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W estudy thecriticalpropertiesofthetwo-dim ensional(2D )X Y m odelin a transversem agnetic

�eld with �lling factors f = 1=3 and 2=5. To obtain a com parison with recent experim ents,we

investigate the e�ect ofweak quenched bond disorder for f = 2=5. A �nite-size scaling analysis

of extensive M onte Carlo sim ulations strongly suggests that the criticalexponents of the phase

transition for f = 1=3 and for f = 2=5 with disorder are those ofthe pure 2D Ising m odel. The

relevantlow energy excitationsare dom ain walls,and we show thattheirpropertiesdeterm ine the

nature ofthe phase transition.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In thispaperweexam inethe frustrated X Y m odelin

two dim ensions for two di� erentvalues ofthe m agnetic

� eld representative of \com m ensurate states". Exper-

im entalrealizations of this m odelin the form of two-

dim ensional arrays of Josephson junctions and super-

conducting wire networks[1{3]can and have been con-

structed andoneoftheobjectivesofthisworkistounder-

stand the resultsofthese experim ents. A perpendicular

m agnetic � eld induces a � nite density ofcirculating su-

percurrents,orvortices,within the array.The interplay

oftwolength scales{them ean separation ofvorticesand

theperiod oftheunderlying physicalarray {givesriseto

a wide variety ofinteresting physicalphenom ena.M any

ofthese e� ects show up as variations in the properties

ofthe � nite-tem perature superconducting phase transi-

tionsatdi� erent� elds.In recentexperim entson super-

conducting arraysthe criticalexponentsofa num berof

these phase transitionshavebeen m easured [3],opening

the opportunity to do carefulcom parison oftheory and

experim ent. W hile we willdiscussthe m odelwithin the

context ofsuperconducting networks,the m odelis also

closely related to the physics ofadsorbed � lm s on sub-

strates which im pose a periodic potentialwhich di� ers

from the preferred period ofthe adsorbed � lm . In this

work we exam ine the ground state properties,low en-

ergy excitations,and criticalproperties ofthe 2D X Y

m odelin the densely frustrated regim e (f � 0)fortwo

particular values ofthe m agnetic � eld. In addition,we

investigatethee� ectofdisorderon theground stateand

criticalproperties. This paper elaborates and expands

upon ourpreviousresultsreported in Ref.[4].

The Ham iltonian ofthe frustrated X Y m odelis

H = �
X

hiji

Jij cos(�i� �j � Aij); (1)

where �j isthe phase on site j ofa square L � L lattice

and A ij = (2�=�0)
Rj
i
A � dlisthe integralofthe vector

potentialfrom siteitositejwith �0 beingthe ux quan-

tum .Thedirected sum oftheA ij around an elem entary

plaquette
P

A ij = 2�f wheref,m easured in theunitsof

�0,isthe m agnetic  ux penetrating each plaquette due

totheuniform ly applied � eld.W efocushereon thecases

f = p=q with p=q = 1=3 and 2=5.

The ground state  uxoid pattern forthese f isshown

in Figure 1(a) [5,6]. The pattern consists of diagonal

stripes com posed ofa single line ofvortices for f = 1

3

and a double line ofvorticesforf = 2

5
. These diagonal

linesofvorticescan siton qsub-latticesand,in addition,

there are q m ore stateswith the stripesgoing along the

opposite diagonalfora totalof2q degenerate states. A

com m on speculation forcom m ensurate-incom m ensurate

transitionsand thefrustrated X Y m odelisthatthetran-

sition should bein theuniversalityclassoftheq-state(or

2q-state)Pott’sm odel.W e � nd thatthisisnotthe case

because,as discussed below,dom ain walls between the

di� erent states vary considerably in both energetic and

entropicfactors.

Thee� ectofquenched im puritieson phasetransitions

is an im portant and fascinating problem . The \Harris

criterion" [7]indicates that the addition of(bond) ran-

dom ness to system s which exhibit second-order transi-

tionsin theclean casewith a positivespeci� c-heatexpo-

nent� changesthenum ericalvaluesofthecriticalexpo-

nents[8]. Ithasalso been shown using phenom enologi-

calrenorm alization-groupargum entsthattheaddition of

bond random nessto system sundergoing� rst-ordertran-

sitionsresultsin a random -� eld m echanism atany coex-

istence region which can cause the transition to becom e

continuous [9]. Aizenm an and W ehr [10] have shown

quite rigorously thatin 2D a quenched random � eld re-

sults,quite generally,in the elim ination ofdiscontinu-

itiesin the orderparam eterconjugateto the  uctuating

� eld. M ostcaseswhere bond disorderhasbeen studied

and observed to change the order ofthe transition are

for q-state Potts M odels,where for q = 8 Chen et al.

[11]found through extensive M onte Carlo sim ulations,
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thatthe � rst-ordertransition ofthe pure m odelbecam e

second-orderwith thecriticalexponentsbeing consistent

with the universality class ofthe two-dim ensionalIsing

m odel. Unlike q-state Pott’s m odels with high q, the

frustrated X Y system is m ore readily com pared to ex-

perim entssuch asrecentexperim entalm easurem entsof

criticalexponentsin superconducting arrays[3].

II.STA IR C A SE STA T ES

The ground states of the Ham iltonian (1) will be

am ong the solutions to the supercurrent conservation

equations@H =@�i= 0:

X

j0

sin(�j0 � �i� Aij0)= 0 (2)

where j0 are the nearestneighbors to i. O ne set ofso-

lutions to these equations was found by Halsey [6]by

considering the restriction to a quasi-one-dim ensional

case where one has adjoining staircases ofcurrent (see

Fig 2(a)). Allgauge invariant phase di� erences m =

�n � �m � Am n,within a given staircase are equaland

indexing the staircases by m as shown in Fig 2(a) one

� nds

m = �fm + �=2� � nint[fm + �=(2�)] (3)

wherenintisthe nearestintegerfunction,and � = 0 for

f = p=q with q odd and � = �=q forq even [6].

The staircase  uxoid pattern for f = 1=3 and 2=5 is

shown in Fig 1(a)[5,6].Thepattern consistsofdiagonal

stripescom posed ofasinglelineofvorticesforf = 1

3
and

a double line ofvorticesfor f = 2

5
. (A vortex is a pla-

quette with unit uxoid occupation,i.e.the phasegains

2� when goingaround theplaquette.) Thestripesshown

in Figure 1 can siton q sub-lattices,which we associate

with m em bersofthe Zq group. They can also go along

eitherdiagonal,and weassociatethesetwo optionswith

m em bers ofthe Z2 group. In all,there is a totalof2q

degenerate states(f = p=q 6= 1=2). A com m on specula-

tion for com m ensurate-incom m ensurate transitions and

thefrustrated X Y m odelisthatthetransition should be

in theuniversality classoftheq-state(or2q-state)Pott’s

m odel.W e� nd thatthisisnotthecasebecausedom ain

walls between the di� erent states vary considerably in

both energeticand entropicfactors.

III.D O M A IN W A LLS

Figure 1(b)-(e) showsthe  uxoid pattern forsom e of

the dom ain walls for f = 1=3. The dom ain walls can

be classi� ed into two types.Shiftwallsinvolvea shiftof

the vortex pattern across the wall(such as in Fig 1(b)

where the pattern on the right is shifted down by one

lattice spacingswith respectto the pattern on the left)

butthelinesofvorticesarestillgoing along thesam edi-

agonal.Herringbone wallsare wallsbetween stateswith

the vortex stripes going along opposite diagonals. Note

thatthereareq di� erentwallsofeach type.

These wallsalso have di� ering topologies. A herring-

bone wallis very sim ilar to a dom ain wallin an Ising

m odelin thatitseparatestwom em bersofa Z2 group.It

cannotbranch into otherherringbonewallsand a 90 de-

greeturn in thewallcan beaccom plished withoutchang-

ingthevortexpattern,with thecaveatthatoneconsiders

thewalltobecom posed ofsectionsoflength equaltothe

distance between the diagonallinesofvortices(see Fig-

ure 3). Thus,ifone only has herringbone walls in the

system ,the setofpossible dom ain wallcon� gurationsis

sim ilar to those in an Ising m odel. Shift walls,on the

otherhand can branch,both into othershiftwalls(with

theconstraintthatthesum ofthe shiftson thewallsaf-

terthe branch be equalto the originalshift)and into a

pairofherringbonewalls,asshown in Figure3(b).Shift

wallsalso have an associated directionality in the sense

thatan attem ptto m akea 90 degreeturn in a shift-by-n

wallresultsin the wallchanging to a shift-by-(q-n)wall

(see Fig.3(a) for an illustration). Since di� erent shift

walls can have quite di� erent energies (see below) one

� ndsthatbends such asthe one shown in Fig.3(a)are

energetically highly unfavorable asit can change a wall

with low energy into a wallwith a very high energy cost.

