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E ective theories for random critical points are usually non-unitary, and thusm ay contain rel-
evant operators w ith negative scaling dim ensions. To study the consequences of the existence of
negative din ensional operators, we consider the random bond X Y m odel. It has been argued that
the X Y m odelon a square lattice, when weakly perturbed by random phases, has a quasi-long-range
ordered phase (the random spin wave phase) at su ciently low tem peratures. W e show that In-

nitely m any relevant perturbations to the proposed critical action for the random spin wave phase
were om itted in all previous treatm ents. T he physical origin of these perturbations is intin ately
related to the existence of broadly distribbuted correlation functions. W e nd that those relevant
perturbations do enter the Renom alization G roup equations, and a ect critical behavior. This
raises the possbility that the random X Y m odel has no quasilong-range ordered phase and no

K osterlitz-T houless (K T ) phase transition.

PACS numbers: 0520y, 05.70.Jk, 7550Lk
I.INTRODUCTION

T he theory ofthe R enom alization G roup RG ) and, In
particular, the concept of relevant and irrelevant opera—
torsprovides a generaland deep understanding of critical
points in clean system s. T he physicalpicture at the heart
of the RG theory is of su cient generality to have been
applied to the study of critical points in disordered sys—
tem s such as random m agnetic system s or the problem
of A nderson localization i}'{:j].

However, e ective theories for critical points induced
by disorder (in short, random criticalpoints) are usually
non-uniary, ie. they contain operators whose scaling
din ensions need not be bounded from below . Thus, it is
possble for a random critical point to be endowed w ith
operators whose scaling din ensions are negative. This
possbility is closely related to the fact that observables
can be very broadly distributed in a critical phenom ena
Induced by disorder.

A paradigm ofthis situation is the problem ofa \rel-
ativistic" particle m oving in two spatial din ensions In
the background of a static but random vector potential,
in short the random D irac-frm fon problem K{{10]. This
system was found to have a line of critical points such
that each critical point contains operators w ith negative
scaling din ensions that carry trivial quantum num bers
associated to the symm etrdes in the problem Ej,l_é] In
other words, those operators are relevant and m ay ap—
pear In the e ective theory. Now the question is, do the
random D iracferm ion critical points really exist or are
they destroyed by the relevant operators? To answerthis
question, the follow ng issue needs to be addressed. D o
these unusual relevant operatorsa ect the critical points
In the conventionalway, can we use the standard RG ar-
gum ents to study the stability of random critical points?

O ne concem isthat negative din ensionaloperatorsm ight
have som e special properties that would prevent the use
of standard RG argum ents. For exam ple, whereas the
dentity operator has zero scaling din ension, it does not
destabilize a critical point since it cannot a ect the scal-
Ing ofany correlation functions. T he question we want to
address in this paper is w hat happens to a critical point
and the corresponding correlation fiinctions when rele-
vant operators w ith negative scaling dim ensions appear
In the e ective theory.

A second unusual property of the random -D irac-
ferm jon critical point relative to a generic critical point
descrbing a clean system is that an in nite number of
relevant operators appear sin ultaneously in the e ective
theory. TheRG ow in the vicihity ofthe random -D irac-
ferm ion critical point m ust then invole In niely m any
coupled equations In which case the issue of its stability
becom esm uch m ore Intricate.

Since there is no general principle ruling out the ex-
istence of an in nite num ber of relevant operators w ith
negative scaling din ensions at a random critical point,
i is in perative to reexam ine the stability of random
critical points with this possibility In m lnd. Usually,
In the literature on random critical points, only the ef-
fects of a nite number of perturbing operators are in—
vestigated. T he properties of the random -D irac-ferm ion
critical points suggest, however, that it is very in por-
tant to study the scaling properties of \com plex" op—
erators. At a random -D iracfermm ion critical point, the
scaling din ensions of those com plex operators are of the
om h= hyn grf,wheren isan integerthat character—
izes the com plexity of the operator and g characterizes
the strength of the random ness. T he tradem ark of these
com plex operators is that, w hereas they becom e m ore ir-
relevant them ore com plex they are (the largern is) in the
absence of disorder, this behavior is reversed w ith disor—
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der. In fact, since n is unbounded from above, it is seen
that the random -D iracferm ion critical points (g > 0)
alvays have an In nite number of negative din ensional
operators. For weak random ness, only com plex opera—
tors w ith very large n can have negative din ensions. In
early studies of random -D irac—ferm ion criticalpoints, the
e ects of such com plex operators (strongly irrelevant in
the absence of disorder but relevant in the presence of
disorder) were not accounted for.

In this paper we want to gain m ore Insights into ran—
dom critical points characterized by an in nite num ber
of operators w ith negative scaling din ensions, elicidate
the physicalorigin ofsuch operators, and study how these
operatorsm anifest them selves In the standard RG treat—
m ent of the stability of a random critical point. To this
end, we w ill reexam ine the problem of the random lond
two-din ensionalX ¥ m odel

X
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Here, the angles 0 ;1 < 2 arede ned on the sites i of
a square lattice. T he positive exchange couplings Jij or
$pin sti ness and the real phases A j5 are de ned on all
directed nearest-neighbor pairs of sites hiji and are in-
dependently distributed on the links hiji w ith variances
(m ean values) g; (J) and ga (0), respectively.
Rubinstein et al. have studied the random bond X Y

m odelat the G aussian levelw ith random ness in the phase
only gy = 0,ga > 0) [l]: T he G aussian approxin ation
consists in replacing Eq. C_l_.i') by the continuum lin it

He = #x R ¢+ ) AT; 1 2a)

where ’ is vortex free whereas carries vortices. The
probability distrdbution for the static random vector po—
tential A is also taken to be G aussian,
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where we adopt the sum m ation convention over repeated
Indices from now on. Rubinstein et al. argue that the
random bond X Y model belongs to the sam e univer—
sality class as the G aussian m odel and they infer from
the G aussian m odel that, for any given but su ciently
an all disorder strength g , there exists a line of critical
points ending at a KT -lke transition. In other words,
for xed g the KT phase diagram of the pure system
trz lis preserved abeit w ith scaling exponents depending
on ga [1]1] At the heart of their argum ent is an esti-
m ate for the disorder average of a two-point correlation
function for an operator associated w ith vortices. The
relevance/ irrelevance of this vortex operator controls the
K T -like transition.

The m anifold of random critical points found by Ru-
binstein et al. isquite special. F irst, these are non-trivial
random critical points since scaling exponents depend
both on tem perature and disorder strength. T his prop—
erty should be contrasted with that of a critical point
for which the e ect of disorder is fully accounted for
by irrelevant random perturbations as happens in the
tw o-din ensional Ising m odel w th weak bond random —
ness [_l-é] Second, each random critical point is exactly
soluble, all Iocal operators can be listed and their scaling
din ensions can be calculated. Third, there isan in nity
of operators associated to vortices that carry negative
scaling din ensions. W e want to use the G aussian ap-
proxin ation to the random bond X ¥ m odelas a testing
ground to gain som e insights about special properties of
random critical points associated to a spectrum ofnega—
tive scaling dim ensions w thout lower bound.

W e close this introduction by pointing out that, be-
sides the relevance of the two-din ensional random X Y
m odel to m agnetic system s wih random D zyaloshinkii-
M orilya interactions tL].], crystal system s on disordered
substrates Q4], arrays of Josephson jll’lCt:lOl’lS w ith posi-
tional disorder I_f§], and vortex glasses Q@], the random
X Y modelisalso closely related to spectralproperties of
two-din ensional D irac Ham iltonians with random wvec—
tor potential and random m ass. In tum, random D irac
ferm jons in two dim ensions can be connected [_i]'] to sta-
tistical problem s such as the random ux-line m odel in
the m ixed phase of superconductors tlé and driven ran—
dom di usion m odel ﬂl9] W e hope that a better under-
standing of the random X Y m odelm ight be usefiil to
this class of problem s.

II.RESULTS

Tt is easy to show that, if vortices are not allowed
(the spin wave approxin ation), the continuum m odelEqg.
¢l .Z) isata xed point where the spin exp (¥ ) has alge-

braic quasilong-range correlations for any tem perature
and any disorder strength. T his phase, the random spin
wave phase, is an exactly soluble random critical point.

In this paper we would lke to reexam ine the stabil
iy of this quasidong-range ordered phase. T he stability
of this phase has been studied before. If one assum es
that the ground state in the vortex sector is in the djpole

phase and ifone considers the binding and un-binding of
the sin plest vortices w ithin the rst non-trivial order of
a fugacity expansion for the vortices [ll one nds that
the random criticalpoint is stable only fora range oftem —
peratures and disorder strengths bounded by the dashed
Iine in Fig. 1. A m ore sophisticated approxin ation con—
sists In treating a non-interacting gas of dipoles in the
presence of disorder non-perturbatively in the vortex fu—
gaciy, n which case quasidong-range order is present in
the shadedarea in Fig. 1 QO] However, In thispaperwe
nd that:



1.For any temperature and any disorder strength
of the random phases, random ness In the vortex
figacity generates an In nite number of relevant
term s m ost of them carry negative scaling din en—
sions) In the critical action of the G aussian ap-
proxim ation to the random lond X ¥ m odel that
describes the random spin wave phase.

2. Ifthe continuum modelEq. (1 J) is deduced from
a random phasesonly gy = 0,9y > 0) XY model
on a lattice, then its vortex fugaciy is necessarily
random .

3.M ost In portantly, the above relevant term s in the
critical action describing the random spin wave
phase do enter the perturbative RG equations to
each order in the fligacity expansion, and com —
plktely m odify theRG ow at longdistances. T hus,
the relevant tem s have the potential to cause an
Instability of the random spin wave phase.

Let us callthe sim ultaneouspresence of relevant term s in
a critical action and In the RG equations a perturative
instability. T hus, wem ay say that the random spin wave
phase ofthe random bond X Y m odelhas a perturbative
Instability for any tem perature and disorder strength, if
the vortex figaciy is iself random .

W e would like to stress that when there are niely
m any relevant tem s, the perturbative Instability im plies
the Instability of the critical point. Since they enter the
RG equations, the nite num berofrelevant perturbations
either destroys the algebraic long-range correlations alto—
gether or changes critical exponents.

However, In our case, the perturbative instability cor-
responds to In nitely m any relevant tem s appearing si-
m ultaneously in the critical action and In the RG equa-
tions. It is thus not com pletely clear to us what are the
e ects of such a perturbative instability, after one sum s
up an In nite num ber of contributions to the RG equa—
tions from all relevant operators. By contrast, if allbut
a nite number of relevant operators can be sw itched o
from the critical action, these rem aining perturbations
would com pletely alter the correlation functions at long
distances.

At the very least, the perturbative nstability in the
random bond X Y m odel represents a new situation w ith
regard to the issue of the stability of random critical
points which m ust be addressed. T he possibility of this
new situation (ie., the presence ofan in nie number of
relevant operators in the criticalaction) is closely related
to the fact that the m om ents of a random variable, say
the exponentiated energy ofa dipole of vortices, need not
be bounded if the random variable is su ciently broadly
distrdbbuted. Hence, random critical points need not be
described by uniary eld theoriesand scaling exponents
need not be bounded from below .

K orshunov f_Z]_J'] wasthe rstto argue that therem ight
not be any quasilong-range ordered phase in the random
phase X Y model. To this end, he Introduced a sequence

of local operators, Oy x), for the replicated random
phase X Y m odellabeled by the two index r and N . For
given integer values of r and N r, Oy (X) createsN
vortices, each belonging to a di erent replica ofthe X Y
m odel, on site x. Here, r is the total num ber of replica.
K orshunov found that for any strength of disorder, the
scaling dim ension ofO .y (x) becom es negative upon an—
alytical conthhuation to the r # 0 lin i, provided N is
xed and chosen su ciently large.

W e recall that the replica approach identi es a given
physical operator Q with a fam ily or sequence of oper—
ators Q , labeled by the total num ber of replicas r. In
this paper, we identify the fam ily of operators O . (la—
beld by r) studied by K orshunov w ith a physical opera—
tor. M ore precisely, we show how the fam ily of operators
Orxn can be induced In a physicalway In the e ective
action descrbing the random spin wave phase.

In the absence of vortices, the disorder average over
the two-point fiinction of a local operator has the form
AKX yJj Inthe random bond X Y model. On the one
hand, if the fiigaciy expansion is valid (as is the case
In the clean X Y model), then the exponent and the
coe clent A depend on the fugacity Y and have an an-
alytic expansion around Y = 0. On the other hand, the
breakdown ofthe fiigaciy expansion can have three con—

sequences:
1.A (Y ) isnot analyticaround ¥ = 0,but (Y) is.

