofthism odelisobtained by placingsem ipolished m irrorsofvariable

thickness,parallelto thetaxis,on the sitesofa squarelattice.W ithin thisfram ework,it

should beclearthatthevalueofW � (x;t)isobtained bysum m ingtheindividualam plitudes

ofalldirected pathswhich startatthe origin and arrive atthe point(x;t)from the � x

direction.W ethushavea unitary discretization ofthepath integralin eq.(138)in which

thephasechangefrom thepotential�(x;t)isreplaced by an elem entofthem atrix S(x;t).

A lattice S-m atrix approach forthe study ofelectron localization and the quantum Hall

e�ect has been used by Chalker and Coddington [102]. A related m odelhas also been

recently proposed [103]to investigate the localization ofwave packets in random m edia.

These m odelsalso include back scattering and hence involvea largerm atrix ateach site.
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O .U nitary A verages

A particularly nice feature ofunitary propagation is that the weights W (x;t) are

autom atically norm alized.In particular,weare interested in the beam positions

<x2(t)> =
X

x

P (x;t)x2 ; (141)

and

<x(t)> 2 =
X

x1;x2

P (x1;t)P (x2;t)x1x2 ; (142)

where P (x;t)isthe probability distribution function on thelatticeattim et,de�ned by

P (x;t)=jW + (x;t)j
2 + jW � (x;t)j

2
: (143)

(De�ning the weights directly on the bonds does not substantially change the results.)

Notethatunlikethe DP problem ,P (x;t)isproperly norm alized,i.e.

X

x

P (x;t)= 1 ;

and eqs.(141) and (142) are not divided by norm alizations such as
P

x
P (x;t). This

sim pli�cation isaconsequenceofunitarity and m akesthedirected waveproblem tractable.

The average � � � ,in eqs.(141) and (142) is to be perform ed over a distribution of

S-m atrices that closely resem bles the corresponding distribution for � in the continuum

problem .However,by analogy to the DP problem we expectany disorderto be relevant.

Hence,to obtain theasym ptoticscaling behavior,weconsidertheextrem elim itofstrong

scattering in which each m atrix S(x;t)isan independently chosen random elem entofthe

group U (2). W ith such a distribution we lose any pre{asym ptotic behavior associated

with weak scattering[93].Theresultsareexpected to bevalid overa rangeoflength scales

a � x � �,where a isa distance overwhich the change ofphase due to random ness is

around 2�,and � isthe characteristic length forthe decay ofintensity and breakdown of

unitarity. In the language ofpath integrals,the quantity P (x;t) represents the average

over a conjugate pair ofpaths (from W � and W �
� respectively.) As in the random sign

problem ,thepathsm ustbeexactly paired tom akeanon-zero contribution (sinceS�� = 0.

In the strong disorderlim it,each step along the paired pathscontributesa factorof1/2.

(Itcan beeasily checked from eq.(140)thatjS��j
2
= cos2(�=2)= sin2(�=2)= 1=2.) Thus,

in thislim it,the e�ectofan im purity at(x;t)isto redistribute the incident probability
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ux P (x;t) at random in the +x and � x directions. On average,the ux is scattered

sym m etrically so that the disorder-averaged probability describes the event space ofa

classicalrandom walk,i.e.

P (x;t)=
t!

(t�x
2
)!(t+ x

2
)!

: (144)

Substituting this into eq.(141),we �nd <x2(t)> = t,in agreem ent with previous stud-

ies[91].

Consider now the position ofthe beam center <x(t)> 2,given by eq.(142). Unlike

P (x;t),the correlation function P (x1;t)P (x2;t)doesnothave a sim ple form . Itinvolves

a sum overfour paths,collapsed into two pairsby random ness averaging. The center of

m asscoordinate R = (x1 + x2)=2,perform sa random walk with R 2 = t=2. Letusde�ne

a new correlation function forthe relativecoordinater= x2 � x1,as

W 2(r;t)=
X

R

P (R � r=2;t)P (R + r=2;t) ; (145)

with the initialcondition

W 2(r;t= 0)= �r;0 : (146)

The value ofW 2(r;t)isthe disorder-averaged probability thattwo paired paths,evolved

in the sam e realization ofrandom ness,are separated by a distance r attim e t,and can

be com puted as a sum over allcon�gurations that m eet this criteria. Consider now the

evolution oftwo such pairs from tim e tto t+ 1. Clearly,attim es when r 6= 0,the two

pairsbehave asindependent random walks. On the otherhand,when r = 0,there isan

increased probability thatthepathsm ovetogetherasa resultofparticipating in thesam e

scattering event. An event in which the pairs stay together is enhanced (since jS��j
4
=

cos4(�=2)= sin4(�=2)= 3=8),while one in which the pairsseparate isdim inished (since

sin2(�=2)cos2(�=2)= 1=8).These observationslead to the following recursion relation for

the evolution ofW 2(r;t),

W 2(r;t+ 1)=

�
1+ ��r;0

2

�

W 2(r;t)+

�
1� ��r;2

4

�

W 2(r� 2;t)+

�
1� ��r;�2

4

�

W 2(r+ 2;t):

(147)

The param eter � � 0 m easures the tendency ofthe paths to stick together on contact.

(Ifthe S{m atrix isuniform ly distributed overthe group U (2),then � = 1=4.) Note that
P

r
W 2(r)ispreserved,asrequired by unitarity.
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Using eq.(147),we evolved W 2(r;t)num erically forvariousvaluesof0 < � < 1 up

to t� 15000.Theposition ofthebeam centerwasthen calculated from

<x(t)> 2 =
X

R ;r

�

R
2 �

r2

4

�

P (R � r=2;t)P (R + r=2;t)=
t

2
�
1

4

X

r

W 2(r;t)r
2

: (148)

The results suggest quite unam biguously that <x(t)> 2 scales as t2�,with � = 1=4. W e

em phasize here the utility ofthe S-m atrix m odelfor directed waves in random m edia.

Not only does our �nalalgorithm com pute averages over disorder in an exact way,but

it requires substantially less tim e to do so than sim ulations which perform averages by

statisticalsam pling as in DPRM .W e have in fact con�rm ed our 2d results with these

slowerm ethodson sm allerlattices(t< 2000).

Them odeliseasily extended tohigherdim ensions.Thewavefunction takesitsvalues

on thebondsofa latticein d dim ensions.Random d� d dim ensionalS-m atricesarethen

used to sim ulatescattering eventsatthesitesofthelattice.W hen them atricesS(x;t)are

distributed uniform ly overthe group U (d),the sam e considerationsasbefore perm itone

to perform averages over disorder in an exact way. In addition,one obtains the general

result for d � 2 that <x2> scales linearly in tim e. The com putation of<x> 2 in d > 2,

ofcourse,requiressigni�cantly m ore com puterresources. W e have com puted <x> 2 on a

d = 3body-centered cubiclattice,startingfrom theappropriategeneralization ofeq.(147).

The resultsfort< 3000,indicatethat<x> 2 scaleslogarithm ically in tim e.