A m ore energetically favorable kink in a shift wallcan

beform ed by displacingam ism atched vortex on thewall

in a direction parallelto the wall[12]. This displacesa

section ofthe wallone unitcellin the direction perpen-

dicularto thewall(seeFigure3(c)).Typically,one� nds

only kinkslikethese ofsizeoneortwo latticeconstants.

Larger kinks start to produce long range distortions in

the phase� eld and havehigherenergy.

Inordertocalculatetheenergiesofdi� erentstructures,

we solved the equations (2) num erically,using a quasi

Newton m ethod,on latticeswith up to2:3� 105 siteswith

constraints� xing the  uxoid occupation ofeach plaque-

tte (see Appendix A). Table Ilists the energy per unit

length � for straight dom ain walls between the various

ground statesatzero tem perature forf = 1=3 and 2=5.

O necan seefrom thetablethatthereistypically oneor

two wallswith considerably lowerenergy than any ofthe

others.Som eofthepatternsofenergiesseen in thetable

can beunderstood by counting thenum berofextra vor-

ticesin nextornext-next-nearestneighborplaquettesfor

thevorticesalong thewall.Forinstance,theenergy ofa

f = 1=3 shift-by-onewallisabouttwicethatofthestan-

dard herringbone wall. Looking at Figure 1(b)-(e) one

can seethatifyou countthenum berofnext-next-nearest

neighborvorticesforvorticesalong each sideofthewall,

the shift-by-one wallhas twice as m any as the herring-

bone. Sim ilarly,walls which place vortices on nearest

neighborsitestend to be ofa higherenergy,orm ay not

even bestable.W hilethisdoesgivea rough guideto the

pattern ofenergies,itdoesnotallow astrongcom parison

ofwallswith di� erently spaced vortices.
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O ne can see from Figure 3(b)thata shiftwallcan be

viewed astwo adjacent,orbound herringbonewalls.For

f = 1=3 the energy oftwo herringbonewallsislessthan

thatofasingleshiftwalland hence,theshiftwallsshould

be unstable to breaking up into herringbonewalls.Asa

result,one expectsthatin the f = 1=3 case ifthe tem -

perature is high enough for dom ain walls to enter the

system ,the herringbone walls should be the only walls

present at large length scales. W hile for f = 1=3,her-

ringbone wallsare the only stable walls,thisisnottrue

forf = 2=5.Forf = 2=5 itisenergetically favorablefor

two herringbonewallsto bind and form a shift-by-oneor

shift-by-three wall. This can lead to m ore com plex do-

m ain wallstructuresand hasan im portantim pacton the

natureofthe � nite tem perature phasetransition.These

issueswillbe addressed in m oredetailbelow.

W e also num erically calculated the energy ofdom ain

wallsthatarenotstraight.Figure5showstheenergyofa

squareclosed dom ains,form ed from herringbonewalls,of

lineardim ension L unitcellsin a system ofsize120x120

with periodicboundary conditions.W eseethattoavery

good approxim ation,theenergy scaleslinearly in L.O ne

can,however,work out som e corrections to this linear

dependence due to the change in the vortex density at

the cornerofthe dom ains.Forinstance in Fig.3(b)the

vortices at opposite corners ofthe square dom ain have

either an extra next-nearest neighbor vortex or a m iss-

ing next-nearest neighbor. From a distance,this gives

a quadrapole m om entto the dom ain. As the 3� 3 do-

m ain shown in Fig 3(b) is the basic building block of

largerdom ains,one can conclude thatlargerdi� erently

shaped dom ainswillnothavea lowerm om ent(i.e.they

willbe neutraland have no dipole m om ent). The in-

teraction oftwo such quadrapole dom ainsata distance

x,large com pared to it’s size L goeslike � 6Jeff(L=x)
4

(ifone assum es an isotropic (which is not really true)

interaction oftwo \corner"chargeslikeJeff lnx).In ad-

dition,the selfenergy ofa square quadrapole goes like

� 2Jeff ln
p
2+ 2Jeff lnL.

Figure4showstheinteraction ofsom esquaredom ains.

O ne sees that the quadrapole correction is m easurable

and � tstheexpected functionalform quitewell,butthat

the constants Jeff do not m atch what one would ex-

pectfrom an isotropiccalculation.In fact,thesystem is

notreally equivalentto an isotropic2D Coulom b gas,in

thatthe direction along the diagonallinesofvorticesin

the staircasestateisnotequivalentto the direction per-

pendicular to the vortex lines. W e have also calculated

the energiesofrectangulardom ainsand som e otherless

regularshapesand they havequalitatively sim ilar(sam e

functionalform )behavior.

The next question is whether or not the quadrapole

interaction islikely to berelevant.O necan usean argu-

m entsim ilarto thatused to arguefora transition in the

unfrustrated X Y m odel. Ifyou considerthe interaction

free energy contribution ofthe quadrapole interaction,

it should contain the energetic part � A=r4 and an en-

tropicpart� B T ln(�r2)from con� ning the quadrapoles

to have a separation less than r (O ne could do a m ore

accuratecalculation oftheentropy butitwillstillhavea

lnr dependence). Atthe distancesatwhich the � A=r4

form isvalid,thelnr term winsallthetim e(at� niteT)

and henceonecan arguethatthequadrapoleinteractions

should notbe relevant.

IV .SP IN W AV ES

Atlow enough tem perature,dom ainsshould besm all,

and one is tem pted to expand the energy about the

ground state con� guration. In this treatm ent,the pe-

riodic characterofthe anglesisneglected,butthe exis-

tenceoflong rangeorderin thevortex latticepartly jus-

ti� esthism ethod. The m odelisreplaced by a so-called

spin wave approxim ation which involves expanding the

Ham iltonian to 2nd orderin � ij,where�ij = �
(0)

ij + � ij

and �
(0)

ij isa ground statecon� guration:

H � H(0)+
X

ij

�
@H

@�ij

� (0)

� ij

+
1

2

X

ij

X

kl

� kl

�
@2H

@�kl@�ij

� (0)

� ij (4)

By de� nition, (@H =@�ij)
(0) = 0 and we just have a

quadraticform .Thefreeenergy persiteassociated with

(4)is

F = �
1

�
lnZsw

= �
1

�
ln

"Z
Y

i

d� x

� exp

0

@ �
�

2

X

x;x0

� x

�
@2H

@�x@�x0

� (0)

� x0

1

A

3

5

= �
1

�
ln

�

det
J

2�

� � 1=2

(5)

where J is the Jacobian m atrix,Jx;x0 = @2H =@�x@�x0.

Thespin wavecorrelation function is

G sw (x1;x2)

= hexp[i(� x1
� �x2

)]i (6)

= Z � 1
sw

Z
Y

� x

� exp

2

4�
�

2

X

x;x0

� xJx;x0� x0 + i(� x1
� �x2

)

3

5

= exp

�

�
1

2�
X (x1;x2)

T
J
� 1
X (x1;x2)

�

;

whereX (x1;x2)isa vectorwith + 1 and � 1 in positions

x1 and x2 respectively and zeroseverywhereelse.
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Forthe unfrustrated case [13]J isjustthe discretiza-

tion ofthe Laplacian operator (i.e. J� � r2�,where

r 2� = @2�=@x2 + @2�=@y2 and the partialderivatives

are replaced with a � nite-di� erence form ula @2�=@x2 �

(�(xi+ 1;yi)� 2�(xi;yi)+ �(xi� 1;yi))=a
2,and a isthelat-

tice constant). As a result, 1

2
X (x;x0)T J� 1X (x;x0) can

beapproxim ated by theG reen’sfunction forthePoisson

equation,

g(r)=
1

2�
ln

r

r0
;

where r0 = a=(2
p
2e), a is the lattice spacing and

 = 0:577216� � � isEuler’sconstant.Thisyields

G sw (x1;x2)� exp(� 1=2�� ln(jx1 � x2j=r0)

= (r0=jx1 � x2j)
1=2�� (7)

So the correlation function ofthe spin wave uctuations

decreasesaccording to a powerlaw behavior.Thisalge-

braic decay ofthe spin wave correlation function isbro-

ken by the unbinding ofvortex-antivortex pairs at the

K osterlitz-Thoulesstransition [13].

In the general frustrated case, J is not a discrete

Laplacian. The question is,do we get som ething sim i-

lar? The 1=r4 interaction ofthe dom ainsstudied in the

previous section suggests that we do. Figure 6 shows
1

2
X (x;x0)T J� 1X (x;x0) forf = 1=3 along a slice in the

x-direction in a� nitesizesystem with periodicboundary

conditionsalong the direction ofthe slice.The envelope

ofthis curve is welldescribed by the sum oftwo log-

arithm ic functions,lnx + ln(L � x) (where the second

term com esfrom the periodic boundary conditions). In

addition to thislogarithm ic part,there isa periodic os-

cillation,coinciding with the underlying vortex lattice.