2.Both A (Y)and (¥) arenot analyticaroundY =
0.

3. The critical behavior is com pletely changed or de—
stroyed by the inclusion of vortices.

By extending the Renom alization G roup RG) equa—
tions to fourth order in the fugacity, we can show that
the flgacity expansion breaks dow n according to scenario
2, ie., both the coe cient A (Y ) and the scaling exponent

(Y ) are not analytic finctions of the vortex fiigaciy.
Furthem ore, if conventional RG argum ents apply, one
m ay then conclide that vortices change or destroy the
critical line of the the random X Y m odel for any tem —
perature and any in purity strength according to scenario
3.

T he paper is organized as ollow s. W e rst show iIn sec—
tion 'IT} that the two-point correlation finction studied
n t_l-]_J] to construct the phase diagram has a very broad
probability distrdbution, a fact expressed in the underly—
Ing criticaltheory describbing the random spin wave phase
by the presence of n nitely m any negative din ensional
operators.

W e then show that the random spoin wave phase is per—
turbatively unstable. Indeed, this instability m anifests
itselfby the non-analyticity ofthe figaciy expansion for
disorder averaged correlation functions due to the exis—
tence of n nitely m any negative din ensional operators
in the underlying critical theory. A summ ary of our ar-
gum ents is presented in section -_Bz: w ith technicalities rel-
egated to appendix JB|.



Another signature of the perturbative Instability, as
we show in section Vi, is illustrated by the fact that any
random ness in the soin sti ness ofthe random bond X Y
m odel nduces in nitely m any relevant perturbations to
the criticaltheory describing the random spin wavephase
In the G aussian approxim ation.

T he relationship betw een the random bond X Y m odel,
the random bond V illain m odel, and the G aussian ap—
proxin ation is discussed In section ¥ 1. Tt is pointed out
that the fiigacity expansion already breaks down in the
random bond V illain m odel.

Our conclusions are followed up by two appendices.
The rstone discusses ground state properties and som e
probability distributions for correlation functions are cal-
culated. The second one presents a detailed derivation
of the perturbative RG analysis up to fourth order in
the figacity expansion. T here it is also shown that there
exists a one to one correspondence between correlation
functions for the perturbations induced by a random fii—
gacity w ithin the replica approach of section 'V‘I, and the
contrbutions to the fiigaciy expansion of section ﬂ_V.

ITII.BROADLY DISTRIBUTED CORRELATION
FUNCTIONS

In this section we construct the random spin wave
phase and show that i is described by a m anifold of ran-
dom critical points. The central quantity of interest in
the soIn wave phase is the them al correlation fiinction
for two soins. W e characterize uniquely is probability
distrbbution by all its m om ents. A 1l m om ents are welk-
behaved.

W e then tum our attention to the vortex sectorand, in
particular, to the exponentiated energy of a pair of vor-
tices of opposite charges (@ dipole) in the background of
the random vector potential. A llm om ents of this expo-
nentiated energy are caloulated in Eq. 3.14). This isthe
central result of this paper. In contrast to the soin wave
sector, higher m om ents dom Inate the lower ones. This
property is nothing but the signature of a lognom al
distrdbbution for the exponentiated dipole energy. C orre—
spondingly, the energy ofa dipole isG aussian distributed
nmodel @ ;2) . Conversely, the critical theory describing
the random spin wavephasem ustcontain in nitely m any
operatorsw ith negative scaling din ensions that are asso—
ciated w ith vortices In order to account for the G aussian
distrdbbution of the dipole energy.

!Given , the dualP “isdened hy @ £ @ . For
exam ple, if = ., M iarctan ((i ii:f , then ~ =
P

" ,mih Xloxi , where the vorticitiesm ; are integer and

i=

b Jsan arbirary length scal.

A .Factorization into a spin wave and a vortex sector

W e begin w ith the m odel in the continuum de ned by

Eqg. g-_l:2-_a') W e reifterate that A is assum ed G aussian
distrdbuted w ith variance ga , ie., that
Z
PR 1/ exp — FxA? 31)
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The justi cation for this assum ption is that the precise
shape ofthe probability distribution should leave critical
properties unchanged as long as the probability distri-
bution preserves the short-range nature of spatial cor-
relations in the disorder. In particular, the tails of the
probability distribution of non-com pact support n Eg.
d_3-j1') should not a ect critical properties.

To understand the rol of the random vector poten-—
tial, it is convenient to decom pose i into transverse and
longitudinal com ponents:

A =@ +@ ; @ = @ : 32)

T he advantage ofthis decom H@sﬂ:on isthat the partition
fiinction derived from Hg = d?xHg inEq. q_l.Zai) and
the probability distrbution in Eq. {.1) both factorize
since

J ~
He=—fR ¢ A+ B g 63)
2 zZ
1
Pl; 1/exp — &x @ F+@ Y : (34
29
Here, ~ is dual to 1, and one must inplem ent the

constraint on the disorder that there be no zero m odes:
Z Z

#x ()= 0; #x &)= 0: 325)

The ambiguity in the choice of the Integration constant
nEq. 82 isthus rem oved.

B .The spin wave sector

T he consequences of the random vector potential on
the spin wave sector are trivial. O ne can shift spin wave
Integration variables to

10 = : (3.6)

In the absence of random ness In the spin sti ness, all
correlation functions for exp (I )= exp %+ i) can be



calculated. In tum, the disorder average over can be
perform ed since the probability distribution for isthat
ofa free scalar eld In two dim ensions.
For exam pl,
el 01 e ¥ 42)id / w
Y1 wFcr
1

= - T 3.7)
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T hem al averaging is denoted by angular brackets. D is—
order averaging is denoted by an overline and induces
a quadratic dependency on the m om ent g for the scal-
ing exponent. T hus, the In pact of the quenched random

vector potential on the soin wave sector is to drive the
system to a new critical point for any strength of the
disorder gy and for any reduced spin sti ness

K = J=T: (3.8)

T he random vector potential is seen to destroy the long—
range order at vanishing tem perature by replacing it w ith

quasi-long-range order. For all nite tem peratures, the
algebraic decays of the spin correlation functions are
m ore pronounced due to the disorder. On the other
hand, random spin sti ness rem ains irrelevant since it
am ounts to a random tem perature (M ore form ally, one
veri es that, for any integer valued q > 0, @ ’ %929 is
a strongly irrelevant operator everyw here along the spin

wave critical line K 0). Note that this argum ent is
nothing but H arris criterion P3] in disguise. F inally, by
choosing 71  y»jsu ciently large, the two-point finc—

tionhexp [ (v1) I (»)]iisseen tobea random variable
w ith an arbirarily an allrandom com ponent. T his isnot
so on all counts in the vortex sector.

C .The vortex sector

Vortices In the X Y m odel are described by the eld

. M ore precisely, the local density of vortices on the
Euclidean plane is given by @? . Only the com ponent
@ of the random vector potential A couples directly
to the vortices describbed by . W hereas the eld is
Induced by integer valued vortices, the quenched disor-
der@ describes realvalued vortices. H ence, the system
tries to m inin ize the energy by screening the realvalied
quenched vortices w ith them ally excited integer valued
vortices. However, by doing so, entropy is lost. The
balance of energy and entropy could lead to a KT -lke
critical tem perature separating a low tem perature phase
w ith positive free energy and a high tem perature phase
w ith negative free energy.

In fact in the absence of random ness In the soin sti —
ness, the existence ofa KT transition is suggested by a
perturbative RG calculation in the Coulomb (CB) gas
representation

Sepl; 1:=E My )’ 39)

x

K m x 1

k61

ng)

ofEq. @:3), provided g, is not too large and assum ing
the existence of a dipole phase of the CB gas at su —
ciently low tem perature and large reduced bare vortex
core energy E [L120]. Again, is induced by a neutral
con guration ofvorticesw ith vorticitiesm y 2 Z , whereas
is induced by a neutral con guration of vortices w ith
vorticitiesn; 2 R . t issu cient to consider neutral con—
gurations since the energy cost of creating net vorticity
scales logarithm ically w ith the system size L, 1y being an
arbitrary length scale.

T he perturbative RG analysis in the CB gas represen—
tation is usually summ arized by the phase diagram of
Fig. 1. The phase diagram is three dim ensional w ith
1=K = T=J the din ensionlss tem perature, go m easur-
Ing the disorder strength, and Y; = exp( E ) the figac—
ity of charge one vortex. A1l points on the plne with
vanishing fligacity are critical. This is the m anifold of
critical points describing the random spoin wave phase.
C ritical points w ithin the shaded area are argued to be
stable [11,20], ie., Y; is irrelevant and thus decreases at
lIong distances. C ritical points outside the shaded area
are unstable, ie., ¥; is relevant and thus grow s at long
distances.

1

Y

FIG.l. Proposedphassdiagram orCB gasw ith quenched
random ly fractionally charged vortices. 1=K is the reduced
tem perature, ga the variance of the G aussian disorder @ ,
Y, the charge one fugacity for them alvortices.

To go beyond these results (still kesping J non-—
random ), we prefer the SJ'1:1<§—G ordon (SG ) representation
of the CB gas in Eq. 8.9) withmy, = 1 only. By
an expansion In powers of the \m agnetic eld" h; ofthe
Boltzm ann weight w ith Lagrangian



1 .
l=—@ ) —L cos + =

2 .
e T > @ );

Leg L7 (310
followed by an integration over , we recover the grand
canonical partition function of the charge one CB gas

derived from Eq. {3.9) provided one identi es

t h &
K=—; Y5 —; x) = niIn £ 4
4 2 2t T
=1
(3.11)
Notice that couples to the disorder @  through a

purely im agihary coupling, and that higher charges vor-
ticesm = 2;
ham onic cosk ), k 2 N .
\m agnetic ed" h;, and
shift of integration variable

Hence, were it not for the
would decouple after the

(3.12)

very m uch in the sam e way the soin waves decouple from
the Iongiudinal realizations of the disorder.

In the absence of disorder, one can establish the exis—
tence ofthe KT transition by perform ing a perturbative
RG analysis on the two-point fiinction

RD [ Je d®xLsg [ ;0] el 1) i x2)
Wy, 1= R
X1iX2 R a2 0
D[ ]e xLsg [ ;0]
R ) )
D[ ]e Sse [ 0] g1 (1) 1 (x2)
(3.13)
Zsc O]

In _short, one rst expands the right hand side of Eqg.
B.13) ;n powers ofa very sm all figacity h;=2t. W ithout
a short distance cuto a, allcoe cients of the expansion
In the fugacity are ilkde ned. The arbitrariness in the
choice of the short distance cuto is used to derive RG
equations obeyed by the fiigacity and the reduced tem -
perature. The RG equations are Integrated to determm ine
w hether the initial assum ption of a very am all fugaciy
is consistent. T he irrelevance, m arginality, and relevance
ofthe fugaciy then determ ines the soin wave phase, K T
transition, and disordered phase of the X Y m odel, re—
spectively. _

Rubinstein et al. {11] Hllowed the same strategy in
the presence of the quenched vector potential@ .M ore
precisely, they perform ed a RG analysis of the fugaciy
expansion of two correlation functions:

leiXZ = Rh}f‘xl;xz i; (3.14)
D[ ]e Ssc [ 7 ]ei (x1) 1 (x2)

i x,1= ;

e Zsg [ ] ’

to the rstnon-trivialorderin the fugacity. N otice that it

is necessary to lnclude both Gy, ;x, and HFy, x, 1 to close

the RG equations to the rst non-trivialorder in the fii—

gaciy. T his is not surprising since taking the logarithm
does not usually com m ute w ith averaging.

(3.15)

are easily ncorporated with higher

The cruc:lal point of the ﬁlgacﬂ:y expans:ons in Egs.

correlation finctions calculated for vanishing \m agnetic

eld" h; (fugacity h;=2t) such as
Z
&y, 2yogdeil &) &2t )+ 2914 o7
(346)
on the one hand, but also such as
4 T
hetl 1) (Xz)]ih1=0 d2yld2yZei[ (Y1) (y2)]
h;=0
3417)

on the otherhand. For vanishing fugacity h;=2t, allaver—
aged correlation fuinctions are algebraic and in particular
fcom pare w ith Eq. {3.7)]

e ;—t 1) ezq—t (v2)

. gt

1 Yr

= 1 : (348
B Y1 pP KAl mKka” 3.18)

This is ourm ost in portant result. W e w illm ake use of
i in section 'N to deduce that the fugacity expansion
cannot yield ana]yUc scaling exponents around vanish—
Ing fugacity. The rem arkable property of Eq. @zlg) is
that the scaling exponent becom es negative for any given
tem perature 1=K and disorder strength g; as long asthe
moment g is su ciently large. Hence, there m ust exist
In niely m any local operators w ith negative scaling di-
mensions In the e ective theory describing the random
soin wave phase. .