The above num ericalresults can be understood by appealing to som e well-known

properties of random walks. Consider a random walker on a D = d � 1 dim ensional

hypercubiclattice.W esuppose,asusual,thatthewalkerstartsoutattheorigin,and that

attim est= 0,1,2,� � � ,thewalkerhasprobability 0< p � 1=2D to m oveonestep in any

lattice direction and probability 1� 2D p to pause fora rest. The m ean tim e t0 spentby

the walkeratthe origin growsas[104]

t0 �

8
>><

>>:

t
1

2 (D = 1)

lnt (D = 2)

constant (D = 3)

: (149)

Thenum ericalresultsindicateasim ilarscalingforthewanderingofthebeam center<x> 2

in d = D + 1 dim ensions,ford = 2 and d = 3.W e now show thatthisequivalence isnot

coincidental;m oreover,itstrongly suggeststhatdu = 3 isa criticaldim ension fordirected
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waves in random m edia. To this end,let us consider a continuum version ofeq.(147),

which in generaldim ensionstakesthe form

W 2(r;t+ 1)= W 2(r;t)+ r 2
�
W 2

�
1� ��

D (r)+ � � �
��

: (150)

Theasym ptoticsolution for� = 0 isjusta gaussian packetofwidth r2 = 2t.W ecan next

perform a perturbative calculation in �. However,sim ple dim ensionalanalysisshowsthe

correctionsscaleaspowersof�=rD � �t�D =2 ,and thus

lim
t! 1

W 2(r;t)=
1

(4�t)D =2
exp

�

�
r2

4t

� h

1+ O

�

�t
�(d�1)=2

�i

: (151)

Applying the aboveresultsto the continuum version ofeq.(147),gives

hxi2t+ 1 � hxi2t =
1

2
�
1

4

X

r

[W 2(r;t+ 1)� W2(r;t)]r
2

’
1

2
�
1

4

Z

d
D
rr 2

�
W 2

�
1� ��

D (r)+ � � �
��

’
1

2
�
1

2

Z

d
D
rW 2

�
1� ��

D (r)
�
= �W2(0;t) :

(152)

Sum m ing both sidesofthisequation overt,one �nds

<x(t+ 1)> 2 = �

tX

t0= 0

W 2(0;t
0)�

Z t

0

dt
0(4�t0)�D =2

: (153)

The �nalintegralisproportionalto the tim e a random walkerspends atthe origin,and

reproducesthe resultsin eq.(149).

W e can also regard W 2(r;t) as a probability distribution function for the relative

coordinate between two interacting random walkers. In this interpretation,the value of

� in eq.(147)param etrizesthe strength ofa contact interaction between the walkers. If

� = 0,thewalkersdonotinteractatall;if� = 1,thewalkersbind on contact.Accordingto

eq.(153),the wandering ofthe beam center<x(t)> 2 isproportionalto the m ean num ber

oftim esthatthe pathsofthese walkersintersectduring tim e t. If� = 0,the num ber of

intersectionsduring tim etobeysthescaling law in eq.(149),sincein thiscase,therelative

coordinatebetween thewalkersperform sasim plerandom walk.Num ericalresultsindicate

thatthe sam e scaling law applieswhen 0 < � < 1: the contactattraction doesnota�ect

the asym ptotic propertiesofthe random walk.In sum m ary,three classesofbehaviorare

possible in thism odel. For� = 0,i.e. no random ness,the incom ing beam stayscentered
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at the origin,while its width grows di�usively. For 0 < � < 1,the beam center,<x>2,

also uctuates,butwith a dim ension dependent behaviorasin eq.(149). In the lim itof

� = 1,interference phenom ena disappearcom pletely.In thiscase,the beam width iszero

and thebeam centerperform sa sim ple random walk.

W econcludebycom paringthesituation heretothatofDPRM .In thereplicaapproach

to DPRM ,the n-th m om ent ofthe weight W (x;t) is obtained from the statistics ofn

directed paths.Disorder{averagingproducesan attractiveinteraction between thesepaths

with the resultthatthey m ay form a bound state. In d � 2,any am ountofrandom ness

(and hence attraction) leads to the form ation of a bound state. The behavior of the

bound stateenergy can then be used to extractan exponentof� = 2=3 forsuperdi�usive

wandering. By contrast,the replicated paths encountered in the directed wave problem

(such as the two paths considered for eq.(145)), although interacting, cannot form a

bound state[99],asitisinconsistentwith unitarity.Thisresultalso em ergesin a natural

way from our m odelofdirected waves. In d = 2,for instance,it is easy to check that

W 2(r)� (1� ��r;0)
�1 istheeigenstateoflargesteigenvaluefortheevolution oftherelative

coordinate. Hence,ast! 1 ,forrandom ness�-correlated in space and tim e,there isno

bound state.Thisresultholdsin d � 2 and isnotm odi�ed by short-rangecorrelationsin

the random ness. The probability-conserving nature ofeq.(147) is crucialin this regard

[105]asitprecludesa u�D (r)attraction in eq.(150).Sm allperturbationsthatviolatethe

conservation ofprobability lead to theform ation ofa bound state.In thelanguageofthe

renorm alization group,the scaling ofdirected waves in random m edia is governed by a

�xed pointthatisunstablewith respectto changesthatdo notpreservea strictly unitary

evolution.

Subsequently,a num berofauthorshaveobtained additionalresultsfrom therandom

S-m atrix m odel.Following ourwork,Friedberg and Yu [106]calculated theleading term s

in the scaling lawsforthebeam centerin d � 2,and also the next-ordercorrections.The

analyticalresults are in agreem ent with those presented above. Cule and Shapir [107]

extended the m ethods ofthis section to com pute the higher m om ents ofthe probability

distribution fordirected wavesin random m edia.Ifthisprobability distribution ism ulti-

fractal,asclaim ed in ref.[100],the higherm om entsshould obey new scaling lawswhose

exponentsarenotsim ply related to thoseofthelowerm om ents.W ithin thefram ework of

the S-m atrix m odel,Cule and Shapirdid not�nd evidence form ultifractalscaling,while

suggesting thatcertain aspects ofthe scaling behaviorm ay be sensitive to detailsofthe

unitary tim eevolution.
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P.Sum m ing allPaths in H igh D im ensions

In the next few sections we shallreturn to the non-random Ising m odel. The high

tem peratureseriescan beapproxim atelysum m ed so asto reproducem ean{�eld (gaussian)

behavior. This correspondence provides a better understanding ofwhy such behavior is

applicable in high dim ensions,and also preparesthe way forthe exactsum m ation ofthe

seriesin two dim ensions(nextsection). W e shallthen use these m ethodsto look attwo

dim ensionalrandom Ising m odels.The high tem perature seriesforthe partition function

ofthe non-random Ising m odelon a d{dim ensionalhypercubic latticeis

Z =
X

f�ig

e
K
P

hiji
�i�j

= 2N cosh
dN

K � S ; (154)

where S is the sum over allallowed graphs on the lattice,each weighted by � raised to

the num ber ofbonds in the graph,with � � tanhK . The allowed graphs have an even

num berofbondspersite.The sim plestgraphshave the topology ofa single closed loop.