In addition to this obvious oscillation,the phase ofthe

oscillation dependson theinitialx (Thecorrelation func-

tion isnotjusta function of(x � x0)).Thee� ectofthis

initialx dependent phase at long distances should not

be im portant. However,distortions centered on nearby

sites,and between rows ofvortices can partially cancel

due to thisphasedi� erence.Thereisalso an anisotropy

between the directionsperpendicularand parallelto the

diagonallinesofvortices.Thisanisotropy can,however,

be rem oved in a continuum picture by rescaling the co-

ordinates.

This m odi� ed lattice \G reen’s" function also has an

im pacton vortex interactions. The presence ofthe log-

arithm ic part ensures that the overall  ux balancing

(f = hnii where ni is the vortex occupation ofplaque-

tte i)ism aintained.Howeverthe vortex interaction en-

ergy should contain an oscillating com ponentcoinciding

with the underlying vortex lattice. The e� ectofsuch a

com ponentisnotentirely clear,especially asthe am pli-

tude ofthe oscillation doesnotdecay away atlarge dis-

tances.Conventionalwisdom would suggestthataslong

as we stillhave the logarithm ic interaction ofvortices,

they should stillundergo a K osterlitz-Thouless type of

unbinding transition and an associated jum p in the he-

licity m odulus[13].Asweshallseein thenextsection,it

isnotentirely clearwhetherornotthisactually happens.

It m ightbe interesting to try to go through and derive

theK osterlitzrecursion relationswith theoscillationsas

som esortofperturbation toseeifitisrelevant,although

itseem sunlikely to do anythingbutrenorm alizethecore

energies.

V .f = 1=3

The uxoid pattern forthetwolowestenergywallsatf

= 1

3
wasshown in Figure1(b)and (d).O necan seefrom

Figure 3(b)thata shiftwallcan be viewed astwo adja-

cent,orbound herringbone walls. Forf = 1

3
the energy

oftwo herringbonewallsislessthan thatofa singleshift

walland hence,the shift walls are unstable and break

up into herringbone walls. As a result,we con� ne our

discussion ofthe f = 1

3
case to the herringbone wallsas

otherwallsshould notbe presentatlarge length scales.

Theenergy costfordividing an L � L latticeinto twodo-

m ainsseparated by asolid-on-solid (SO S)wallstretching

from oneside ofthe system to the otheris

H singlefzg= b�L + b�
X

k

jzk � zk� 1j: (8)

The height variables zk take on integer values (b = 3

is the shortest length segm ent). The partition func-

tion, Z =
P

fzk g
exp(� H =T) can be evaluated either

by the transfer m atrix m ethod or recursively (see Ap-

pendix B) [14]. The interfacialfree energy per colum n

is F = T ln[eb�=T tanh(b�=(2T))]:The zero crossing of

F gives an estim ate ofthe criticaltem perature. Plug-

ging in the values for the f = 1

3
herringbone wallgives

Tc = 0:19J, in rem arkable agreem ent with the value

Tc = 0:22J found in the M onte Carlo sim ulations de-

scribed below.

Being sim ilarto Ising walls,herringbone wallscannot

branch into otherherringbonewalls,thusthesetofpos-

sible dom ain wallcon� gurations is sim ilar to those in

an Ising m odel. W e labelthe fraction ofthe system in

state (s;j) as m s;j,where s = � 1 denotes the m em ber

ofZ2,and j = 1;2;3 denotesthe m em berofZ3. Below

thetransition,onestate(s;i)spansthe system .O n this

state sit  uctuating dom ains,bounded by herringbone

walls,ofeach ofthe states (� s;1);(� s;2);and (� s;3)

in equalnum bers;so the Z3 sym m etry isbroken forthe

(s;j)states,butnotforthe(� s;j)states.Asthetransi-

tion isapproached from below,thedom ainsoccupied by

the(� s;j)statesgrow,with sm allerdom ainsofthe(s;j)

stateswithin them .Atthe transition,the Z2 sym m etry

between the� sstatesisrestored and,asa result,theZ3
sym m etry forthe (s;j)statesisalso restored.

The M onte Carlo sim ulations used a heat bath algo-

rithm with system sizesof20 � L � 96. W e com puted

between 107 and 3 � 107 M onte Carlo steps (com plete
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latticeupdates)with m ostofthedata taken closeto Tc.

Data from di� erenttem peratureswascom bined and an-

alyzed using histogram techniques[15](seeAppendix C).

Ifthe largest fraction ofthe system is in state (s;i),

then wehavethreeIsing orderparam eters,M j = (m s;i�

m � s;j)=(m s;i+ m � s;j);j= 1� � � 3:O n average,theseMj

are the sam e so we justtake the average asM . To cal-

culate the m �;i, we exam ine the Fourier transform of

the vortex density �k� at the reciprocallattice vectors

k� = �

3
(1;� 1)oftheground statevortex lattices.Start-

ing from the de� nition ofthe Fouriertransform ,and us-

ing the vortex statesgiven above,one� nds

�k�

�g
= m � 1;1 + m � 1;2e

i2�=3 + m � 1;3e
� i2�=3

; (9)

where�g isthem odulusin theground state.In practice,

�k� isreduced by sm allshort-lived regionswhich don’t

quitem atch any ofthe six states.Sincethise� ectisthe

sam e for allstates,it cancels when calculating M . Us-

ing the realand im aginary parts of�k� in addition toP

j
m � 1;j,calculated from the directvortex latticeasin

[16],wecan � nd the � ve independentm�;j.

In addition to theenergy and orderparam eter,several

other quantities were calculated from the M onte Carlo

data using the corresponding  uctuation-dissipation re-

lations:

C

kB
=
K 2

L2
(hE 2i� hE i2);

� = K L
2(hM 2i� hM i2);

@lnhM ni

@K
=
hM nE i

hM ni
� hE i; (10)

where K = J=kB T. In addition to the discrete order

param eter,wealso followed thehelicity m odulusde� ned

by Yx;y = @2F =@�2j� = 0,where F is the free energy

density and � isa twistin theboundary condition along

the x ory direction.Thehelicity m odulusalso followsa

 uctuation-dissipation relation which isused in calculat-

ing itfrom the data:

Yx =
1

L2

*
X

hr;r0i

[(r� r
0)�x̂]2 cos(�r � �r0 � Ar;r0)

+

�
�J2

L2

* 2

4
X

hr;r0i

[(r� r
0)�x̂]sin(�r � �r0 � Ar;r0)

3

5

2+

+
�J2

L2

*
X

hr;r0i

[(r� r
0)�x̂]sin(�r � �r0 � Ar;r0)

+ 2

(11)

wherehr;r0idenotesnearestneighborpairs.

To determ ine the criticalexponentsforthe transition

wem akeuseof� nitesizescaling[17].Followingstandard

argum ents,one assum es that for a second-ordertransi-

tion,thesingularpartofthefreeenergy,F (t;h),nearthe

transition isdom inated by a term thatchangesundera

changeofscaleaccording to the ansatz

F (t;h)= �F (�st;�rh)

where t= (T � Tc)=Tc and h is an applied � eld which

couplesto the orderparam eterM (so h is notthe true

m agnetic� eld here).From this,one can derivethe scal-

ing form ofthe orderparam eter,speci� c heat,suscepti-

bility,etc. using the standard relations,M = � @F=@h,

C = � T@2F=@t2, � = @m =@h, etc. If one takes the

specialcase h = 0;� = jtj� 1=s one can relate r;s to the

standardexponents� forthespeci� cheat,� fortheorder

param eter,and  forthe susceptibility ass= 1=(� � 2),

r= ( + �)=(� � 2)and � + 2� +  = 2.Ifonetakesthe

case h = 0 and � = L(�� 2)=�,where � is the exponent

forthe divergence ofthe correlation length,one obtains

the relationsfor� nite size scaling:

M
n = L

� �=�M n(xt);

C = L
�=�C(xt);

� = L
=�X (xt): (12)

where xt = tL1=� is the tem perature scaling variable.

Using relations12 onecan also derive[11,18]

@hM i

@T
= L

1��

� D (xt);

@lnhM i

@T
= L

1=�Q (xt): (13)

Fora � nite lattice the peak in,forexam ple the speci� c

heat,scaleswith system size like Cm ax / L�=� and oc-

cursatthetem peraturewherethescaling function C(xt)

ism axim um so that

C(xt)

dxt
jxt= x�t = 0:

This de� nes the � nite-lattice transition tem perature

Tc(L) by the condition xt = x�t so that Tc(L) =

Tc + Tcx
�
tL

� 1=�. In generalthe � nite-lattice transition

tem perature calculated from di� erent quantities di� ers

slightly but extrapolates to the sam e Tc in the lim it of

largeL.

A very accurateway oflocating thetransition tem per-

atureisby using Binder’scum ulant[19],

U = 1� hM 4i=(3hM 2i2);

shown in Figure7.Forsystem sizeslargeenough toobey

� nite-sizescaling,thisquantity issizeindependentatthe

criticalpoint. From Fig.7 we � nd Tc = 0:2185(6)J. Tc
can also bedeterm ined from thescaling equation forthe

tem perature at the peak oftherm odynam ic derivatives

such asthesusceptibility,Tc(L)= Tc + aL� 1=�.W e� nd

theseotherm ethodsgiveTc in agreem entwith thatfrom

U .
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Finitesizescaling[17]atTc applied to@lnM =@K gives

1=� = 1:011 � 0:029,and to the susceptibility � gives

=� = 1:758� 0:013,and to M gives�=� = 0:14� 0:02.