T he correlation finction in Eq. @.1§) is closely related
to the strength of the interaction between two extemal
charges in the CB gas. Indeed, as we show in appendix

A

I‘Ei (Yl)e i(YZ)jh1:0=e KTH1,-2: (3.19)
Here, H 1;, is the bare (sihce h; = 0) energy of two vor-
tices of opposite unit charges in the background of the
vectorpotential@ . T he probability distrdbution ofH ;,
is caloulated in appendix A! and shown to be a G aussian
distrbution w ith a variance grow ing logarithm ically w ith
Y1 v J. Hence, the random variable exp [K =J)H 1,2]
has a lognom al distrbbution. For a xed separation
Y1 v} the random energy H 1;; can take arbirarily
negative valuesasa consequence ofour initialassum ption
on the probability distrbution in Eq. {3.1). T his fact ex—
plinswhy the random variablehexp L (v1) i (p)iis
unbounded from above.

C orresoondingly, the ratio ofthe gm om ent to the st
one raised to the powerggrowswih j1 yw»jraised to
the positive power +2 o K °qlg 1), in sharp contrast



to the m om ents of the logarithm of correlation functions
e Eq. @ 10)] on the one hand, or to the m om ents of
correlation fiinctions in the soin wave sector on the other
hand.

W e infer from Eq. {3:1:8) that a su ciently largem o-
ment of the two-point function :h Eq. (3.1§) is not
bounded from above for arbirary large valies ofthe sep—
aration J1  y»J- Thisproperty is a consequence ofH 1,
being G aussian distrbbuted that can also be understood
as ©llow s. O n the second line ofEq. @.18) the disorder
average is dom inated by realizations of the disorder w ith

(y1) very negative and (y») very positive. Such con g—
urations are extrem ely rare for am allseparation 1 w3
since the cost (@ ¥ will then be substantial, but they
becom em ore likely as jy1 v jincreases.

T he sign ofthe  dependency ofthe scaling exponents
2 Kg(l gK g on the right hand side ofEqg. (-3.18) is
thus the signature of broadly distrdbuted random vari-
ables. W e will show kelw that operators with the sam e
scaling dim ensions appear in the replicated action if ran—
dom spin sti ness is introduced. The sam e scaling ex—
ponents have also been found by K orshunov to control
the figacity expans:on of correlation ﬁmctjons such as
Fy, x,1 to order 2g Q]l (see section .IV. and appendix
B!). K orshunov concluded from this property of the fii-
gacity expansion that any quasidong-range ordered phase
should be destroyed forarbitrary weak random vectorpo—
tential @ . An altemative conclusion, how ever, is that
quasi-long-range order is characterized by scaling expo—
nents that are non-analytic functions of the ﬁlgacﬂ:y We
w i1l com e back to this scenario in section -N. and In the

appendices.

T he parabola
o 1 1 1 21 (3.20)
2 ¥ TK K

(dashed line in Fig. 1) isobtamned from the rstm oment
g= lby requmng that the scaling exponent on the nght
hand side ofEq. §_3.18 ) be \m arginal", ie., equals 4 @]J
Tt is argued to delim it the boundary between quasi-long-
range order and disordered phase for =4 1=K =2
to.

Instead of the reentrant phase transition for 0

1=K =4, the dilute vortex pair approxin ation pro-—
posed In f_Z-C_i] suggests that the parabola should be re—
placed by the dotted lne in Fig. 1. The di culties
w ith the fligacity expansion are here bypassed altogether
since it is possible to calculate the m ean of G4, ;x, non-—
perturbatively in the fugacity provided it is assum ed
that: (1) an insulting dipolk phase exists and (ii) the
interaction between dipoks can be neglcted. N everthe—
Jess, it ram ains an open problem to show rigorously that
at T = 0 and for In niesin algs , the ground state con—

guration is in som e quasi-ong-range ordered phase con—
sistent w ith assum ptions (i) and (ii) (see appendix ?_X:) .

IV.NON-ANALYTICITY OF THE FUGACITY
EXPANSION

W e are now ready to describe the results obtained
from the fugacity expansion of correlation functions in
the SG model Eq. (B.ld W e will prove that the fu—
gaciy expansion is non-analytic. For the pure system,
non-analyticity of the fiigacity expansion is interpreted
as the destruction of quasi-long-range order. In the pres—
ence ofa random vector potential, we cannot rule out the
possbility that an exotic phase survives w th quasi-long—
range order characterized by scaling exponentsw hich are
non-analytic finctions of the fugaciy. H owever, even if
a quasi-long-range ordered phase is present In the phase
diagram _of the SG partition function, we will show in
section V! that random ness in the spin sti ness induces
In niely m any relevant perturbations to this criticalbe-
havior.

The m athem atical reason for the breakdown of the
fugacity expansion is that we are expanding a random
function in powers of a random variable that takes val-
ues outside the radius of convergence of the expansion.
T he physical reason for the breakdown is that the typ—
ical ground state of the random phase X Y m odel does
not support long-range-order (the ferrom agnetic state).
Forthe KT transition to survive the presence of a weak
random vector potential @ , the typical ground state
must contain a su ciently lJarge num ber of tightl bound
pairs of vortices so as to destroy long-range order, but
not su clently large so as to screen the bare ogarithm ic
Interactions of the vortices (see appendix ',Z—\:) . Since the
vortex fligaciy measures, to a rst approxin ation, the
density of vortices, a ground state w ith quasi-long-range
order must inply the breakdown of a figacity expan-—
sion around vanishing figaciy (the ferrom agnetic ground
state) .

A though the figacity expansion is non-analytic, it is
still usefial to decide if non-analyticity re ects only that
of scaling exponents of algebraic correlation fiinctions or
if i signals the breakdown of algebraic order. W e have
perform ed the fugaciy expansion in the SG representa-
tion to ourth order in the fiigacity and could not, to this
order, distinguish betw een an exotic algebraicphase from
the com plete destruction of quasidong-range order.

Lastly, the fugacity expansion isalso nstructive in that
it allow sto classify and understand the role played by the
large num bers of local operators that can be constructed
w ithin the replica form align . The close relationship be-
tween the fligacity expansion and the replica ﬁ)nn alism
willbe estabhshed below together w ith appendix -B' and
section -V A

In principle, we would lke to calculate the probabil-
ity distribution of the two-point functions G4, x, and
Iy, x,1. This is done in appendix :_A-: for vanishing fa—
gacity. For nie figaciy, we are only able to calculate
their m om ents perturbatively in the figaciy. W e ex—
pect Gy, ;x, to be close to a G aussian distribution since



it is already G aussian distributed for vanishing fugacity.
Hence, wew illonly calculate them ean 0ofG g, x, - On the
other hand, we will need allm om ents of IF'y, ;x, 1 since
it is Jog-nom al distributed for vanishing fugacity. O ur
goalis thus to calculate perturbatively In powers of the
bare fiigacity h;=2t

@.1)
42)

G12 = le;xz;

l'F]_ziq = I'Fxl;xz iq;

g2 N :

W e restrict con gurations of (them al as well as
quenched) vortices to neutral ones. This In plies that
only even pow ers of the bare fugacity h;=2t enter in Egs.
@24 2). The caloulation to Iowest order in the figacity
is sum m arized by Eq. (-_3:1:8) .

A .Fugacity expansion up to second order

Up to second order In the bare fugacity h;=2t, we nd
(see appendix :_B:) that the m ean of the two-din ensional
CB interaction between two extermal charges of opposite

sign is

2 3
Z:a
- X
G, 2% 4% 2y2., dyy® ? fdp X2 L 43
! a
1
w hereas
- x 2 x@
Fif 2 ; @4)
a
w ith the scaling exponents
x@=K @ @5)
St 2 g=a
K @
43g T K4g§q2. Y(21,~1) dyy® 2 ¥
1
Here, we have introduced
a2h1 2
Y2, ; 46
) ot (4 .6)
K =K (1); K@=Kq Kgd: @

T he reason for which we label the dim ensionless fugacity
Y q;1) by the subindex (1;1) willbecom e clear to fourth
order In the fligaciy expansion. Su ces to say that to
second order In the figacity expansion, only one pair of
vortices pfthe type (1;1)] renom alizes the m om ents of
tw o-point functions.

T he short distance (dim ensionless) cuto in the ubig—
uitous integralon the right hand sidesofEqs. @34 ) is
arbitrary. By splitting the range of integration into two
ranges [L;e'[and kY1 [with 0< 1 1, it can be shown
that Egs. {43, 453) are orm invariant provided Y,

is renom alized m ultiplicatively, and K ;K—(q) are renor—
m alized additively. T he disorder strength gy is left un-—
changed in this schem e. W e thus recover the wellknown
RG equations f_l]_:l]

dy

(1;1)

al = @ K )Y(l;l); 4 .8)
dK
— = 4 K. @9
di § 9
K@ <xg" -

@ 3 K @) 4 5

o - 4« — K gﬁqz; Y3, 410)
d
S _ g (411)
di

So far so good, the scaling exponent K that controls the
algebraic decay ofthe two-point function W15y, - o gives
us a criterion for the breakdown of the fiigacity expan—
sion. A1l scaling exponents x (@) are nite as long as
4 2 K 0 up to second order in the bare fugaciy
h;=2t. This is not true anym ore to fourth order in the
bare fugacity.
Let us stress a few iIn portant points.

1.Y 1) appears in the RG equation ofK . T he latter
controls the scaling din ensions ofm any operators.

2.When4 2K <0,Yq;) owstozero. TheRG

ow of K K (@] only changesK K @]lby a -
nite am ount proportional to Y(Zl;l) . Thus, scaling
exponents only receive corrections of order Y(Zl;l) .
W e may then say that the scaling exponents are
analyticin Y ;) around Y 3,7, = 0.

3.When4 2K > 0,Yq;, owstoi niy at long
distances and K blows up. This was interpreted
as the instability of the random spin wave critical
point in Ref. l_l]_;] At the very least, scaling expo—
nents are not analytic in Y,y around Y,y = O
since the perturbative RG ow breaksdown.

B . Fugacity expansion up to fourth and higher order

_W e have perform ed the fiigacity expansion of Egs.
{4 144 2) to Purth order in the figacity h;=2t. T he Purth
order calculation show s that, due to the disorder, the
m ost singular coe cients In the fiigacity expansions of
G, and HF 1,19 are proportional to the integral

Z v

Tm dyy3 2 K (2):
L;rvl 1

(4.12)

Our derivation of the fugacity expansion of H'j,i is
sketched in appendix B}. It is also shown there that,
In general, the m ost singular coe cient of the figaciy
expansion is proportionalto the integral



(4.13)
L;rvl 1

to the order 2n. Hence, to the 2n-th order, the regin e of
analyticity of the figacity expansion is delin ited by the
curve [com pare w ith Eq. @.20)1:

V)= L 1 21
! " Kn Kn

(4.14)

min g (1=K );

In theplane ofvanishing figaciy in the three dim ensional
coupling space depicted n Fig. 2.

W e must therefore conclide that the fligacity expan-—
sions ofEgs. {_5_.1',:@2) are non-analytic for any in nites—
In al value of the disorder strength ga , since the region
of analytictty iIn Fig. 2 shrinks to each new order and
collapses to the segm ent 0 1=K =2,g = 0 as
n " 1 . Notice that this argum ent breaks down in the
pure system where

lim K (n)= Kn:
ga #0

(4.15)

This is nothing but the statem ent that cos(nh ) is the
m ore irrelevant the larger n is. To put i di erently, it
is necessary that vortices be m ore irrelevant the higher
their charges for the fiigaciy expansion to be analytic.

o]

WY

NI

Y;

FIG.2. Boundaries g;l) (1=K ) and gA(Z) (1=K ) in the plane
of vanishing fiigaciy. T he shaded area represents the regin e
of analyticity of the fiigaciy expansion to fourth order in the
fugacity.