There are also graphscom posed ofdisconnected closed loops. Keeping in m ind cum ulant

expansions,weset

� = sum overcontribution ofallgraphswith one loop ; (155)

and introduce anothersum ,

S
0= exp(�)=1+ �+

1

2
(�)

2
+
1

6
(�)

3
+ � � �

=1+ (1 loop graphs)+ (2 loop graphs)+ (3 loop graphs)+ � � � :

(156)

Despite their sim ilarities,the sum s S and S0 are not identicalin that S0 includes

additionalgraphs where a particular bond contributes m ore than once. (In the original

sum S,each lattice bond contributes a factor of1 or �. After raising � to a power n,

a particular bond m ay contribute up to �n.) In a sim ilarapproxim ation,we shallallow

additionalclosed paths in � in which a particular bond is traversed m ore than once in

com pleting the loop. Qualitatively,S is the partition function ofa gas ofself{avoiding

polym erloops with a m onom er fugacity of�. The self{avoiding constraint is left out in

thepartition function S0,which thuscorrespondsto a gasofphantom polym erloops.The

corresponding free energy is

lnS0= sum overallclosed random walkson the lattice� �
length of w alk

= N
X

‘

�‘

‘
(num berofclosed walksof‘stepsstarting and ending at0);

(157)
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whereextensivityisguaranteed since(up toboundary e�ects)thesam eloop can bestarted

from any point on the lattice. The additionalfactor of1=‘ accounts for the ‘ possible

starting pointsfora loop oflength ‘.To countthe num berofpathsweintroduce a setof

N � N m atrices,

hijW (‘)jji� num berofwalksfrom jto iin ‘steps : (158)

Then
lnS0

N
=
X

‘

�‘

‘
h0jW (‘)j0i : (159)

Sim ilarly,the spin{spin correlation function

h�(0)�(r)i=
1

Z

X

f�ig

�(0)�(r)
Y

hiji

(1+ ��i�j) ; (160)

is related to the sum over allpaths connecting the points 0 and r on the lattice. In

addition to the sim ple pathsthatdirectly connectthe two points,there are disconnected

graphs that contain additionalclosed loops. In the sam e approxim ation ofallowing all

intersectionsbetween paths,thepartition function S0can befactored outofthenum erator

and denom inatorofeq.(160),and

h�(0)�(ri�
X

‘

�
‘hrjW (‘)j0i : (161)

As the walksare M arkovian,theirnum ber can be calculated recursively. Firstnote

thatany walk from 0 to r in ‘stepscan beregarded asa walk from 0 to som eotherpoint

r0in ‘� 1 steps,followed by a singlestep from r0to r.Sum m ing overallpossiblelocations

ofthe interm ediate pointleadsto

hrjW (‘)j0i=
X

r0

hrjW (1)jr0i� hr0jW (‘� 1)j0i

= hrjTW (‘� 1)j0i ;

(162)

wherethesum correspondsto theproductoftwo m atricesand wehavede�ned T � W (1).

The recursion processcan be continued and

W (‘)= TW (‘� 1)= T
2
W (‘� 2)2 = � � � = T

‘
: (163)

Thusalllatticerandom walksaregenerated by thetransferm atrix T,whoseelem entsare

hrjTjr0i=

n
1 ifr and r0 are nearestneighbors

0 otherwise
: (164)
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Forexam plein d = 2,

hx;yjTjx0;y0i= �y;y0(�x;x0+ 1 + �x;x0�1 )+ �x;x0(�y;y0+ 1 + �y;y0�1 ) ; (165)

and successive actionsofT on a walkerstarting atthe origin,jx;y >= �x;0�y;0,generate

the patterns

0 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 0

� !

0 1 0

1 0 1

0 1 0

� !

0 0 1 0 0

0 2 0 2 0

1 0 4 0 1

0 2 0 2 0

0 0 1 0 0

� ! � � � :

The valueateach siteisthe num berofwalksending atthatpointafter‘steps.

Various properties ofrandom walks can be deduced from diagonalizing the m atrix

T. Due to the translationalsym m etry ofthe lattice,thisisachieved in the Fourierbasis

hrjqi= eiq�r=
p
N .Forexam ple,in d = 2 starting from eq(165),itcan be checked that

hx;yjTjqx;qyi=
X

x0;y0

hx;yjTjx0;y0ihx0;y0jqx;qyi

=
1

p
N

h

e
iqy y

�

e
iqx (x+ 1)+ e

iqx (x�1)
�

+ e
iqx x

�

e
iqy (y+ 1)+ e

iqy (y�1)
�i

=
1

p
N
e
i(qx x+ qy y)[2cosqx + 2cosqy]= T(qx;qy)hx;yjqx;qyi :

(166)

The generalized eigenvalue fora d{dim ensionalhypercubic latticeis

T(q)= 2

dX

�= 1

cosq� : (167)

The correlation function in eq.(161)isnow evaluated as

h�(r)�(0)i�

1X

‘

�
‘hrjW (‘)j0i=

1X

‘



rj(�T)‘j0

�

=

�

r

�
�
�
�

1

1� �T

�
�
�
�0

�

=
X

q

hrjqi
1

1� �T(q)
hqj0i

= N

Z
ddq

(2�)d

eiq�r

N

1

1� 2�
P d

�= 1
cosq�

=

Z
ddq

(2�)d

eiq�r

1� 2�
P

�
cosq�

:

(168)

For � ! 0,the shortest path costs least energy and h�(0)�(r)i � �jrj. As � increases,

largerpathsdom inatethesum becausethey arem orenum erous(i.e.entropically favored).

Eventually there isa singularity for1� �T(0)= 0,i.e. at2d� �c = 1,when arbitrarily

54



long paths becom e im portant. For� < �c,the partition function isdom inated by sm all

loops,and a polym erconnecting two faraway pointsisstretched by itslinetension.W hen

thefugacity exceeds�c,thelinetension vanishesand loopsofarbitrary sizearegenerated.

Clearly the neglectofintersections (which leadsto a �nite density)isno longerjusti�ed

in this lim it. This transition is the m anifestation ofIsing ordering in the language of

paths representing the high tem perature series. On approaching the transition from the

high tem perature side, the sum s are dom inated by very long paths. Accordingly, the

denom inatorofeq.(168)can be expanded forsm allq as

1� �T(q)= 1� 2�

dX

�= 1

cosq� � (1� 2d�)+ �q
2 + O (q4)� �c(�

�2 + q
2 + O (q4)); (169)

where

� �

�
1� 2d�

�c

� �1=2

: (170)

The resulting correlation functions,h�(0)�(r)i/
R

d
d
q

(2�)d
eiq�r=(q2 + ��2 ),are identicalto

those obtained from a free (gaussian)�eld theory,and

h�(0)�(r)i/

8
>><

>>:

1

rd�2
forr� �

e�r=�

r(d�1)=2
forr� �

: (171)

Thecorrelation length in eq.(170)divergesas� � (�c � t)�� ,with theexponent� = 1=2.

W e can also calculatethe free energy in eq.(159)as

lnS0

N
=

1X

‘

�‘

‘
h0jW (‘)j0i=

*

0

�
�
�
�
�

1X

‘

�‘T‘

‘

�
�
�
�
�
0

+

= � h0jln(1� �T)j0i= � N

Z
ddq

(2�)d
h0jqiln(1� �T(q))hqj0i

= �

Z
ddq

(2�)d
ln

 

1� 2�

dX

�= 1

cosq�

!