These exponents are determ ined from the slopes ofthe

linesshown in Fig.9which plotsthevaluesofthesequan-

titiesatthe criticalpointasfunction ofL.These expo-

nents are in excellent agreem ent with the Ising values

� = 1, = 7

4
,and � = 1

8
. Fig.8 showsthe collapse of

the raw data onto the scaling function (inset)for�.

Two previousexam inationsofthe f = 1

3
case [12,20]

suggested a continuous transition but did not m easure

criticalexponents. Lee and Lee [16]claim to � nd sepa-

rate,closelyspacedtransitions,forthebreakingofZ2 and

Z3. O ne explanation for their con icting results com es

from the sm allsystem sizes(L � 42)used in theiranal-

ysis.Below thetransition,ifthedom inantstateis(s;i),

in sm allsystem s you often do not see allthree ofthe

(� s;j) states in the system at the sam e tim e. Figure

10 illustratesthis e� ect. The m inim um of(�k+ ;�k� ) is

a m easure ofthe Z3 sym m etry breaking for the (� s;j)

statesand thisgoesto zero asL ! 1 . The � nite value

ofm in(�k+ ;�k� )forsm allL can give the im pression of

separatetransitionsforsm allsystem s(Ifa m easured pa-

ram etercontainsa contribution from m in(�k+ ;�k� )it’s

derivativescan havea double peaked structure from the

derivative ofm in(�k+ ;�k� )). O ne m usttake care in the

choice oforder param eter to ensure that this contribu-

tion is not biasing the results. For exam ple we found

thatthe derivative ofthe Ising orderparam eterused in

[16],M 0= m 1 + m 2 + m 3 � m4 � m5 � m6 hasa double

peaked structure forinterm ediate lattice sizesthatdoes

notcom pletely go away untilL = 96.Thism akesM 0an

unsuitable choice oforderparam eterfor� nite-size scal-

ing.Thisisalso the probable cause ofthe presence ofa

shoulderin thespeci� cheatatinterm ediatesystem sizes

[16]. For largerL,we see this shoulder m erge with the

m ain peak and forL = 84 and 96 itisno longerclearly

discernible(see Fig.11).

Thehelicity m odulusY isthequantity m ostcloselyre-

lated to experim entalm easurem ents[13].Forf 6= 0,the

scaling oftheI-V curvesfound in experim entsisconsis-

tentwith dom ain wallactivation processes[3].The the-

ory ofNelson and K osterlitz forthe f = 0 case predicts

thatY should com edown in a characteristicsquare-root

cusp and then jum p with a universalvalue,2kB TK T =�.

However,we� nd an exceptionallygood � t(Fig12)ofour

data to Y � Y0 = L� �=� M ((T � Tc)L
1=�)with � = 1,�

= 1

8
,and Y0 = 0,which isthescalingform ofM .Clearly,

Y isa� ected strongly by  uctuationsin M and attem pt-

ing to � tscaling relationsforthef = 0 case[16]without

taking thisinto accountseem squestionable.W eseetwo

possible interpretations ofour result. The � rst is that

Y only receives contributions from the ordered part of

the lattice. So com parisonswith the f = 0 case should

exam ine Ym = Y=M . Ym � 0:58 at the transition im -

plying a largerthan universaljum p. Alternatively,one

can say thatalthough Y isbroughtdown by  uctuations

in M ,it should stilljum p when itcrossesthe universal

value,2kB T=�. Extrapolating the observed behaviorof

Y gives YL ! 1 = ajT � Tcj
�. This crosses the value of

the universaljum p at TK T � Tc � 10� 6. Although we

do notseeevidencefora jum p,a di� erencein transition

tem peratures of10� 6 would not lead to any observable

e� ectsforthe system sizesstudied here.

V I.f = 2=5

W hileforf = 1

3
,herringbonewallsaretheonly stable

walls,this is not true for f = 2

5
. For f = 2

5
it is ener-

getically favorablefortwo herringbonewallsto bind and

form a shift-by-one orshift-by-threewall.Binding does,

however,havean entropic cost.To see ifthese wallsare

bound weconsiderthefollowingm odelfortwoSO S walls:

H df� ;zg=
X

k

f(2b� + uk�zk ;0)+ b�jzk � zk� 1j

+ (2b� + u? �zk ;0)� k + Vr(f� ;zg)g: (14)

zk is the separation of the walls (zk � 0), �k is the

num berofverticalstepsthe two wallstake in the sam e

direction in the k’th colum n (� 1 < �k < 1 ). uk and

u? arethebinding energiesparalleland perpendicularto

the wall. Atthisstage we take Vr = 0. The solution to

such am odelisdiscussed in Appendix B.A ground state

eigenvector �(z)= e� �z,where 1=� isthe localization

length,or typicaldistance separating the lines,charac-

terizes the bound state ofthe two lines. � = 0 de� nes

the unbinding transition at Tb. For the cases ofinter-

est,one � ndsTb = 0:398J forthe shift-by-one wallsand

Tb = 0:442J fortheshift-by-threewalls.In addition,the

free energy for these walls crosses zero before they un-

bind. Hence,at the transition,de� ned by the point at

which the wallsenterthesystem ,weexpecta branching

dom ain wallstructuresim ilarto theq� 5 Pott’sm odels

where a � rstorderphase transition occurs. Technically,

thisisa m ean � eld argum entfortheinterfacesbut,since

the interfacesare extended objectsitshould give a rea-

sonable picture ofthe orderofTb forthe interfacesand

Tc.

In their M onte Carlo sim ulations,Liand Teitel[21]

observed hysteresisoftheinternalenergy when thetem -

perature wascycled around the transition and used this

as an argum ent for a � rst order transition at f = 2

5
.

The m ost direct indication ofa � rst order transition is

thepresenceofa freeenergy barrierbetween theordered

and disordered states which divergesasthe system size

increases [22]. The free energy as a function ofenergy

is obtained using FL (E ) = � lnPL (E ) where PL (E ) is

the probability distribution forthe energy generated by

M onte Carlo sim ulation ofa L � L system . Figure 13

shows the growth in this barrier as the system size in-

creasesfrom L = 20 to 80 giving clearevidence for the

� rstordernature ofthe transition.

Since there is no diverging characteristic length to

which the linear dim ension L could be com pared at a
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� rstordertransition,one � ndsthatitissim ply the vol-

um eLd thatcontrolsthesizee� ects[23].O nethus� nds

Cm ax;� / L
d

for a � rst-order transition. Figure 15 shows the spe-

ci� c heat as a function of L2 for the f = 2=5 clean

system . The linear � t (solid line) clearly shows the ex-

pected � rst-orderscaling behavior.Sim ilarbehaviorcan

beseen in thesusceptibilityasshown in theFigure.From

the positions ofthe peaks as a function ofL we obtain

Tc = 0:2127(2)J.

V II.D ISO R D ER A N D T H E f = 2=5 P H A SE

T R A N SIT IO N

W e now considerthe e� ectsofdisorderon the f = 2

5

phase transition. Taking the couplings in the Ham ilto-

nian (1)asJij = J(1+ �ij),the �ij arechosen random ly

from a G aussian distribution with a standard deviation

�. Due to variationsofthe phase di� erences acrossthe

bonds,a speci� c realization ofrandom bondsm ay favor

a certain sub-latticefortheground state,creating an ef-

fective random � eld. To quantify the e� ect,we placed

the  uxoid con� guration ofthe ground states down on

10000 separate realizationsofthe disorder and allowed

the continuousdegreesoffreedom (the phases)to relax

and m inim ize the energy. W e � nd that the changes in

energy from the � = 0 case � t a G aussian distribution

with m ean � 0:5�2L2 and standard deviation �L. The

di� erence in energy between stateswhich were degener-

ate in the clean system is the m easure ofthe random

� eld.Thisdi� erence centerson zero and hasa standard

deviation of0:75�L fortwo statesrelated by a shiftand

0:57�L fortwo stateswith vortex rowsalongoppositedi-

agonals. The e� ectofrandom � eldson discrete degrees

offreedom in 2D ism arginal[24]. ForD > 2 there isa

criticalrandom nessabovewhich random � eldscausethe

form ation ofdom ains in the ground state ofsize � �rf.

Aizenm an and W ehr have shown that this criticalran-

dom ness is zero in 2D [10]. Yet,their result does not

precludethepossibility that�rf isso largeasto beunob-

servablein a � nitesized sam ple.Indeed,experim entson

superconducting arrayshavefound apparentphasetran-

sitions,including scaling behavior [3]in sam ple sizes of

order 1000� 1000. In our sim ulations with disorder at

� � 0:1,allsystem shad alow tem peraturestatewith the

order param eter approaching unity. W e will,therefore,

ignore the e� ectsofrandom � eldsfor� � 0:1 assum ing

that�rf islargerthan the sam plesize.