T he integralin (:fl-;l-_ﬂ) appearsin theRG ow to fourth
order In the fiigacity expansion. Indeed, we nd that:

1.The RG equation of K oontains a new fugaciy
Yaine -

2. TheRG equation OrY ;) is

ay . .. h .t
42 - 2 K@Y

a1 a2’ (4.16)

Therefore, when 4 2 K 2) > 0, Yu,1,) OWStoin n-
ity and the RG ow ofK blwsup, suggestjng the new
phaseboundary 2 K (2) = 4, or, equivalently, g, (1 =K ).

W e believe that a sin ilar structure appears to the order
2n in the fugaciy expansion:

1.The RG equation of K oontains a new fugaciy

Y(1; ilm)
2.TheRG equation forY g, 145
dy h i
(1; ilm)
— T 2 K@Yy an @4am

T he quasilong-range phase boundary is controlled by
2 K @n) = 4, or, equivalently, "’ (1=K ). A sta-
bl quasidongrange ordered phase can only exist if
2 K 2n)> 4 foralln 2 N .

Based on the conventional RG analysis which essen—
tially assum es that one can swich o all fugacities but
Yq; a4 order 2n, we conclude that the quasidong—
range ordered phase is destroyed by any am ount of dis-
order. A m ore conservative conclusion that we can draw
is that the perturbative RG ow must break down be-
yond som e critical order In the figacity expansion that
depends on the strength of the disorder. Tn any case,
scaling exponents cannot be analytic functions ofthe bare
vortex fugacity Y, .

V.THE PERTURBATIVE INSTABILITY

W e have shown in section :ﬁ_i that the critical theory
descrbing the random spin wave phase m ust contain an
In nite num ber ofoperatorsw Ji:h negat:ye scaling dim en—
sions. It was shown in section -IV- that these operators
w ith negative scaling dim ensions have dram atic conse—
quences on the RG equations w ithin the figacity expan—
sion. W e now com plete the proof of the existence of a
perturbative instability by show ing that the e ective ac—
tion from which disorder averaged correlation fiinctions
are built is necessarily perturbed by In nitely m any op—
erators w th negative scaling dim ensions.

The SG representation m akes it clearthat random spin
sti ness cannot be dism issed as irrelevant as was the case
in the spin wave sector since it induces a random fiigac—
ity in addition to a random tem perature. Random spin
sti nesshastwo very di erent consequences from a sym —
m etry point of view .

To see this, we ferm lonize the SG model. W e use the
(Euclidean) bosonization rules 23]
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to relate bilinears of G rassm ann variables ; totheresal

scalar eld ofEq. @;ZI).HeJ:e, are any two of the
three Paulim atrices. Thus, the grand canonical parti-
tion fiinction of the CB gas derived from Eq. C_B-;9|) is
equivalent to rst expanding the partition finction w ith
T hirring Lagrangian

@ @ + in,)

N Q@

LTh =
62)

In powersofthem ass in ; and then integrating over ;
T he couplings g; i 1 are related to the reduced spin sti -
nessK by

h;
4 2K’

1 .
9= ;oodng / (53)
R andom ness in the vector potential ofthe X Y m odel
thus enters the T hirring m odel through the coupling of

the current j of D irac ferm jons to the trans-

verse com ponent @  of the vector potential A . Ran—
domness in the X Y spin sti ness enters the Thirring
m odel through a random m ass and through a random

current-current interaction. M oreover, the random m ass
In ; and random T hirring Interaction g are generally not
G aussian distributed (even for a G aussian distributed
sodn sti ness).

T he ferm ionization of the random CB gas show s that
random spin sti nesshastwo very di erent consequences
from a symm etry point of view . On the one hand it in—
duces a random m ass which breaks the chiral symm e-
try of the kinetic energy of the D irac ferm ions. On the
other hand i induces a random current-current interac—
tion which preserves the chiral symm etry. Hence, any
RG calculation should renom alize in ; very di erently
from g.

In fact, i is su cient to ignore random ness in g alk
together for two reasons, provided we Inclide random —
nessin in; and @ . Firstly, random ness In g resem bles

non-G aussian distributed vectorpotential@ . It isthen
straightforward to show that non-G aussian random ness
In @ is irrelevant by calculating the scaling din ension
of ( ! @ )?? on the critical plane of Fig. 1.
Secondly, random in ; is induced by a random fiugaciy
ofthe CB gas (random m agnetic eld ofthe SG m odel)
which willbe seen to play a key rok beyond the V illain
approxin ation of the random phase X Y m odel. Hence,
i ismeaningfilto treat in , g and @ , as ndependent
random elds and to assum e that only random ness in in
(orh; n SG model) and @ are present.

10

To understand the interplay between a random fiigac—
ity Y1 fmagnetic eld h;) and a random vector potential
@ , we use the replica form alisn based on the identity
hx = lin 40 K° 1)=r. Indeed, within the replica ap—
proach, disorder average can be perform ed directly on
the replicated partition function.

T hus, starting from the replicated Lagrangian

X1 , hi i )
Lse= Ec(@ a) & &8 at > a @)
a=1
xr h g i
2@ @ +inq) , 5j§+ja<@ ) ; (5.4)

a=1

one can integrate overthe disorderin h; (In;) orin @
In particular, Integration over non-G aussian h; (1)
generates r?, g 2 N, Interactions through tem s such

as
"

X]f

# #

(a a)&)

q q

Xr
(cos a) X) (5.5)

a=1 a=1

In the replicated Lagrangian. A cocording to conventional
RG argum ents, the In portance ofthese operators ism ea—
sured by their scaling din ensions at a given criticalpoint
labeled by 1=K and gy . One then veri es along the
derivation of Eq. {3:1:8) that, of all r? operators,

b

. ig 1
a airOgq = €

(1 1% 66)

a=1 a=1

arethem ost and less relevant, regoectively, on the critical

plnem, = 0, 1=K 0,a 0:
! &) o0, @i/ kj?* i *KD; G.7)
L) 0 0)i/ %32 ETE ok, 58)

T he crucialpoint we want to m ake is that for any value of
ga,0; bpoom es relevant as g is increased. Hence, con—
ventional RG argum ents predict that all critical points
on the plane 1=K 0,q > 0 are unstable w ith respect
to random fugacity Y; (magnetic eld hq).

N ext, we show that the existence ofin niely m any rel-
evant operators is not an artifact ofan illde ned replica
Iim . Indeed, there exists a very interesting line of crit—
ical points at tw ice the bare KT transition tem perature
1=K ;% > 0,Y1 = 0 in the phasediagram ofFig. 1.
From the perspective of the T hirring m odel, it describes
m assless non-interacting D irac ferm ions In the presence
ofa transverse random vector potential. A 11 disorder av—
eraged correlation fiinctions of localoperatorswere calcu—
lated w ith the help of supersym m etric techniques appro—
priate to non-interacting system s E‘/.;d] It was found in
[j,i_i] that each critical point has in nitely m any prin ary

elds and that these prim ary elds control the muli-
fractal scaling of the random \wave function" exp[ x)].
These primary elds are precisely given by the fam ily



0, I the replica language and carry the scaling di-
m ension 2ql (@ = )q] appropriate to 1=K
If we acoept the hypothesis that having In niely (as
opposed to nitely) m any relevant perturbations results
In the Instability of the line 1=K ;% > 0, weneed
not even rely on the replica approach to rule out a KT
transition. Indeed, the shape ofthe phase digram ofF ig.
1 ispreserved ifwe forbid them alexcitations of vorticity
one (Yq 0) but allow them al excitations of vorticiy
two (Y2 0) .M oreprecisely, fwe replace n the SG (Th)
Lagrangian th cos (im, )by hTZ s@ ) @, )?),
then thepambolagy ()= #+ (I 24) issinply rescaled
to (@ 3 £3).The hesmapabk conclusion is then
that random fugacity for charge tw o vorticesdestroysthis
quasi-long-range ordered phase since it generates relevant
Interactions given by Eq. C_g;:/:) under length rescaling.

VI.THE VILLAIN APPROXIM ATION

In this section, we go badk to the lattice to study in
m ore details the nature of the G aussian approxin ation
made in Eq. {L2). W e consider both the random bond
X Y and V illain m odels on the square lattice. W e w ill see
that the di culties w ith the fugacity expansion are not
associated w ith pathologies of the eld theory at short
distances (such as ilkde ned operator product expan-—
sions) but are intrinsic to the fugacity expansion, ie.,
are also present ifthe fiigacity expansion is perform ed on
the Villain m odel itself. W e will also see that random —
ness In the phase only (@ > 0, g5 = 0) has di erent
consequences in the X Y and V illain m odels.

W e begin with the random partition fiinction

0 1

S BRI

Zyy= @ > A ety 61a)
o =1 hiji

LI =Kyl ocos(ys 5 Ayl; (61b)

for the random bond X ¥ m odelon a square lattice m ade
of L.? sites. D irected links (wo per site) on the square
lattice are denoted by hiji. The phasesA iy = Aj; are
random (w ith short-range correlations fordi erent links).
H owever, they need not be restricted to 0 Ay < 2 In
spite of the periodicity of the cosine. Indeed, the proba-
bility distribution for A ;5 need not be perdodic w ith pe—
riod 2 . The reduced spin sti ness Ji; > 0 are also ran—
dom (W ith short-range correlations fordi erent links). A

reasonable choice for the probability distrdoution of the
random phases in the X Y model is

¥ 1 L a2
PRyl= Pz—eng P
hiji &

62)

This choice is m ade w ithout loss of generality provided
any \sm all" departure from Eg. @._2) does not pre—
vent the system to ow to the xed point it would have

11

reached otherw ise. A though the random phase can take
all possible realvalues, the energy per link L;¥ cannot
take values outside the range (assum ed com pact for any
nite tem perature)
0 6.3)

]—_;_-(jY ZSLlp K ij

hiji
w ith probability one.
T he random V illain m odel consists in de pjng on the
sam e lattice the random partition function [_24 {:_2:}]
0 1
A 2 2
N @ ¥ d in LD ¢

Zy = e e QL;
0 i=1 hijiL;22
K i
4 ij 2
Q= > (i 3 Ay 2 L): 64)

Here, we have taken the spin sti nessto be selfaveraging,
ie,,

6.35)

H| -

T he periodicity under a shift ofany ;by 2 ispreserved
In the Villain action, but the non-lnearity of the cosine
has been rem oved In the Villain action. W hen referring
to the random V illain m odel, we w ill have in m ind the
sam e probability distrbution for the spin sti ness and
for the random phase as for the X Y m odel.

The quantiy QY; is not the counterpart to the link
energy (6.1K) In the X Y model since i is not periodic
under a shift of A5 or ; by an integermultipleof2 . It
is, how ever, very closely related to the energy of a given
con guration of vortices in the background of a random
environm ent induced by bond random ness.

By taking the random phase A ;5 of the V illain m odel
to be G aussian distrbuted according to Eq. (62), we
nmediately see that QY can take any arbitrary large
valuew ith a nite probability. M oreover, exp Q 1;) is log-
nom aldistributed very m uch in the sam e way as corre—
lation functions for vortex operators are in the G aussian
approxin ation (see section :g:gt and appendix '(_%:) . This
behavior should be contrasted w ith that of the V illain
Iink energy

0 1

n@ e 9hA ;

1522

LY. =

ij

(6.6)

which is indeed periodic under a change ofA 5 or ; by
an integerm ultiple of2 . It is crucialto realize that pe-
riodicity of the V illain link energy LY; is broken to any

nite order In a uigaciy expansion, since the fugacity ex—
pansion am ounts to a truncation of the sum m ation over
52 7.