:

(172)

In thevicinity ofthecriticalpointat�c = 1=(2d)theargum entofthelogarithm ispropor-

tionalto (q2 + ��2 )from eq.(169).Thisisprecisely the free energy ofa free �eld theory,

and scalesas

fsing / �
�d / (�c � �)d=2: (173)
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The singularpartofthe heatcapacity,obtained aftertaking two derivatives,isgoverned

by the exponent � = 2� d=2. Note thatin evaluating the sum s appearing in eqs.(168)

and (172)the lowerlim itfor‘isnottreated carefully.The seriesin eq.(168)isassum ed

to startfrom ‘= 0,and thatofeq.(172)from ‘= 1. In factthe �rstfew term sofboth

seriesm ay be zero because the num ber ofsteps isnotsu�cientto reach 0 from r,orto

from a closed loop.Thisisnota seriousom ission in thatthesingularbehaviorofa series

isnote�ected by its�rst few term s. Treating the �rstfew term sproperly can only add

analyticcorrectionsto thesingularform scalculated in eqs.(168)and (172).

Theequivalenceoftheseresultstoafree�eld theory isam anifestation of�eld{particle

duality.In a�eld theoreticaldescription,(im aginary)tim eappearsasan additionaldim en-

sion,and thetwo pointcorrelationsdescribetheprobability ofpropagating a particlefrom

onepointin space{tim etoanother.In a wavedescription,thisprobability iscalculated by

evolving the wave function using the Schr�odingerequation.Alternatively,the probability

can be calculated as the sum over all(Feynm an) paths connecting the two points,each

path weighted with thecorrectaction.Thesecond sum issim ilarto theabovecalculation

ofh�(r)�(0)i.

This approach provides an interesting geom etricalinterpretation ofthe phase tran-

sition. The establishm ent oflong range order im plies that allparts ofthe system have

selected the sam e state. This inform ation is carried by the bonds connecting nearest

neighbors,and can be passed from the origin to a point r through allpaths connecting

these two points. The fugacity � is a m easure ofthe reliability ofinform ation transfer

between neighboring sites. Along a one dim ensionalchain,unless � = 1,the transferred

inform ation decays at large distances and it is im possible to establish long range order.

In higher dim ensions there are m any m ore paths,and by accum ulating the inform ation

from allpaths,it is possible to establish order at �c < 1. Since the num ber ofpaths of

length ‘growsas(2d)‘ whiletheirinform ation contentdecaysas�‘,thetransition occurs

at�c = 1=(2d).(A betterapproxim ation isobtained by including som e ofthe constraints

by noting that the random walk cannot back track. In this case the num ber ofwalks

growsas(2d� 1)‘.) The totalinform ation from pathsoflength ‘ isweighted by (2d�)‘,

and decays exponentially for � < �c. The characteristic path length,‘ = � 1=ln(2d�),

divergesas(�c � �)�1 on approaching thetransition.Forpathsofsize‘� ‘thereisvery

good inform ation transfer. Such paths execute random walks on the lattice and cover a

distance � � ‘
1=2

.The divergence of� with an exponentof1/2 isthusa consequence of

the random walk natureofthepaths.
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W hy doestheclassicalpicturefailford � 4? Letusfocuson thedom inantpathsclose

to the phase transition. Isitjusti�ed to ignore the intersectionsofsuch paths? Random

walks can be regarded as geom etricalentities offractal(Hausdorf) dim ension df = 2.

Thisfollowsfrom the generalde�nition ofdim ension relating the m assand extentofan

objectby M / R df . The size ofa random walk (R / �)isthe square rootofitslength

(M / ‘). Two geom etricalentities ofdim ensions d1 and d2 willgenerally intersect in

d{dim ensionalspace ifd1 + d2 � d.Thusourrandom walkersare unlikely to intersectin

d � du = 2+ 2 = 4,and theresultsobtained by neglecting intersectionsareasym ptotically

valid.Below theuppercriticaldim ension of4,random walkshavefrequentencountersand

theirintersectionsm ustbe treated correctly. The diagram sobtained in the perturbative

calculation ofthe propagatorin a �4 theory correspond precisely to taking into account

the intersectionsofpaths. (Each vertex correspondsto one intersection.) Itisnow clear

that the constraint ofself-avoidance willswellthe paths beyond their random walk size

leading to an increase in the exponent �. Below the transition,the length ofdom inant

pathsgrowswithoutbound and theself{avoiding constraintisalwaysnecessary.

Q .T he Ising M odelon a Square Lattice

As indicated in eq.(154),the Ising partition function is related to a sum S,over

collections ofpaths on the lattice. The allowed graphs for a square lattice have 2 or 4

bonds per site. Each bond can appearonly once in each graph,contributing a factor of

� � tanhK . W hile itistem pting to replace S with the exactly calculable sum S0,ofall

loopsofrandom walkson thelattice,thisleadsto an overestim ation ofS.Thedi�erences

between the two sum s arise from intersections ofrandom walksand can be divided into

two categories:

(a) Thereisan over-countingofgraphswhich intersectatasite,i.e.with 4bondsthrough

a point. Consider a graph com posed oftwo loopsm eeting ata site. Since a walker

entering the intersection has three choices,this graph can be represented by three

distinctrandom walks.One choiceleadsto two disconnected loops;theothertwo are

single loopswith orwithouta self{crossing in thewalker’spath.

(b) Theindependentrandom walkersin S0m ay go through a particularlatticebond m ore

than once.

Including these constraintsam ountsto introducing interactionsbetween paths. The

resulting interacting random walkersare non{M arkovian,aseach step isno longerinde-

pendent ofprevious ones and ofother walkers. W hile such interacting walks are not in
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generalam enabletoexacttreatm ent,in twodim ensionsan interestingtopologicalproperty

allowsusto m akethe following assertion:

S =
X

collectionsofloopsofrandom walkswith no U turns

� �
num ber of bonds� (� 1)num ber of crossings

:
(174)

The negativesignsforsom e term sreduce theoverestim ate and rendertheexactsum .

P roof:W e shalldealin turn with the two problem sm entioned above

(a) Consider a graph with m any intersections and focus on a particular one. A walker

m ustenterand leavesuch an intersection twice.Thiscan bedonein threeways,only one

ofwhich involvesthepath ofthewalkercrossing itself(when thewalkerproceedsstraight

through theintersection).Thiscon�guration carriesan additionalfactorof(-1)according

to eq.(174). Thus,independent ofothercrossings,these three con�gurationssum up to

contribute a factorof1. By repeating thisreasoning ateach intersection we see thatthe

over-counting problem isrem oved,and thesum overallpossiblewaysoftracing thegraph

leadsto the correctfactorofone.

(b)Considera bond thatiscrossed by two walkers(ortwiceby thesam ewalker).W ecan

im agine the bond as an avenue with two sides. For each con�guration in which the two

paths enter and leave on the sam e side ofthe avenue,there isanother one in which the

pathsgo to the opposite side. The latterinvolvesa crossing ofpathsand hence carriesa

m inussign with respecttotheform er.Thetwopossibilitiesthuscancelout!Thereasoning

can be generalized to m ultiple passesthrough any bond. The only exception iswhen the

doubled bond is created as a result ofa U{turn. This is why such backward steps are

explicitly excluded from eq.(174).