Atany coexistence pointofthe clean system ,random

bondsresultin di� erentregionsofthesystem experienc-

ing averagecouplingsslightly aboveorbelow thecritical

coupling.Asa result,atany given tem peraturethe sys-

tem willpredom inantly prefereitherthe ordered ordis-

ordered statewiping outthecoexistenceregion and leav-

ing only a continuous transition [24,9,10]. It has been

conjectured [11]that criticalrandom Potts m odels are

equivalentto Isingm odels.K ardaretal.[25]suggested a

possible m echanism forthise� ect. Theirposition space

renorm alization group approxim ation suggests that the

probability ofloop form ation in the fractalinterface of

theclean system vanishesm arginallyatatransition dom -

inated by random bonds. The interface m ay have som e

� nitewidth dueto a froth ofbubblesofdi� erentphases,

but under renorm alization a linear criticalinterface is

obtained and,hence,an Ising transition appears.

The  uxoid con� gurations from our sim ulations sug-

gestthatforlargeenough disorder,(� > �f)theinterface

isreally linear,notjustin therenorm alized sense.�f can

beestim ated by placing a random potentialVr in Eq.14.

Ignoring the term sinvolving � k,one obtainsthe m odel

forwetting in thepresenceofdisorder,solved by K ardar

[26]in the continuum lim it. He obtained a new length

scaledueto random ness,

1=� = 2T3
=K �

2

whereK istherenorm alized sti� nessrelated to theinter-

facialfreeenergy �(�)by K = �(0)+ d2�(�)=d�2j0 where

� isasm alltiltangleoftheinterface.Foran Ising-likein-

terfaceK � T=asinh[b�=T � lncoth(b�=(2T))][14].The

unbinding transition islowered and isnow de� ned by the

condition � � � = 0. AsTb decreases,iteventually hits

thetransition tem peratureforthe� rstorderphasetran-

sition observed in the clean system . At this point any

branched dom ain wallstructure isunstable.Thisisjust

thelaststep in a processin which thee� ectivelinearin-

terface becom es narrower as disorder increases. In the

vicinity ofthis\� nal" (m ean-� eld)unbinding,the Ising-

type behaviorofthe system should be readily visible at

any length scale.

W e have done a M onte Carlo analysiswith bond dis-

order values of� = 0:05 and 0:1. Since we are dealing

with quenched disorder, we are interested in averaged

quantities;forinstance the freeenergy is

F = � kB T[lnZ]av (15)

where the square brackets indicate an average over dif-

ferent realizations ofdisorder. Since m ost quantities of

interestinvolvederivativesofthefreeenergy,tocalculate

the averagevalue ofa therm odynam ic quantity,we � rst

calculateitforagivenrealizationofthedisorderand then

doacon� gurationalaverageover10to15realizationsfor

� = 0:1 and seven realizations for � = 0:05. Figure 14

showsthe free energy barrierforf = 2

5
asa function of

system sizein thefor� = 0:05,and 0:1.For� = 0:05,the

barrier � rst grows with system size and then levels o� .

At � = 0:1 the free energy barriersare essentially zero,

indicating a continuous transition and that the system

sizesare large enough to apply � nite size scaling. Here,

wefollow the � nite-sizescaling m ethodsused in [11].

Figure 16 shows the peak values of @lnM =@K and

� as a function of L. The slopes of these plots give
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1=� = 1:05(12) and =� = 1:70(12). A sim ilar analy-

sisof@M =@K gives(1� �)=� = 0:94(10)[4]. Asin the

f = 1=3 case,the helicity m odulusappearsto track the

orderparam eterM . W ithin errors,these exponentsare

what one would expect from an Ising m odel. Experi-

m ents at f = 2

5
[3]also found a continuous transition

and m easured the criticalexponents� = 0:9(5)and the

dynam iccriticalexponentz = 2:0(5),consistentwith an

Ising transition.

V III.C O N C LU SIO N S

In conclusion,we� nd thatthenatureand universality

class ofthe phase transitions are quite sensitive to the

proxim ity ofthebinding transition forthelowestenergy

dom ain walls. For f = 1=3 the lowestenergy walls are

neverbound and thetransition isIsing-like.Forf = 2=5

dom ain walls can lower their free energy by binding to

eachother,resultingin a� rstorderphasetransition.Dis-

orderweakensthisbinding and changesthetransition to

becontinuousand Ising-like.Theseresultsareconsistent

with the continuous phase transition and criticalexpo-

nentsobserved experim entally forf = 2=5 [3].

W e thank M .Aizenm an,P.Chandra,J.M .K osterlitz,

X.S.Ling,and D.Huse and forusefuldiscussions.

A P P EN D IX A :C O N ST R A IN ED O P T IM IZA T IO N

FO R V O R T EX LA T T IC ES

M inim a ofthe Ham iltonian (1)satisfy Equations(2).

However,these equationsare written in term softhe �j
variablesand thelocationsofthevorticesdoesnotenter

explicitly.Thisisquiteinconvenientasone� ndsthatthe

zero tem perature energies ofthe system are alm ost en-

tirely dictated by thevortex structure.By thiswem ean

that given the position of allthe vortices, the phases

appearto be uniquely determ ined (up to an overallcon-

stant)by them inim ization conditions.Thiscan bem ade

m oreexplicitby working with thegaugeinvariantphase

di� erences

i;j = �i;j � �i;j� 1 �
2�

�0

Z (i;j)

(i;j� 1)

A � dl;

�i;j = �i� 1;j � �i;j �
2�

�0

Z (i� 1;j)

(i;j)

A � dl; (A1)

where �i;j isthe phase on the site atrow icolum n j of

the lattice. This introduces an extra variable per site

(instead of just �i;j now we have i;j and �i;j) and a

com pensating constraintthat

i;j � i� 1;j + �i;j � �i;j� 1 � 2�(f � ni;j)= 0: (A2)

Thatisto say,the sum ofthe gaugeinvariantphasedif-

ferencesaround any plaquette m ustequalthe m agnetic

 ux through the plaquette 2�f,plus an integer m ulti-

ple ni;j of2�. Ifthe gauge invariant phase di� erences

are restricted to a range of2� such as[� �;�)then ni;j
m easures the vortex occupancy ofthe plaquette and is

typically 0 or� 1 with the sign depending on the sign of

f.

O nethen rewritesEquations(2)in term softhegauge

invariantphasedi� erencesto get

sini;j � sini;j+ 1 + sin�i+ 1;j � sin�i;j = 0: (A3)

Ifdisorderisadded,the random couplingsshould be in-

cluded here.These,in addition to Eq.’s(A2)give2M N

equations(foralatticeofM � N unitcells)forthe2M N

unknown gauge invariantphase di� erences. The vortex

pattern fni;jg is now an input and stays � xed. W hen

periodicboundary conditionsareim posed one� ndsthat

two ofthese equations are notindependent. Two m ore

convenientconditionsto im poseclosureare

MX

j= 1

sin�N ;j � Ic = 0;

NX

i= 1

sini;1 � Ir = 0; (A4)

where Ic isthe netcurrent owing down the colum nsof

the lattice and Ir is the net current  owing along the

rows. In allcases found,the lowest energy state corre-

sponded to Ir;c = 0.

The above equations can now be organized into the

form F(fi;j;�i;jg)= 0 as

F1 =

NX

i= 1

sini;1 � Ir;

F2M (i� 1)+ 2j� 1 = i;j � i� 1;j

+ �i;j � �i;j� 1 � 2�(f � ni;j);

F2M (i� 1)+ 2j = sini;j � sini;j+ 1

+ sin�i+ 1;j � sin�i;j;

F2M N =

MX

j= 1

sin�N ;j � Ic: (A5)

Ifwede� nex to haveelem entsx2M (i� 1)+ 2j� 1 = i;j and

x2M (i� 1)+ 2j = �i;j (i= 1� � � N and j= 1� � � M )then the

solution to (A5) can be found using Newton’s m ethod

which involvesiteratively solving

J � �x = � F (A6)

and updating x,

xnew = xold + �x; (A7)

wherethe Jacobian Ji;j = @Fi=@xj.

Thesetofequations(A6)can bevery large(wesolved

system swith up to 2:3� 105 siteswhich m eansEq.(A6)

representsabouthalfa m illion sim ultaneousequations).
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In addition,weneed to solvethesesystem svery fast,es-

pecially when disorderisadded and averagesovertensof

thousandsofsolutionsareneeded.Thisism adepossible

by the specialform ofthe Jacobian m atrix:

J =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

� � � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �

� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �

� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �
� � � � �

� � �

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

(A8)

where the dotsrepresentthe non-zero elem ents. W e see

that J is very nearly band diagonal. In fact J can be

written as

J = A + U � V
T (A9)

where A isthe band diagonalpartofJ (the sam e three

m atrix diagonalblocksasJ)and U and V areN � 2M

m atrices(asopposed to 2M N � 2M N ). Ishould point

out here that the m ethod described below has a speed

thatisproportionalto N M 2 so thatthe axesofthe lat-

ticeshould alwaysbechosen so thatM � N fore� cient

operation.U and V havethe form

U
T =

2

4

1 �
0 �
1 �
0 �
1 �
0 �

3

5 ;

V
T =

2

4

0 � � �
1 �
0 �
1 �
0 �
1 �

3

5 :

(A10)

The � rsttwo blocksofU and VT havethe nonzero ele-

m entsindicated and and the rem aining blocksofU are

from the� rstblockcolum n ofJ and therem ainingblocks

ofV arefrom the � rstblock row ofJ.