T here is a notew orthy di erence between the random

bond X Y andV illain m odels. Ifwe take the soin sti ness



to be non-random but allow the relative phase between
neighboring spins to be random , then we must assum e
that the SG m odel has both a random vector potential
and a random fugacity if it is interpreted asthem inin al
m odel capturing the long distance properties ofthe X Y
m odel. To the contrary, the fiigacity of the SG m odel is
not random if it is derived from the V illain m odel w ith
random phase but no random ness in the spin sti ness.
To clarify these last two points, we need rst to in—
troduce som e notation. W e de ne the Iongiudinal and

transversal com ponents A ]i(j and A };, respectively, by
Ay= AL+ AL; 6.7)
where A%, is curl free, ie,
0= curk Af 68)
:A];(i+2)+A]:i+2)(i+x+y)+A]:i+x+y)(i+y)+A]:i+y)i;
and Azj is divergence free, ie.,
0= div; A
=Alug By st Alug Al gt (6.9)
D ual sites are labeled by
im i+ S+ 1g; (6.10)
2 2

w here the basis vectors & and ¢ span the square lattice.
For com pleteness, the gradient of a lattice scalar is de—
ned by
grad. i = o ij t =g (611)
Tt is possble to rew rite the V illain partition fiinction
sokly J'n_t‘eqn‘ s of degrees of freedom de ned on the dual
ttice R4(27],
0 1 P’
x Bt b R reth )]
Zy / @ 1A e hiji .
2

? 212 =1
flfljgz Z 1

(6.12)

W e have dropped a m ultiplicative factor that depends on
the (random ) soin sti ness, and

SW CB _
O~y T Qimn = (6.13)
2
grad.’ ; )
— T 2igmd.’; Al o+ 2 Ly

i@+ )

The random dualphasesA :j arenow curlfree asaredual
vortex degrees of freedom 1.

Since Eq. (6.13) is quadratic in the spin wave degrees
of freedom / ; whereasEq. (6.13) is linear in the vortex

degrees of freedom L, i ispossble to decouple the spin
wave sector from the vortex sector. O ur nalexpression
for the partition function in the vortex sector is [com pare
with Eq. .91

X ¥
Zeop = e m;i nj)@m;y nyD 1][Kkl]; (6.14)
fm g HF 1
. 1
d]yl:llj :p2:m ir (6-15)
dival =: 2 n (6.16)

Here, D ;3K x1] are the random com ponents of the dual
lattice G reen function In the background of random spin
sti ness, nam ely the inverse of the quadratic form in the
spdn wave sector.

P erform ing a dualtransform ation on the random bond
Villain m odel thus o ers two insights. First, given a
G aussian probability distribbution for the random phases
and no random ness In the spin sti ness, the probability
distrbbution for the CB energy of a given con guration
ofvortices fm ;g is G aussian, and exponentiating thisCB
energy yilds a lognom aldistrbuted random variable.
W e thus conclude that the existence of lognomm al dis—
tributed correlation functions in the random spin wave
phase is not an artifact of the continuum Iim it.

Second, the diagonalocom ponentsD ji; K k1] ofthe G reen
function de ne the vortex core energy. Hence, in the ab-
sence of random spin sti ness, the core energy of the
vortex sector is not random within the V illain m odel

W e recoverthe X Y partition fiinction by replacing the
right hand side ofEq. {64) by

S 1
( )"‘(i

9 e ’

Aij 2 _J'L.j)zn : 617)

Spin waves and vortices are coupled in the X ¥ m odel
w ith or w ithout random ness. In an e ective theory such
asthe SG m odel, non-linearitiessuch asin Eq. {6:1:7:) can
be Incorporated through a random fiigaciy toa rstap-—
proxin ation. In the clean lim i, the irrelevance ofhigher
vorticity charges justi es neglecting such an e ect. How —
ever, as we have shown In section \L7: this is not anym ore
the case In the presence of random phases.

A random core energy for vortices is always induced
by a random spin sti ness. H owever, we have shown that
the X ¥ and Villain m odels di er in one very in portant
aspect when only the relative phase between neighbor-
Ing soins is random . Indeed, due to non-lineare ects the
core energy ofvorticesisalwaysrandom in theX Y m odel
w ith random phase whereas this is not the case for the
V illain m odel. If random ness In the core energy does in—
deed destroy the exotic quasi-long-range order proposed
in ﬂ_Z-(_)'], we must then conclude that the Villain m odel
with random phase only does not belong to the sam e
universality class as the X Y m odelw ith random phase
only in a strong sense. It would be very interesting to



probe num erically our con ectured di erence betw een the
random X Y and V illain m odels.

W e have also shown that the random X Y m odeland
any approxin ative treatm ent of the V illain m odelbased
on a perturbative expansion in the fiigacity do not belong
to the sam e universality class in a weak sense. W e can
illustrate this fact in a very suggestive way. W e take the
soin-spin correlation function (them al average) in the
random bond X Y m odel for an arbirary pair of sites i
and j. C learly, this isa random variable that takesvalues
on a com pact range, nam ely

Joos jcos 5ij  1: (6.18)

C onsequently, all integerm om ents w ith p < g obey

(6.19)
(6.20)

Jcos jcos jiF 1;
Jcos jcos i Jcos joos 4iF

Tt is possble to verify that those inequalities are not sat—
is ed to any nite order in a fugaciy expansion of the
random phase V illain m odel. W ithout loss of generality,
we can take the continuum 1m it. W e recall that the pre—
scription to estim ate the spin-spin correlation function
(therm al average)_from the continuum theory of section

iTTf is to identify 5]

1:

hoos ; cos jiZXY ! e *3 (621)

Zsc

for som e path pining x5 to x;. To any nite order in
a fugacity expansion, the spin—spin correlation function
(them alaverage) is very broadly distributed (log-nomm al
In the lim i of in nite core energy), and thus violates the
bounds of E gs. {6:1:51[6:2:(}) . W e stress that this is a il
ure of the fugaciy expansion on the V illain m odel itself
and not an artifact of the continuum Iin it 2.
T his situation is very rem iniscent of that in the one—
din ensional random bond Ising m odel. For a large but
xed separation, the Ising spin—spin correlation function
(them alaverage) is \close" to being log-nom al '_iZ]. The
lognom al approxin ation describes exactly the mean
and variance of the logarithm of the soin-spin correla—
tion function (them al average) in the Ising case but it
neglects higher cum ulants. By analogy, we m ight expect
that the fiigacity expansion on the Villain m odel cap—
tures well the logarithm ofthe X Y spin-spin correlation

2An altemative way to stress this point is to note that the
exact dentity betw een the two-and fourpoints spin-goin cor-
relation fiunctions p8]

hett i iif
that holds along the N ishim ori line K = 1=g, in the Villain
m odel is always violated to any nite order in the figacity
expansion .

Di= et (622)
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(them al average) . H ow ever, the log-nom al approxin a—
tion in the random bond Ising m odel fails badly to de-
scribe the tails ofthe Ising spin—-spin correlation finctions
very much in the sam e way as the fugaciy expansion on
the V illain m odel dram atically overestin ate tails for the
probability distribution ofthe X Y spin-soin correlation
functions.

So it isby now clear that the probability distribution
of the random vector potential unduly favors rare events
through its tails within the fugaciy expansion. In one
scenario, we m ust then anticipate partial loss of univer—
sality forthe xed point probability distribbution of corre—
lation functions (them al average) that are broadly dis-
tribbuted, since their tails result from rare events. W e are
aw are of severalexam ples ofthis kind: directed polym ers
In a random m edim '_Q], the m etalnsulator transition
£91{31], and quantim gravity [L0]. In the worst case soe—
nario, the fuigaciy expansion on theV illain m odelis over—
wheln ed by rare events and loses com plete predictability
w ith regard to the phase diagram ofthe X Y m odel.

VII.CONCLUSION S

Concemed w ith the possbility that e ective theories
descrbing random critical points are often characterized
by a spectrum of scaling exponents that is unbounded
from below, we have studied the G aussian approxin a—
tion to the random X Y m odelon a square lattice w ithin
a perturbative RG fram ework.

T he G aussian approxin ation to the random X Y m odel
predicts the existence of a m anifold of random critical
points describing a random spin wave phase. However,
there are correlation functions in the random spin wave
phase that are log-nom aldistributed. C orrespondingly,
there are In niely m any operators w ith negative scal-
Ing din ensions that are associated w ith vortices In the
e ective theory describing the random spin wave phase.

W e showed that all these operators w ith negative scal-
Ing din ensions contribute In a highly non-trivialway to
the perturbative RG equations w thin a fugaciy expan—
sion around the random spin wave phase. T he existence
of In niely m any negative scaling din ensions thusm an—
ifests itself by the non-analyticity of the figacity expan—
sion for any given tem perature and disorder strength.



In this sense, the random spin wave phase is unstable,
although we cannot preclide the possibility that a new
phase w ith quasidong-range order can be found for suf-

ciently low tem peratures and weak disorder strength.
T he breakdow n of the fugacity expansion is also associ-
ated to a potential perturbative instability triggered by
any random vortex core energy.

W e have shown that neither the breakdown of the fi—
gacity expansion nor the perturbative instability are ar-
tifacts of the continuum approxin ation that we used but
would also be present in the random bond V illain m odel
on the square lattice. Rather, they both re ect the ex—
trem e sensitivity of the fugacity expansion to the tails of
the probability distribution that is chosen for the random
bonds.

T he physical interpretation for the breakdown of the
fugacity expansion is that the typical ground state is
not ferrom agnetic. In the best case scenario, the typi-
calground state for weak disorder supports som e quasi-
Iong-range order that would persist for su ciently low
tem peratures. H ow ever, to address the nature of the low
tem perature, weak disorder region of the phase diagram
it is in perative to better characterize the typical ground
state and to use a RG schem e that is non-perturbative
In the vortex fugacity.
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APPENDIX A:ZERO TEM PERATURE
CONSIDERATIONS

In this appendix, we study som e properties of the ran—
dom phase X Y model at zero tem perature. Indeed, we
recall that the prerequisite to the existence ofa K T tran-—
sition In the disorder free X Y m odel is the sin ple fact
that the ground state of the H am iltonian

X
H [f ig]l = J
hiji

cos(i 5l @1

is ferrom agnetic. In tw o din ensions, the long-range order
of the ground state is rst dem oted to quasilong-range
order for any nite tem perature below the KT transition
tem perature Tk ¢ . In tum, topological excitations in the
form of vortices w ipe out the quasidong-range order for
T > Tgr . The crucialquestion we would lke to address
is: are typical ground states of
X
H [f i9;fAi59] = Ji
hiji

cos(i 5  Ay)]l @A2)

ordered, quasi-long-range ordered, or disordered?

W hat wem ean by a typicalground state is the follow —
ing. W e assum e that we know how to calculate the prob-
ability to nd a ground state w ith energy density e (en—
ergy divided by total num ber of sites, ie., O e 43J).
A typicalground state m axim alizes this probability dis—
tribution. Unfortunately, obtaining this probability dis—
tribution isvery di cult in view of: (i) the non-quadratic
dependency of the energy on the disorder, and (ii) ofthe
need tom inin alize the energy spectrum ofH [f ;g;fA 59]
for a given realization of the disorder. The rstdi culty
can be disposed of in the V illain approxin ation W hereby
it is assum ed that the Villain approxin ation does not
change the universality class), but we stillm ust face the
second di culty.

W e focus on the vortex sector in the continuum ap-—
proxim ation of section :}]j and show that, for extensively
m any realizations of the random vector potential @ ,
the ground states are, for lack of a better description,
com pkex con gurations of vortices. W e do this by gener-
alizing an argum ent used In 1_2-(_5] to prove that the ran—
dom potential @  destroys the long-range order of the
pure system at T = 0 and for su ciently strong disorder
strength: gy > =8.W e then m odify the random phase
X Y modelby restricting the possible realizations of the
disorder to a m ore tractable subset. W ithin this subset
we show that it ispossble to decide whether the ground
states support quasi-long-range order or not.

1. G aussian distribution of the energy of vortex
con gurations

Let "I Eq. ($_-.§-} be given by the vortex con guration

X0 X x
mi]n Xl;
I

"x) = m;27Z; @A 3)

i=1
(W hich need not be neutral) and de ne is energy in the
background of the random vector potential@  to be

zZ h i
Ex @ M2 2€ (& )

 Hi @A4)

i rimn

w here



I _ 3 1 Xy x o W e are now ready to calculate the (unnom alized) dis—
i G MM 1 1 ’ trbutionP € ;m 1; L) nd n vorticesw ith vortic—
kil=1 itiesm 1 ; n 2nZ anyw here on the Euclidean plane.
Tt isde ned by
Hl; Zh 2 J m g (Xk ): (A5)
=1 P E;ma; n )imE
The de niion in Eq. @-4) is usefiil since the energy d?x d?xp P E ;xi; Vi 11
. - 2 2 a1y n)nX (A )
Hq; is very closely related to the themn al average of a a

the 2m = n-point correlation fnction ) ) ) ) )
where a isa m icroscopic cuto and L is the system size.

i(x1) i ngdg i Gnov1) iGen ), W e are nterested In the scalingofP € ;m ;; o );mith
14

Fri; aex ™€
the systam size L . N otice that
A 6) 7
1, 2n
for vanishing fiilgacity h;=2t. Indeed, in that case dE P E;mq; n)im 2 A12)
Fxy; oaxdni—o=e 700 #0: @7)  This scaling can be caloulated in closed form forn = 1:
Notice that for a xed realization of @ , Hy, is exp In L 2 @ H.)
bounded from kebw by < d&°x(@ F. On the other P Em) = e o HL a13)
hand, sihce 2 d’x @ ¥ can take arbitrary large values, ’ T JaH1 '
these are the rare events w hich take fulladvantage ofthe o 1
non-com pactnessofthe G aussian probability distribution Hi=m? Jh P ®14)
for @ , the probability distrbution P € ;x;; n)ix
thatH 1; takesthevalueE isnon-vanishing forallreal Here, the atbitrary length scak 1y is chosen tobe L .
valies of E . A very spe.cjal:/ortex con. g-.uratjon is the In the absence ofdisorder, the ground state ofEq. @:4)
ferrom agnetic con guration = 0. This is the ground is the ferrom agnetic state ~= 0. Tn the presence of dis-
state of the pure system and i has a vanishing random order, we can calculate the probability P & ;x1; 1)

energy. Clearly it need not be the ground state for a
given realization of the disorder.