Letuslabelrandom walkerswith no U{turns,and weighted by (� 1)num ber of crossings,

asRW �s.Then asin eq.(156)theterm sin S can beorganized as

S =
X

(RW �swith 1 loop)+
X

(RW �swith 2 loops)+
X

(RW �swith 3 loops)+ � � �

= exp

hX
(RW �swith 1 loop)

i

:

(175)

The exponentiation ofthe sum isjusti�ed since theonly interaction between RW �sisthe

sign related to theircrossings. Astwo RW � loopsalwayscrossan even num beroftim es,

this is equivalent to no interaction at all. Using eq.(154),the fullIsing free energy is

calculated as

lnZ = N ln2+ 2N lncoshK +
X �

RW �swith 1 loop� �
# of bonds

�
: (176)
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Organizing the sum in term softhe num berofbonds,and taking advantage ofthe trans-

lationalsym m etry ofthe lattice(up to correctionsdue to boundaries),

lnZ

N
= ln(2cosh

2
K )+

1X

‘

�‘

‘
h0jW �(‘)j0i ; (177)

where

h0jW �(‘)j0i=num berofclosed loopsof‘steps; with no U turns; from 0 to 0

� (� 1)# of crossings
:

(178)

TheabsenceofU{turns,alocalconstraint,doesnotcom plicatethecounting ofwalks.

On theotherhand,thenum berofcrossingsdependson allsitespreviously crossed by the

walkerand isa non{M arkovian property.Fortunately,in two dim ensionsitispossible to

obtain theparity ofthenum berofcrossingsfrom localconsiderations.The�rststep isto

m akethewalksoriented by placingan arrow alongthedirection thatthepath istraversed.

Since any path can be traversed in two directions,

h0jW �(‘)j0i=
1

2

X
oriented RW � loopsof‘steps; no U turns; from 0 to 0 � (� 1)nc ;

(179)

where nc isthe num ber ofself{crossings ofthe loop. W e can now take advantage ofthe

following topologicalresult[108]:

W hitney’sTheorem : The num berofself{crossingsofa planarloop isrelated to the total

angle�,through which the tangentvectorturnsin going around the loop by

(nc)m od 2 =

�

1+
�

2�

�

m od 2

: (180)

Thistheorem can be checked by a few exam ples.A single loop correspondsto � = � 2�,

whilea singleintersection resultsin � = 0.

Since the totalangle � is the sum ofthe angles through which the walker turns at

each step,theparity ofcrossingscan be obtained using localinform ation alone,as

(� 1)nc = e
i�nc = exp

�

i�

�

1+
�

2�

��

= � e
i

2

P
‘

j= 1
�j

; (181)

where �j isthe anglethrough which thewalkerturnson thej
th step.Hence

h0jW �(‘)j0i= �
1

2

X
oriented RW � loopsof‘steps; with no U turns; from 0 to 0

� exp

�
1

2

X
localchange ofangleby thetangentvector

�

:

(182)
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Theangleturned can becalculated ateach siteifwekeep track ofthedirectionsofarrival

and departure ofthe path. To thisend,we introduce a label� forthe 4 directionsgoing

outofeach site,e.g.� = 1 forright,� = 2 forup,� = 3 forleft,and � = 4 fordown.W e

nextintroduce a setof4N � 4N m atricesgeneralizing eq.(158)to

hx2y2;�2jW
�(‘)jx1y1;�1i=

X
oriented random walksof‘steps; with no U turns;

departing (x1;y1)along �1;proceeding along �2 afterreaching (x2;y2)� e
i
2

P
‘

j= 1
�j

:

(183)

Thus �2 speci�es a direction taken after the walker reaches its destination. It serves to

exclude som e paths (e.g.,arriving along -�2),and leads to an additionalphase. As in

eq.(162),dueto theirM arkovian property,thesem atricescan becalculated recursively as

hx2y2;�2jW
�(‘)jx1y1;�1i=

X

x0y0;�0

hx2y2;�2jT
�jx0y0;�0ihx0y0;�0jW �(‘� 1)jx1y1;�1i=

hx2y2;�2jT
�
W

�(‘� 1)jx1y1;�1i=


x2y2;�2jT

�‘jx1y1;�1
�

;

(184)

where T� � W �(1) describes one step of the walk. The direction of arrivaluniquely

determ inesthe nearestneighborfrom which the walkerdeparted,and the angle between

the two directions�xesthe phase ofthe m atrix elem ent. W e thusgeneralize eq.(165)to

a 4� 4 m atrix thatkeepstrack ofboth connectivity and phase between pairsofsites,i.e.

hx0y0jT�jxyi=
2

6
6
4

hx0y0jx + 1yi hx0y0jx + 1yie
i�

4 0 hx0y0jx + 1yie�
i�

4

hx0y0jxy+ 1ie�
i�

4 hx0y0jxy+ 1i hx0y0jxy+ 1ie
i�

4 0

0 hx0y0jx � 1yie�
i�

4 hx0y0jx � 1yi hx0y0jx � 1yie
i�

4

hx0y0jxy� 1ie
i�

4 0 hx0y0jxy� 1ie�
i�

4 hx0y0jxy� 1i

3

7
7
5

;

(185)

where < xyjx0y0>� �x;x0�y;y0.

Because ofits translationalsym m etry,the 4N � 4N m atrix takes a block diagonal

form in theFourierbasishxyjqxqyi= ei(qx x+ qy y)=
p
N ,i.e.

X

xy

hx0y0;�0jT�jxy;�ihxyjqxqyi= h�0jT�(q)j�ihx0y0jqxqyi: (186)

Each 4� 4 block islabelled by a wavevectorq = (qx;qy),and takesthe form

T
�(q)=

2

6
4

e�iq x e�i(q x �
�

4
) 0 e�i(q x +

�

4
)

e�i(q y +
�

4
) e�iq y e�i(q y �

�

4
) 0

0 ei(qx �
�

4
) eiqx ei(qx +

�

4
)

ei(qy +
�

4
) 0 ei(qy �

�

4
) eiqy

3

7
5 : (187)
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To ensure that a path that starts at the origin com pletes a loop properly,the �nal

arrivaldirection attheorigin m ustcoincidewith theoriginalone.Sum m ing overall4such

directions,the totalnum berofsuch loopsisobtained from

h0jW �(‘)j0i=

4X

�= 1



00;�jT�‘j00;�

�
=

1

N

X

xy;�



xy;�jT�‘jxy;�

�
=

1

N
tr(T�‘) : (188)

Using eq.(177),thefree energy iscalculated as

lnZ

N
= ln(2cosh

2
K )�

1

2

X

‘

�‘

‘
h0jW �(‘)j0i= ln(2cosh

2
K )�

1

2N
tr

"
X

‘

T�‘�‘

‘

#

= ln(2cosh
2
K )+

1

2N
trln(1� �T

�)

= ln(2cosh
2
K )+

1

2N

X

q

trln(1� �T
�(q)) :

(189)

Butforany m atrix M ,with eigenvaluesf��g,

trlnM =
X

�

ln�� = ln
Y

�

�� = lndetM :

Converting the sum overq in eq.(189)to an integralleadsto

lnZ

N
= ln(2cosh

2
K )+

1

2

Z
d2q

(2�)2
ln

8
><

>:
det

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

1� �e�iq x � �e�i(q x �
�

4
) 0 � �e�i(q x +

�

4
)