The solution ofa band diagonalsystem A � x = b is

considerably sim plerthan solvingagenerallinearsystem

of2M N equations.Notonly that,buttheLU factoriza-

tion ofA hasthesam estoragerequirem entsasA which

can bestored in apacked storageschem eholdingonlythe

centralnonzero band.In orderto solveourslightly m ore

generalproblem we m ake use ofthe W oodbury form ula

[27]:

J
� 1 = (A + U � V

T )� 1

= A
� 1

�
�
A

� 1 � U � (1 + V
T � A

� 1 � U )� 1 � V
T � A

� 1
�
:

(A11)

Since storage ofA � 1 is not practical(the inverse does

notpreservethe band structureofthe m atrix),wem ust

m ake use of(A11)in the following way,asdescribed in

[27]:To solvethe linearequation

(A + U � V
T )� �x = � F (A12)

� rstsolvethe 2M + 1 auxiliary problem s

A � Z = U ; (A13)

and

A � y = � F: (A14)

This can be done by LU factorizing A once and then

using the factorization to solve allthe system s sim ulta-

neously.Routinesfrom LAPACK [28]can m akethisvery

fastand e� cient.Next,dothe2M � 2M m atrixinversion

H � (1 + V
T � Z)� 1: (A15)

In term softhese quantities,the solution isgiven by

�x = y � Z �
�
H � (VT � y)

�
: (A16)

In orderto startNewton’sm ethod,one needsa good

initialguess. Thisis provided by patching togetherthe

staircase state solutions described in section II. In ad-

dition,care m ustbe taken to ensure that the gauge in-

variant phase di� erences do not wander out of[� �;�).

There are a num ber ofoptions one can use ifa phase

di� erence wanders out ofrange. O ne is to just pin the

solution at � �. This is not a great solution as this is

not really a m inim a ofthe unconstrained Ham iltonian.

Anothersolution isto justadd orsubtract2� and con-

tinueiterating Newton’sm ethod.Thiscan causea jum p

in the errors on one ofthe equations which m ay result

in a large change in x at the next step which m ay or

m ay notbebene� cial.Anothersolution isto replacethe

phase di� erence with the value on the other branch of

the arcsin function on [� �;�). This causes no change

in the error on the current conservation equations and

producesa sm allerchangein thecorrespondingEq.(A2).

M any oftheseproblem scan often beavoided by taking a

step in theNewton direction butwith sm allerlength,es-

pecially in theinitialstages,using a dynam icstep length

algorithm sim ilarto thosedescribed in [27].

A P P EN D IX B :SO LID O N SO LID M O D ELS

A good review ofinterfacem odelsisgiven in [14].Here

webrie y discussthecasesrelevanttooursituation.The

SO S m odelofan interfaceignoresoverhangsand bubbles
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and con� gurationscan be described in term sofinteger-

valued heightvariableswhose valuesare m easured from

the T = 0 position ofthe interface (see Figure 17).The

energycostfordividingan L� L latticeintotwodom ains

separated by a solid-on-solid (SO S)wallstretching from

oneside ofthe system to the otheris

H singlefzg= b�L + b�
X

k

jzk � zk� 1j: (B1)

The height variables zk take on integer values (b is the

shortest length segm ent). The partition function,Z =P

fzk g
exp(� H =T)can be easily evaluated by change of

variables,� i = zi� zi� 1 so that

Z =

LY

k= 1

e
� �b�

rX

� k = � r

e
� �b�� k ;

where [� r;r]is the allowed values of�k. In the unre-

stricted case r = 1 ,the interfacialfree energy per col-

um n isF = T ln[e�b� tanh(b�=(2T))]:The zero crossing

ofF givesan estim ateofthecriticaltem perature.In the

caseofthetwo-dim ensionalIsingm odelthiszerocrossing

gives the exact criticaltem perature. This is som ewhat

fortuitous,butneverthelessuseful.

In the continuum lim it,the problem oftwo interfaces

can usually be broken down into a center ofm ass part

and an independentpartinvolving the separation ofthe

two interfaces. W e would prefer,however,to work with

a discretem odelwith param etersinputfrom the energy

calculations ofthe appropriate bent dom ain walls. W e

were unable to � nd the solution to such a m odelin the

literature,so wepresentonehere.Q uestionsthatweare

interested in are whether or not the two interfaces are

bound and whether or not unbinding occurs before or

after the free energy ofthe wallsbecom es negative. To

answerthese questions we considerthe following m odel

fortwo SO S wallsshown in Figure18:

H doublef� ;zg=
X

k

f(2b� + uk�zk ;0)+ b�jzk � zk� 1j

+ (2b� + u? �zk ;0)� kg: (B2)

wherezk isthe separation ofthe walls(zk � 0),and �k
isthe num berofverticalstepsthe two wallstake in the

sam e direction in the k’th colum n (� 1 < �k < 1 ).uk
and u? are the binding energiesparalleland perpendic-

ularto the wall.

The partition function is

Z =
X

fzk g

LY

k= 1

e
� �b�jzk � zk�1 je

� �(2b�+ uk�zk ;0)

� f(1+ jzk � zk� 1j)+
X

� k 6= 0

e
� �(2b�+ u? �zk ;0)j� k jg

(B3)

The(1+ jzk � zk� 1j)com esfrom thefactthatfor� k = 0

there are jzk � zk� 1j+ 1 ways to divide the change

jzk � zk� 1jbetween the two lines. Sum m ing over � k

leaves the partition function in the form of a transfer

m atrix:

Z =
X

fzk g

LY

k= 1

e
� �b�jzk � zk�1 jf�zk;0(jzk � zk� 1j

+ coth[�(b� + u? =2)])e
� �(2b�+ uk)

+ (1� �zk ;0)(jzk � zk� 1j+ coth�b�)e� 2b�g

=
X

fzk g

LY

k= 1

Tzk ;zk�1 (B4)

Unfortunately,we were unable to solve the generalcase

analytically.However,restrictingzk� zk� 1 to0or� 1,we

can derivetheeigenvaluesand eigenvectorsofthem atrix

T̂ explicitly. A ground state eigenvector �(z)= e� �z,

where 1=� isthe localization length,ortypicaldistance

separating thelines,characterizesthebound stateofthe

two lines.  �(z)isfound by � rst� nding the eigenvalue

�� (from the de� ning equation (̂T  �)z = �� �(z)) for

z > 0. � isthen obtained from the eigenvalue equation

forz = 0.Thisgivese� asthe solution to the quadratic

equation,

(1+ coth�b�)e2�

+ e�b�
h

coth�b� � e
� �uk(1+ 2e� �(2b�+ u? ))

i

e
�

+

h

1+ coth�b� � 2e� �uk(1+ e
� �(2b�+ u? ))

i

= 0: (B5)

� = 0 de� nesthe unbinding transition atTb. The m ore

generalcase,jzk� zk� 1j< N with N alargenum ber(typ-

ically about1000),can be easily solved num erically and

is not that di� erent from the restricted case discussed

above. The values quoted in the text are from such a

num ericalcalculation.

A P P EN D IX C :M O N T E C A R LO SIM U LA T IO N

O F C O N T IN U O U S SP IN SY ST EM S

A reasonable introduction to M onte Carlo techniques

is given in [29]. However,som e ofthe im plem entation

techniques suggested in this book are out ofdate and

should be taken with a lum p ofsalt. M ost sim ulations

offrustrated spin system sdescribed in theliteratureap-

pearto haveused a ratherpoorupdating schem eleading

to very long autocorrelation tim es. W e use a heatbath

schem e described below which seem s to be a couple of

order ofm agnitude faster than these standard schem es

nearthecriticalpoint.Thisisnotto say thatotherheat

bath schem es have not been used,it is just that such

works alm ost never describe any details ofhow this is

done,a problem we shalltry to rectify here. To m ake

e� cientuseofthedata generated in a M onteCarlo sim -

ulation oneshould m akeuseofthehistogram techniques

ofReferences[15,22].

