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E�ective theories for random criticalpointsare usually non-unitary,and thusm ay contain rel-

evant operators with negative scaling dim ensions. To study the consequences ofthe existence of

negative dim ensionaloperators,we considerthe random -bond X Y m odel.Ithasbeen argued that

theX Y m odelon a squarelattice,when weakly perturbed by random phases,hasa quasi-long-range

ordered phase (the random spin wave phase) at su�ciently low tem peratures. W e show that in-

�nitely m any relevantperturbationsto theproposed criticalaction fortherandom spin wavephase

were om itted in allprevious treatm ents. The physicalorigin ofthese perturbations is intim ately

related to the existence ofbroadly distributed correlation functions. W e �nd that those relevant

perturbations do enter the Renorm alization G roup equations, and a�ect criticalbehavior. This

raises the possibility that the random X Y m odelhas no quasi-long-range ordered phase and no

K osterlitz-Thouless(K T)phase transition.

PACS num bers:05.20.-y,05.70.Jk,75.50.Lk

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

ThetheoryoftheRenorm alizationG roup (RG )and,in

particular,the conceptofrelevantand irrelevantopera-

torsprovidesageneraland deep understandingofcritical

pointsin clean system s.Thephysicalpictureattheheart

ofthe RG theory isofsu�cientgenerality to have been

applied to the study ofcriticalpointsin disordered sys-

tem s such as random m agnetic system s or the problem

ofAnderson localization [1{3].

However,e�ective theories for criticalpoints induced

by disorder(in short,random criticalpoints)areusually

non-unitary, i.e., they contain operators whose scaling

dim ensionsneed notbebounded from below.Thus,itis

possible fora random criticalpointto be endowed with

operators whose scaling dim ensions are negative. This

possibility isclosely related to the factthatobservables

can be very broadly distributed in a criticalphenom ena

induced by disorder.

A paradigm ofthissituation isthe problem ofa \rel-

ativistic" particle m oving in two spatialdim ensions in

the background ofa static butrandom vectorpotential,

in shortthe random -Dirac-ferm ion problem [4{10].This

system was found to have a line ofcriticalpoints such

thateach criticalpointcontainsoperatorswith negative

scaling dim ensions that carry trivialquantum num bers

associated to the sym m etries in the problem [7,8]. In

other words,those operators are relevant and m ay ap-

pearin the e�ective theory.Now the question is,do the

random -Dirac-ferm ion criticalpoints really exist or are

they destroyed by therelevantoperators? Toanswerthis

question,the following issue needsto be addressed. Do

theseunusualrelevantoperatorsa�ectthecriticalpoints

in theconventionalway,can weusethestandard RG ar-

gum entsto study thestability ofrandom criticalpoints?

O neconcernisthatnegativedim ensionaloperatorsm ight

havesom especialpropertiesthatwould preventthe use

ofstandard RG argum ents. For exam ple,whereas the

identity operatorhaszero scaling dim ension,itdoesnot

destabilizea criticalpointsinceitcannota�ectthescal-

ingofanycorrelation functions.Thequestion wewantto

addressin thispaperiswhathappensto a criticalpoint

and the corresponding correlation functions when rele-

vantoperatorswith negative scaling dim ensions appear

in the e�ectivetheory.

A second unusual property of the random -Dirac-

ferm ion criticalpointrelative to a generic criticalpoint

describing a clean system is that an in�nite num ber of

relevantoperatorsappearsim ultaneously in thee�ective

theory.TheRG 
ow in thevicinity oftherandom -Dirac-

ferm ion criticalpointm ustthen involve in�nitely m any

coupled equationsin which casethe issue ofitsstability

becom esm uch m oreintricate.

Since there is no generalprinciple ruling out the ex-

istence ofan in�nite num ber ofrelevantoperatorswith

negative scaling dim ensions at a random criticalpoint,

it is im perative to reexam ine the stability of random

critical points with this possibility in m ind. Usually,

in the literature on random criticalpoints,only the ef-

fects ofa �nite num ber ofperturbing operators are in-

vestigated. The propertiesofthe random -Dirac-ferm ion

criticalpoints suggest,however,that it is very im por-

tant to study the scaling properties of \com plex" op-

erators. At a random -Dirac-ferm ion criticalpoint,the

scaling dim ensionsofthosecom plex operatorsareofthe

form h = h0n� gn2,wheren isan integerthatcharacter-

izes the com plexity ofthe operator and g characterizes

thestrength oftherandom ness.Thetradem ark ofthese

com plex operatorsisthat,whereasthey becom em oreir-

relevantthem orecom plextheyare(thelargern is)in the

absenceofdisorder,thisbehaviorisreversed with disor-
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der.In fact,since n isunbounded from above,itisseen

that the random -Dirac-ferm ion criticalpoints (g > 0)

alwayshave an in�nite num ber ofnegative dim ensional

operators. For weak random ness,only com plex opera-

torswith very large n can have negative dim ensions.In

early studiesofrandom -Dirac-ferm ion criticalpoints,the

e�ectsofsuch com plex operators(strongly irrelevantin

the absence ofdisorder but relevant in the presence of

disorder)werenotaccounted for.

In thispaperwe wantto gain m ore insightsinto ran-

dom criticalpoints characterized by an in�nite num ber

ofoperatorswith negative scaling dim ensions,elucidate

thephysicaloriginofsuch operators,and studyhow these

operatorsm anifestthem selvesin thestandard RG treat-

m entofthe stability ofa random criticalpoint. To this

end,we willreexam ine the problem ofthe random bond

two-dim ensionalX Y m odel

H X Y :=
X

hiji

Jij[1� cos(�i� �j � Aij)]: (1.1)

Here,theangles0 � �i < 2� arede�ned on thesitesiof

a square lattice. The positive exchange couplingsJij or

spin sti�ness and the realphasesA ij are de�ned on all

directed nearest-neighbor pairs ofsites hiji and are in-

dependently distributed on the linkshijiwith variances

(m ean values)gJ (J)and gA (0),respectively.

Rubinstein etal. have studied the random bond X Y

m odelattheG aussianlevelwith random nessin thephase

only (gJ = 0,gA > 0)[11].TheG aussian approxim ation

consistsin replacing Eq.(1.1)by the continuum lim it

H G :=
J

2

Z

d
2
x

2X

�= 1

[@�(’ + �)� A �]
2
; (1.2a)

where ’ is vortex free whereas � carries vortices. The

probability distribution forthe staticrandom vectorpo-

tentialA � isalso taken to be G aussian,

P [A �]:=
exp

�
� 1

2gA

R
d2x A 2

�

�

R
D [A �]exp

�
� 1

2gA

R
d2y A 2

�

�; (1.2b)

whereweadoptthesum m ation convention overrepeated

indices from now on. Rubinstein et al. argue that the

random bond X Y m odelbelongs to the sam e univer-

sality class as the G aussian m odeland they infer from

the G aussian m odelthat,for any given but su�ciently

sm alldisorderstrength gA ,there existsa line ofcritical

points ending at a K T-like transition. In other words,

for �xed gA the K T phase diagram ofthe pure system

[12]ispreserved albeitwith scaling exponentsdepending

on gA [11]. At the heart oftheir argum ent is an esti-

m ate forthe disorderaverage ofa two-pointcorrelation

function for an operator associated with vortices. The

relevance/irrelevanceofthisvortex operatorcontrolsthe

K T-liketransition.

The m anifold ofrandom criticalpoints found by Ru-

binstein etal.isquitespecial.First,thesearenon-trivial

random critical points since scaling exponents depend

both on tem perature and disorderstrength. Thisprop-

erty should be contrasted with that ofa criticalpoint

for which the e�ect of disorder is fully accounted for

by irrelevant random perturbations as happens in the

two-dim ensionalIsing m odelwith weak bond random -

ness[13]. Second,each random criticalpointis exactly

soluble,alllocaloperatorscan belisted and theirscaling

dim ensionscan be calculated.Third,thereisan in�nity

ofoperators associated to vortices that carry negative

scaling dim ensions. W e want to use the G aussian ap-

proxim ation to therandom bond X Y m odelasa testing

ground to gain som einsightsaboutspecialpropertiesof

random criticalpointsassociated to a spectrum ofnega-

tivescaling dim ensionswithoutlowerbound.

W e close this introduction by pointing out that,be-

sides the relevance ofthe two-dim ensionalrandom X Y

m odelto m agnetic system swith random Dzyaloshinkii-

M oriya interactions [11],crystalsystem s on disordered

substrates[14],arraysofJosephson junctionswith posi-

tionaldisorder[15],and vortex glasses[16],the random

X Y m odelisalsoclosely related to spectralpropertiesof

two-dim ensionalDirac Ham iltonians with random vec-

torpotentialand random m ass. In turn,random Dirac

ferm ionsin two dim ensionscan beconnected [17]to sta-

tisticalproblem s such as the random 
ux-line m odelin

them ixed phaseofsuperconductors[18]and driven ran-

dom di�usion m odel[19].W e hope thata betterunder-

standing ofthe random X Y m odelm ight be usefulto

thisclassofproblem s.

II.R ESU LT S

It is easy to show that, if vortices are not allowed

(thespin waveapproxim ation),thecontinuum m odelEq.

(1.2)isata �xed pointwherethe spin exp(i’)hasalge-

braic quasi-long-range correlations for any tem perature

and any disorderstrength.Thisphase,the random spin

wave phase,isan exactly soluble random criticalpoint.

In this paper we would like to reexam ine the stabil-

ity ofthisquasi-long-rangeordered phase.The stability

ofthis phase has been studied before. Ifone assum es

thattheground statein thevortex sectorisin thedipole

phaseand ifoneconsidersthebinding and un-binding of

the sim plestvorticeswithin the �rstnon-trivialorderof

a fugacity expansion forthe vortices[11],one �ndsthat

therandom criticalpointisstableonlyforarangeoftem -

peraturesand disorderstrengthsbounded by thedashed

line in Fig.1.A m oresophisticated approxim ation con-

sists in treating a non-interacting gas ofdipoles in the

presenceofdisordernon-perturbatively in the vortex fu-

gacity,in which casequasi-long-rangeorderispresentin

theshaded area in Fig.1 [20].However,in thispaperwe

�nd that:
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1.For any tem perature and any disorder strength

ofthe random phases,random ness in the vortex

fugacity generates an in�nite num ber of relevant

term s(m ostofthem carry negativescaling dim en-

sions) in the critical action of the Gaussian ap-

proxim ation to the random bond X Y m odelthat

describesthe random spin wavephase.

2.Ifthe continuum m odelEq. (1.2)isdeduced from

a random phase only (gJ = 0,gA > 0)X Y m odel

on a lattice,then itsvortex fugacity isnecessarily

random .

3.M ostim portantly,the above relevantterm sin the

critical action describing the random spin wave

phase do enter the perturbative RG equations to

each order in the fugacity expansion, and com -

pletelym odifytheRG 
ow atlongdistances.Thus,

the relevant term s have the potentialto cause an

instability ofthe random spin wavephase.

Letuscallthesim ultaneouspresenceofrelevantterm sin

a criticalaction and in the RG equationsa perturbative

instability.Thus,wem ay say thattherandom spin wave

phaseoftherandom bond X Y m odelhasa perturbative

instability forany tem perature and disorderstrength,if

the vortex fugacity isitselfrandom .

W e would like to stress that when there are �nitely

m any relevantterm s,theperturbativeinstability im plies

the instability ofthe criticalpoint.Since they enterthe

RG equations,the�nitenum berofrelevantperturbations

eitherdestroysthealgebraiclong-rangecorrelationsalto-

getherorchangescriticalexponents.

However,in ourcase,the perturbativeinstability cor-

respondsto in�nitely m any relevantterm sappearing si-

m ultaneously in the criticalaction and in the RG equa-

tions.Itisthusnotcom pletely clearto uswhatare the

e�ectsofsuch a perturbative instability,afterone sum s

up an in�nite num berofcontributionsto the RG equa-

tionsfrom allrelevantoperators.By contrast,ifallbut

a �nitenum berofrelevantoperatorscan beswitched o�

from the criticalaction,these rem aining perturbations

would com pletely alterthe correlation functionsatlong

distances.

At the very least,the perturbative instability in the

random bond X Y m odelrepresentsa new situation with

regard to the issue of the stability of random critical

pointswhich m ustbe addressed. The possibility ofthis

new situation (i.e.,the presenceofan in�nite num berof

relevantoperatorsin thecriticalaction)isclosely related

to the factthatthe m om entsofa random variable,say

theexponentiated energy ofadipoleofvortices,need not

bebounded iftherandom variableissu�ciently broadly

distributed. Hence,random criticalpoints need not be

described by unitary �eld theoriesand scaling exponents

need notbe bounded from below.

K orshunov [21]wasthe�rstto arguethattherem ight

notbeany quasi-long-rangeordered phasein therandom

phaseX Y m odel.To thisend,heintroduced a sequence

oflocaloperators,O r;N (x), for the replicated random

phaseX Y m odellabeled by thetwo index r and N .For

given integervaluesofr and N � r,Or;N (x)createsN

vortices,each belonging to a di�erentreplica ofthe X Y

m odel,on site x. Here,r isthe totalnum berofreplica.

K orshunov found that for any strength ofdisorder,the

scaling dim ension ofO r;N (x)becom esnegativeupon an-

alyticalcontinuation to the r # 0 lim it,provided N is

�xed and chosen su�ciently large.

W e recallthat the replica approach identi�es a given

physicaloperator Q with a fam ily or sequence ofoper-

ators Q r labeled by the totalnum ber ofreplicas r. In

thispaper,we identify the fam ily ofoperatorsO r;N (la-

beled by r)studied by K orshunov with a physicalopera-

tor.M oreprecisely,weshow how thefam ily ofoperators

O r;N can be induced in a physicalway in the e�ective

action describing the random spin wavephase.