� �e�i(q y +
�

4
) 1� �e�iq y � �e�i(q y �

�

4
) 0

0 � �ei(qx �
�

4
) 1� �eiqx � �ei(qx +

�

4
)

� �ei(qy +
�

4
) 0 � �ei(qy �

�

4
) 1� �eiqy

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

9
>=

>;
:

(190)

Evaluation oftheabove determ inantisstraightforward,and the�nalresultis

lnZ

N
= ln(2cosh

2
K )+

1

2

Z
d2q

(2�)2
ln
�
(1+ �

2)2 � 2�(1� �
2)(cosqx + cosqy)

�
: (191)

Taking advantage oftrigonom etricidentities,theresultcan be sim pli�ed to

lnZ

N
= ln2+

1

2

Z �

��

dqxdqy

(2�)2
ln
�
cosh

2
(2K )� sinh(2K )(cosqx + cosqy)

�
: (192)

W hileitispossibleto obtain a closed form expression by perform ing theintegralsexactly,

the �nalexpression involvesa hypergeom etric function and isnotany m ore illum inating.
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R .Singular B ehavior

To uncover the singularity in the free energy ofthe two dim ensionalIsing m odelin

eq.(191),we start with the sim pler expression obtained by the unrestricted sum over

random walksin eq.(172),(specializing to d = 2)

fG = ln(2cosh
2
K )�

Z
dqxdqy

(2�)2
ln[1� 2�(cosqx + cosqy)] : (193)

Apartfrom the argum entofthe logarithm ,thisexpression issim ilarto the exactresult.

Isitpossible thatsuch sim ilarfunctionalform slead to distinctsingularbehaviors? The

singularity resultsfrom thevanishing oftheargum entofthelogarithm at�c = 1=4.In the

vicinity ofthispointwe m akean expansion asin eq.(169),

A G (�;q)= (1� 4�)+ �q
2 + O (q4)� �c

�

q
2 + 4

��

�c

�

; (194)

where �� = �c � �. The singular part ofeq.(193) can be obtained by focusing on the

behaviorofthe integrand asq ! 0,and replacing thesquareBrillouin zone forthe range

ofthe integralwith a circleofradius� � 2�,

fsing:= �

Z �

0

2�qdq

4�2
ln

�

q
2 + 4

��

�c

�

= �
1

4�

��

q
2 + 4

��

�c

�

ln

�
q2 + 4��=�c

e

���

0

:

(195)

Only the expression evaluated atq= 0 issingular,and

fsing:= �
1

�

�
��

�c

�

ln

�
��

�c

�

: (196)

Theresulting heatcapacity CG / @2fG =@
2t,divergesas1=��.Sinceeq.(193)isnotvalid

for� > �c,we cannotobtain the behaviorofheatcapacity on the low tem perature side.

Forthe exactresultofeq.(191),the argum entofthe logarithm is

A
�(�;q)= (1+ �

2)2 � 2�(1� �
2)(cosqx + cosqy) : (197)

The m inim um value ofthisexpression,forq = 0,is

A
�(�;0)= (1+ �

2)2 � 4�(1� �
2)= (1� �

2)2 + 4�2 � 4�(1� �
2)= (1� �

2� 2�)2 :(198)
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Since thisexpression (and hence the argum entofthe logarithm )isalwaysnon{negative,

theintegralexistsforallvaluesof�.Asrequired,unlikeeq.(193),theexactresultisvalid

atalltem peratures.There isa singularity when the argum entvanishesfor

�
2
c + 2�c � 1= 0 =) �c = � 1�

p
2 : (199)

The positivesolution describesa ferrom agnetand leadsto a value ofK c = ln(
p
2+ 1)=2.

Setting �� = � � �c,and expanding eq.(197)in the vicinity ofq ! 0 gives

A
�(�;q)� [(� 2�c � 2)��]

2
+ �c(1� �

2
c)q

2 + � � �

� 2�2c

"

q
2 + 4

�
��

�c

� 2
#

:
(200)

The im portantdi�erence from eq.(194)isthat(��=�c)appearsatquadratic order. Fol-

lowing thestepsin eqs.(195)and (196),the singularpartofthefree energy is

lnZ

N

�
�
�
�
sing:

=
1

2

Z �

0

2�qdq

4�2
ln

"

q
2 + 4

�
��

�c

� 2
#

=
1

8�

" 

q
2 + 4

�
��

�c

� 2
!

ln

�
q2 + 4(��=�c)

2

e

�#�

0

=
1

�

�
��

�c

� 2

ln

�
�
�
�

��

�c

�
�
�
� :

(201)

The heat capacity is obtained by taking two derivatives and diverges as C (��)sing: =

A � lnj��j. The logarithm ic singularity corresponds to the lim it� = 0;the peak issym -

m etricand characterized by the am plituderatio ofA + =A � = 1.

The graphicalm ethod presented in thissection wasoriginally developed by Kac and

W ard [109].Them ain ingredientofthederivation istheresultthatthecorrectaccounting

ofthepathscan beachieved by including a factorof(� 1)foreach intersection.(Thiswas

originally a conjecture by Feynm an [110],laterproved by Sherm an [111].) The change of

sign isrem iniscentoftheexchangefactorbetween ferm ions,and indeed the�nalresultcan

be obtained by m appingsto free ferm ions[112].

In addition to the partition function,the correlation functions< �i�j > can also be

calculated by sum m ing overpaths[113].Sincethecom bination q2 + 4(��=�c)
2 in eq.(200)

describesthe behaviorofthese random walks,we expecta correlation length � � j�c=��j,

i.e. diverging with an exponent � = 1 on both sides ofthe phase transition,with an

am plitude ratio ofunity.The exponents� and � are related by the hyperscaling identity

� = 2 � 2�. The criticalcorrelations at �c are m ore subtle and decay as < �i�j > c�

1=ji� jj� with � = 1=4. Integrating the correlation functions yields the susceptibility,

which divergesas�� ’ C� j��j
� ,with  = 7=4 and C+ =C� = 1.
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S.T he T w o D im ensionalSpin G lass

The key to the exactsolution ofthe non{random two dim ensionalIsing m odelpre-

sented in the previous section is the reduction ofthe graphicalexpansion to sum s over

non{interacting (ferm ionic) random walks. This reduction depends on the geom etrical

properties of paths in d = 2 and is independent of the uniform ity of the bonds Jij.

The sam e m ethod can be applied to the random bond problem ,reducing the problem

to (ferm ionic) random walks in a random m edium . This is an undirected version ofthe

problem ofDPRM ,extensively m entioned in these notes. Due to random ness,we can no

longerdiagonalize the transfer m atrix thatgeneratesthese walksby Fouriertransform a-

tion. However,we can stillexam ine such walksnum erically by successive m ultiplications

ofthe transfer m atrix. Thus allrandom bond Ising m odels in d = 2 can in principle be

solved exactly in polynom ialtim e in theirsizeL.Thisisnottrueforthethreedim ensional

versions.