W hat is the probability distrdbbution of H;; 2, By
de nition it is given by

from Eq. @ 9) to nd a vortex con guration with en—
ergy E < 0. W e say that it is energetically favorable to
create a vortex con guration ~dierent from ~= 0 if

PE < 0;xq1;5 n) Aoes not vanish. For exam ple, to a
P Ejxi; ) = good approxin ation, we nd that
R R Z
- Py e Fw) 0
D[ ]e 2% o E H; );1:1 @8) dE P E;m) P (O;m)
R A &z @ P ) 1
D[ ]e *a 2
L 21 g
W e can represent the delta function by an integral, in =P = : @A15)
which case 4 2J2gm 2 In (L=a)
Z R
d i€ 5, )1 5 o Equation @ 15) gives the num ber of sites on which it is
P Eix; n)7X 5 € € n energetically favorable to create a single vortex con gu-—
Z - ration
d e H, a) o =(H )2 X -1 -
= e romle " Asproposed in 0], one can use estinate Eq. @ 13)
) to establish a criterion for the destruction of long-range
exp € Hy ) order at T = 0 of the pure system by the random vec—
- 20 Hy; ) @ 9) tor potential @ . Long—range order is destroyed if the
= -3 num ber of sites on which it is energetically favorable to

2 (Hy o i create a single vortex con guration diverges in the ther—

modynam ic Iim it L " 1 , ie., if the variance gy is larger

T hus, the probability distrbution for the energy of the than the critical valie

vortex con guration “(x) isGaussianwihmean H 4; n
and variance 5 m 2
@ )orit = —m*° = — = A 1l6)
- X 8 2 2
(H Yom 2 F mym 1In X A
Li m 9 kL 1 Tt is im portant to stress that this condition does not
e guaranty the existence of quasilong-rangeorderat T = 0
= 2Jgx Hyq; in (A 10) fga < @a)erite TO see this one can estin ate the

15



num ber of pairs of sites on which i is energetically fa—
vorable to create a dipole. This number is approxi-
mately P 0;+m; m). In tum, wih the choice § = a,
P (0;x1;%X2) can be read o from P (0;x;) provided one

replaces In (L=a) m P (0;x1) by 2In (k; % Fa):
P O;+m; m)=
22 Pre
4 L In (L=a) n? 2
21 v
joge——— — dye 49 : (A17)
8 2J%2gm? a 0

Hence, the number of pairs of sites on which it is en—
ergetically favorable to create a dipole always diverges
with system size [kke (L=a)® if g» < 2(Ga Jere, ke
L=a)® (™)=C9%) otherw ise]. Likew ise, the num ber of
n sites on which it is energetically favorabl to create
a neutral vortex con guration always diverge w ith sys—
tem size. Hence, for m ost realizations of the disorder
@ , the ground states are not the ferrom agnetic state
~= 0 but are neutral and non-trivial (com plx) vortex

con gurations. To decide whether such com plex ground
states support quasi-long-range order, one m ust estab-—
lish absence of screening of the CB potentialbetween to
extemal charges.

2. Screening at zero tem perature

To illustrate the issue of screening, we Introduce the
random energy

X
Hes [ 1= J my n)Gyxifm: m); @AL8)
k;1
where “isa neutraloon guration ofchargesm x = 0; 1,
is a neutral con guration of charges ny = 0; ,

0 < < 1, that realizes the disorder, and Gy; is a
short hand notation for the logarithm ic CB gas poten—

tial. Finally, we take the probability to realize to be
proportional to
2 3
X
expd — NG ying® : ®19)
9a kil

The relationship between this m odel and the random
phase X Y model is that only a very sm all subset of all
possible realizations of the disorder In the random phase

X Y modelare allbwed in Egs. @18,;‘-\-1-5’1) . Thrown out

are all realizations of the disorder m ade of vortices of
unequal vorticity.

Consider now the vortex con guration de ned by
my = 0; 1, regpectively, whenevern, = 0; . The en—
ergy of this con guration, whose unit vortices track the
fractionally charged quenched vortices, is

’W e are indebted to E . Fradkin for this cbservation.
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X

)

k;1

Heel 7 1= Ja m kG xim 17 (A 20)

and should be com pared to the energy of the ferrom ag—
netic state

X

Hep D; 1= J? @21)

myGgim 1
k;1

W e see that it is energetically favorable to create a unit
vortex m x at the location of every quenched vortex ny
provided 1=2 < < 1. Othew ise, the ferrom agnetic
state is preferred. For 1=2, and are degener-
ate 3.

W e are In position to ask the follow ing question. Is
the CB potential screened or not for the fam ily of vortex
con gurations £ g where 1=2 < < 1 isheld xed?
Since m erely creates vortices w herever quenched vor-
tices sit, the question can be reduced to: what are the
screening properties ofthe CB gasw ith e ective tem per—
ature and charge go and , respectively? The answer is
known [_ié], namely orsu ciently asnallg,, ie.,

2

9 < o7 ®22)

the CB gasdoesnot screen since the dipok phase is real-
ized and there exists quasi-long-range order. O therw ise,
the CB gas screens since the plasn a phase is realized and
quasi-long-range orxder is destroyed.

Once we know the asym ptotic form of the CB poten—
tial between two extemal charges for the amily £ g,
1=2< < land gy, =xed,wecan extractthe -averaged
CB potential where we restrict 1=2 < < 1. The
averaged CB potential is controlled In the them ody—
nam iclin itby = 1=2 sincetheprobability in Eq. @ 19)
scales like exp[ 2 (L=a)’f (L=a)], where f (x) is some
positive fiinction w ith lim 4n f (x)=x? = 0 that does not
dependon .The -averagedCB potential, 1=2< < 1,
thus decays logarithm ically for su cilently snallg, and
decays exponentially ifgy > (G )erir - H €n0e, quasi-long—
range oxder ispresent fornot too strong disorder strength
provided it can be shown that is the ground state for
every realizations of the disorderwhen 1=2< < 1.

A though this concture m ight be reasonable for the
toy m odel, i is certainly not true for the f1ll problem
where a given realization of the disorder @  can create
vortices of artbitrary fractional charges in contrast to the
toy m odel. H ence, although the existence ofboth and

suggests the existence of (Ga )erir I the 11l m odel,
we cannot rule out m ore com plex con gurations ~w ih
energies lower than that ofboth the ferrom agnetic state
and and for which the CB potentials are screened at
Iong distances or some ga < (Ga Jerit -



APPENDIX B:FUGACITY EXPANSION

In this section, we we are going to expand all cor-
relation finctions of the SG operator e in powers of
h; =2t and then perform disorder averaging order by or-
der in powers of h;=2t. W e thus reproduce the fugac-
ity expansion perform ed by K orshunov R3] on the CB
gas w ith quenched fractionally charged vortices. Scaling

elds w ith negative scaling dim ensions are then seen to
control the sihgular behavior of the expansion in pow ers
of h1=2t of the Inverse SG partition function order by
order. However, we begin rst by illustrating a possbl
draw back of the figaciy expansion.

1. D raw back of the fugacity expansion

T he expansion of the inverse SG partition finction in
pow ers of the figacity h;=2t should be taken w ith great
caution since convergence is not always warranted. In—
deed, let X be a real valued random variable and lt
Y = 1=(1+ X ) be another real valued random variable.
For exampl, Y could be 1=Z.p whereby X ocould be
Zcn 1. Let Py (x) be the probability that X takes the
value x. W ewant to calculate the probability Py (y) that
Y takes the valie y. For de nieness,

Case I:
Py x) = e®; 0 x<1,
1 1
e v
Py v) = —i 0 v 1 B1)
Yy
Case IT
PX(X)_X2;1 x<1,
5 1
Py )= @ v)% 0 vy 2 B2)
W e Inm ediately conclude that the expansion
X 1
Y = ( PX“; B3)
n

n=0

would predict that allm om entsofY diverge in both cases
Iand II. How ever,_’Eh_ege m om ents can be calculated di-
rectly from Egs. B1B2) and are all nite.

2. Preview to the fugacity expansion to fourth order

Let n be a positive integer, choose n points x;, n
on the Euclidean plane, and de ne

Frij Lpm e %) 0 g0y ®4)

Wy, & 7%= DI[]le Sea L ]FX1; X ®5)

Each factore™™ &x), k= 1;
the insertion ofan extermnalvortex ofvorticity "x = 1in
the CB gas. Them al averaging ofEq. @_4) is obtained
by dividing the unnom alized average n Eq. B _5) by the
SG partition function:

}Fxl; ; ,‘jiunnor

6
Zsg [ ] ®o

Finally, disorder averaging over _@ is done w ih the
probability distribution of Eq. @4).

We attempt to calulate both HF,,; i and
Wy, 477 through a power expansion in h;=2t and
then perform tem by tem disorder averaging over @
Them al averaging and @  averaging are seen to \fac—
torize" to each order in h;=2t for ¥y, _A""°". We
then go on perform Ing @ averaging overt¥y,; | i

T he key dentity that is needed is

]-’Fxll n,~unnor: CB7)
Z Z
m
® 1 h; X m 2 2
ol ot d'ya &Y
X unnor
ot 1) i (Ypée i (Yp+1) i (én )Fxl; anh )
=

T hem al averaging on the last line must be perform ed
wih h; = 0, In which case averagihg over is Gaus-
sian. W e can then use the shift of ntegration variable
_. 0, i . 0 _
=: "+ = to decouplk averaging over - from aver
aging over @

hFxl; n,‘j;\lnnor: (B8)
Z Z
® 1 h; "X m 2 2
— 5 d’y: d Ym
m! t p
m=20 p=20 p
c = @) T e 7 e B
.0 .0 .P —_— Eunnor
el (Y1) i gm)el w1 K (Xx)
hi=0

Thus to each order In h,=2t, averaging over @ has
factorized from averaging over ° i the integrand on the
right hand side ofEq. @:E{) . In fact since both averages
are G aussian, one ocbtains the CB gas representation

. junnor =
1r nr
Z Z
X 1 n "X 4 . .
ol ot d'ya d"Ym
m=0 p=0
2 3
me+ n
exp4+ K "k"l]n k §5, B9)
k=1

;n, can be thought of as



yki ifk=1; im, @10) SPansbn in powers of hy=2t of ¥y,; 4 Tn fact, we
xk; fk=m + 1; jm + n, need allm om ents (not only the rst one) of the unnor-
m alized correlation functions Hy,; _A""°" as can be
seen by expanding 1=Zgs¢ [ ] In powers of =2t In Eq.

Zx =

and we have Introduced the e ective CB gas coupling

constant . 4 @:6) . But these m om ents can be estin ated from
2 .
— 2y _ : . . . . . u r
2K =2 K gK )= 2 ﬁ*‘ F 12— : elz(Y1) i vede 1 Wp+1) 13(@) h:li) =
®B11) —*
spit K@ b TS B13)
E quations @EB{;T_B:lZl:) tell us that under the assum ption k=1
that a fugaciy expansion ofthe CB gas is valid for each
realizations of the disorder @ , then averaging over@ w here
all unnom alized correlation fiinctions consisting in the —_— 5
Insertion of extermal charges am ounts to the sam e renor- K@=Ka gk B14)

m alization of the CB gas e ective tem perature 1= K .