In the absence ofvortices,the disorder average over

the two-pointfunction ofa localoperatorhas the form

Ajx � yj� in the random bond X Y m odel. O n the one

hand,ifthe fugacity expansion is valid (as is the case

in the clean X Y m odel),then the exponent � and the

coe�cientA depend on the fugacity Y and have an an-

alytic expansion around Y = 0.O n the otherhand,the

breakdown ofthefugacity expansion can havethreecon-

sequences:

1.A(Y )isnotanalyticaround Y = 0,but�(Y )is.

2.Both A(Y )and �(Y )arenotanalyticaround Y =

0.

3.The criticalbehavioriscom pletely changed orde-

stroyed by the inclusion ofvortices.

By extending the Renorm alization G roup (RG )equa-

tions to fourth order in the fugacity,we can show that

thefugacityexpansion breaksdown accordingtoscenario

2,i.e.,both thecoe�cientA(Y )and thescalingexponent

�(Y ) are not analytic functions ofthe vortex fugacity.

Furtherm ore,ifconventionalRG argum ents apply,one

m ay then conclude that vortices change or destroy the

criticalline ofthe the random X Y m odelfor any tem -

peratureand anyim purity strength accordingtoscenario

3.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.W e�rstshow in sec-

tion III that the two-point correlation function studied

in [11]to constructthe phase diagram hasa very broad

probability distribution,a factexpressed in theunderly-

ingcriticaltheorydescribingtherandom spin wavephase

by the presence ofin�nitely m any negative dim ensional

operators.

W ethen show thattherandom spin wavephaseisper-

turbatively unstable. Indeed,this instability m anifests

itselfby thenon-analyticity ofthefugacity expansion for

disorder averaged correlation functions due to the exis-

tence ofin�nitely m any negative dim ensionaloperators

in the underlying criticaltheory. A sum m ary ofourar-

gum entsispresented in section IV with technicalitiesrel-

egated to appendix B.
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Another signature of the perturbative instability, as

we show in section V,isillustrated by the factthatany

random nessin thespin sti�nessoftherandom bond X Y

m odelinducesin�nitely m any relevantperturbationsto

thecriticaltheorydescribingtherandom spin wavephase

in the G aussian approxim ation.

Therelationship between therandom bond X Y m odel,

the random bond Villain m odel,and the G aussian ap-

proxim ation isdiscussed in section VI.Itispointed out

thatthe fugacity expansion already breaksdown in the

random bond Villain m odel.

O ur conclusions are followed up by two appendices.

The�rstonediscussesground statepropertiesand som e

probability distributionsforcorrelation functionsarecal-

culated. The second one presents a detailed derivation

ofthe perturbative RG analysis up to fourth order in

thefugacity expansion.Thereitisalso shown thatthere

exists a one to one correspondence between correlation

functionsforthe perturbationsinduced by a random fu-

gacity within the replica approach ofsection V,and the

contributionsto the fugacity expansion ofsection IV.

III.B R O A D LY D IST R IB U T ED C O R R ELA T IO N

FU N C T IO N S

In this section we construct the random spin wave

phaseand show thatitisdescribed by a m anifold ofran-

dom criticalpoints. The centralquantity ofinterest in

the spin wave phase is the therm alcorrelation function

for two spins. W e characterize uniquely its probability

distribution by allits m om ents. Allm om ents are well-

behaved.

W ethen turn ourattention tothevortex sectorand,in

particular,to the exponentiated energy ofa pairofvor-

ticesofoppositecharges(a dipole)in the background of

the random vectorpotential. Allm om entsofthisexpo-

nentiated energy arecalculated in Eq.(3.18).Thisisthe

centralresultofthispaper.In contrastto thespin wave

sector,higher m om ents dom inate the lower ones. This

property is nothing but the signature of a log-norm al

distribution forthe exponentiated dipole energy.Corre-

spondingly,theenergyofadipoleisG aussian distributed

in m odel(1.2).Conversely,thecriticaltheory describing

therandom spin wavephasem ustcontain in�nitely m any

operatorswith negativescalingdim ensionsthatareasso-

ciated with vorticesin orderto accountfortheG aussian

distribution ofthe dipole energy.

A .Factorization into a spin w ave and a vortex sector

W ebegin with them odelin thecontinuum de�ned by

Eq. (1.2a). W e reiterate that A � is assum ed G aussian

distributed with variancegA ,i.e.,that

P [A �]/ exp

�

�
1

2gA

Z

d
2
x A

2
�

�

: (3.1)

The justi�cation forthis assum ption is thatthe precise

shapeoftheprobability distribution should leavecritical

properties unchanged as long as the probability distri-

bution preserves the short-range nature ofspatialcor-

relations in the disorder. In particular,the tails ofthe

probability distribution ofnon-com pact support in Eq.

(3.1)should nota�ectcriticalproperties.

To understand the role ofthe random vector poten-

tial,itisconvenientto decom poseitinto transverseand

longitudinalcom ponents:

A � = ~@�� + @��;
~@� := ���@�: (3.2)

Theadvantageofthisdecom position isthatthepartition

function derived from H G =
R
d2xH G in Eq.(1.2a)and

the probability distribution in Eq. (3.1) both factorize

since

H G =
J

2
f[@�(’ � �)]2+ [~@�(~�� �)]2g; (3.3)

P [�;�]/ exp

�

�
1

2gA

Z

d
2
x
�
(@��)

2 + (@��)
2
�
�

: (3.4)

Here, ~� is dualto � 1, and one m ust im plem ent the

constrainton the disorderthattherebe no zero m odes:
Z

d
2
x �(x)= 0;

Z

d
2
x �(x)= 0: (3.5)

The am biguity in the choice ofthe integration constant

in Eq.(3.2)isthusrem oved.

B .T he spin w ave sector

The consequences ofthe random vector potentialon

thespin wavesectoraretrivial.O necan shiftspin wave

integration variablesto

’
0:= ’ � �: (3.6)

In the absence ofrandom ness in the spin sti�ness,all

correlation functions for exp(i’)= exp(i’0 + i�) can be

1
G iven �, the dual ~� is de�ned by @ �� = ~@� ~�. For

exam ple, if � =
P

M

i= 1
m iarctan

h
(x� xi)2

(x� xi)1

i
, then ~� =

�
P

M

i= 1
m iln

�
�x� xi

l0

�
�,wherethevorticitiesm i areintegerand

l0 isan arbitrary length scale.
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calculated. In turn,the disorderaverage over� can be

perform ed sincetheprobability distribution for� isthat

ofa freescalar�eld in two dim ensions.

Forexam ple,

hei’(y1) e� i’(y2)iq /
eiq�(y1) e� iq�(y2)

jy1 � y2j
q

2� K

=
1

jy1 � y2j
q+ gA K q2

2� K

: (3.7)

Therm alaveraging isdenoted by angularbrackets.Dis-

order averaging is denoted by an overline and induces

a quadratic dependency on the m om ent q for the scal-

ing exponent.Thus,theim pactofthequenched random

vector potentialon the spin wave sector is to drive the

system to a new criticalpoint for any strength ofthe

disordergA and forany reduced spin sti�ness

K := J=T: (3.8)

Therandom vectorpotentialisseen to destroy thelong-

rangeorderatvanishingtem peraturebyreplacingitwith

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. O n 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,(@�’
0)2q is

a strongly irrelevantoperatoreverywherealong the spin

wave criticalline K � 0). Note that this argum ent is

nothing butHarriscriterion [22]in disguise. Finally,by

choosing jy1 � y2jsu�ciently large,the two-pointfunc-

tion hexp[i’(y1)� i’(y2)]iisseen tobearandom variable

with an arbitrarily sm allrandom com ponent.Thisisnot

so on allcountsin the vortex sector.

C .T he vortex sector

Vortices in the X Y m odelare described by the �eld

�. M ore precisely,the localdensity ofvortices on the

Euclidean plane is given by @2��. O nly the com ponent

~@�� ofthe random vector potentialA� couples directly

to the vortices described by �. W hereas the �eld � is

induced by integer valued vortices,the quenched disor-

der ~@�� describesrealvalued vortices.Hence,thesystem

triesto m inim izetheenergy by screening therealvalued

quenched vorticeswith therm ally excited integervalued

vortices. However, by doing so, entropy is lost. The

balance ofenergy and entropy could lead to a K T-like

criticaltem peratureseparating a low tem peraturephase

with positive free energy and a high tem perature phase

with negativefreeenergy.

In factin the absence ofrandom nessin the spin sti�-

ness,the existence ofa K T transition issuggested by a

perturbative RG calculation in the Coulom b (CB) gas

representation

SC B [�;�]:= E
X

k

(m k � nk)
2 (3.9)

� �K
X

k6= l

(m k � nk)(m l� nl)ln

�
�
�
�
xk � xl

l0

�
�
�
�

ofEq. (3.3),provided gA isnottoo large and assum ing

the existence ofa dipole phase ofthe CB gas at su�-

ciently low tem perature and large reduced bare vortex

core energy E [11,20].Again,� isinduced by a neutral

con�gurationofvorticeswith vorticitiesm k 2 Z,whereas

� is induced by a neutralcon�guration ofvortices with

vorticitiesnl2 R .Itissu�cientto considerneutralcon-

�gurationssincetheenergy costofcreating netvorticity

scaleslogarithm ically with thesystem sizeL,l0 being an

arbitrary length scale.

TheperturbativeRG analysisin theCB gasrepresen-

tation is usually sum m arized by the phase diagram of

Fig. 1. The phase diagram is three dim ensionalwith

1=K = T=J the dim ensionlesstem perature,gA m easur-

ing the disorderstrength,and Y1 = exp(� E )the fugac-

ity ofcharge one vortex. Allpoints on the plane with

vanishing fugacity are critical. This is the m anifold of

criticalpoints describing the random spin wave phase.

Criticalpointswithin the shaded area are argued to be

stable [11,20],i.e.,Y1 isirrelevantand thusdecreasesat

long distances. Criticalpoints outside the shaded area

are unstable,i.e.,Y1 is relevantand thus growsatlong

distances.

�

2

Y1

1

K

gA

�

8

FIG .1. Proposed phasediagram forCB gaswith quenched

random ly fractionally charged vortices. 1=K is the reduced

tem perature,gA the variance ofthe G aussian disorder ~@��,

Y1 the charge one fugacity fortherm alvortices.

To go beyond these results (still keeping J non-

random ),weprefertheSine-G ordon (SG )representation

ofthe CB gas in Eq. (3.9) with m k = � 1 only. By

an expansion in powersofthe\m agnetic�eld" h1 ofthe

Boltzm ann weightwith Lagrangian
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LSG [�;�]:=
1

2t
(@��)

2 �
h1

t
cos� +

i

2�
�(@2��); (3.10)

followed by an integration over�,we recoverthe grand

canonicalpartition function ofthe charge one CB gas

derived from Eq.(3.9)provided oneidenti�es

K =
t

4�2
; Y1 �

h1

2t
; �(x)=

NX

l= 1

nlln

�
�
�
�
x � yl

l0

�
�
�
�:

(3.11)

Notice that � couples to the disorder ~@�� through a

purely im aginary coupling,and thathigherchargesvor-

tices m k = � 2;� � � are easily incorporated with higher

harm onic cos(k�),k 2 N . Hence,were it not for the

\m agnetic �eld" h1,� and � would decouple after the

shiftofintegration variable

� = :�0+
it

2�
� (3.12)

very m uch in thesam eway thespin wavesdecouplefrom

the longitudinalrealizationsofthe disorder.

In the absence ofdisorder,one can establish the exis-

tenceoftheK T transition by perform ing a perturbative

RG analysison the two-pointfunction

hFx1;x2
i0:=

R
D [�]e

�

R
d
2
xL SG [�;0] ei�(x1)� i�(x2)

R
D [�]e

�

R
d2xL SG [�;0]

�

R
D [�]e� SSG [�;0] ei�(x1)� i�(x2)

ZSG [0]
: (3.13)

In short, one �rst expands the right hand side of Eq.

(3.13)in powersofa very sm allfugacity h1=2t.W ithout

a shortdistancecuto� a,allcoe�cientsoftheexpansion

in the fugacity are ill-de�ned. The arbitrariness in the

choice ofthe shortdistance cuto� is used to derive RG

equationsobeyed by the fugacity and the reduced tem -

perature.TheRG equationsareintegrated to determ ine

whether the initialassum ption ofa very sm allfugacity

isconsistent.Theirrelevance,m arginality,and relevance

ofthefugacity then determ inesthespin wavephase,K T

transition,and disordered phase ofthe X Y m odel,re-

spectively.

Rubinstein et al.[11]followed the sam e strategy in

thepresenceofthequenched vectorpotential~@��.M ore

precisely,they perform ed a RG analysis ofthe fugacity

expansion oftwo correlation functions:

G x1;x2
:= � lnhFx1;x2

i; (3.14)

hFx1;x2
i:=

R
D [�]e� SSG [�;�]ei�(x1)� i�(x2)

ZSG [�]
; (3.15)

tothe�rstnon-trivialorderin thefugacity.Noticethatit

isnecessary to include both G x1;x2
and hFx1;x2

ito close

the RG equationsto the �rstnon-trivialorderin thefu-

gacity.Thisisnotsurprising since taking the logarithm

doesnotusually com m utewith averaging.

The crucialpoint ofthe fugacity expansions in Eqs.