10



1. Sam pling

Form ally,the task ofstatisticalm echanics is to com -

pute from the m odelHam iltonian H the desired average

properties,

hA(f�ijg)i=
1

Z

Z

df�ijgA(f�ijg)exp[� H (f�ijg)=T];

(C1)

where states are weighted with the norm alized Boltz-

m ann distribution

p(f�ijg)=
1

Z
exp[� H (f�ijg)=T]: (C2)

W hile this gives a form ally exact description of the

probability distribution,we are not really interested in

such detailed inform ation,norisitpossible to carry out

the integrations in the high-dim ensionalspace required

in thetherm odynam iclim it.Thedim ension ofthespace

can be reduced som ewhat by m aking use of� nite size

scaling to extrapolate from sm allsystem s (L < 100)to

the therm odynam ic lim it. Even for these sm aller L,it

is stillnot possible to num erically integrate the system

based on any sortofdiscretization schem e.O ne instead

usesM onte Carlo integration which issim ply to pick N

setsoff�ijg random ly distributed according to (C2)and

then

hA(f�ijg)i�
1

N

NX

l= 1

A(f�ijgl): (C3)

Ifthef�ijgl areindependentand A(f�ijg)isdistributed

in aG aussian distribution with variance�2 then theerror

in hAicalculated in thism anneris�=N 1=2.

In practice,theknowledgeofhow to pick independent

random num bers distributed according to (C2) is quite

close to knowing how to solve the problem exactly. In

general, we m ust give up on the idea of independent

random num bers and instead construct a M arkov pro-

cesswhereeach statef�ijgl+ 1 isconstructed from a pre-

vious state f�ijgl via a suitable transition probability

W (f�ijgl � ! f�ijgl+ 1). A su� cient condition for the

distribution function P (f�ijg)ofstatesgenerated tocon-

verge to (C2)in the lim itN ! 1 ,isforthe transition

probability to satisfy detailed balance:

W (f�ijgl� ! f�ijgl0)

W (f�ijgl0 � ! f�ijgl)
= exp

�

�
�H

T

�

; (C4)

where �H = H (f�ijgl0)� H (f�ijgl). Note thatequation

(C4) m ust be satis� ed for allpossible m oves l! l0 in

orderto be ergodic.

This stillleaves m any choices for the m ove. Ideally,

one would like to change m any degree’s offreedom si-

m ultaneously,unfortunately in the absence ofany clus-

terroutinesforfrustrated system s,oneisleftwith single

site updating m oves. (Alternatively one can sim ulate a

Langevin equation to change alldegree’s offreedom si-

m ultaneously,but by a sm allam ount. Even Langevin

dynam ics are not unique,and the dynam ics which are

supposed to be appropriate for superconducting arrays

[12]wasfound to havelongerautocorrelation tim esthan

theM onteCarlom ethod weended up using.) O nepartic-

ularly poor,butpopular,m ethod ofupdating continuous

degreesoffreedom involvespicking a new �ij com pletely

atrandom ,orin an intervalaboutit’spreviousvalue,and

then accepting or rejecting the m ove based on whether

another random num ber is above or below exp
�
� �H

T

�
.

Thiscan give extrem ely long autocorrelation tim es,and

leadsto a high num berofrejected m ovesin thelow tem -

perature state.O ne would have to apply thissam e step

num erous tim es to the sam e spin just to equilibrate it

with it’snearestneighbors.

An idealsingle site updating step would pick �ij ac-

cording to the conditionalBoltzm ann probability p(�ij)

for �ij given the knowledge of the neighboring spins

f�i;j� 1;�i� 1;jg.Forourfrustrated X Y m odelthisis

p(�ij)=
1

C
exp

h

(cos(�i;j+ 1 � �ij + A
i;j+ 1

ij )

+ cos(�i;j� 1 � �ij + A
i;j� 1

ij )

+ cos(�ij � �i+ 1;j + A
ij

i+ 1;j)

+ cos(�ij � �i� 1;j + A
ij

i� 1;j))=T

i

=
1

I0
�
h

T

�exp

�
h

T
cos(�ij � �)

�

; (C5)

where

h =
p
x2 + y2;

� = arctan(x=y);

x = sin(�i;j+ 1 + A
i;j+ 1

ij
)+ sin(�i;j� 1 + A

i;j� 1

ij
)

+ sin(�i+ 1;j � A
ij

i+ 1;j
)+ sin(�i� 1;j � A

ij

i� 1;j
);

y = cos(�i;j+ 1 + A
i;j+ 1

ij
)+ cos(�i;j� 1 + A

i;j� 1

ij
)

+ cos(�i+ 1;j � A
ij

i+ 1;j
)+ cos(�i� 1;j � A

ij

i� 1;j
); (C6)

and I0(x)isthe zeroth orderm odi� ed Besselfunction.

An excellentreference forthe nextstep can be found

in [30].In orderto generatea distribution of� with p(�)

given by (C5),one � rst generates a uniform deviate x

(independentuniform ly distributed random num berbe-

tween 0 and 1)and m akesuseofthe fundam entaltrans-

form ation law ofprobabilities,which sim ply tellsus

jp(�)d�j= jdxj: (C7)

So weneed to solve

dx

d�
= p(�): (C8)

Thesolution ofthisisx = F (�),whereF (�)istheindef-

inite integralofp(�). The desired transform ation which
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takes a uniform deviate into one distributed as p(�) is

therefore

�(x)= F
� 1(x) (C9)

where F � 1 isthe inverse function to F . Thisprocessis

illustrated in Figure19.

Unfortunately,F (and F � 1)can only becom puted nu-

m erically. In order to im plem ent the m ethod we used

look-up tablesand interpolation. O n system swhere in-

tegeroperationsare m uch fasterthan  oating pointop-

erations,things can be speeded up considerably by dis-

cretizing the�ij (forinstanceonecan taketheintegers0

to 524288 to correspond to 0 to 2�)and then storing all

possiblevaluesofthesinusoidalfunctionsthatcan occur

(all524288 values).Thisrequiressom e storagecapacity

(about64 M byte forourim plem ention)butthisshould

notbe onerousforany m achinethatonewould consider

doing such sim ulations on. O ne should note that som e

m achinescan com pute trigonom etricfunctionsin only a

few clock cycles and therefore it m ay be faster than a

look-up callto m em ory. The resulting code took about

twiceaslong perM onteCarlo step (M CS)to run asthe

sim ple\pickatrandom and then reject"m ethod,butthis

lossism orethan com pensated forby theordersofm ag-

nitude im provem ent in correlation tim es. There is still

considerable freedom in the order in which subsequent

lattice sitesare selected. Naively,one would think that,

as long as allsites are visited on som e pseudo regular

basis,thatthe orderisunim portant. W hile this istrue

in thesensethattheorderisunim portantforeventually

reaching equilibrium ,the ordercan have a huge im pact

on how fastyou getthere. The slowest(in the sense of

long correlation tim es) m ethod is to select sites at ran-

dom . O ne can signi� cantly reduce (by a factorofup to

aboutL depending on tem perature)correlation tim esby

going through thelatticein typewriterfashion ora m ix-

ture ofrandom and typewriter ordering. However,one

m ust go through in di� erent directions (alternate left-

right-up-down with up-down-left-rightetc.) in orderfor

the correlation tim esto be isotropic (i.e. have the sam e

correlation tim e for say Y m easured in both the x and

y direction). To ensure the accuracy ofthe im plem en-

tation,the code wastested againstpublished resultsfor

the f = 0 and f = 1=2 cases.

2. Error A nalysis

Suppose we m ake N successive observations A �;� =

1;� � � ;N ,ofa quantity A in our sim ulation. Ifthe dis-

tribution ofthe uctuationsin A isG aussian (thisisnot

trueforalltheparam etersm easured),then theexpecta-

tion value ofthe squareofthe statisticalerror,which in

thiscaseisthe variance,is

h(�A)2i=

* "

1

N

NX

�= 1

(A � � hAi)

#2+

=
1

N 2

NX

�= 1

h(A � � hAi)2i

+
2

N 2

NX

�1= 1

NX

�2= �1+ 1

(hA �1
A �2

i� hAi2)

=
1

N
(hA 2i� hAi2)

�

"

1+ 2

NX

�= 1

�

1�
�

N

�
hA 0A �i� hAi2

hA 2i� hAi2

#

:

(C10)

Theautocorrelation function forA isde� ned as

�A (t�)=
hA 0A �i� hAi2

hA 2i� hAi2
: (C11)

where we associate the tim e t� with step �. Note that

�A (0) = 1 and �A (t) decays to zero as t ! 1 . The

autocorrelation tim e �A isde� ned as

�A =

1X

�= 1

�A (t�): (C12)

Foran exponentialrelaxation,�A isthe relaxation tim e,

so that for tim es t� � �A , �A (t�) is very sm all. If

N � �A we can, therefore neglect the term involving

�=N in Eq.(C10)and oneobtains

h(�A)2i=
1

N
(hA 2i� hAi2)(1+ 2�A ): (C13)

Thus,ourN correlated m easurem entsare equivalentto

N =(1+ 2�A )independentm easurem ents,som ething that

m ustbe taken into accountwhen calculating errors.