M oreover, in view of The boundary K (@) = 0 which delin is a positive from

a negative e ective CB gas tem perature shrinksw ith in-

Zsg [ 1= creasing gq. Hence order by order In pow ers ofh;=2t, the
& 1 p, X Z regin e in which the fugacity expansion iswellde ned is
-t m 42 V1 Zym d controlled by_tpe largest m om ent oont:c‘_l'b'gt_jl?g to this or-
meo™! 2t o P derin Eq. B13). W e recognize in Eq. ®14) the scaling
D , , , Einnor din ensions on the right hand side ofEq. {5.7).
et (y1) i (Ypée i (Yp+1) i (%n) ; ®12)
h;=0
this is also true for the case n = 0 which corresponds 3. CB gas interpretation of the fugacity expansion
to the average of the partition function expanded in
powers of the fiigaciy. W e thus expect that the fiigac— Bebre going into a m ore detailed discussion of the fii—

iy expansion for all unnom alized correlation fuinctions  gacity expansion up to Hurth order, we com m ent on som e

Wy, ; &%, ifwellde ned, is convergent In the sam e general features of the fugacity expansion and its close

region of the 1=K , g , h1=2t coupling space. However, relationship to the replicated e ective theory of section

this isnot so for the normm alized average ¥y, ; | . 57: . The im purity average over the two-point correlation
Indeed Egs. {BgB11) are not su cient to extract the finction IF1,1iin Eq. {42) can be recast asa summ ation

e ect of disorder averaging over @  on the perturbative  over allpossible con gurations

J

het &1) i (x2) g i)t iZi(Yj_EnnoOr he (zi)+ izj()zihunn%r ®B15)
1= 1=

of2i+ 23+ vortices that screen the two extemal vortices;abind x, . T he appropriate com binatorial weight
that results from expanding the num erator and denom inator in pow ers of the fiigacity is not w ritten here but can be

und in the com ing subsection. The rst themalaverageh 721 comes from the expansion of the num erator in

Eq. @:1-_3), while the rem aining factorsin h~ ;70¢1 com e from the expansion of the denom inator. Notice that
them al averages are disconnected averages as is indicated by the superscript [see Eq. {5_3) 1.
Introducing =: %+ Zl—t (shce ®and  decouplk), the above equation becom es
e 7 ()t T @3)t ppi Ox1) i Oxs) d ‘yi)+ Oﬁyzi)ihu?:%r e )+ Oﬁzzj)ihu?il%r . B16)

Each term in the fugacity expansion can then be given the charges labeled by the subscript 0 alw ays refer to the
the ollow ing CB gas interpretation. T here is one charge disconnected them al average Involving the two extemal
Q, the disorder charge, associated with the ed . Ik charges at x; and x,, respectively) . For exam ple, ifnone
is also convenient to associate with each disconnected — ofthe coordiates in @-_f_d) coincide w e assign

them al average h ﬁj‘i‘%ﬁ appearing in {_B-_l-_é) a distinct

therm al charge ",. M ore precisely, to order (h;=2t)%" ¢=+1;"=0; n 5"0;Q =+ .1) to the CB
we introduce n + 1 them alcharges ",,a= 0; n we chargesat x; and yy, 1= 1; il
take the them al charges "n +1 = »=="0 to al ¢ = 1;m = 0; LS00 = 1) to the CB

ways vanish ifthere are only m < n them al factors, and charges at x, and y1, 1= i+ 1; 221
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¢=0;"1=+1; n="0;Q = +1) to theCB (to order 2n in the fiigacity expansion). For exam ple, to

charges at z;, 1= 1; ;. fourth order, we willdenote by Y 1,12, any of the three
ﬁlgacjtjes Y(l;l;O;Z)l Y(l;O;l;Z)l and Y(O;l;l;Z) associated to

¢=0"= 1 =00 = 1DwWtheCB 4o gamges (1;1;0;2), 1;0;1;2), and (0;1;1;2), respec—
chargesat z;, 1= 3+ 1; i23. tively. Indeed, we will show that the RG equations for

Since coordinates belonging to distinct disconnected a]lthn?e Mgacities are the sam e. _ . _
them al averages can coincide (see the next subsection), W e JJJust:nate. those general considerations w Jthl a de-
we will also allow complkx or fiised charges of the form tailed calculation of the fourth order correction to

"o; 2:Q" where H'y, x,1. W e denote wih Fl(j) the fourth order coe —

cient to the figacity expansion (see the ollow ing subsec—

Xt ) ) ) tion). It is then convenient to distinguish between three
".=0Q; J1J n; FJ n FF : B17) @

contributions to F,, , denoted A_lzr B—l2’ and C_lzr re-
spectively. To fourth order in the fugaciy expansion, we
It is then possble to system atically carry through the  expect that com plex vortices w ith charges ("o;"1;"2;Q)
them aland disorder average in @16) by assum ing that e erge. C orrespondingly, it should be possble to recast

the replicated charges ("o;"1; iQ) and"{y %) iQ theRG equations in temm soffigacitiesY g, ,n v, 0. This
are associated to operators with correlation functions is indeed 0.
given by T he contribution A |, is nothing but the second order
. o P contribution squared. Hence, it is due to the screening of
w w0 2 eETeomZ T . 18 tw o extemalvorticesw ith charges (+ 1;+1)and ( 1; 1),
a : ®18) respectively, by fourthem alvorticesw ith chargesoftype

( 1; 1). I isgiven by:
A's we change the m icroscopic cuto a and/or in-

clide randomness in h;, two operators wih charges h; 4 x1, 2K 1h ) X1 i,
("oi"; Q) a0 @spectively, may ise A1z ¢ T 7 2x i — i B2
into onew ith charge (", + "3;", + "9; ;0% Qhus,

operators w ith arbitrary com plex chargesm ay appear in where x@) s the nd order o on of Eq. @.'3)
the fligaciy expansion upon renom alization or averag— -

; . ) when g= 1:

Ing over random vortex fugaciy. A though bare vortices

In the X Y modelhave a sin ple structure (peing labeled y=a

by a singl Integer), it is striking to see that com plex @ _ 3 L2 4 2 3 2K,
vortices m ust be accounted for in disorder averaged cor— X 4K K'q ¥ an) Wy ¢ B2
relation finctions n contrast to the clan Il it (n the 1

pure system these higher charges are always irrelevant).
C om plex vortices also appear form ally in the replica ap—
proach (see section :37‘.) . However, Intuition is easily lost
when taking the replica lim it r # 0.

T his isan encouraging result since it jisti es a posteriori

our assum ption in Eqg. {_5_.2{) that logarithm ic corrections

can be reexponentiated.

0 ur discussion ofthe fiigacity expansion suggests that The contrdbution B,, is due to the screening of our
. . ~ two extemal vortices by either three replicated vortices

fgacities Yo n,; - gshould be itroduced when op- 4y 4agesoftype ¢+ 1;+ 1;+ 2) (fased), ( 1;0; 1)and

erators w ith charge (%" ; iQ) oontijute:‘écz:CBl&(O. 1; 1), respectively, or three replicated vortices w ith
T hese figacities, to a rst approxin ation, are related to charges (+1; 1;0) (used), ( 1;0; 1) and O;+ 1;+1),

the density of screening charges of type ("p;"17 ;0 )rfesp vely
Fomm invariance of the fiigacity expansion under an in— The C—12 is induced by the ing oftwo exter-

nitesin al rescaling of the short distance cuto. a: nalvorticesat x; and x,, respectively, by efthertw o fused
a®=ae; 0<1 1; ®19) vorticesw ith chargesoftype ( 1; 1;0),orby two fised
vortices w th charges oftype ( 1; 1; 2). Concretely,
would then in ply that the fiigacities obey RG equations. we nd
Since the scaling din ension of an operator depends on 4
its charge, we expect the RG equations for the new fu— C, — 212 2 %4) n X12 ; ®22)
gacities to be di erent from each other. In particular, 2t a
to order 2n in the fiigacity, the generalized fiigacities
Y 0;1; AD) ;7Y 10,0 expected to be the m ost where xc(4) is the fourth order correction due to two-body
relevant operators within the family Yn,; ), [com—  renom alization e ects:
parewih Eq. (_5-:/:)].
W e will slightly abuse our notation in the Hllow ing Z-a
by using for the subscript of generalized fiigacities the xM= 4°KRZYE o dyyt U F B23)
maximum number n of non-vanishing them al charges 1
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32K Q).

The rst line on the right hand side of Eq. é:2:3:) is
fully oblivious of the disorder. The second line is dra-
m atically sensitive to it since it yields a new boundary
for analyticity of the fiigaciy expansion. The two lines
are equal in the absence of disorder.

Furthem ore, the second line on the right hand side of
Eqg. {]_3:2:3) In plies that, in contrast to the second order
contrbution to the fiigacity expansion ofthem ean 4,1,
the scaling exponent 2 K (2) offFlzifH: , enters in the
fourth order correction to the scaling exponent 2 K of
hF]_Zihl= o+ Hence, the second m om ent of HF121 couples
to themean of F'1,1i In the RG ow to fourth order in
the flgacity. L

From the scaling dimension 2 K 4 gK?= K ()
of the operator wih charge of type (1;1;2), we nd
the RG equation @1-6 ) of Y 1,1;2) - Equation (B23’ tells
us that Y ;1) indeed enters the RG equation of K .
Hence, the perturbative RG equationsbreaksdown when
2 K @2)< 4.

T he pattem for renom alization should becom e clear
from our fourth order calculation. To each new order
2n In h;=2t we need to introduce new fiigaciies for
replicated vortices labeled by their them aland disorder
charges

xn

Sy, wo_ .
’ a)r a 1!

a=1

(o5 ni a= 0; in;

to close the RG equations. T he scaling din ension of the
fugacity

(i " ")

on the critical plane of Fig. 1 is deduced from that of

n #
X0
exp 1", L) =
w a=1 # n #
xo
exp i " @) ep 2K ) ", B24)

a=1 a=1

Forany In nitesin alvalue ofthe disorder strength ga ,
the contribution to the coe cient of the fligaciy expan—
sion to order 2n that de nes the regin e of analyticity
[see Eq. {fl.l4) ] describes the screening of the CB in-—
teraction by two tightly bound fiised vortices of charges
("; ;";n"), "w_
tem size of this coe cient is thus given by Eq. (4.13].
Subleading contributions to the coe cient of the expan-
sion origihate from screening of the CB interaction by
three and m ore replicated vortices.

Finally, we would like to stress that there exists a one
to one correspondence betw een the replicated vortices ap—
pearing In the figacity expansion and the J:ephcated pn—
mary elds constructed in section '.\/: [ee Egs. ¢55.,5 6'
aswas rst suggested by K orshunov [2]1]

D . Two-point function H'x, ;x,1 up to order (hl:2t)4

Tt is very instructive to carry the fiigacity expansion of the two-point finction

— o &1)
FXl;Xz = € *

i (x2) F12 .

B25)

T his calculation is the crucial ngredient in the RG analysis ofthe KT transition.
For the pure case quasrlong—range order holds if F';, decays algebraically w ith separation w ith a scaling exponent

x (@) [see Eq.

exponent becom es non-analytic.

(4 4)] which is an analytic fuinction of figacity ¥ in the vichity of Y; =
tem perature to a disordered phase is deduced from the boundary along the line 1=K

0. The transition
0 for which the scaling

In the presence of disorder, R ubinstein et al. perform ed the sam e analysis after averaging over disorder the fugacity

expansion of Fi, term by tem up to second order in Y.
on figaciy Y;.

the onset of a non—ana}yth dependency of

They Inferred the parabolic boundary of Fig. 1 from
W e repeat their argum ent and show, in the spirit of

K orshunov’s analysis 12]1], how higher m om ents of correlation functions invalidate their conclusion beyond second

order iIn the fiigacity expansion.
The power expansion in Y; / h;=2t is given by

. @ . en P; o £5 ) u=2p"
H,i= n=0F12 hi=2t)" = E 111:1 Z @ =20 ; B 26)
where F, 271 = £97% 1) = 7 @n+ D) = ¢ ang
Fl(g) = f1(2);
Py = £5 5229 . B27)
=9 £922@4 £02@ 4 £072@ 7@,

1, respectively. T he scaling w ith sys—



up to fourth order n h;=2t. T he coe cients in the power expansions in h ;=2t of the num erator and denom inator are

Z D E
£@n) _ 1 2y, 2g,d e vt Findy i Wae1) g+ i k1) 1 oko) O ®28)
2 E (Ti PERL ni=o

7 €

D E
7, @n) 1 2 2 i (yu)+ tinly 1 (Yn+1) iy T, B29)
nh? ?Y1 {Zir? © hi=0 '
! —_ -
6

regpectively. Since we are assum ing the existence of a dipole phase, them al vortices are taken w ith a hardcore as
is indicated by the constraint that the coordinates of the vortices cannot coincide. Hence, we are In plicitly using a
short distance cuto a for the them alvortices. A sam atter of principle, this cuto need not be the sam e as that used
at short distances for the quenched vortices. N evertheless, for notational sim plicity, we w ill assum e that quenched
vortices share the sam e hardcore radius.