(3.14,3.15)isthatevery expansion coe�cientsdepend on

correlation functionscalculated forvanishing \m agnetic

�eld" h1 (fugacity h1=2t)such as

Z

d
2
y1 � � � d

2
y2nhe

i[�(x1)� �(x2)+ �(y1)+ � � � � �(y2n )]ih1= 0;

(3.16)

on the onehand,butalso such as

hei[�(x1)� �(x2)]ih1= 0

�Z

d2y1d
2y2e

i[�(y1)� �(y2)]

� n

h1= 0

;

(3.17)

on theotherhand.Forvanishingfugacity h1=2t,allaver-

aged correlation functionsarealgebraicand in particular

[com parewith Eq.(3.7)]

hei�(y1) e� i�(y2)i
q

h1= 0
/

e�
qt

2�
�(y1) e

qt

2�
�(y2)

jy1 � y2j
qt

2�

=
1

jy1 � y2j
2�K q(1� gA K q)

: (3.18)

Thisisourm ostim portantresult. W e willm ake use of

it in section IV to deduce that the fugacity expansion

cannot yield analytic scaling exponents around vanish-

ing fugacity. The rem arkable property ofEq. (3.18) is

thatthescalingexponentbecom esnegativeforany given

tem perature1=K and disorderstrength ga aslong asthe

m om ent q is su�ciently large. Hence,there m ust exist

in�nitely m any localoperatorswith negative scaling di-

m ensions in the e�ective theory describing the random

spin wavephase.

Thecorrelation function in Eq.(3.18)iscloselyrelated

to the strength ofthe interaction between two external

chargesin the CB gas. Indeed,aswe show in appendix

A,

hei�(y1) e
� i�(y2)ih1= 0 = e

� K

J
H 1;2: (3.19)

Here,H 1;2 isthe bare (since h1 = 0)energy oftwo vor-

tices ofopposite unit charges in the background ofthe

vectorpotential~@��.Theprobabilitydistribution ofH1;2
iscalculated in appendix A and shown to be a G aussian

distribution with avariancegrowinglogarithm icallywith

jy1 � y2j. Hence,the random variable exp[(K =J)H 1;2]

has a log-norm aldistribution. For a �xed separation

jy1 � y2j,the random energy H 1;2 can take arbitrarily

negativevaluesasaconsequenceofourinitialassum ption

on theprobability distribution in Eq.(3.1).Thisfactex-

plainswhy therandom variablehexp[i�(y1)� i�(y2)]iis

unbounded from above.

Correspondingly,theratio oftheqm om entto the�rst

one raised to the powerq growswith jy1 � y2jraised to

the positive power+ 2�gA K
2q(q� 1),in sharp contrast
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to them om entsofthelogarithm ofcorrelation functions

[see Eq. (A10)]on the one hand,orto the m om entsof

correlation functionsin thespin wavesectoron theother

hand.

W e inferfrom Eq. (3.18)thata su�ciently large m o-

m ent of the two-point function in Eq. (3.18) is not

bounded from aboveforarbitrary largevaluesofthesep-

aration jy1 � y2j.Thisproperty isa consequenceofH 1;2

being G aussian distributed thatcan also be understood

asfollows.O n thesecond lineofEq.(3.18),thedisorder

averageisdom inated by realizationsofthedisorderwith

�(y1)very negativeand �(y2)very positive.Such con�g-

urationsareextrem ely rareforsm allseparation jy1� y2j,

since the cost(~@��)
2 willthen be substantial,but they

becom em orelikely asjy1 � y2jincreases.

Thesign oftheq2 dependency ofthescalingexponents

2�K q(1� gA K q)on therighthand sideofEq.(3.18)is

thus the signature ofbroadly distributed random vari-

ables. W e willshow below thatoperators with the sam e

scaling dim ensionsappearin the replicated action ifran-

dom spin sti�ness is introduced. The sam e scaling ex-

ponents have also been found by K orshunov to control

the fugacity expansion ofcorrelation functions such as

hFx1;x2
i to order 2q [21](see section IV and appendix

B). K orshunov concluded from this property ofthe fu-

gacityexpansion thatanyquasi-long-rangeorderedphase

should bedestroyedforarbitraryweakrandom vectorpo-

tential ~@��. An alternative conclusion,however,isthat

quasi-long-range orderis characterized by scaling expo-

nentsthatarenon-analyticfunctionsofthefugacity.W e

willcom e back to thisscenario in section IV and in the

appendices.

The parabola

g
(1)

A

�
1

K

�

:=
1

K

�

1�
2

�

1

K

�

(3.20)

(dashed linein Fig.1)isobtained from the�rstm om ent

q= 1 by requiring thatthescaling exponenton theright

hand sideofEq.(3.18)be\m arginal",i.e.,equals4 [11].

Itisargued to delim ittheboundary between quasi-long-

range orderand disordered phase for�=4 � 1=K � �=2

[11].

Instead of the reentrant phase transition for 0 �

1=K � �=4,the dilute vortex pair approxim ation pro-

posed in [20]suggests that the parabola should be re-

placed by the dotted line in Fig. 1. The di�culties

with thefugacity expansion areherebypassed altogether

since itispossible to calculate the m ean ofG x1;x2
non-

perturbatively in the fugacity provided it is assum ed

that: (i) an insulating dipole phase exists and (ii) the

interaction between dipoles can be neglected. Neverthe-

less,itrem ainsan open problem to show rigorously that

atT = 0 and forin�nitesim algA ,the ground state con-

�guration isin som equasi-long-rangeordered phasecon-

sistentwith assum ptions(i)and (ii)(see appendix A).

IV .N O N -A N A LY T IC IT Y O F T H E FU G A C IT Y

EX PA N SIO N

W e are now ready to describe the results obtained

from the fugacity expansion ofcorrelation functions in

the SG m odelEq. (3.10). W e willprove that the fu-

gacity expansion is non-analytic. For the pure system ,

non-analyticity ofthe fugacity expansion is interpreted

asthedestruction ofquasi-long-rangeorder.In thepres-

enceofarandom vectorpotential,wecannotruleoutthe

possibility thatan exoticphasesurviveswith quasi-long-

rangeordercharacterized by scalingexponentswhich are

non-analytic functionsofthe fugacity. However,even if

a quasi-long-rangeordered phase ispresentin the phase

diagram ofthe SG partition function,we willshow in

section V that random ness in the spin sti�ness induces

in�nitely m any relevantperturbationsto thiscriticalbe-

havior.

The m athem atical reason for the breakdown of the

fugacity expansion is that we are expanding a random

function in powersofa random variable thattakes val-

ues outside the radius ofconvergence ofthe expansion.

The physicalreason for the breakdown is that the typ-

icalground state ofthe random phase X Y m odeldoes

not support long-range-order(the ferrom agnetic state).

Forthe K T transition to survive the presence ofa weak

random vector potential ~@��, the typicalground state

m ustcontain a su�ciently largenum beroftightly bound

pairs ofvortices so as to destroy long-range order,but

notsu�ciently largeso asto screen thebarelogarithm ic

interactionsofthe vortices(see appendix A). Since the

vortex fugacity m easures,to a �rst approxim ation,the

density ofvortices,a ground statewith quasi-long-range

order m ust im ply the breakdown of a fugacity expan-

sion around vanishingfugacity(theferrom agneticground

state).

Although the fugacity expansion isnon-analytic,itis

stillusefulto decide ifnon-analyticity re
ectsonly that

ofscaling exponentsofalgebraiccorrelation functionsor

ifit signalsthe breakdown ofalgebraic order. W e have

perform ed the fugacity expansion in the SG representa-

tion to fourth orderin thefugacity and could not,to this

order,distinguish between an exoticalgebraicphasefrom

the com pletedestruction ofquasi-long-rangeorder.

Lastly,thefugacityexpansionisalsoinstructivein that

itallowstoclassifyand understand theroleplayed by the

largenum bersoflocaloperatorsthatcan beconstructed

within the replica form alism . The close relationship be-

tween the fugacity expansion and the replica form alism

willbe established below togetherwith appendix B and

section V.

In principle,we would like to calculate the probabil-

ity distribution of the two-point functions G x1;x2
and

hFx1;x2
i. This is done in appendix A for vanishing fu-

gacity. For�nite fugacity,we are only able to calculate

their m om ents perturbatively in the fugacity. W e ex-

pectG x1;x2
to be close to a G aussian distribution since
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itisalready G aussian distributed forvanishing fugacity.

Hence,wewillonly calculatethem ean ofG x1;x2
.O n the

other hand,we willneed allm om ents ofhFx1;x2
i since

it is log-norm aldistributed for vanishing fugacity. O ur

goalisthusto calculate perturbatively in powersofthe

barefugacity h1=2t

G 12 := G x1;x2
; (4.1)

hF12iq := hFx1;x2
iq; q2 N : (4.2)

W e restrict con�gurations of (therm al as well as

quenched) vortices to neutralones. This im plies that

only even powersofthebarefugacity h1=2tenterin Eqs.

(4.1,4.2).Thecalculation to lowestorderin thefugacity

issum m arized by Eq.(3.18).

A .Fugacity expansion up to second order

Up to second orderin thebarefugacity h1=2t,we�nd

(see appendix B)thatthe m ean ofthe two-dim ensional

CB interaction between two externalchargesofopposite

sign is

G 12 � 2�

2

6
4K � 4�3K 2

Y
2

(1;1)

L =aZ

1

dyy
3� 2� �K

3

7
5ln

�
�
�
x12

a

�
�
�; (4.3)

whereas

[hF12i]
q
�

�
�
�
x12

a

�
�
�
� 2�x(q)

; (4.4)

with the scaling exponents

x(q):= K (q) (4.5)

� 4�3q

8
<

:

"
K (q)

q

#2

� K
4
g
2
A q

2

9
=

;
Y
2

(1;1)

L =aZ

1

dyy
3� 2� �K

:

Here,we haveintroduced

Y
2

(1;1)
:=

�
a2h1

2t

� 2

; (4.6)

�K := K (1); K (q):= K q� K
2
gA q

2
: (4.7)

Thereason forwhich welabelthedim ensionlessfugacity

Y(1;1) by the subindex (1;1)willbecom e clearto fourth

orderin the fugacity expansion. Su�ces to say that to

second orderin the fugacity expansion,only one pairof

vortices[ofthe type (1;1)]renorm alizesthe m om entsof

two-pointfunctions.

The shortdistance (dim ensionless)cuto� in the ubiq-

uitousintegralon therighthand sidesofEqs.(4.3,4.5)is

arbitrary.By splitting the range ofintegration into two

ranges[1;el[and [el;1 [with 0< l� 1,itcan beshown

that Eqs. (4.3,4.5) are form invariant provided Y(1;1)

isrenorm alized m ultiplicatively,and K ;K (q)are renor-

m alized additively. The disorderstrength gA isleftun-

changed in thisschem e.W ethusrecoverthewellknown

RG equations[11]

dY
(1;1)

dl
= (2� ��K )Y

(1;1)
; (4.8)

dK

dl
= � 4�3K 2

Y
2

(1;1)
; (4.9)

dK (q)

dl
= � 4�3q

8
<

:

"
K (q)

q

#2

� K
4
g
2
A q

2

9
=

;
Y
2

(1;1)
; (4.10)

dgA

dl
= 0: (4.11)

So farso good,thescaling exponent �K thatcontrolsthe

algebraicdecay ofthetwo-pointfunction hF12ih1= 0 gives

us a criterion for the breakdown ofthe fugacity expan-

sion. All scaling exponents x(q) are �nite as long as

4 � 2��K � 0 up to second order in the bare fugacity

h1=2t. This is not true anym ore to fourth order in the

barefugacity.

Letusstressa few im portantpoints.

1.Y(1;1) appearsin theRG equation ofK .Thelatter

controlsthe scaling dim ensionsofm any operators.

2.W hen 4� 2��K < 0,Y(1;1) 
owsto zero. The RG


ow ofK [K (q)]only changes K [K (q)]by a �-

nite am ount proportionalto Y 2

(1;1)
. Thus,scaling

exponents only receive corrections oforder Y 2

(1;1)
.

W e m ay then say that the scaling exponents are

analyticin Y(1;1) around Y(1;1) = 0.

3.W hen 4� 2��K > 0,Y(1;1) 
owsto in�nity atlong

distances and K blows up. This was interpreted

asthe instability ofthe random spin wave critical

pointin Ref.[11]. Atthe very least,scaling expo-

nents are not analytic in Y(1;1) around Y(1;1) = 0

since the perturbativeRG 
ow breaksdown.

B .Fugacity expansion up to fourth and higher order

W e have perform ed the fugacity expansion of Eqs.

(4.1,4.2)tofourth orderin thefugacityh1=2t.Thefourth

order calculation shows that, due to the disorder, the

m ost singular coe�cients in the fugacity expansions of

G 12 and hF12i
q areproportionalto the integral

lim
L

a
"1

Z L

a

1

dyy
3� 2�K (2)

: (4.12)

O ur derivation of the fugacity expansion of hF12i is

sketched in appendix B. It is also shown there that,

in general,the m ost singular coe�cient ofthe fugacity

expansion isproportionalto the integral
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lim
L

a
"1

Z L

a

1

dyy
3� 2�K (n) (4.13)

to theorder2n.Hence,to the2n-th order,theregim eof

analyticity ofthe fugacity expansion isdelim ited by the

curve[com parewith Eq.(3.20)]:

m in

�

g
(1)

A
(1=K );� � � ;g

(n)

A
(1=K ):=

1

K n

�

1�
2

�

1

K n

��

(4.14)

in theplaneofvanishingfugacityin thethreedim ensional

coupling spacedepicted in Fig.2.

W e m ust therefore conclude that the fugacity expan-

sionsofEqs.(4.1,4.2)arenon-analyticforany in�nites-

im alvalue ofthe disorder strength gA ,since the region

ofanalyticity in Fig. 2 shrinks to each new order and

collapses to the segm ent 0 � 1=K � �=2,gA = 0 as

n " 1 . Notice that this argum ent breaks down in the

puresystem where

lim
gA #0

K (n)= K n: (4.15)

This is nothing but the statem ent that cos(n�) is the

m ore irrelevant the larger n is. To put it di�erently,it

is necessary that vortices be m ore irrelevantthe higher

theirchargesforthe fugacity expansion to be analytic.

�

8

gA

Y1

�
1

K

�

2

g
(1)

A

g
(2)

A

FIG .2. Boundariesg
(1)

A
(1=K )and g

(2)

A
(1=K )in the plane

ofvanishing fugacity.The shaded area representsthe regim e

ofanalyticity ofthefugacity expansion to fourth orderin the

fugacity.