W e shalldem onstrate the potentials ofsuch exact m ethods by developing an algo-

rithm for calculating the partition function ofthe � J spin glass[51]. This isthe m odel

introduced in sec.I,whereitshigh tem peraturecorrelation functionswereexam ined with

directed paths.Theadvantageofthem odel(orany otherrandom m ixtureof+J,� J,and

absentbonds)isthatallcom putationscan beperform ed in integerform ,thusavoidingany

oating pointerrors.Ofcoursethem ain interestin thespin glassproblem stem sfrom the

com plexity ofitslow tem perature states. Despite the greatdealofwork on spin glasses

overthe pastdecades[4,114{116],the description ofthe phase transition and the nature

oftheglassy staterem ain controversialsubjects[117,118].Interactionswith in�nite-range

[119]lead toasolution with broken replicasym m etry[4].Itisnotknown,however,towhat

extent this m ean-�eld result captures the behavior ofshort-range interactions [118,120].

M onteCarlo sim ulationsofspin glassproblem sarenotoriously di�cultduetheeasewith

which thesystem can gettrapped in long{lived m etastablestates.Itisthusquitevaluable

to providesom eexactinform ation abouttheequilibrium low tem peraturebehaviorofspin

glasses,even ifthatknowledge islim ited to two dim ensions.

W e startwith theEdwards-Anderson (EA)Ham iltonian [121]

H =
X

hiji

Jij�i�j ; (202)
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where the nearest neighbor quenched random bonds Jij are chosen from the bim odal

distribution

p(Jij)=
1

2
�(Jij � J)+

1

2
�(Jij + J) ; (203)

with J > 0. On a lattice with periodic boundary conditions(BCs),there are exactly 2N

bonds,with N = L2 the totalnum berofspins. The high tem perature expansion forthe

partition function takestheform

Z = 2N cosh
2N

K

2NX

‘= 0

A ‘�
‘

; (204)

where the coe�cients A l are pure integers. Note that A ‘ = 0 for odd values of‘ since

closed loopson the squarelatticenecessarily traverse an even num berofbonds.

W ecan usethediagram m aticm ethod introduced in theprevioussectionstotransform

theproblem ofsum m ing thehigh tem peratureseriesinto oneofevaluating a localrandom

walk. Every step proceeds exactly as before up to eq.(162). However,the 4N � 4N

transferm atrix in eq.(185)hasto be m odi�ed to take care ofthe random nessin bonds.

Each elem ent ofthe m atrix that connects sites i and j has to be m ultiplied with the

reduced bond variable sij = sji = Jij=J,equalto +1 forferrom agnetic bondsand � 1 for

antiferrom agneticbonds.Thereisan additionalcom plication in dealing with �nitelattice

size. For sim plicity we shalluse periodic boundary conditions on an L � L lattice. W e

m ust then take proper account ofdiagram s which wrap around the lattice. The correct

result,based on thecom binatoricsofclosed loopson periodiclattices[122]isZ = (� Z1 +

Z2 + Z3 + Z4)=2 with

Z� = 2N cosh
2N

K

q

det[1� T�
�
�] : (205)

Here,T�
1 is the original4N � 4N transfer m atrix,while T�2 ,T

�
3,(and T�

4) are obtained

respectively by changing the sign ofa horizontal,vertical,(or both) colum n ofbonds.

Thelinearcom bination (� Z1 + Z2 + Z3 + Z4)=2 ensuresthatalldiagram s,including those

which loop theentirelattice,areweighted correctly in the�nalexpression forthepartition

function.

W ehaveim plem ented [123]thisalgorithm on thecom puterasfollows.G iven a setof

bondsfJijg,we�rstconstructthe4N � 4N m atricesT�� and com putethetracestr(T
�
�

‘
)for

‘� N .Thisstep ofthealgorithm isthe m ostcom putationally intensive.The coe�cients

ofthe seriesexpansionsforlnZ� arerelated to the tracesby

lnZ

N
= ln[2cosh

2
K ]�

1

2N

1X

‘= 0

1

‘
tr(T� ‘)�‘ : (206)
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Next,we com pute the high tem perature series for Z. This is done by exponentiating

the seriesforlnZ�,followed by taking the linearcom bination thatincorporatesperiodic

boundary conditions. The high tem perature expansion for Z is a polynom ialin � with

integer coe�cients;the last term ,oforder 2N ,is derived from the graph that traverses

every bond on the square lattice. These 2N coe�cients have an end-to-end sym m etry

thatenablesoneto com putethem from the�rstN powersofthetransferm atrix.Finally,

we expand powersofcoshK and tanhK and rewrite Z asa polynom ialin e��J ;the end

resultZ =
P

E
g(E )e��E yieldsthedensity ofstates.Foran Ising m odelwith � J bonds,

we can perform allthese operationsusing only integerarithm etic.

Thealgorithm hasseveraldesirablefeatures.First,itreturnsthepartition function Z

as an exact integer result. In this way,it not only avoids the statisticaluncertainties

inherentin M onteCarlo sim ulation;italso avoidstheoating pointerrorsthatcreep into

num erically \exact"calculationsofZ in largesystem satlow tem peratures.Thealgorithm

thus provides us with an e�cient and reliable way to investigate energies and entropies

at low tem peratures. This is particularly im portant in a system that exhibits a phase

transition at T = 0,such as the � J spin glass. W e can also calculate other quantities,

such as the roots ofthe partition function in the com plex plane,or the num ber oflow-

levelexcitations,thatare otherwise inaccessible.Unfortunately,the necessity ofhandling

largeintegers(oforder2N )com plicateswhatwould otherwisebea ratherstraightforward

algorithm to im plem ent.

A second advantage of the algorithm is that it executes in polynom ialtim e. W e

estim ate the algorithm ’s perform ance as follows. Com puting the traces requires O (N 3)

arithm eticoperationson integersoforder2N ,whilein general,thepowerseriesm anipula-

tionstake m uch lesstim e.W e therefore expectthe com putation tim eto scale as� � N�,

with 3 < � < 4. This stands in contrast to the num ericalcolum n to colum n transfer

m atrix m ethod ofM orgenstern and Binder[124]which hastim eand m em ory requirem ents

thatgrow exponentially with system size. W e obtained m ostofourresultson dedicated

DEC 3100 workstations. The largest lattice that we exam ined had N = 36 � 36 spins.

Finally,we m ention that the com putation ofthe traces can be broken down into O (N )

independentcom putations,so thata faster,parallelim plem entation ofthe algorithm (on

a supercom puterorspread acrossseveralworkstations)should be possible.
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T .R esults for the T w o D im ensionalSpin G lass

W eexam ined the� J spin glasson latticesofsizeL = 4toL = 36.Severalrealizations

ofrandom nesswerestudied:8000 forL = 4,6,8;2000 forL = 10,12,14;800 forL = 16,

18;80 for L = 20,22,24;and 4 for L = 32,36. W e perform ed quenched averages by

assigning an equalprobability to each random sam ple: � = (1=S)
P

s
�s. To reduce the

am ountofstatisticalerror,weonly considered latticesin which exactly halftheplaquettes

were frustrated [124]. W e also found itquite revealing to com pare ourresultswith those

forthefully frustrated Ising m odel[125,126],asboth m odelsundergo phasetransitionsat

T = 0. The typicaloutput ofour algorithm is a set ofintegers g(E )for the num ber of

states.Usingthedensity ofstateswecan perform calculationsin eitherthem icrocanonical

or canonicalensem ble. In the lim it ofin�nite size,ofcourse,the two ensem bles should

yield identicalresults.