To lowest order in Y; / h;=2t:

X X
pO- %2 12 : ®30)

To second order In Y; / h;=2t:

2 K Z
@) _ a? 2 2 Kixix, ¥1:v2i2 K) Kiix, V17¥2i2 K ng)
Fy= —— 11 Y]{d V3 ; P
X1 % —Z— i o»?F
s
2 2K Z 2
at Kyix, V17¥2:52 K)  Kyex, V17Y27i2 K°an)
X12 | &) Y12 F K
€ 1
Z :
Ro=aj ¥ 8* K* K'G d¥123¥12F yie=aj * * h k=27 B31)

w here

Y1 oxmdve %I
Y1 =y =]

Kxix, V1iY2iX) = B32)

Ifwe Interpret the presence of a logarithm ic correction on the right hand side ofEq. (5_3-_3-}') asthe rsttem in the
expansion of
2 K+
— a a

Fio= — = — B33)
X12 X12

In powersof , then the scaling exponent goveming the algebraic decay ofﬁ is given by

7 . !

=2K 8*'k? K'J dx x* 2 K a'y? + 0 @%h): ®34)
1

W e see that the condition that the scaling exponent for the algebraic decay of the two-point function be analytic in
the figacity Y1 in the vicinity of vanishing fiigacity yields the parabolic boundary In Fig. 1.

To fourth order in Y; / h;=2t we must distinguish between three di erent e ects present both with or without
disorder. Indeed, we can w rite

4
F1(2)=A12+B12+ C12: CBB5)

R enom alizationsofthe interaction betw een tw o extemalvorticesdue to: i) fourbody e ects, ii) threebody e ects, iii)
twobody e ects, aredenoted by A 1,,B 12, and C1,, resgoectively. T hreebody and two-body e ectsm ust be accounted
for when the separation ki, jbetween the two extermal charges ism uch larger than the hardcore radiis a, and when
the separation between vortices is w thin the hardcore radius. Fom ally, we In plem ent these renom alization e ects
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w henever coordinates of vortices coincide in the integrands. This is never allowed due to the hardcore constraint

(4) (0)

orboth £, and f;, 2 ¥ . However, coordinates can coincide when expanding the inverse partition function in Eq.

0'_3-_2-_6) . Forexample,

Z Z
2) 2y _ 2 2 2 2 . + unnor . unnor
£, 2 2)= ?_Y]{d y% 11_yg{d yﬁ ell v1) w3+ 1)  (x2)] ny= 0 etl v2) (4l him 0
6 6
Z
= il v1) s+ 1) x)] ROl o) (ve)] UOROT
hi=0 h1=0
|23
6
Z
il (yi) s+ (k1) (xp)] UNDOT il (yi)  (ye)] UPRROT
+ H%[i e 1 3 1 2 hy=0 e 1 4 hy=0
6
Z
il (y1) s+ (x1)  (xz)] UPPOT il (yz)  (y1)] UPPOT
+ H%g} e 1 3 1 2 hy=0 e 2 1 By=0
6
Z
i il w1) )+ 1) (x2)] E“”‘;r il v3) o)) “m“;r
1= 1=
| 123
6
Z
il (i) s+ (x1) o (xp)] UNDOT il (yz)  (ys)] URROT
+ H%% e 1 3 1 2 hy=0 e 2 3 hy=0
&
Z
il (1) s+ (x1)  (xz)] UPPOT il (y1)  (ys)] UPROT
+ |]23 e 1 3 1 2 =0 e 1 3 b= 0
{z}
&
Z
il (y1) s+ (x1)  (xz)] UPPOT il (ys)  (y1)] UPPOT.
+ | ]Zg e 1 3 1 2 hy=0 e 3 1 h=0"
{z}
6
Fourbody renom alization e ects are
Ajp =
Z 2. .. . . .. .. . . 2 K
1 a a“¥i127¥34] Y1 xwlye ®IyV: RIVe RJ
@n? 1234 Ki12]  Vi3dviadvesdvesad Y1 %RdVe %RI¥vsz ®xdvs =]
6
zZ PO 2K .. . .. . +2 KZg,
1 a a“Yi12dl343 Y1 =iy =iy %Iy J N
@n? 33 Ki123¥V13Tv1a T2z T 247 Y1 Iy xIvsz xdye %]
6
Z 2 2 K C . .. .. .. . +2 KZg,
a a Yi2T¥34J V1 X JY2 X J¥3 X TVa 2]
W3 Ki12J3¥13dV24] YViadvs2d ¥1 %RdIve %I¥ysz *%dyvs %3]
6
Z 2 ) . L2 K . . . . +2 KZg,
a a Y1 X J¥3 %] Yi12T¥343F2 X JV 4 %]
16433 Ki2J¥i13dveadyV:r %I¥vs %3] Viad¥32Jd¥e: xIvse =7
6
A ssum Ing screening by a dilute gas of dipoles reduces the integration over the coordinates yi,

them al vortices to
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8 9,
2 2 K % Z 2 E
e 1 a lexz (yl;yZ;Z K ) lexz (Yl;Y2;2 K gA)
12 —_— —
212 x j K
@2 12 § |2 i1 vt ,§
s
|
laZK( 2 Y12 2k X12)2
=z — 8 *K? K'q d¥123 ¥127 — nh — : B38)
2 X12 a a a
T hree-body renom alization e ects are
Bi2 = B39)
Z 2 K 2 K .. . o . . . 2 K?
) a a’ a'yd  v1 wm¥ys wmivs %3 -
1134 Ki2J Y13dyvi43 YuuF¥isF V1 mF¥s mive =J
s
Z 2 K 2 . . K
> a a“yi X TV3 Pl
H%A} X127 Vi3I % i3 x Ji143
s
. . . . .. . 2 K?
341/34] Y1 le]{3 X TV4 %] o n
YiaF¥isF 1 %F¥s =ivs =7
Z 2 K 2 2 K . . . 2 K?g,
5 a a a Y2 X J¥3 %]
115 Ki12] Yi13dvo1] ¥32] Y2 %RdIvs =]
s
Z 2 K 2 .. . 2 K . .. . 2 K’g,
5 a a i X J¥3 %] a 2 X J¥3 %]
115 Ki12] Yi3dv: =dvs = dveid ¥32] ¥2 %RIvs =]
s
A fter Introducing the center of m ass coordinates,
1
YFg(Y1+Y2+y3); @ 40)
Yi2 & Y1 Yor B41)
Y13 & Y1 Y37 B42)
it ispossble to show that
4 2 K 11)
— I a X12 3 4 2 5
B — —_— n —/— (2 2 K K Y . Y 0. Y. 1.
12 o 0 3 @) % ¢ Y 10 DY 1L DTS
2 K (21)
a X12 S
+ — n~— @) 2K'¢ K? Yeimis2Y 10 vY0; 1; 1
X12 a 2
2
;2 : n 222 0P 4kig Y Y Y st
%12 a A~ (+1; 1;0)-( 1;0; 1)+ (0;+1;+1) 2
2
a K X12 3 3 8'(23)
— h— @) AK G Yw1; 1;0Y¢ 1;0; Y10 1) 57 B43)
X12 a 2
w here we have de ned four din ensionless Integrals
Z Z 2 K @)=2 2 K2 2 K @)=2
a1 &yiz dyis a Y13 Yi2 » a Yi2 ®
s = = 2 = . ®44)
a? a? Y12 a Yi3 a?
Yi2Pa YizPa
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Fyio Fyiz a Y13 V2 Yiz
st = > = — = = — ——; (B 45)
a a Y12 a Yi3 a
VizPa isPa
Z Z 2 X +2 K2 2 X
g ey d"yiz dyiz a Y13 Vi2 o a Yiz B @ 46)
a? a? vz a V13 az '
WizPa VisPa
Z Z 2 X +2 K2 2 K
23) Py d’y1; a Y13 Vi2 % Viz2 »
S = > - —— —_— — —: B47)
a’ a’ Vi2 a Yi3 a
VizPa VisPa
Here, we have introduced the dim ensionless fiigacities Y ¢ ;n,;m 4 vy, Yg;umy, @nd Y uygmy, where ", = ", = 1 and
) 4=3
"= 1, respectively. Their bare valies are given by azrt11 . W hereas under a RG rescaling a = efa’ wih

0< 1 1,theY ’sand product thereofare renom alized m ultiplicatively, an open problem isto nd num erical factors
entering additive renom alization e ect due to threebody e ects. This is di culk in this real space RG approach
since we m ust perform fourdim ensional integrals w ith com plicated integrands and intricate boundaries.

Fom invariance under an in nitesim al rescaling of the short distance cuto a: a’=ael,0<1 1, ofB—lz In plies
that the three fugacities ("1;"; = 1)

Yummemi Ymgo myi Yop my m)i ®48)
obey:

1. They always appear in the combinations

Yo ey Ym0, ny Yo m,; o myyt B49)
2. Those com binations renom alize m ultiplicatively according to two rules ("= 1)
0 6 2 K (2) 2 KZg
Y(n;n;zn)Y( ",0; ")Y(O; n, o = Y(n;n;zn)Y( "0; ")Y(O; LPRY e Ay

0o_ 6 4 K+2 K’g, ,
Yo, wo,Y( mo; mYurmmy = Yo, no)Y( no; mYounun € R

A dditionally, if we require the individualm ultiplicative renom alization rules

Ymam = Yomome” £ ®50)
Yoy oy = Yo e’ © ®51)
Y oom = Yoome ™ ®52)
Y((()J;";") = Y(O;";")el[2 “ ]; ®53)
we can summ arize Egs. @-_5-9 '_-_-Q) b
Yeip1 Y10 1 Yo 1, p €T PEY etala gl ®54)
Yo, 1o Y0 1 Yopiwn 00 ¥ el gl ®55)

tw o external vortices can be thought of as som e Iocal linear com bination of the two replicated realscalar elds ;.
W e rem ember that ,, couple to the disorder in such a way that the elds 8;2 de nedby ,= (1);2 + 2 K are
free scalar elds independent of the disorder . The fugacity Y, ;n,», 4 n,, is thus labeled by three charges (m easured
In the appropriate units):

T he them alcharge {' of
T he them al charge § of

T he disorder charge {'+ ", of
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F inally, tw o-body renom alization e ects are

Z 2 K
S a
Ci2 = F B56)
12
| {2}
6
( 2 K (2) . . . 2 2 KZg, 2 2 K
a i1 X J¥V3 %] + a
i3] Y1 %dvs =3I 133
2 K (2) . . .2 K 2 2 KZg, 2 2K . .. .ZK)
i X JV3 %] a Vi X J¥3 %]
Y133 Y1 xIvs =] Y133 Vi1 %dIvs =]

Them aprdi erence between C 1, and Eqg. G'_B-_B-_') is the exponent ofthe coordinate y13 given by K 2) = 2K 4K2qy .
Tt ispossble to show that

g h 122
4 2 K 2 K 2) 2 Z o
— a X12 4 4 2 B 3 2 K @)
C — —_— nh — 8 4K e . a
12 ot %12 a N gzi 4 ? 1;1:2) Yy
4 2K Z v
X12 @
— n == 8 K ZY(Zl; 1,0) dyy® * ¥ B57)
X12 a 1

2
2
Here, we have introduced the dim ensionless fugacities Y 1;1,2) and Y 4; 1,0) whose bare values are equalto a;t”

In the absence of disorder, renom alization e ects due to higher charge vortices do not m odify the boundary
extracted from Eq. @-_3-3:) . This is nothing but the statem ent that cos( ) is the m ost relevant operator of the fam ily
cos( 1) L9s( joos( ), 92 N, along the Gaussian xed line 1=K 5 65§, ¥; = 0. However, in the
presence of the random vectorpotential@  the relevance of cos( 1) fosFilcreaseswith g2 N .
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