Theintegralin (4.12)appearsin theRG 
ow tofourth

orderin the fugacity expansion.Indeed,we�nd that:

1.The RG equation of �K contains a new fugacity

Y(1;1;2).

2.TheRG equation forY(1;1;2) is

dY
(1;1;2)

dl
=

h
2� �K (2)

i
Y
(1;1;2): (4.16)

Therefore,when 4� 2�K (2)> 0,Y(1;1;2) 
owsto in�n-

ity and the RG 
ow of �K blowsup,suggesting the new

phaseboundary 2�K (2)= 4,or,equivalently,g
(2)

A
(1=K ).

W e believe thata sim ilarstructure appearsto the order

2n in the fugacity expansion:

1.The RG equation of �K contains a new fugacity

Y(1;� � � ;1;n).

2.The RG equation forY(1;� � � ;1;n)is

dY
(1;� � � ;1;n)

dl
=

h
2� �K (n)

i
Y
(1;� � � ;1;n): (4.17)

The quasi-long-range phase boundary is controlled by

2�K (2n) = 4, or, equivalently, g
(n)

A
(1=K ). A sta-

ble quasi-long-range ordered phase can only exist if

2�K (2n)> 4 foralln 2 N .

Based on the conventionalRG analysis which essen-

tially assum esthat one can switch o� allfugacities but

Y(1;� � � ;1;n)to order 2n,we conclude that the quasi-long-

range ordered phase isdestroyed by any am ountofdis-

order.A m oreconservativeconclusion thatwecan draw

is that the perturbative RG 
ow m ust break down be-

yond som e criticalorder in the fugacity expansion that

depends on the strength ofthe disorder. In any case,

scalingexponentscannotbeanalyticfunctionsofthebare

vortex fugacity Y1.

V .T H E P ER T U R B A T IV E IN STA B ILIT Y

W e have shown in section IIIthatthe criticaltheory

describing the random spin wavephasem ustcontain an

in�nitenum berofoperatorswith negativescalingdim en-

sions. It was shown in section IV that these operators

with negative scaling dim ensions have dram atic conse-

quenceson theRG equationswithin thefugacity expan-

sion. W e now com plete the proofofthe existence ofa

perturbativeinstability by showing thatthee�ectiveac-

tion from which disorderaveraged correlation functions

are builtisnecessarily perturbed by in�nitely m any op-

eratorswith negativescaling dim ensions.

TheSG representation m akesitclearthatrandom spin

sti�nesscannotbedism issed asirrelevantaswasthecase

in the spin wavesectorsince itinducesa random fugac-

ity in addition to a random tem perature. Random spin

sti�nesshastwo very di�erentconsequencesfrom a sym -

m etry pointofview.

To see this,we ferm ionize the SG m odel. W e use the

(Euclidean)bosonization rules[23]
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� i
�@� !
1

8�
(@��)

2
;

� 
� ! �
i

2�
~@��; (5.1)

� im1 �  ! �
h1

t
cos�;

torelatebilinearsofG rassm ann variables � ; tothereal

scalar�eld � ofEq.(3.10).Here,
� are any two ofthe

three Paulim atrices. Thus,the grand canonicalparti-

tion function ofthe CB gas derived from Eq. (3.9) is

equivalentto �rstexpanding the partition function with

Thirring Lagrangian

LT h := � (i
�@� + im 1) �
g

2
(� 
� )

2+ (� 
� )(~@��)

(5.2)

in powersofthem assim 1 and then integratingover � ; .

Thecouplingsg;im 1 arerelated tothereduced spin sti�-

nessK by

g :=
1

K
� �; im1 /

h1

4�2K
: (5.3)

Random nessin the vectorpotentialofthe X Y m odel

thus enters the Thirring m odelthrough the coupling of

the currentj� := � 
� ofDirac ferm ions to the trans-

verse com ponent ~@�� ofthe vector potentialA�. Ran-

dom ness in the X Y spin sti�ness enters the Thirring

m odelthrough a random m ass and through a random

current-currentinteraction.M oreover,the random m ass

im 1 and random Thirring interaction g aregenerally not

G aussian distributed (even for a G aussian distributed

spin sti�ness).

The ferm ionization ofthe random CB gasshowsthat

random spin sti�nesshastwovery di�erentconsequences

from a sym m etry pointofview. O n the one hand itin-

duces a random m ass which breaks the chiralsym m e-

try ofthe kinetic energy ofthe Dirac ferm ions. O n the

otherhand itinducesa random current-currentinterac-

tion which preserves the chiralsym m etry. Hence,any

RG calculation should renorm alize im 1 very di�erently

from g.

In fact,it is su�cient to ignore random ness in g al-

together for two reasons,provided we include random -

nessin im 1 and ~@��.Firstly,random nessin g resem bles

non-G aussian distributed vectorpotential~@��.Itisthen

straightforward to show that non-G aussian random ness

in ~@�� isirrelevantby calculating the scaling dim ension

of(� 
� )
2q � (@��)

2q on the criticalplane ofFig. 1.

Secondly,random im 1 is induced by a random fugacity

ofthe CB gas(random m agnetic �eld ofthe SG m odel)

which willbe seen to play a key role beyond the Villain

approxim ation ofthe random phase X Y m odel. Hence,

itism eaningfulto treatim ,g and ~@��,asindependent

random �eldsand to assum ethatonly random nessin im

(orh1 in SG m odel)and ~@�� arepresent.

To understand theinterplay between a random fugac-

ity Y1 (m agnetic�eld h1)and a random vectorpotential
~@��,we use the replica form alism based on the identity

lnx = lim r#0(x
r � 1)=r. Indeed,within the replica ap-

proach,disorder average can be perform ed directly on

the replicated partition function.

Thus,starting from the replicated Lagrangian

LSG =

rX

a= 1

�
1

2t
(@��a)

2 �
h1

t
cos�a +

i

2�
�a(@

2
��)

�

�

rX

a= 1

h
� a(i
�@� + im 1) a �

g

2
j
2
a� + ja�(

~@��)

i
;(5.4)

onecan integrateoverthedisorderin h1 (im 1)orin ~@��.

In particular, integration over non-G aussian h1 (im 1)

generates rq, q 2 N , interactions through term s such

as

"
rX

a= 1

(cos�a)(x)

#q

�

"
rX

a= 1

(� a a)(x)

#q

(5.5)

in the replicated Lagrangian.According to conventional

RG argum ents,theim portanceoftheseoperatorsism ea-

sured by theirscalingdim ensionsatagiven criticalpoint

labeled by 1=K and gA . O ne then veri�es along the

derivation ofEq.(3.18)that,ofallrq operators,

O 1� � � 1:=

qY

a= 1

e
i�a �

qY

a= 1

� a a;O q := e
iq�1 � (� 1 1)

q (5.6)

arethem ostand lessrelevant,respectively,on thecritical

planem 1 = 0,1=K � 0,gA � 0:

hO
y

1� � � 1(x)O 1� � � 1(0)i/ jxj� 2�K q(1� gA K q)
; (5.7)

hO
y
q(x)O q(0)i/ jxj� 2�K q

2
(1� gA K )

: (5.8)

Thecrucialpointwewantto m akeisthatforanyvalueof

gA ,O 1� � � 1becom esrelevantasq isincreased.Hence,con-

ventionalRG argum ents predict that allcriticalpoints

on the plane 1=K � 0,gA > 0 areunstable with respect

to random fugacity Y1 (m agnetic�eld h1).

Next,weshow thattheexistenceofin�nitely m anyrel-

evantoperatorsisnotan artifactofan ill-de�ned replica

lim it.Indeed,there existsa very interesting line ofcrit-

icalpointsattwice the bare K T transition tem perature

1=K = �,gA > 0,Y1 = 0 in thephasediagram ofFig.1.

From theperspectiveoftheThirring m odel,itdescribes

m asslessnon-interacting Dirac ferm ions in the presence

ofa transverserandom vectorpotential.Alldisorderav-

eragedcorrelationfunctionsoflocaloperatorswerecalcu-

lated with thehelp ofsupersym m etrictechniquesappro-

priate to non-interacting system s [7,8]. Itwas found in

[7,8]thateach criticalpointhasin�nitely m any prim ary

�elds and that these prim ary �elds controlthe m ulti-

fractalscaling ofthe random \wavefunction" exp[�(x)].

These prim ary �elds are precisely given by the fam ily
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O 1� � � 1in the replica language and carry the scaling di-

m ension 2q[1� (gA =�)q]appropriateto 1=K = �.

Ifwe acceptthe hypothesis that having in�nitely (as

opposed to �nitely)m any relevantperturbationsresults

in the instability ofthe line 1=K = �,gA > 0,we need

noteven rely on the replica approach to rule outa K T

transition.Indeed,theshapeofthephasedigram ofFig.

1ispreserved ifweforbid therm alexcitationsofvorticity

one (Y1 = 0) but allow therm alexcitations ofvorticity

two(Y2 � 0).M oreprecisely,ifwereplacein theSG (Th)

Lagrangian h1
t
cos� (im 1

�  )by h2
t
cos(2�)(im 2(�  )

2),

then theparabolagA (
1

K
)= 1

K
(1� 2

�

1

K
)issim ply rescaled

to 1

K
(1� 1

22
� 2

�

1

K
).The inescapable conclusion isthen

thatrandom fugacityforchargetwovorticesdestroysthis

quasi-long-rangeorderedphasesinceitgeneratesrelevant

interactionsgiven by Eq.(5.7)underlength rescaling.

V I.T H E V ILLA IN A P P R O X IM A T IO N

In this section,we go back to the lattice to study in

m ore details the nature ofthe G aussian approxim ation

m ade in Eq. (1.2). W e considerboth the random bond

X Y and Villain m odelson thesquarelattice.W ewillsee

thatthe di�culties with the fugacity expansion are not

associated with pathologies ofthe �eld theory at short

distances (such as ill-de�ned operator product expan-

sions) but are intrinsic to the fugacity expansion,i.e.,

arealsopresentifthefugacity expansion isperform ed on

the Villain m odelitself. W e willalso see that random -

ness in the phase only (gA > 0,gJ = 0) has di�erent

consequencesin the X Y and Villain m odels.

W e begin with the random partition function

ZX Y :=

2�Z

0

0

@
L
2

Y

i= 1

d�i

2�

1

A
2L

2

Y

hiji

e
� L

X Y
ij ; (6.1a)

LX Y
ij := K ij[1� cos(�i� �j � Aij)]; (6.1b)

fortherandom bond X Y m odelon asquarelatticem ade

ofL2 sites. Directed links (two per site) on the square

lattice are denoted by hiji. The phasesA ij = � Aji are

random (with short-rangecorrelationsfordi�erentlinks).

However,they need notbe restricted to 0 � Aij < 2� in

spite ofthe periodicity ofthe cosine.Indeed,the proba-

bility distribution forA ij need notbe periodic with pe-

riod 2�.The reduced spin sti�nessJij > 0 arealso ran-

dom (with short-rangecorrelationsfordi�erentlinks).A

reasonable choice for the probability distribution ofthe

random phasesin the X Y m odelis

P [A ij]:=

2L
2

Y

hiji

1
p
2�gA

e
� 1

2gA
A

2

ij: (6.2)

This choice is m ade without loss ofgenerality provided

any \sm all" departure from Eq. (6.2) does not pre-

ventthe system to 
ow to the �xed pointitwould have

reached otherwise.Although therandom phasecan take

allpossible realvalues,the energy perlink LX Y
ij cannot

takevaluesoutside the range(assum ed com pactforany

�nite tem perature)

0� LX Y
ij � 2sup

hiji

K ij (6.3)

with probability one.

The random Villain m odelconsistsin de�ning on the

sam elatticethe random partition function [24{27]

ZV := e
� K L

2

2�Z

0

0

@
L
2

Y

i= 1

d�i

2�

1

A
2L

2

Y

hiji

X

lij2Z

e
� Q

V

ij;

Q V
ij:=

K ij

2
(�i� �j � Aij � 2�lij)

2
: (6.4)

Here,wehavetaken thespin sti�nessto beselfaveraging,

i.e.,

K :=
1

2L2

2L
2

X

hiji

K ij =
J

T
+ O

�
1

L

�

: (6.5)

Theperiodicity underashiftofany �i by 2� ispreserved

in the Villain action,butthe non-linearity ofthe cosine

hasbeen rem oved in the Villain action. W hen referring

to the random Villain m odel,we willhave in m ind the

sam e probability distribution for the spin sti�ness and

forthe random phase asforthe X Y m odel.

The quantity Q V
ij is not the counterpart to the link

energy (6.1b) in the X Y m odelsince it is not periodic

undera shiftofA ij or�i by an integerm ultipleof2�.It

is,however,very closely related to the energy ofa given

con�guration ofvorticesin the background ofa random

environm entinduced by bond random ness.

By taking the random phase A ij ofthe Villain m odel

to be G aussian distributed according to Eq. (6.2),we

im m ediately see that Q V
ij can take any arbitrary large

valuewith a�niteprobability.M oreover,exp(Q V
ij)islog-

norm aldistributed very m uch in the sam e way ascorre-

lation functionsforvortex operatorsarein theG aussian

approxim ation (see section III and appendix A). This

behavior should be contrasted with that ofthe Villain

link energy

LV
ij := � ln

0

@
X

lij2Z

e
� Q

V

ij

1

A ; (6.6)

which isindeed periodic undera change ofA ij or�i by

an integerm ultipleof2�.Itiscrucialto realizethatpe-

riodicity ofthe Villain link energy LV
ij is broken to any

�niteorderin afugacity expansion,sincethefugacity ex-

pansion am ountsto a truncation ofthe sum m ation over

lij 2 Z.