Theconceptofself-averaging (orlack of)isextrem ely

im portant in correctly estim ating errors from M onte

Carlo sim ulationswith disorder.Suppose we m easureA

and calculate it’s statisticalerror using
p
h(�A)2i from

Eq.(C13). If
p
h(�A)2i reduces to zero ifL ! 1 (and

N =(1+ 2�A )� xed)we say A exhibits self-averaging. If,

on the otherhand,
p
h(�A)2ireachesan L-independent

nonzero lim it,wesay A exhibitsa lack ofself-averaging.

Random system sexhibita lack ofselfaveragingnearthe

criticalpoint[31].In fact,thedistribution ofm ostquan-

tities(overrealizationsofdisorder)isnoteven G aussian,

m aking theuseof
p
h(�A)2iasa m easureofthestatisti-

calerrorsom ewhatquestionable.

In calculating errors we m ake use of, am ong other

things,the bootstrap resam pling technique described in

[32]and m orecom pactly in [27].From thesetofdata D 0

produced by ourM onte Carlo sim ulation we calculate a

setx0 ofparam eterssuch as the energy,order param e-

ter,etc.Dueto therandom sam pling,D 0 isnota unique

realization ofthe true param etersxtrue. W ith di� erent

initialconditionsorotherslightvariationswecould have
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m easured any ofan in� nite num berofotherrealizations

D 1,D 2,� � � .Although thesetx0 isnotthetrueonextrue,

weassum ethattheshapeoftheprobability distribution

xi� x0,isthesam e,orverynearlythesam e,astheshape

ofthe probability distribution xi� xtrue.Thisisnotan

assum ption thatx0 and xtrue arethesam e,itisjustas-

sum ing that the way in which random errors enter the

sim ulation does notvary rapidly asa function ofxtrue,

so thatx0 can serveasa reasonablesurrogate.

Supposewehavein som eway obtained a setofequiv-

alentrealizationsofourdata.Foreach realization D j we

calculate the param etersxj in the sam e way as we ob-

tained x0 from D 0.Each sim ulated m easured param eter

set yields a point xj � x0. Ifwe sim ulate enough data

setswecan m ap outthe desired probability distribution

forthe param eterspace. As m entioned above,this dis-

tribution ofparam etersisnotnecessarily G aussian so we

requiresom em eansofde� ningwhatwem ean by thesta-

tisticalerror.W etakethestatisticalerrorto bewidth of

the con� denceregion thatcontains68% ofthe data (i.e.

the con� dence region is de� ned by the intervalx0 � �

where,given the set ofrealizations ofthe param eter x,

68% ofthe xj lie between x0 � � and x0 + �). In this

way,ifourdistribution isG aussian,ourde� nition ofthe

erroris just the standard deviation,as one would want

forcom patibility with the standard case.

It only rem ains to explain how we obtain \a set of

equivalent realizations of our data". The bootstrap

m ethod [32]used the actualdata set D 0,with it’s n =

N =(1+ 2�A )\independent" data points,to generateany

num ber ofsynthetic data sets D S
j ,with n data points.

Theprocedureissim ply to draw n data pointsata tim e

with replacem entfrom the set D 0. For the bond disor-

dered system sthisincludesbootstrap resam pling ofthe

setofrealizationsofbond disorder,aswellasbootstrap

resam pling ofthe data from an individualrealization of

disorder.Thebasicidea behind thebootstrap isthatthe

actualdata set,viewed as a probability distribution,is

thebestavailableestim atoroftheunderlyingprobability

distribution.
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FIG .1. (a)Fluxoid pattern forground statesoff = 1

3
and

f = 2

5
(Unitcellsarem arked bysolid lines).D om ain wallux-

oid pattern forf = 1

3
:(b)shift-by-one wall,(c)shift-by-two

wall,(d) herringbone wall,and (e) herringbone wallwith a

shift-by-two (a vortex isshown asa dark square).
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FIG .2. Partition ofthe square lattice into staircases with

the currentowing up ordown the staircases.
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FIG .3. Illustration ofseveralpossible bendsand kinksin

the di�erent types of dom ain walls. (a) A 90 degree bend

in a f = 1=3 shift wallshowing change from shift-by-one to

shift-by-twowall.(b)f = 1=3shift-by-onewallbranchinginto

two herringbone walls. (c) K ink in a f = 1=3 shift-by-three

wallaccom plished by m oving the vortex m arked in plaid.
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FIG .4. Energy ofa square dom ain ofsize L � L in a sys-

tem with periodic boundary conditions ofsize 120� 120 for

f = 2=5. The line is the �t � 0:0268(25) + 0:344797(68)L

+ 0:301(1)lnL � 1:28(3)(L=120)
4
. The insetshowsthe resid-

ualsforalinear�t(stars)and the�tincludingthequadrapole

corrections(diam onds).
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FIG .5. Energy of a square dom ain of size 15 � 15 in a

system with periodic boundary conditions ofsize x � x for

f = 2=5.The line isthe �t5:961081(7) � 1:086(1)(15=x)
4
.
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FIG . 6. 1

2
X (x;x

0
)
T
J
�1
X (x;x

0
), the lattice \G reen’s"

function,forf = 1=3 along a slicein thex-direction in a �nite

sizesystem with periodicboundaryconditionsalongthedirec-

tion oftheslice.Thelineindicatesa �tto A(lnx+ ln(L � x)).
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FIG .7. f = 1=3 Binder’s cum ulant U vs T for L = 36 to

L = 84 (sm allerL shown asdotted lines).
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FIG .8. f = 1=3 � vs T for L = 36 to L = 84 and scal-

ing collapse of this data (inset) where x = (T � Tc)L
1=�

,

y = �L
� =�

,� = 1,and  = 7

4
.
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FIG .9. Finite size scaling plotsforf = 1

3
.(a)logarithm ic

derivative ofM atTc vsL,(b)speci�c heatm axim um (hol-

low) and at Tc (solid) vs L,(c) � at Tc vsL,and (d) M at

Tc vsL.
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FIG .10. left:m in(�k+ ;�k� ) versus kB T=J. Note that

data from larger L are sm aller: m in(�k+ ;�k� ) vanishes as

L ! 1 as indicated by the �nite-size scaling plot (right)

which shows a reasonable collapse for m in(�k+ ;�k� )� L
a=�

with a=� = � 0:20� 0:02.

FIG .11. (a) Speci�c heat for L = 24 to L = 96. The

dashed line indicates Tc. Note that the shoulder which ap-

pears for interm ediate lattice sizes goes away for the two

largest L. This m akes the scaling ofC not as good as for

theothervariables.(b)Scaling collapse ofdata shown in (a).

(c) Power law scaling found by Lee and Lee for sm aller sys-

tem sizes,applied to the data shown in (a).The logarithm ic

scaling shown in (b) gives a better collapse ofthe data. In

particularthe lowercurve in (c),corresponding to the scaled

L = 96 data isseparating from the pack.
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FIG .12. Scaling collapse ofY where x = (T � Tc)L
1=�

,

y = Y L
� =�,� = 1,and � = 1

8
. Inset: raw data (solid and

dotted), 2

�
T (dashed),and ajT � Tcj

�
(dot-dashed).

FIG .13. Free energy asfunction ofthenegative ofthe en-

ergy persiteforf = 2=5 (� = 0).A constanthasbeen added

to the curvesin orderto separate them .
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FIG .14. Free energy barriervssystem size forf = 2

5
and

� = 0 (squares),0:05 (circles) and 0:10 (triangles). � is the

bond disorderstrength.
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FIG .15. (a)Speci�c heatversesL
2
and (b)susceptibility

versusL2.Errorsare com parable to the sym bolsizes.
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FIG .16. Finite size scaling plots for f = 2

5
;� = 0:1: (a)

logarithm ic derivativeofM vsL,(b)C=kB vsL,(c)� vsL,

and (d)@M =@K and @Y=@K vsL
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FIG .17. Solid on solid interface. O verhangs and bubbles

areignored in theSO S m odeland interfacecon�gurationscan

be described in term sofinteger-valued heightvariablesm ea-

sured from the straight,T = 0 con�guration ofthe interface.
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...

k k’

FIG .18. Two solid on solid interfaces.Theinterfaceshave

a negative binding energy causing them to wantto stick but

they cannotcross.This\no crossing" condition resultsin an

entropic repulsion which pushes the interfaces apart at high

enough tem perature.zk isthe separation ofthe interfacesat

the k’th step and � k is the num ber ofsteps the interfaces

take in the sam e direction atthe k’th step.
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FIG .19. Transform ation m ethod forconverting a uniform

deviate x into a random deviate � distributed according to

the function p(�).

dom ain walltype energy per unitlength

f = 1=3 f = 2=5

herringbone-0 0:05673742 J 0:08611726 J

herringbone-1 0:19503538 J -

shift-by-1 0:11419998 J 0:15889929 J

shift-by-2 0:16666667 J 0:16612232 J

shift-by-3 - 0:14764859 J

TABLE I. D om ain wall energies for stable dom ain wall

structures(i.e. walls which produce a vortex pattern consis-

tentwith �H =��j = 0 forevery �j). The n in herringbone-n

denotesthe associated shiftwhere n = 0 isthestandard her-

ringbone.
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