W e used the algorithm �rst to study the therm odynam ic properties ofthe ground

state, �tting the data for the ground-state energy and entropy to the �nite-size form

fL = f1 + a=L2.Extrapolating to in�nitelatticesize,weestim atee0=J = � 1:404� 0:002

and s0 = 0:075 � 0:002. These results are consistent with previous M C [127,128]and

colum n to colum n transfer m atrix [129]estim ates. W e also used the algorithm to study

the num ber oflow-levelexcitations. On a lattice with periodic BCs,the lowest excited

state has an energy 4J above the ground state. The quantity e� S = g(E 0 + 4J)=g(E 0)

m easures the degeneracy ratio ofthese excited states. W e �nd that �S SG grows faster

than lnN indicating thatthe low-lying excitationsofthe � J spin glassinvolve spin ips

on largelength scales.

The abundance oflow-lying excitations a�ects the low-tem perature behavior ofthe

heatcapacity. In a �nite system with energy gap 4J,the heatcapacity vanishesasC �

�2e�4�J . As pointed out by W ang and Swendsen [127],this behavior can break down

in the therm odynam ic lim it. The 1D Ising m odelwith periodic BCsshowshow thiscan

happen: the energy gap is 4J,but the heat capacity ofan in�nite system vanishes as

C1D � �2e�2�J . The anom alous exponent reects the fact that the num ber oflowest

excited states grows as N 2. From M onte Carlo and colum n to colum n transfer m atrix

studies, W ang and Swendsen [127]conclude that CSG � �2e�2�J for the 2D � J spin

glassas well. Our results �nd a disagreem ent in slope between �S 1D and �S SG versus

N ,leading usto suggesta di�erent form forC SG . Asm otivation,we appealto another

exactly soluble m odelwith a phase transition at T = 0: the fully frustrated (FF) Ising
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m odelon a square lattice[125].On a periodic lattice,the lowestexcited statesofthe FF

m odelhaveenergy 4J abovetheground state.Thelargenum beroflow-lying excitations,

however,causesthe heatcapacity to vanish asCF F � �3e�4�J . Note the extra powerof

tem perature.Ourdata com parem uch betterto �S F F than to �S 1D ,suggesting a sim ilar

behaviorm ay describe the � J spin glass,e.g.CSG � �2+ �e�4�J with � 6= 0.Aswe shall

see below,there areotherreasonsto favorthisform .

One way to investigate phase transitions is to exam ine the roots of the partition

function Z in the com plex plane. This was �rst done by Fisher [130]in a study ofthe

2D Ising m odelwith uniform +J bonds. Fisher calculated the distribution ofroots of

the partition function in the com plex z = e�2�J plane. In the lim it ofin�nite lattice

size,he showed thatthe rootscondense onto two circlescentered atz = � 1,and related

the singularbehaviorin the free energy to the distribution ofrootsin the vicinity ofthe

positiverealaxis.Sincea system of�nitesizedoesnotexhibitnon-analyticbehavior,itis

clearthatthe rootsofthe partition function can only close in on the positiverealaxisin

the therm odynam ic lim it. The zeros ofpartition functions are thus subject to �nite-size

scaling [131]. Ata �nite-tem perature phase transition,the com plex zero T(L)closestto

the positive realaxisobeysjT(L)� Tcj� L�y t;likewise,the correlation length diverges

as� � (T � Tc)
�� with � = 1=yt. On the otherhand,ata T = 0 phase transition,such

asoccursin the 1D Ising m odel,one �ndsjz(L)j� L�y z with � � z�1=y z,where z(L)is

the sm allestrootin the com plex z = e�2�J plane.Forexam ple,the partition function of

a 1D Ising chain with periodicboundary conditionsin eq.(28),

Z = 2L cosh
L
(�J)

h

1+ tanh
L
(�J)

i

: (207)

has its sm allest root at tanh(�J) = e�i�=L ,or z(L) = � itan(�=2L). As L ! 1 ,the

m agnitude ofthe rootscalesasz(L)� L�1 ,consistentwith the factthatthe correlation

length in the1D Ising m odeldivergesas� � e2�J.

In the � J spin glass, we observed that, for m ost realizations of random ness, the

sm allest root z(L) falls on the im aginary axis. One m ight expect that the probability

distribution forthe m agnitude ofthisrootassum esa scale-invariantform asL ! 1 .W e

were unable to verify this hypothesis due to insu�cient data on large lattices. Instead,

we exam ined the statistics ofu(L),where u = z2 = e�4�J . On a square lattice with

periodic boundary conditions,the partition function fora � J spin glassispolynom ialin

e�4�J . W e therefore looked atthe scaling ofrootsin the com plex u = e�4�J plane. The
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results could be �tted to ju(L)j� L�2:2 with yu = 2:2 � 0:1;this suggests to us that

the correlation length in the � J spin glass diverges as � � e2�J. Additionalpowers of

tem peratureand/or�nite-sizee�ectsm ightexplain theslightdeviation from yu = 2.Note

that this behavior for the correlation length is consistent with the hyperscaling relation

lnZsingular / ��2 ,and our claim that,up to powers oftem perature,the heat capacity

diverges as C � e�4�J . This result disagrees with previous studies [127,129,132]that

report� � T�� ,with � � 2:6� 2:8. An analyticalapproach,closely related to averaging

the ferm ionic path integrals[133],doessupportexponentialcorrelations,butwith a gap

of4J.

A greatdealofinform ation on spin glasseshasbeen obtained by exam ining ‘defects’

(droplets) in �nite system s. The cost ofa defect ofsize L isrelated to the di�erence in

freeenergieswith periodicand anti-periodicBCs.AtT = 0,thisreducesto thedi�erence

in energy between theground states.On an L � L lattice,thedefectenergy m easuresthe

e�ectiveblock coupling[134,117,118,120,135]J 0on length scaleL.Letp(L)bethefraction

ofL � L blocksforwhich J06= 0.Scaling argum ents[135]suggestthatp(L)� L�� ,where

� isthecriticalexponentthatcharacterizesthepowerlaw decay ofcorrelations< �0�L >
2

at T = 0. Plotting p(L) versus L,we �nd � = 0:22� 0:06 in agreem ent with previous

results[135,127].Besidesthe defectenergy,we also looked atthe defectentropy �SL ,i.e.

thedi�erencein zero-tem peratureentropieswith periodicand anti-periodicBCs.Thedata

could be �tted to �S2
L
� L2yS with yS = 0:49� 0:02.Thisiscuriously close to the result

�SL � L1=2,expected ifentropy changes due to reversing the di�erent bonds along the

boundary are statistically independent. The defect entropy in the fully frustrated Ising

m odelapproachesa constantvaluewith 1=L2 corrections.Itisstraightforward,m oreover,

to show thatin the 1D Ising m odelthe defect entropy scales as�SL � lnL. Both these

behaviorsarem arkedly di�erentfrom thespin glass.W edo notknow any obviousrelation

between the �nite-size scaling ofthe defectentropy and otherquantitiesatT = 0. M ore

detailsofthealgorithm and resultscan be found in ref.[123].
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