There isa noteworthy di�erence between the random

bond X Y and Villain m odels.Ifwetakethespin sti�ness
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to be non-random butallow the relative phase between

neighboring spins to be random ,then we m ust assum e

that the SG m odelhas both a random vectorpotential

and a random fugacity ifitisinterpreted asthem inim al

m odelcapturing the long distance propertiesofthe X Y

m odel.To the contrary,the fugacity ofthe SG m odelis

notrandom ifitis derived from the Villain m odelwith

random phasebutno random nessin the spin sti�ness.

To clarify these last two points,we need �rst to in-

troduce som e notation. W e de�ne the longitudinaland

transversalcom ponentsA
k

ij
and A ?

ij,respectively,by

A ij:= A
k

ij + A
?
ij; (6.7)

whereA
k

ij iscurlfree,i.e.,

0= curli A
k

ij (6.8)

:= A
k

i(i+ x̂)
+ A

k

(i+ x̂)(i+ x+ ŷ)
+ A

k

(i+ x̂+ y)(i+ ŷ)
+ A

k

(i+ ŷ)i
;

and A ?
ij isdivergencefree,i.e.,

0= divi A
?
ij

:= A
?
i(i+ x̂)� A

?
(i� x̂)i+ A

?
i(i+ ŷ)� A

?
(i� ŷ)i: (6.9)

Dualsitesarelabeled by

i:= i+
1

2
x̂ +

1

2
ŷ; (6.10)

where the basisvectors x̂ and ŷ span the squarelattice.

For com pleteness,the gradientofa lattice scalar is de-

�ned by

grad�̂�i := �i+ �̂ � �i; �̂ = x̂;̂y: (6.11)

Itis possible to rewrite the Villain partition function

solely in term sofdegreesoffreedom de�ned on thedual

lattice [24{27],

ZV /
X

fl?
fij

g2Z 2L 2

+ 1Z

� 1

0

@
L
2

Y

i= 1

d’i

2�

1

A e

� 1

2

2L
2P

hiji

[Q SW

i(i+ �̂ )
+ Q

C B

i(i+ �̂ )]

:

(6.12)

W ehavedropped a m ultiplicativefactorthatdependson

the (random )spin sti�ness,and

Q SW

i(i+ �̂)+ Q C B

i(i+ �̂) := (6.13)

�
grad�̂’i

�2

K
i(i+ �̂)

+ 2i
�
grad�̂’i

��
A
?
i(i+ �̂)+ 2�l?i(i+ �̂)

�
:

Therandom dualphasesA ?
ij arenow curlfreeasaredual

vortex degreesoffreedom l?
ij
.

Since Eq.(6.13)isquadraticin the spin wavedegrees

offreedom ’i whereasEq. (6.13)islinearin the vortex

degreesoffreedom l?ij,itispossibleto decouplethespin

wavesectorfrom the vortex sector.O ur�nalexpression

forthepartition function in thevortex sectoris[com pare

with Eq.(3.9)]

ZC B =
X

fm ig

L
2

Y

i;j= 1

e
� �(m i� ni)(m j� nj)D ij[K k l]; (6.14)

divil
?
ij = :

1
p
2�

m i; (6.15)

diviA
?
ij = :

p
2�ni: (6.16)

Here,D ij[K kl]are the random com ponents ofthe dual

latticeG reen function in thebackground ofrandom spin

sti�ness,nam ely theinverseofthequadraticform in the

spin wavesector.

Perform ingadualtransform ation on therandom bond

Villain m odel thus o�ers two insights. First, given a

G aussian probability distribution forthe random phases

and no random nessin the spin sti�ness,the probability

distribution for the CB energy ofa given con�guration

ofvorticesfm igisG aussian,and exponentiatingthisCB

energy yieldsa log-norm aldistributed random variable.

W e thus conclude that the existence oflog-norm aldis-

tributed correlation functions in the random spin wave

phase isnotan artifactofthe continuum lim it.

Second,thediagonalcom ponentsD ii[K kl]oftheG reen

function de�nethevortex coreenergy.Hence,in the ab-

sence of random spin sti�ness, the core energy of the

vortex sector isnotrandom within the Villain m odel.

W erecovertheX Y partition function by replacingthe

righthand side ofEq.(6.4)by

� Kij

1X

n= 1

(� 1)n

(2n)!
(�i� �j � Aij � 2�lij)

2n
: (6.17)

Spin waves and vortices are coupled in the X Y m odel

with orwithoutrandom ness.In an e�ectivetheory such

astheSG m odel,non-linearitiessuch asin Eq.(6.17)can

beincorporated through a random fugacity to a �rstap-

proxim ation.In theclean lim it,theirrelevanceofhigher

vorticity chargesjusti�esneglecting such an e�ect.How-

ever,aswe have shown in section V thisisnotanym ore

the casein the presenceofrandom phases.

A random core energy for vortices is always induced

by arandom spin sti�ness.However,wehaveshown that

the X Y and Villain m odelsdi�erin one very im portant

aspect when only the relative phase between neighbor-

ing spinsisrandom .Indeed,dueto non-lineare�ectsthe

coreenergyofvorticesisalwaysrandom in theX Y m odel

with random phase whereas this is notthe case for the

Villain m odel.Ifrandom nessin thecoreenergy doesin-

deed destroy the exotic quasi-long-rangeorderproposed

in [20],we m ust 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 odelwith random phase

only in a strong sense. It would be very interesting to
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probenum ericallyourconjectured di�erencebetween the

random X Y and Villain m odels.

W e have also shown thatthe random X Y m odeland

any approxim ativetreatm entofthe Villain m odelbased

on aperturbativeexpansion in thefugacitydonotbelong

to the sam e universality class in a weak sense. W e can

illustratethisfactin a very suggestiveway.W etakethe

spin-spin correlation function (therm alaverage) in the

random bond X Y m odelforan arbitrary pairofsitesi

and j.Clearly,thisisarandom variablethattakesvalues

on a com pactrange,nam ely

jhcos�icos�jij� 1: (6.18)

Consequently,allintegerm om entswith p < q obey

jhcos�icos�jij
p � 1; (6.19)

jhcos�icos�jij
q � jhcos�icos�jij

p � 1: (6.20)

Itispossibleto verify thatthoseinequalitiesarenotsat-

is�ed to any �nite order in a fugacity expansion ofthe

random phaseVillain m odel.W ithoutlossofgenerality,

wecan takethecontinuum lim it.W erecallthatthepre-

scription to estim ate the spin-spin correlation function

(therm alaverage)from the continuum theory ofsection

IIIisto identify [25]

hcos�icos�jiZ X Y
!

�

e
� 1

2� K

R
x i

x j

ds� ~@� �
�

Z SG

(6.21)

for som e path joining xj to xi. To any �nite order in

a fugacity expansion,the spin-spin correlation function

(therm alaverage)isverybroadlydistributed (log-norm al

in thelim itofin�nitecoreenergy),and thusviolatesthe

boundsofEqs.(6.19,6.20).W e stressthatthisisa fail-

ure ofthe fugacity expansion on the Villain m odelitself

and notan artifactofthe continuum lim it 2.

This situation is very rem iniscent ofthat in the one-

dim ensionalrandom bond Ising m odel. For a large but

�xed separation,the Ising spin-spin correlation function

(therm alaverage)is\close"to being log-norm al[2].The

log-norm al approxim ation describes exactly the m ean

and variance ofthe logarithm ofthe spin-spin correla-

tion function (therm alaverage)in the Ising case but it

neglectshighercum ulants.By analogy,wem ightexpect

that the fugacity expansion on the Villain m odelcap-

tureswellthe logarithm ofthe X Y spin-spin correlation

(therm alaverage).However,the log-norm alapproxim a-

tion in the random bond Ising m odelfails badly to de-

scribethetailsoftheIsingspin-spin correlation functions

very m uch in thesam eway asthefugacity expansion on

theVillain m odeldram atically overestim atetailsforthe

probability distribution ofthe X Y spin-spin correlation

functions.

So itisby now clearthatthe probability distribution

oftherandom vectorpotentialunduly favorsrareevents

through its tails within the fugacity expansion. In one

scenario,we m ustthen anticipate partiallossofuniver-

sality forthe�xed pointprobability distribution ofcorre-

lation functions (therm alaverage)thatare broadly dis-

tributed,sincetheirtailsresultfrom rareevents.W eare

awareofseveralexam plesofthiskind:directed polym ers

in a random m edium [2],the m etal-insulator transition

[29{31],and quantum gravity [10].In theworstcasesce-

nario,thefugacityexpansionon theVillain m odelisover-

whelm ed by rareeventsand losescom pletepredictability

with regard to the phasediagram ofthe X Y m odel.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

Concerned with the possibility that e�ective theories

describing random criticalpointsareoften characterized

by a spectrum ofscaling exponents that is unbounded

from below,we have studied the G aussian approxim a-

tion to therandom X Y m odelon a squarelatticewithin

a perturbativeRG fram ework.

TheG aussianapproxim ationtotherandom X Y m odel

predicts the existence ofa m anifold ofrandom critical

points describing a random spin wave phase. However,

there are correlation functionsin the random spin wave

phase thatare log-norm aldistributed.Correspondingly,

there are in�nitely m any operators with negative scal-

ing dim ensions that are associated with vortices in the

e�ectivetheory describing the random spin wavephase.

W eshowed thatalltheseoperatorswith negativescal-

ing dim ensionscontribute in a highly non-trivialway to

the perturbative RG equationswithin a fugacity expan-

sion around the random spin wavephase.The existence

ofin�nitely m any negativescaling dim ensionsthusm an-

ifestsitselfby the non-analyticity ofthe fugacity expan-

sion for any given tem perature and disorder strength.

2
An alternative way to stress this pointis to note that the

exactidentity between thetwo-and four-pointsspin-spin cor-

relation functions[28]

hei(�i� �j)i= jhei(�i� �j)ij2 (6.22)

thatholds along the Nishim oriline K = 1=gA in the Villain

m odelis always violated to any �nite order in the fugacity

expansion.

13



In this sense,the random spin wave phase is unstable,

although we cannotpreclude the possibility that a new

phase with quasi-long-rangeordercan be found forsuf-

�ciently low tem peratures and weak disorder strength.

The breakdown ofthe fugacity expansion isalso associ-

ated to a potentialperturbative instability triggered by

any random vortex coreenergy.

W e have shown thatneitherthe breakdown ofthe fu-

gacity expansion northe perturbative instability are ar-

tifactsofthecontinuum approxim ation thatweused but

would also bepresentin therandom bond Villain m odel

on the square lattice. Rather,they both re
ectthe ex-

trem esensitivity ofthefugacity expansion to thetailsof

theprobabilitydistribution thatischosen fortherandom

bonds.

The physicalinterpretation for the breakdown ofthe

fugacity expansion is that the typical ground state is

not ferrom agnetic. In the best case scenario,the typi-

calground state forweak disordersupportssom e quasi-

long-range order that would persist for su�ciently low

tem peratures.However,to addressthenatureofthelow

tem perature,weak disorderregion ofthe phase diagram

itisim perativeto bettercharacterizethetypicalground

state and to use a RG schem e that is non-perturbative

in the vortex fugacity.
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A P P EN D IX A :ZER O T EM P ER A T U R E

C O N SID ER A T IO N S

In thisappendix,westudy som epropertiesoftheran-

dom phase X Y m odelatzero tem perature. Indeed,we

recallthattheprerequisiteto theexistenceofa K T tran-

sition in the disorder free X Y m odelis the sim ple fact

thatthe ground state ofthe Ham iltonian

H [f�ig]:=
X

hiji

J[1� cos(�i� �j)] (A1)

isferrom agnetic.In twodim ensions,thelong-rangeorder

ofthe ground state is �rstdem oted to quasi-long-range

orderforany �nitetem peraturebelow theK T transition

tem peratureTK T .In turn,topologicalexcitationsin the

form ofvorticeswipe outthe quasi-long-rangeorderfor

T > TK T .The crucialquestion wewould like to address

is:aretypicalground statesof

H [f�ig;fA ijg]:=
X

hiji

J[1� cos(�i� �j � Aij)] (A2)

ordered,quasi-long-rangeordered,ordisordered?

W hatwem ean by a typicalground stateisthefollow-

ing.W eassum ethatweknow how to calculatetheprob-

ability to �nd a ground state with energy density e (en-

ergy divided by totalnum berofsites,i.e.,0 � e � 4J).

A typicalground state m axim alizesthisprobability dis-

tribution. Unfortunately,obtaining thisprobability dis-

tribution isverydi�cultin view of:(i)thenon-quadratic

dependency oftheenergy on thedisorder,and (ii)ofthe

need tom inim alizetheenergyspectrum ofH [f�ig;fA ijg]

fora given realization ofthedisorder.The�rstdi�culty

can bedisposed ofin theVillain approxim ation (whereby

it is assum ed that the Villain approxim ation does not

changethe universality class),butwestillm ustface the

second di�culty.

W e focus on the vortex sector in the continuum ap-

proxim ation ofsection IIIand show that,forextensively

m any realizations of the random vector potential ~@��,

the ground states are,for lack ofa better description,

com plex con�gurationsofvortices.W e do thisby gener-

alizing an argum entused in [20]to prove that the ran-

dom potential ~@�� destroys the long-range order ofthe

puresystem atT = 0 and forsu�ciently strong disorder

strength:gA > �=8. W e then m odify the random phase

X Y m odelby restricting the possible realizationsofthe

disorderto a m ore tractable subset. W ithin thissubset

weshow thatitispossibleto decidewhethertheground

statessupportquasi-long-rangeorderornot.

1. G aussian distribution ofthe energy ofvortex

con�gurations

Let ~�in Eq.(3.3)begiven by thevortexcon�guration

~�(x):=

nX

i= 1

m iln

�
�
�
�
x � xi

l0

�
�
�
�; m i 2 Z; (A3)

(which need notbe neutral)and de�ne itsenergy in the

background ofthe random vectorpotential~@�� to be

H 1;� � � ;n:=
J

2

Z

d
2
x

h
(~@� ~�)

2 � 2(~@� ~�)( ~@��)

i

� H1;� � � ;n+ �H1;� � � ;n; (A4)

where
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H 1;� � � ;n= � �J

nX

k;l= 1

m km lln

�
�
�
�
xk � xl

l0

�
�
�
�;

�H1;� � � ;n= 2�J

nX

k= 1

m k�(xk): (A5)

The de�nition in Eq. (A4) is usefulsince the energy

H 1;� � � ;nis very closely related to the therm alaverage of

the 2m = n-pointcorrelation function

Fx1;� � � ;x2m
:= e

i�(x1)� � � e
i�(xm )

e
� i�(xm + 1)� � � e

� i�(x2m )
;

(A6)

forvanishing fugacity h1=2t.Indeed,in thatcase

hFx1;� � � ;x2m
ih1= 0 = e

� K

J
H 1;���;2m : (A7)

Notice that for a �xed realization of ~@��, H1;� � � ;nis

bounded from below by � J

2

R
d2x(~@��)

2. O n the other

hand,since J

2

R
d2x(~@��)

2 can takearbitrarylargevalues,

thesearetherareeventswhich takefulladvantageofthe

non-com pactnessoftheG aussianprobabilitydistribution

for ~@��, the probability distribution P (E ;x1;� � � ;xn)

thatH 1;� � � ;ntakesthevalueE isnon-vanishingforallreal

values ofE . A very specialvortex con�guration is the

ferrom agnetic con�guration ~� = 0. This is the ground

state ofthe pure system and ithasa vanishing random

energy. Clearly it need not be the ground state for a

given realization ofthe disorder.

W hat is the probability distribution ofH 1;� � � ;n? By

de�nition itisgiven by

P (E ;x1;� � � ;xn):=

R
D [�]e

� 1

2gA

R
d
2
y (@� �)

2
(y)

�(E � H1;� � � ;n)
R
D [�]e

� 1

2gA

R
d2z (@� �)

2(z)
: (A8)

W e can represent the delta function by an integral,in

which case

P (E ;x1;� � � ;xn)=

Z
d�

2�
e
i�(E � H 1;���;n )e� i��H1;���;n

=

Z
d�

2�
e
i�(E � H 1;���;n )e�

�
2

2
(�H 1;���;n )

2

=

exp

�

�
(E � H 1;���;n )

2

2(�H 1;���;n )
2

�

q

2�(�H1;� � � ;n)
2

: (A9)

Thus,the probability distribution for the energy ofthe

vortex con�guration ~�(x)isG aussian with m ean H 1;� � � ;n

and variance

(�H1;� � � ;n)
2
= � 2�J2gA

nX

k;l= 1

m km lln

�
�
�
�
xk � xl

l0

�
�
�
�

= 2JgA H 1;� � � ;n: (A10)

W earenow ready to calculatethe(unnorm alized)dis-

tribution P (E ;m 1;� � � ;mn)to�nd n vorticeswith vortic-

ities m 1;� � � ;mn 2 Z anywhere on the Euclidean plane.

Itisde�ned by

P (E ;m 1;� � � ;mn):=
Z

d2x1

a2
� � �

d2xn

a2
P (E ;x1;� � � ;xn); (A11)

wherea isa m icroscopiccuto� and L isthesystem size.

W eareinterested in thescalingofP (E ;m 1;� � � ;mn)with

the system sizeL.Noticethat

Z

dE P (E ;m 1;� � � ;mn)=

�
L

a

� 2n

: (A12)

Thisscaling can be calculated in closed form forn = 1:

P (E ;m )=

exp

�

ln
�
L

a

�2
�
(E � H 1)

2

4JgA H 1

�

p
4�JgA H 1

; (A13)

H 1 = m
2
�J ln

�
L

a

�

: (A14)

Here,the arbitrary length scalel0 ischosen to be L.

In theabsenceofdisorder,thegroundstateofEq.(A4)

isthe ferrom agneticstate ~� = 0.In the presenceofdis-

order,we can calculate the probability P (E ;x1;� � � ;xn)

from Eq. (A9) to �nd a vortex con�guration with en-

ergy E < 0. W e say thatitisenergetically favorable to

create a vortex con�guration ~� di�erent from ~� = 0 if

P (E < 0;x1;� � � ;xn)doesnotvanish.Forexam ple,to a

good approxim ation,we �nd that

Z 0

� 1

dE P (E ;m )� P (0;m )

=

�
L

a

�2
�
1� � m

2

8gA

�

p
4�2J2gA m

2 ln(L=a)
: (A15)

Equation (A15)givesthe num berofsiteson which itis

energetically favorable to create a single vortex con�gu-

ration.

As proposed in [20],one can use estim ate Eq. (A15)

to establish a criterion forthe destruction oflong-range

order at T = 0 ofthe pure system by the random vec-

tor potential ~@��. Long-range order is destroyed ifthe

num berofsiteson which itisenergetically favorable to

createa singlevortex con�guration divergesin the ther-

m odynam ic lim itL " 1 ,i.e.,ifthe variancegA islarger

than the criticalvalue

(gA )crit :=
�

8
m

2 =

�
m

2

�2
�
�

2
: (A16)

It is im portant to stress that this condition does not

guarantytheexistenceofquasi-long-rangeorderatT = 0

if gA < (gA )crit. To see this one can estim ate the
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num ber ofpairs ofsites on which it is energetically fa-

vorable to create a dipole. This num ber is approxi-

m ately P (0;+ m ;� m ). In turn,with the choice l0 = a,

P (0;x1;x2) can be read o� from P (0;x1) provided one

replacesln(L=a)in P (0;x1)by 2ln(jx1 � x2j=a):

P (0;+ m ;� m )=

4�
p
8�2J2gA m

2

�
L

a

� 2 Z
p
ln(L =a)

0

dy e
2

�
1� � m 2

4gA

�
y
2

: (A17)

Hence,the num ber ofpairs ofsites on which it is en-

ergetically favorable to create a dipole always diverges

with system size [like (L=a)2 if gA < 2(gA )crit, like

(L=a)4� (�m
2
)=(2gA ) otherwise]. Likewise,the num ber of

n sites on which it is energetically favorable to create

a neutralvortex con�guration always diverge with sys-

tem size. Hence, for m ost realizations ofthe disorder
~@��,the ground states are not the ferrom agnetic state
~� = 0 butare neutraland non-trivial(com plex) vortex

con�gurations.To decide whethersuch com plex ground

states support quasi-long-range order,one m ust estab-

lish absenceofscreening ofthe CB potentialbetween to

externalcharges.

2. Screening at zero tem perature

To illustrate the issue ofscreening,we introduce the

random energy

H C B [~�;� �]:= � �J
X

k;l

(m k � nk)G kl(m l� nl); (A18)

where ~�isaneutralcon�guration ofchargesm k = 0;� 1,

�� is a neutral con�guration of charges nk = 0;� �,

0 < � < 1, that realizes the disorder, and G kl is a

short hand notation for the logarithm ic CB gas poten-

tial. Finally,we take the probability to realize �� to be

proportionalto

exp

2

4�
�

gA

X

k;l

nkG klnl

3

5 : (A19)

The relationship between this m odel and the random

phase X Y m odelis thatonly a very sm allsubsetofall

possiblerealizationsofthedisorderin therandom phase

X Y m odelare allowed in Eqs. (A18,A19). Thrown out

are allrealizations ofthe disorder m ade of vortices of

unequalvorticity.

Considernow the vortex con�guration �� de�ned by

m k = 0;� 1,respectively,whenevernk = 0;� �.The en-

ergy ofthiscon�guration,whose unitvorticestrack the

fractionally charged quenched vortices,is

H C B [��;��]:= � �J(1� �)2
X

k;l

m kG klm l; (A20)

and should be com pared to the energy ofthe ferrom ag-

netic state

H C B [0;��]:= � �J�
2
X

k;l

m kG klm l: (A21)

W e see thatitisenergetically favorableto create a unit

vortex m k at the location ofevery quenched vortex nk
provided 1=2 < � < 1. O therwise,the ferrom agnetic

state ispreferred. For� = 1=2,�� and �� are degener-

ate 3.

W e are in position to ask the following question. Is

theCB potentialscreened ornotforthefam ily ofvortex

con�gurations f��g where 1=2 < � < 1 is held �xed?

Since�� m erely createsvorticeswhereverquenched vor-

tices sit,the question can be reduced to: what are the

screening propertiesoftheCB gaswith e�ectivetem per-

ature and chargegA and �,respectively? The answeris

known [12],nam ely forsu�ciently sm allg A ,i.e.,

gA < �
2�

2
; (A22)

theCB gasdoesnotscreen sincethedipolephaseisreal-

ized and there existsquasi-long-rangeorder.O therwise,

theCB gasscreenssincetheplasm aphaseisrealized and

quasi-long-rangeorderisdestroyed.

O nce we know the asym ptotic form ofthe CB poten-

tialbetween two externalcharges for the fam ily f��g,

1=2< � < 1 and gA �xed,wecan extractthe�-averaged

CB potentialwhere we restrict 1=2 < � < 1. The �-

averaged CB potential is controlled in the therm ody-

nam iclim itby� = 1=2sincetheprobabilityin Eq.(A19)

scales like exp[� �2(L=a)2f(L=a)], where f(x) is som e

positivefunction with lim x"1 f(x)=x2 = 0 thatdoesnot

depend on �.The�-averagedCB potential,1=2< � < 1,

thusdecayslogarithm ically forsu�ciently sm allg A and

decaysexponentially ifgA > (gA )crit.Hence,quasi-long-

rangeorderispresentfornottoostrongdisorderstrength

provided itcan beshown that�� istheground statefor

every realizationsofthedisorderwhen 1=2< � < 1.

Although this conjecture m ightbe reasonable for the

toy m odel,it is certainly not true for the fullproblem

where a given realization ofthe disorder ~@�� can create

vorticesofarbitrary fractionalchargesin contrastto the

toy m odel.Hence,although theexistenceofboth �� and

�� suggests the existence of(gA )crit in the fullm odel,

we cannotrule outm ore com plex con�gurations ~� with

energieslowerthan thatofboth the ferrom agneticstate

and �� and forwhich the CB potentialsarescreened at

long distancesforsom egA < (gA )crit.

3
W e are indebted to E.Fradkin forthisobservation.
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A P P EN D IX B :FU G A C IT Y EX PA N SIO N

In this section, we we are going to expand all cor-

relation functions ofthe SG operator ei� in powers of

h1=2tand then perform disorderaveraging orderby or-

der in powers ofh1=2t. W e thus reproduce the fugac-

ity expansion perform ed by K orshunov [21]on the CB

gaswith quenched fractionally charged vortices.Scaling

�elds with negative scaling dim ensionsare then seen to

controlthe singularbehaviorofthe expansion in powers

ofh1=2t ofthe inverse SG partition function order by

order. However,we begin �rstby illustrating a possible

drawback ofthe fugacity expansion.

1. D raw back ofthe fugacity expansion

The expansion ofthe inverse SG partition function in

powersofthe fugacity h1=2tshould be taken with great

caution since convergence is not always warranted. In-

deed, let X be a realvalued random variable and let

Y := 1=(1+ X )be anotherrealvalued random variable.

For exam ple, Y could be 1=ZC B whereby X could be

ZC B � 1.LetPX (x)betheprobability thatX takesthe

valuex.W ewantto calculatetheprobability PY (y)that

Y takesthe valuey.Forde�niteness,

� CaseI:

PX (x):= e
� x
; 0� x < 1 ,

PY (y)=
e
1� 1

y

y2
; 0 � y � 1: (B1)

� CaseII:

PX (x):= x
� 2
; 1� x < 1 ,

PY (y)= (1� y)� 2; 0� y �
1

2
: (B2)

W e im m ediately concludethatthe expansion

Y =

1X

n= 0

(� 1)n

n
X

n
; (B3)

would predictthatallm om entsofY divergein both cases

Iand II.However,these m om entscan be calculated di-

rectly from Eqs.(B1,B2)and areall�nite.

2. P review to the fugacity expansion to fourth order

Letn bea positiveinteger,choosen pointsx1,� � � ,xn

on the Euclidean plane,and de�ne

Fx1;� � � ;xn
:= e

i"1�(x1)� � � e
i"n �(xn ); (B4)

hFx1;� � � ;xn
iunnor :=

Z

D [�]e� SSG [�;�]Fx1;� � � ;xn
: (B5)

Each factorei"k �(xk ),k = 1;� � � ;n,can be thoughtofas

theinsertion ofan externalvortex ofvorticity"k = � 1in

the CB gas.Therm alaveraging ofEq. (B4)isobtained

by dividing theunnorm alized averagein Eq.(B5)by the

SG partition function:

hFx1;� � � ;xn
i=

hFx1;� � � ;xn
iunnor

ZSG [�]
: (B6)

Finally, disorder averaging over ~@�� is done with the

probability distribution ofEq.(3.4).

W e attem pt to calculate both hFx1;� � � ;xn
i and

hFx1;� � � ;xn
iunnor through a powerexpansion in h1=2tand

then perform term by term disorderaveraging over ~@��.

Therm alaveraging and ~@�� averaging are seen to \fac-

torize" to each order in h1=2t for hFx1;� � � ;xn
iunnor. W e

then go on perform ing ~@�� averaging overhFx1;� � � ;xn
i.

Thekey identity thatisneeded is

hFx1;� � � ;xn
iunnor = (B7)

1X

m = 0

1

m !

�
h1

2t

� m mX

p= 0

�
m

p

� Z

d
2
y1 � � �

Z

d
2
ym �

D
e
i�(y1)� � � e

i�(yp)e
� i�(yp+ 1)� � � e

� i�(ym )
Fx1;� � � ;xn

Eunnor

h1= 0
:

Therm alaveraging on the last line m ust be perform ed

with h1 = 0,in which case averaging over � is G aus-

sian. W e can then use the shift ofintegration variable

� = :�0+ it

2�
� to decouple averaging over�0 from aver-

aging over ~@��:

hFx1;� � � ;xn
iunnor = (B8)

1X

m = 0

1

m !

�
h1

2t

� m mX

p= 0

�
m

p

� Z

d
2
y1 � � �

Z

d
2
ym �

e
� t

2�
�(y1)� � � e

t

2�
�(ym )

e
� t

2�

P
n

k= 1
"k �(xk )�

D
e
i�

0
(y1)� � � e

� i�
0
(ym )

e
i

P
n

k= 1
"k �

0
(xk )

Eunnor

h1= 0
:

Thus to each order in h1=2t,averaging over ~@�� has

factorized from averagingover�0in theintegrand on the

righthand side ofEq.(B8).In factsince both averages

areG aussian,oneobtainsthe CB gasrepresentation

hFx1;� � � ;xn
iunnor =

1X

m = 0

1

m !

�
h1

2t

� m mX

p= 0

�
m

p

� Z

d
2
y1 � � �

Z

d
2
ym �

exp

2

4+ � �K
m + nX

k;l= 1

"k"lln

�
�
�
�
zk � zl

l0

�
�
�
�

3

5 ; (B9)

where
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zk =

�
yk; ifk = 1;� � � ;m ,

xk; ifk = m + 1;� � � ;m + n,
(B10)

and we have introduced the e�ective CB gas coupling

constant

2� �K := 2�(K � gA K
2)= 2�

"
t

4�2
+

gA

4�2
�

�

i
t

2�

� 2
#

:

(B11)

Equations(B9,B11)tellusthatundertheassum ption

thata fugacity expansion ofthe CB gasisvalid foreach

realizationsofthe disorder ~@��,then averaging over~@��

allunnorm alized correlation functions consisting in the

insertion ofexternalchargesam ountsto thesam erenor-

m alization ofthe CB gas e�ective tem perature 1=�K .

M oreover,in view of

ZSG [�]=
1X

m = 0

1

m !

�
h1

2t

� m mX

p= 0

�
m

p

� Z

d
2
y1 � � � d

2
ym �

D
e
i�(y1)� � � e

i�(yp)e
� i�(yp+ 1)� � � e

� i�(ym )

Eunnor

h1= 0
; (B12)

this is also true for the case n = 0 which corresponds

to the average of the partition function expanded in

powersofthe fugacity. W e thus expect that the fugac-

ity expansion for allunnorm alized correlation functions

hFx1;� � � ;xn
iunnor,ifwellde�ned,isconvergentin thesam e

region ofthe 1=K ,gA ,h1=2tcoupling space. However,

thisisnotso forthe norm alized averagehFx1;� � � ;xn
i.

Indeed Eqs.(B9,B11)arenotsu�cientto extractthe

e�ectofdisorderaveraging over ~@�� on theperturbative

expansion in powersofh1=2tofhFx1;� � � ;xn
i. In fact,we

need allm om ents (notonly the �rstone)ofthe unnor-

m alized correlation functions hFx1;� � � ;xn
iunnor as can be

seen by expanding 1=ZSG [�]in powers ofh1=2t in Eq.

(B6).Butthesem om entscan be estim ated from

h

ei�(y1)� � � ei�(yp)e� i�(yp+ 1)� � � e� i�(ym )

�unnor
h1= 0

iq
=

exp

2

4+ �K (q)

mX

k;l= 1

"k"lln

�
�
�
�
yk � yl

l0

�
�
�
�

3

5 ; (B13)

where

K (q):= K q� gA (K q)2: (B14)

The boundary K (q)= 0 which delim its a positive from

a negativee�ectiveCB gastem peratureshrinkswith in-

creasing q.Hence orderby orderin powersofh1=2t,the

regim ein which the fugacity expansion iswellde�ned is

controlled by thelargestm om entcontributing to thisor-

derin Eq.(B13).W e recognizein Eq.(B14)thescaling

dim ensionson the righthand sideofEq.(5.7).

3. C B gas interpretation ofthe fugacity expansion

Beforegoing into a m oredetailed discussion ofthefu-

gacityexpansionup tofourthorder,wecom m enton som e

generalfeatures ofthe fugacity expansion and its close

relationship to the replicated e�ective theory ofsection

V. The im purity average overthe two-pointcorrelation

function hF12iin Eq.(4.2)can berecastasa sum m ation

overallpossiblecon�gurations

hei�(x1)� i�(x2)� ei�(y1)+ � � � � i�(y2i)iunnor
h1= 0

� hei�(z1)+ � � � � i�(z2j)iunnor
h1= 0

� � � � (B15)

of2i+ 2j+ � � � vorticesthatscreen the two externalvorticesatx1 and x2. The appropriate com binatorialweight

thatresultsfrom expanding thenum eratorand denom inatorin powersofthefugacity isnotwritten herebutcan be

found in the com ing subsection. The �rsttherm alaverage h� � � iunnor
h1= 0

com esfrom the expansion ofthe num eratorin

Eq.(3.15),while the rem aining factorsin h� � � iunnor
h1= 0

� � � � com e from the expansion ofthe denom inator.Notice that

therm alaveragesaredisconnected averagesasisindicated by the superscript[seeEq.(B5)].

Introducing � = :�0+ it

2�
� (since �0 and � decouple),the aboveequation becom es

e�
t

2�
�(x1)+ � � � +

t

2�
�(z2j)+ � � �hei�

0(x1)� i�
0(x2)� ei�

0(y1)+ � � � � i�
0(y2i)iunnor

h1= 0
� hei�

0(z1)+ � � � � i�
0(z2j)iunnor

h1= 0
� � � � : (B16)

Each term in the fugacity expansion can then be given

thefollowing CB gasinterpretation.Thereisonecharge

Q ,the disorder charge, associated with the �eld �. It

is also convenient to associate with each disconnected

therm alaverageh� � � iunnor
h1= 0

appearing in (B16)a distinct

therm alcharge "a. M ore precisely,to order (h1=2t)
2n

we introduce n + 1 therm alcharges"a,a = 0;� � � ;n (we

take the therm alcharges "m + 1 = � � � = "n = 0 to al-

waysvanish ifthereareonly m < n therm alfactors,and

thechargeslabeled by thesubscript0 alwaysreferto the

disconnected therm alaverageinvolving the two external

chargesatx1 and x2,respectively).Forexam ple,ifnone

ofthe coordinatesin (B16)coincide weassign

� ("0 = + 1;"1 = 0;� � � ;"n = 0;Q = + 1)to the CB

chargesatx1 and yl,l= 1;� � � ;i.

� ("0 = � 1;"1 = 0;� � � ;"n = 0;Q = � 1)to the CB

chargesatx2 and yl,l= i+ 1;� � � ;2i.
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� ("0 = 0;"1 = + 1;� � � ;"n = 0;Q = + 1)to the CB

chargesatzl,l= 1;� � � ;j.

� ("0 = 0;"1 = � 1;� � � ;"n = 0;Q = � 1)to the CB

chargesatzl,l= j+ 1;� � � ;2j.

Since coordinates belonging to distinct disconnected

therm alaveragescan coincide (see the nextsubsection),

we willalso allow com plex or fused chargesofthe form

("0;� � � ;"n;Q )where

nX

a= 0

"n = Q ; j"1j� n; j"2j� n � j"1j;� � � : (B17)

It is then possible to system atically carry through the

therm aland disorderaveragein (B16)by assum ing that

the replicated charges("0;"1;� � � ;Q )and ("0
0;"

0
1;� � � ;Q0)

are associated to operators with correlation functions

given by

�
�
�
�
w � w0

a

�
�
�
�

� 2�gA K
2
Q Q

0
+ 2�K

P
a
"a "

0

a

: (B18)

As we change the m icroscopic cut-o� a and/or in-

clude random ness in h1, two operators with charges

("0;"1;� � � ;Q )and ("0
0;"

0
1;� � � ;Q0),respectively,m ay fuse

into onewith charge("0 + "00;"1 + "01;� � � ;Q + Q0).Thus,

operatorswith arbitrary com plex chargesm ay appearin

the fugacity expansion upon renorm alization or averag-

ing overrandom vortex fugacity.Although barevortices

in the X Y m odelhavea sim ple structure(being labeled

by a single integer),it is striking to see that com plex

vorticesm ustbe accounted forin disorderaveraged cor-

relation functions in contrast to the clean lim it (in the

pure system these higherchargesare alwaysirrelevant).

Com plex vorticesalso appearform ally in the replica ap-

proach (see section V). However,intuition iseasily lost

when taking the replica lim itr#0.

O urdiscussion ofthefugacity expansion suggeststhat

fugacities Y("0;"1;� � � ;Q )should be introduced when op-

erators with charge ("0;"1;� � � ;Q ) contribute to (B16).

These fugacities,to a �rstapproxim ation,arerelated to

the density ofscreening charges oftype ("0;"1;� � � ;Q ).

Form invariance ofthe fugacity expansion under an in-

�nitesim alrescaling ofthe shortdistancecuto� a:

a
0:= ae

l
; 0 < l� 1; (B19)

would then im ply thatthefugacitiesobey RG equations.

Since the scaling dim ension ofan operator depends on

its charge,we expect the RG equationsfor the new fu-

gacities to be di�erent from each other. In particular,

to order 2n in the fugacity, the generalized fugacities

Y(0;1;� � � ;1;Q );� � � ;Y(1;� � � ;1;0;Q )are expected to be the m ost

relevant operators within the fam ily Y("0;� � � ;"n ;Q ) [com -

parewith Eq.(5.7)].

W e willslightly abuse our notation in the following

by using for the subscript ofgeneralized fugacities the

m axim um num ber n of non-vanishing therm alcharges

(to order2n in the fugacity expansion).Forexam ple,to

fourth order,we willdenote by Y(1;1;2) any ofthe three

fugacities Y(1;1;0;2),Y(1;0;1;2),and Y(0;1;1;2) associated to

the charges(1;1;0;2),(1;0;1;2),and (0;1;1;2),respec-

tively. Indeed,we willshow that the RG equations for

allthreefugacitiesarethe sam e.

W e illustrate those generalconsiderations with a de-

tailed calculation of the fourth order correction to

hFx1;x2
i. W e denote with F

(4)

12 the fourth order coe�-

cientto thefugacity expansion (seethefollowing subsec-

tion).Itisthen convenientto distinguish between three

contributions to F
(4)

12 , denoted A 12, B 12, and C12, re-

spectively.To fourth orderin thefugacity expansion,we

expectthatcom plex vorticeswith charges("0;"1;"2;Q )

em erge.Correspondingly,itshould be possibleto recast

theRG equationsin term soffugacitiesY("0;"1;"2;Q ).This

isindeed so.

The contribution A 12 isnothing butthe second order

contribution squared.Hence,itisdueto thescreeningof

twoexternalvorticeswith charges(+ 1;+ 1)and(� 1;� 1),

respectively,byfourtherm alvorticeswith chargesoftype

(� 1;� 1).Itisgiven by:

A 12

�
h1

2t

� 4

�

�
�
�
x12

a

�
�
�
� 2� �K

�
1

2

h
2�x(2)ln

�
�
�
x12

a

�
�
�
i2
; (B20)

where x(2) is the second order correction ofEq. (4.5)

when q= 1:

x
(2) := � 4�3

�
�K 2 � K

4
g
2
A

�
Y
2

(1;1)

L =aZ

1

dyy
3� 2� �K

: (B21)

Thisisan encouragingresultsinceitjusti�esa posteriori

ourassum ption in Eq.(4.4)thatlogarithm iccorrections

can be reexponentiated.

The contribution B 12 is due to the screening ofour

two externalvorticesby either three replicated vortices

with chargesoftype(+ 1;+ 1;+ 2)(fused),(� 1;0;� 1)and

(0;� 1;� 1),respectively,orthreereplicated vorticeswith

charges(+ 1;� 1;0)(fused),(� 1;0;� 1)and (0;+ 1;+ 1),

respectively.

Theterm C12 isinduced by thescreening oftwo exter-

nalvorticesatx1 and x2,respectively,byeithertwofused

vorticeswith chargesoftype(� 1;� 1;0),orby two fused

vortices with charges oftype (� 1;� 1;� 2). Concretely,

we�nd

C12

�
h1

2t

� 4

�

�
�
�
x12

a

�
�
�
� 2� �K

� 2�x(4)c ln

�
�
�
x12

a

�
�
�; (B22)

wherex
(4)
c isthefourth ordercorrection dueto two-body

renorm alization e�ects:

x
(4)
c := � 4�3K 2

Y
2

(1;� 1;0)

L =aZ

1

dyy
3� 4�K (B23)
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+ 4�3

8
><

>:
4K 4

g
2
A �

h
K (2)

i2

4

9
>=

>;
Y
2

(1;1;2)

L =aZ

1

dyy
3� 2�K (2)

:

The �rst line on the right hand side ofEq. (B23) is

fully oblivious ofthe disorder. The second line is dra-

m atically sensitive to it since it yields a new boundary

foranalyticity ofthe fugacity expansion. The two lines

areequalin the absenceofdisorder.

Furtherm ore,thesecond lineon therighthand sideof

Eq. (B23)im pliesthat,in contrastto the second order

contribution tothefugacity expansion ofthem ean hF12i,

the scaling exponent 2�K (2)ofhF12i
2
h1= 0

enters in the

fourth order correction to the scaling exponent 2� �K of

hF12ih1= 0. Hence,the second m om ent ofhF12i couples

to the m ean ofhF12i in the RG 
ow to fourth orderin

the fugacity.

From the scaling dim ension 2�K � 4�gA K
2 = �K (2)

of the operator with charge of type (1;1;2), we �nd

the RG equation (4.16)ofY(1;1;2). Equation (B23)tells

us that Y(1;1;2) indeed enters the RG equation of �K .

Hence,theperturbativeRG equationsbreaksdown when

2�K (2)< 4.

The pattern for renorm alization should becom e clear

from our fourth order calculation. To each new order

2n in h1=2t we need to introduce new fugacities for

replicated vorticeslabeled by theirtherm aland disorder

charges

("0;� � � ;"n;

nX

a= 1

"a); "a = � 1; a = 0;� � � ;n;

to closetheRG equations.Thescaling dim ension ofthe

fugacity

Y
("1;� � � ;"n ;

P
n

a= 1
"a )

on the criticalplaneofFig.1 isdeduced from thatof

exp

"

i

nX

a= 1

"a�a(y)

#

=

exp

"

i

nX

a= 1

"a�
0
a(y)

#

exp

"

� 2�K �(y)

nX

a= 1

"a

#

: (B24)

Forany in�nitesim alvalueofthedisorderstrength gA ,

the contribution to the coe�cientofthe fugacity expan-

sion to order 2n that de�nes the regim e ofanalyticity

[see Eq. (4.14)]describes the screening ofthe CB in-

teraction by two tightly bound fused vorticesofcharges

(";� � � ;";n"),"= � 1,respectively.Thescaling with sys-

tem size ofthis coe�cient is thus given by Eq. (4.13).

Subleading contributionsto the coe�cientofthe expan-

sion originate from screening ofthe CB interaction by

threeand m orereplicated vortices.

Finally,we would liketo stressthatthereexistsa one

toonecorrespondencebetween thereplicated vorticesap-

pearing in thefugacity expansion and thereplicated pri-

m ary �eldsconstructed in section V [see Eqs. (5.5,5.6)]

aswas�rstsuggested by K orshunov [21].

D .T w o-point function hFx1;x2i up to order (h1=2t)
4

Itisvery instructiveto carry the fugacity expansion ofthe two-pointfunction

Fx1;x2
:= e

i�(x1)� i�(x2) � F12: (B25)

Thiscalculation isthe crucialingredientin the RG analysisofthe K T transition.

Forthe pure casequasi-long-rangeorderholdsifF12 decaysalgebraically with separation with a scaling exponent

� � x(1) [see Eq. (4.4)]which is an analytic function offugacity Y1 in the vicinity ofY1 = 0. The transition

tem perature to a disordered phase is deduced from the boundary along the line 1=K � 0 for which the scaling

exponent� becom esnon-analytic.

In thepresenceofdisorder,Rubinstein etal.perform ed thesam eanalysisafteraveragingoverdisorderthefugacity

expansion ofF12 term by term up to second order in Y1. They inferred the parabolic boundary ofFig. 1 from

the onset ofa non-analytic dependency of� on fugacity Y1. W e repeat their argum ent and show,in the spirit of

K orshunov’s analysis [21],how higher m om ents ofcorrelation functions invalidate their conclusion beyond second

orderin the fugacity expansion.

The powerexpansion in Y1 / h1=2tisgiven by

hF12i:=

1X

n= 0

F
(n)

12 (h1=2t)
n :=

P 1

m = 0
f
(m )

12 (h1=2t)
m

1+
P 1

n= 1
Z (n) (h1=2t)

n
; (B26)

whereF
(2n+ 1)

12 = f
(2n+ 1)

12 = Z (2n+ 1) = 0 and

F
(0)

12
= f

(0)

12
;

F
(2)

12
= f

(2)

12
� f

(0)

12
Z
(2)
; (B27)

F
(4)

12 = f
(4)

12 �

h
f
(2)

12 Z
(2)+ f

(0)

12 Z
(4)

i
+ f

(0)

12 Z
(2)� Z

(2)
;
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up to fourth orderin h1=2t.Thecoe�cientsin thepowerexpansionsin h 1=2tofthenum eratorand denom inatorare

f
(2n)

12
=

1

(n!)2

Z

d
2
y1 � � � d

2
y2n| {z }

6=

D
e
i�(y1)+ � � � + i�(yn )� i�(yn + 1)� � � � � i�(y2n )+ i�(x1)� i�(x2)

Eunnor

h1= 0
; (B28)

Z
(2n) =

1

(n!)2

Z

d
2
y1 � � � d

2
y2n| {z }

6=

D
e
i�(y1)+ � � � + i�(yn )� i�(yn + 1)� � � � � i�(y2n )

Eunnor

h1= 0
; (B29)

respectively. Since we are assum ing the existence ofa dipole phase,therm alvortices are taken with a hardcore as

isindicated by the constraintthatthe coordinatesofthe vorticescannotcoincide. Hence,we are im plicitly using a

shortdistancecuto� a forthetherm alvortices.Asa m atterofprinciple,thiscuto� need notbethesam easthatused

at shortdistances for the quenched vortices. Nevertheless,for notationalsim plicity,we willassum e that quenched

vorticessharethe sam ehardcoreradius.

To lowestorderin Y1 / h1=2t:

F
(0)

12 =

�
�
�
�
x1 � x2

a

�
�
�
�

� 2� �K

�

�
�
�
x12

a

�
�
�
� 2� �K

: (B30)

To second orderin Y1 / h1=2t:

F
(2)

12
=

�
�
�
�

a2

x1 � x2

�
�
�
�

2� �K Z

d
2
y1d

2
y2| {z }

6=

K x1x2
(y1;y2;2� �K )� Kx1x2

(y1;y2;2�K
2gA )

jy1 � y2j
2� �K

�

�
�
�
�
a2

x12

�
�
�
�

2� �K Z

12|{z}
6=

K x1x2
(y1;y2;2� �K )� Kx1x2

(y1;y2;2�K
2gA )

jy12j
2� �K

� jx12=aj
� 2� �K � 8�4

�
�K 2 � K

4
g
2
A

�
�

 Z L

a

djy12jjy12j
3jy12=aj

� 2� �K

!

� lnjx12=aj; (B31)

where

K x1x2
(y1;y2;x):=

�
jy1 � x1jjy2 � x2j

jy1 � x2jjy2 � x1j

�x
: (B32)

Ifwe interpretthe presence ofa logarithm ic correction on the righthand side ofEq. (B31)asthe �rstterm in the

expansion of

F12 =

�
�
�
�
a

x12

�
�
�
�

�

=

�
�
�
�
a

x12

�
�
�
�

2� �K + ��

(B33)

in powersof��,then the scaling exponent� governing the algebraicdecay ofF12 isgiven by

� = 2� �K � 8�4
�
�K 2 � K

4
g
2
A

�
 Z L

a

1

dx x
3� 2� �K

!
�
a
4
Y
2
1

�
+ O (a8Y 4

1 ): (B34)

W e see thatthe condition thatthe scaling exponentforthe algebraic decay ofthe two-pointfunction be analytic in

the fugacity Y1 in the vicinity ofvanishing fugacity yieldsthe parabolicboundary in Fig.1.

To fourth order in Y1 / h1=2t we m ust distinguish between three di�erent e�ects present both with or without

disorder.Indeed,wecan write

F
(4)

12 = A 12 + B 12 + C12: (B35)

Renorm alizationsoftheinteraction between twoexternalvorticesdueto:i)four-bodye�ects,ii)three-bodye�ects,iii)

two-body e�ects,aredenoted by A 12,B 12,and C12,respectively.Three-body and two-body e�ectsm ustbeaccounted

forwhen the separation jx12jbetween the two externalchargesism uch largerthan the hardcoreradiusa,and when

the separation between vorticesiswithin the hardcoreradius.Form ally,we im plem entthese renorm alization e�ects
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whenever coordinates ofvortices coincide in the integrands. This is never allowed due to the hardcore constraint

forboth f
(4)

12 and f
(0)

12 Z
(4). However,coordinatescan coincide when expanding the inverse partition function in Eq.

(B26).Forexam ple,

f
(2)

12 Z
(2)=

Z

d
2
y1d

2
y3| {z }

6=

Z

d
2
y2d

2
y4| {z }

6=



ei[�(y1)� �(y3)+ �(x1)� �(x2)]

�unnor
h1= 0

�
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�unnor
h1= 0

=

Z

1234|{z}
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Z
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: (B36)

Four-body renorm alization e�ectsare

A 12 = (B37)
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g
A

:

Assum ing screening by a dilute gas ofdipoles reduces the integration over the coordinates y1,� � � ,y4 ofthe four

therm alvorticesto

22



A 12� 2�
1

(2!)2

�
�
�
�
a2

x12

�
�
�
�

2� �K

8
>>><

>>>:

Z

12|{z}
6=

K x1x2
(y1;y2;2� �K )� Kx1x2

(y1;y2;2�K
2gA )

jy1 � y2j
2� �K

9
>>>=

>>>;

2

=
1

2

�
�
�
�
a

x12

�
�
�
�

2� �K
(

8�4
�
�K 2 � K

4
g
2
A

�
 Z L

a

djy12jjy12j
3

�
�
�
y12

a

�
�
�
� 2� �K

!

ln

�
�
�
x12

a

�
�
�

) 2

: (B38)

Three-body renorm alization e�ectsare

B 12 = (B39)
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:

Afterintroducing the centerofm asscoordinates,

Y :=
1

3
(y1 + y2 + y3); (B40)

y12 := y1 � y2; (B41)

y13 := y1 � y3; (B42)

itispossibleto show that
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; (B43)

wherewehavede�ned fourdim ensionlessintegrals
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Here,we have introduced the dim ensionless fugacities Y("1;"2;"1+ "2),Y(0;";"),and Y(";0;"),where "1 = "2 = � 1 and

" = � 1,respectively. Their bare values are given by

�
a
2
h1
2t

�4=3
. W hereas under a RG rescaling a = ela0 with

0 < l� 1,theY ’sand productthereofarerenorm alized m ultiplicatively,an open problem isto �nd num ericalfactors

entering additive renorm alization e�ect due to three-body e�ects. This is di�cult in this realspace RG approach

sincewe m ustperform four-dim ensionalintegralswith com plicated integrandsand intricateboundaries.

Form invarianceunderan in�nitesim alrescaling ofthe shortdistancecuto� a:a0:= ael,0 < l� 1,ofB 12 im plies

thatthe threefugacities("1;"2 = � 1)

Y("1;"2;"1+ "2); Y(� "1;0;� "1); Y(0;� "2;� "2); (B48)

obey:

1.They alwaysappearin the com binations

Y("1;"2;"1+ "2)� Y(� "1;0;� "1)� Y(0;� "2;� "2): (B49)

2.Thosecom binationsrenorm alizem ultiplicatively according to two rules("= � 1)
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Additionally,ifwerequirethe individualm ultiplicative renorm alization rules

Y
0
(";";2") = Y

(";";2")e
l[2� �K (2)]

; (B50)

Y
0
(";� ";0) = Y

(";� ";0)e
l[2� 2�K ]

; (B51)

Y
0
(";0;") = Y

(";0;")e
l[2� � �K )]

; (B52)

Y
0
(0;";") = Y(0;";")e

l[2� � �K ]
; (B53)

wecan sum m arizeEqs.(B50,B50)by

Y(+ 1;+ 1;2)� Y(� 1;0;� 1)� Y(0;� 1;� 1) � e
i(�1+ �2)(y1)� e

� i�1(y2)� e
� i�2(y3); (B54)

Y(+ 1;� 1;0)� Y(� 1;0;� 1)� Y(0;+ 1;+ 1) � e
i(�1� �2)(y1)� e

� i�1(y2)� e
+ i�2(y3): (B55)

Equations(B54,B55)tellusthatany ofthe three therm alvorticesrenorm alizing in B 12 the CB interaction between

two externalvorticescan be thoughtofassom e locallinearcom bination ofthe two replicated realscalar�elds�1;2.

W e rem em berthat�1;2 couple to the disorderin such a way thatthe �elds�01;2 de�ned by �1;2 = �01;2 + i2�K � are

freescalar�eldsindependentofthedisorder�.Thefugacity Y("1;"2;"1+ "2) isthuslabeled by threecharges(m easured

in the appropriateunits):

� Thetherm alcharge"1 of�
0
1.

� Thetherm alcharge"2 of�
0
2.

� Thedisordercharge"1 + "2 of�.
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Finally,two-body renorm alization e�ectsare

C12 =

Z

13|{z}
6=

�
a

jx12j

�2� �K

� (B56)

( �
a

jy13j

�2�K (2)

�

�
jy1 � x1jjy3 � x2j

jy1 � x2jjy3 � x1j

�� 2� 2�K 2
g
A

+

�
a

jy13j

�2� 2�K
�

�
a

jy13j

�2�K (2)

�

�
jy1 � x1jjy3 � x2j

jy1 � x2jjy3 � x1j

�2�K � 2� 2�K
2
g
A

�

�
a

jy13j

�2� 2�K
�

�
jy1 � x1jjy3 � x2j

jy1 � x2jjy3 � x1j

�2�K )

:

Them ajordi�erencebetween C 12 and Eq.(B31)istheexponentofthecoordinatey13 given by K (2)= 2K � 4K2gA .

Itispossible to show that

C12

�
h1

2t

� 4

�

�
�
�
�
a

x12

�
�
�
�

2� �K

ln

�
�
�
x12

a

�
�
�8�4

8
><

>:
4K 4

g
2
A �

h
K (2)

i2

4

9
>=

>;
Y
2

(1;1;2)

Z L

a

1

dyy
3� 2�K (2)

�

�
�
�
�
a

x12

�
�
�
�

2� �K

ln

�
�
�
x12

a

�
�
�8�4K 2

Y
2

(1;� 1;0)

Z L

a

1

dyy
3� 4�K

: (B57)

Here,we haveintroduced the dim ensionlessfugacitiesY(1;1;2) and Y(1;� 1;0) whosebarevaluesareequalto

�
a
2
h1
2t

�2
.

In the absence of disorder, renorm alization e�ects due to higher charge vortices do not m odify the boundary

extracted from Eq.(B31).Thisisnothing butthe statem entthatcos(�)isthe m ostrelevantoperatorofthe fam ily

cos(�1)� � � � � cos(�q);� � � ;cos(q�),q2 N ,along the G aussian �xed line 1=K � 0,gA = 0,Y1 = 0.However,in the

presenceofthe random vectorpotential~@�� the relevanceofcos(�1)� � � � � cos(�q)increaseswith q2 N .
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